Signal

State Clearinghouse No. 2008081009

Prepared for:

City of Signal Hilf
2475 Cherry Avenue
Signal Hill, CA 90755-3799

Frepared by:

RGP Planning & Development Services
8921 Research Drive
frvine, CA 92618

Applicant:

EDCO
224 8, Las Posas Road
San Marcos, ©A 92078

February 2009






port

EDCO Recyeling and Transfer Facliity
State Clearinghouse No. 2008084009

introduction
CE QA RO U EIMEIIS e teesrevrcesernsneesceanrmencnettetaiss e aeeaeascesraneaeessaeeeearbeseebeisabats b rasbans e asranen 1
PUrpose OF The Final ER it e ee s s evn e s et ot ennane s e nescaecenene 1
LT I | o T4 =T ) 4= T U U SO PUR PR 2

Part 4 Draft EIR and Technical Appendices
(under separate cover at the City of Signal Hill)

Part 2 Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR

Fart 3  Draft EIR Errata and Modifications

EDCC Recycling and Transfer Facility February 2009
City of Signal Hill Page i






Final Environmental Impact Report

JCT

CEGA REQUIREMENTS

Before approving a project, the California Environmental Quality Act {(CEQA) requires the Lead Agency
to prepare and certify a Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR). Section 15132 of the State
CEQA Guidelines lists the required contents of a Final EIR as follows:

The Final EIR shall consist of

(@) The Draft EIR or a revision of the Draft

{b) Comments and recommendations received on the Draft EIR either verbatim or in
summary

(c) A list of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft
EIR

(d) The resporses of the Lead Agency to significant environmental points raised in
the review and consultation process

(e) Any other information added by the Lead Agency

The Cily of Signal Hili, as the Lead Agency, must also provide each public agency that commented on
the Draft £IR with a copy of the City's response to those comments at least ten days before certifying
the Final EIR. Members of the public and commenting agencies may review the Final EIR ptior to
certification,

PURPOSE OF THE FInNAL EIR

The Final EIR serves as the environmental document to support approval of the Proposed Project,
either in whole or in pari. The State CEQA Guidelines (Section 15089[b)) state that the review of a
final EIR should focus on the responses to comments on the Draft E[R.

After completing the Final EIR, and before approving the Project, the City of Signal Hili (Lead Agency)
must certify the following pursuant to Section 15090 of the CEQA Guidelines:

(1} The final £iR has been completed in compliance with CEQA;

(2) The final EIR was presented to the decision-making hody (City Council) of the City of
Signat Hill, and that the City Council reviewed and considerad the information contained
in the final EIR prior to approving the project; and

(3) The final EIR reflects the City of Signal Hill's independent judgment and analysis.

These certifications, the Findings of Fact, and a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
{(MMRP} are included in separate documents that will be submitted to the City of Signal Hill for
consideration prior to approval of the Proposed Project.

EDCO Recyeling and Transfer Facility February 2009
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Final Environmental impact Report

FinaL EIR CoNTENTS

Part 1 - Draft EIR and Technical Appendices

The Draft EIR dated November 2008 describes the existing environmental conditions in the City of
Signal Hill; analyzes potential impacts on those conditions due to the Preposed Project; identifies
mitigation measures that could avoid or reduce the magnitude of significant impacts; evaluates
cumulative impacts that would be ¢ausad by the Project in combination with other future projects or
growth that couid occur in the region; analyzes growth-inducing impacts: and provides a full
evaluation of the alternatives to the Proposed Project that could eliminate, reduce, or avoid project-
related impacts.

The Draft EIR and Appendices are not reproduced in this Finai EIR. Although the public review and
comment period is complete, those documents remain available for review in hardcopy and PDF
formats at the following address:

City of Signal Hil

2175 Cherry Avenue

Signai Hill, California 90755-3799

Contact: Gary Jones, Director of Community Development
(562) 989-7345

GJones@CityofSignalHill.org

Part 2 - Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR

A period of 45 days (November 13 to December 29, 2008) was established for public review of the
Draft EIR for the EDCO Recyciing and Transfer Facility. Copies were sent to the State Clearinghouse
for transmittal to all trustee, responsible, and other State agencies that may have an interest in the
project. The Draft EIR was also distributed to organizations and individuals with an interest in the
project, and to the local library to widen accessibility to the Draft EIR. In addition, the Notice of
Availability of where the Draft EIR could be reviewed was published in the Signal Hilt Tribune
Newspaper. During the public review period, the City received six written comment letters on the
Draft EIR.

This part contains a complete list of persons, organizations, and public agencies that commented on
the Draft EIR; copies of the comment letters received by the City on the Proposed Project, and the
Lead Agency's responses to those comments,

Part 3 - Draft EIR Errata and Modifications

This part contains all text and graphics changes to the Draft EIR, most of which are in response to
comments on the Draft EIR. Modifications to the Draft EIR text are depicted as follows:

Black underline indicates text additions
Grey-striketbrovgh indicates text deletions

It is important to note that neither the errata nor the modifications change the conclusions regarding
potentially significant effects or the ability of mitigation measures to avoid or substantially reduce
those effects to a level that is less than significant.

EDCO Recyciing and Transfer Facility February 2009
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Draft EIR and Technical Appendices, November 2008
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E7ATE CLEARINGHOUSE No. 20080810409
FOR THE

ECYCLING AND TRANSFER FaciLiTy
Gty oF BieNAL HitLk, CALIFORNIA

INTRODUCTION

A Dyaft Environmental impact Report (Draft EIR) was prepared in November 2008 for the EDCO
Recycling and Transfer Facility project located in the City of Signal Hill in Los Angeles County,
Califorria. The Draft EIR was made available for public review and comment pursuant to the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines {Section 15087) from November 23 to
December 29, 2008. During the public review period, the City of Signal Hill, as the CEQA Lead
Agency, received six (8) comment letters and/or emails on the Draft EIR from public agencies. The
City of Signal Hill has evaluated the comments and has prepared written responses to each pertinent
comment relating to the adequacy of the environmental analysis contained in the Draft EIR.

The public review and comment period of the CEQA process solicits comments for the purposes of
disclosing additional possible impacts, alternatives, or mitigation measures. Comments need o be
supported by substantial evidence such as data, references, experl opinion, or other facts. This
allows the Lead Agency to assess the impacts of a project based on the analysis provided by other
responsible or concerned agencies, and provides the opportunity to amplify and explain better the
analysis that the Lead Agency has undertaken to determine the potential environmental impacts of a
project. Te that extent, these Responses to Comments provide complete explanations 1o
commenting agencies in order to improve the cverall understanding of the project for the decision-
making body.

The following agencies submitted comments during the public review period.

Agency or Organization Name Date

A. County of Los Angeles Fire Depariment,  Jason Wiens, Plans Examiner Nov. 14, 2008
Fire Prevention Division Fire Prevention Engineering

B. State of Califernia - Department of Toxic  Greg Holmes, Unit Chief Nov, 19, 2008
Substances Control {DTSC) Brownfieids and Fnvironmentai Restoration

Frogram - Cypress Cffice

C. California Integrated Waste Management Raymond M. Seamans, Senior Integrated Dec. 5, 2008

Board (CIWMB) Waste Management Specialist

Waste Compliance and Mitigation Program,
Permitting and LEA Support Division

D. Long Beach Unified Schoo! District Carri M. Matsumoto, Executive Director Dec. 22, 2008
(LBUSD) racilities Development & Planning Branch
EDCC Recycling and Transfer Facility February 2009
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State Clearinghouse No. 2008081009 Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR

 Agency or Organization Name Date
E, South Coast Air Quality Management Steve Smith, PhD, Program Supervisor, CEQA Dec. 24, 2008
District (SCAQMD) Section
Flanning, Rule Development & Area Sources
F. County of Los Angeles Depariment of Gerry Villalobos, EHS IV (Acting) Jan. 22, 2009
Public Health, Solid Waste Management
Program

The following section inciudes the comment documents and the City's responses. Each comment
document is identified with a ietter in the upper right corner of the first page. The individual
comments in each comment document have been given reference numbers that appear in the left
margin next to the bracketed comments.

EDCO Recyeling and Transfer Facility

February 20069
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State Clearinghouse No. 2008081009 Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR

Comment Document A

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES FIRE DEPARTMENT
FIRE PREVENTION DIVISION

Fire Prevention Engineering
5823 Rickenbacker Road
Commerce, Ca 90040-3027
Telephone 323-880-4125 Fax 323-880-4129

BUILDING PLLAN REVIEW REQUIREMENTS

DATE: 11-14-2008 REGIONAL OFFICE: _EAST REGION CERRITOS
PROJECT FPD

NAME: EDCO RECYCLING & TRANSFER NO:  FEPC 200802210
PROJECT

ADDRESS: 2755 CALIFORNIA AVE CITY: _ SIGNAL HILL

BLDG. ~ OCCUPANCY

TYPE: i CLASSIFICATION:  B,F-1,H-2,+-4 STORIES:
TOTALBLDG REQUIRED SPRINKLERS

AREA 8Q.FT.. 62,673 SIDE YARDS: REQUIRED: 13
ARCHITECT/

APPLICANT: _RICHARD JIMENEZ PHONE: 714 524-1870

A A buiiding permit WILL NOT be issued prior to accepiance of the hydrant location, fire flow, and
any additional requirements by the Department.

FOR QUESTIONS CONCERNING YOUR PROJECT CORRECTIONS, PLEASE CONTACT:

PLANS EXAMINER: JASON WIENS

NOTE: PLANS EXAMINER'S PHONE HOURS ARE BETWEEN 7:30 A.M. AND 10:30 A.M. ONLY, MONDAY
THROUGH FRIDAY. OFFICE MEETINGS ARE BY APPOINTMENT ONLY.

SUBMIT FOUR CORRECTED ARCHITECTURAL SETS OF PLANS, FOR FINAL APPROVAL.
PLEASE MAKE EACH CORRECTION AS DIRECTED BELOW EACH REQUIREMENT.

The foliowing deficiencies have been identified as not In compliance with applicable codes,
standards, and Department reguiations, as stated on the construction documents.

EDCO Recycfing and Transter Facifity February 2009
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State Clearinghouse No. 2008081008 Responses to Comments on the Draft £IR

1. Provide & minimurn unobstructed widih of 26 feet, except for approved security gates in accordance
with Section 503.6 and an unobstructed vertical clearance o clear fo skyy, Fire Department vehicular
access to within 150 feet of all portions of the exterior building walls. Fire Code 503.2.1
ACTION REQINRED @ Cross-hatch the Fire Department vehicle access on the site olan,

2. Fire Department vehicitar access roads must be installed and maintained in a serviceable manner prior
o and during the time of construction, Fire Code 501.4
ACTION REGUIRED : Provide note on site plan.

3. Buliding address numbers shall be provided and raintained so as o bé plainly visible and legible from
the sireet fronting the property. The numbers shall be a minimum of 4 inches high with a minimum
stroke width of 4.5 inch. Fire Code 505.1
ACTION REQUIRED - Pravide note on skie plan,

4. A Key Box shall be provided and maintained at gated enfrances, in accordance with Fire Code 508,

and as sel forth in Fire Department Regulation 5.

ACTION REQUIRED ; Provide note on site plan.

A1

5. The required fire fiow for PUBLIC fire hydrants at this lecation is 2500 gpm, at 20 psi residual pressure,
for a duration of 5 hours over and above maximum daily domestic demand. Fire Code 508.3 and Fire
Department Regulation 8.
ACTION REGUIRED : Provide nofe on site plan.
Tha required fire flow is based on the following calculation:
fire Tlow: 3000 gpm
increase 500 gpm for each story above ground floor: 0 gpm
Increase 500 gpm for a single exposure within 5C feel; C gpm
Increase for Hazardous Cocupancy: 0 gpm
Reduction for fire sprinklers andfor construction type: 2500 gpm

6. All fire hydrants shall measure 8" x 4" x 2-4/2", brass or bronze, conforming to American Water Works
Association Standard C503, or approved equal; and shall be installed in compilance with Fire
Department Regulation 8. Fire Code 508.1.1
ACTION REQUIRED : Provide note on site plan.

7. Compiete and return the aitached “Fire Flow Avaitability” Form 126.
Fire Code 508.1.1
ACTION REGQUIRED : Provide altached form completed by the water gurveyor.

EDCO Recycling and Transfer Facifity February 2009
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State Ciearinghouse No, 2008081009 Responses to Comments on the Draft EiR

Response to Comment Document A

County of Los Angeles Fire Department, Fire Prevention Division
November 14, 2008

Response No. A1

The Building Plan Review Requirements previde the City and the Applicant {EDCO) with a tist of plan
check items to ensure compliance applicable codes, standards, and Fire Department reguiations.
Those requirements have been provided to the Applicant's architect and/or engineer t¢ be
addressed in future architectural plan submittals. Since the Building Plan Review Reguirements do

not pertain to the adequacy of the environmental analysis in the Draft EIR, no further response is
required.

EDCC Recyeling and Transfer Facility February 2009
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State Clearinghouse No. 2008081009 Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR

Comment Document B

\\I

it
oy

Department of Toxic Substances Control

Maureen F. Gorsen, Director
Linda & Adams 5796 Corporate Avenue Arneld Schwarzenegger

Srcretary for Cypress, California 80830 Governor
Envimnmental Protectior

November 19, 2008

Mr. Gary Jones

Director of Community Developmaent
City of Signal Hil

2175 Cherry Avenue

Signal Hill, Cafifornia 90755-3799
GJones@CityofSignatiillL.org

NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY OF THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT AND NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING FOR EDCO RECYCLING AND
TRANSFER FACILITY PROJECT, CITY OF SIGNAL HILL (SCH # 2008081009},
LOS ANGELES COUNTY

Dear Mr, Jones:

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) has received your submitted draft
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the above-mentioned project. The following
project description is stated in your document: “The proposed site for the EBCO
Recydling and Transfer facility (Project) Is about one mile south of U.S. Interstate 405
{San Diego Freeway); approximately one miles east of U8, Interstate 710 {L.ong Beach
Freeway); and approximately one mile north of State Route 1 (Pacific Coast Highway).
The Project is the development of a +/- 88,000-sgaure-foot recyciing and transfer facility
on a 3.75-acre site in the City of Signal Hill. The Project study area is the entire hlock
bounded by Patterson Street to the south, California Avenue to the east, and the 2gh
Strest and Olive Avenue righis-of-way {Unimproved) to the north and west, respectivety.
The state of the art materials recovary/iransfer station (MRF/TS) facility will serve as a
point to accept, process, recover and iransfer mixaed municipal waste and residue
following diversion activities to an appropriate permitted disposat facifity. The Project will
be built on a site which has been undeveloped for decades and is in a blighted condition
due to past oil fleld operations with former sumps, pipelines, abandoned and active oil
wells, and environmental contamination.” DTSC has the following comments;

1) The EIR should identify the current or historic uses at the project site that may
have resulted in a release of hazardous wastes/substances, and any known or
potentially contaminated sites within the proposed Project area. For ali identified

B1 sites; the EIR should evaluate whether conditions at the site may pose a threat {o

hurnan health or the environment, Following arg the databases of some of the

pertinent regulatory agencies:

Frinted on Recycled Paper

EDCO Recyceling and Transter Facility February 2009
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State Clearinghouse No, 2008081009 Respeonses tc Comments cn the Draft £IR

Mr. Gary Jones
November 19, 2008
Page 2 of 4

e National Priorities List (MPL): Adist maintained by the United States
Environmental Protection Agency {U.S. EPA).

. Envirostor: A Database primarily used by the California Department of Toxic
Substances Control, at Envirostor. disc.ca.gov

o Resource Conservation and Recovery Information Systern (RCRIS): A database
of RCRA facilities that is maintained by U.5. EPA,

. Comprehensive Envirgnmental Response Compensation and Liability
Information System (CERCLIS): A database of CERCLA siles that is maintained
by 4. S.EPA.

B e Solid Waste Information System (SWISY A database provided by the California

Integrated Waste Management Board which consists of both open as well as
ciosed and inactive solid waste disposal facilities and transfer stations

- Leaking Underground Storage Tanks (LUST)/ Spills, Leaks, investigations and
Cleanups {SLIC): A list that is maintained by Regional Water Quality Control
Boards.

o {.ocal Counties and Cities maintain lists for hazardous substances cleanup sifes
and leaking underground storage tanks.

v The United States Army Corps of Engineers, 811 Wiishire Boulevard,
Los Angeles, California, 90017, (213) 452-3008, maintains a list of Formerly
Used Defense Siles (FUDS}.

2} The EIR should identify the mechanism to inifiate any required investigation

and/for remediation for any site that may e contaminated, and the government
B2 agency to provide appropriate regulatory oversighl. If necessary, DT8C can
enhter an oversight agresment in order to review such documents. Please see
comment No. 12 below for more information.

3 Al environmentat investigations, sampling andfor remediation for the site should
he conducted under a Workplan approved and overseen by a regutatory agency
that has jurisdiction to oversee hazardous substance cleanup. The findings of

B3 any investigations, including any Phase 1 or || Environmental Site Assessment

Investigations should be summarized in the document. Al sampling results in

which hazardous substances were found should be clearly summarized in a

table

EDCO Recycling and Transfer Facility February 2009
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State Clearinghouse No. 2008081009 Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR

Mr. Gary Jones
Movernber 18, 2008
Page 3 of 4

4} Proper investigation, sampling and rernedial actions overseen by the respective
regulatory agencies, if necessary, shouid be conducied at the site prior to the
new development or any construction. All dlosure, cerlification or remediation
approval repotts by these agencies should be included in the EIR.

B4

5) If buildings or other structures, asphall or concrete-paved surface areas are
being planned to be demoilished, an investigation should be conducted for the
oresence of other related hazardous chemicals, lead-based paints or products,

65 mercury, and ashesios containing materials (ACMs). if other hazardous

chemicals, lead-based paints or products, mercury or ACMs are identified,

proper precautions should be taken during demolition activities. Additionally, the
comtaminants should be remadiated in compliance with California environmental
regulations and policies.

&) Project construction may require soil excavation or filiing In certain areas.
Sampling may he required. If soil is contaminated, it must be properly disposed

Bs and not simply placed in another location onsite, Land Disposal Restriclions

{L DRs) may be applicable o such soils. Also, if the project proposes to import

s0il to backfill the areas excavated, sampling shouid be conducied to ensure thaf

the imporied soil is free of contamination.

7 Human health and the environment of sensitive receptors should be protected
during the construction or demolition activities. If it is found necessary, & study of
the site and a heaith risk assessmeni overseen and approved by the appropriate
government agency and a qualified health risk assessor should be conducted to
determine if there are, have been, or will be, any releases of hazardous materials
that may pose a risk to human health or the environment. '

87

8) i it is determined that hazardous wastes are, ar will be, generated by the
proposed operations, the wastes must be managed in accordance with the
California Hazardous Waste Control Law (California Health and Safety Code,
Divisicn 20, Chapter 6.5) and the Hazardous Waste Control Regulations
(California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Division 4.5). if it is determined that

B8 hazardous wasies will be generated, the facility should also oblain a United

States Envirenmental Protection Agency ldentification Number by contacting

(800} 618-6942. Certain hazardous waste Ireatment processes of hazardous

materiais, handling, storage or uses may require authorization from the local

Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA). Information about the requirement for

authertization can be obtained by contacting your local CUPA.

o3} If the project plans include discharging wastewater to a storm drain, you may be
By required to obtain an NPDES permit from the overseeing Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB).

£DCC Recycling and Transfer Facility February 2009
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State Clearinghouse No. 2008081009 Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR

Mr. Gary Jonas
Novermnber 198, 2008
Page 4 of 4

10} i during construction/demalition of the project, the sofl and/or groundwater
B10 contamination is suspected, construction/dernolition in the area should cease
and appropriaie health and safety procedures should be implernented.

11y If the site was used for agricultural, livestock or related activities, onsite soils and

groundwatar might contain pesticides, agriculiural chemical, organic waste or
B11 other related residue. Proper investigation, and remedial actions, i necessary,
should be conducted under the oversight of and approved by a government
agency at the site prior o construction of the projsct.,

12} DTSC can provide guidance for cleanup oversight through an Environmenial
Cversight Agreement (ECA) for government agencies which would not be
819 responaible parties under CERCLA, or a Voluntary Cleanup Agreement (VCA)
for private parties. For additional information on the EQA or VCA, please sse
www. disc.ca.gov/SiteCleanup/Brownfields, or contact Ms. Maryam Tasnif-Abbasi,
DTSC's Voluntary Cleanup Coordinator, at {714} 484-5489, '

If you have any questions regarding this latler, please contact Mr. Rafig Ahmed, Froject
Manager, at rahmed@dtsc.ca.gov or by phone at (714) 484-5491.

Sincerely,

e

Unit Chief
Brownfields and Environmental Restoration Program - Cypress Office

ce.  Governor's Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse
F.0. Box 3044
Sacramento, California 85812-3044
state clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov.

CEQA Tracking Center

Department of Toxic Substances Control
Office of Environmental Planning and Analysis
1001 1 Street, 22nd Floor, M.S, 22-2
Sacramento, California 95814
gmoskat@disc.ca.gov

CEQA#2382

£DCO Recycling and Transfer Facilily February 2008
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State Clearinghouse No. 2008081009 Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR

Response to Comment Document B

State of California - Department of Toxic Substances Controf (DTSC)
November 19, 2008

Response No. B1

The potential for release of hazardous wasies/substances as a result of current or historic uses is
addressed in Section 3.6 {Hazards and Hazardous Materials) of the Draft EIR, which summarizes two
environmental assessments that were prepared for the Project Site. The information and analysis in
that section is based on & Phase li Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) and a Human Health Risk
Assessment (HHRA) prepared by Mearns Consulting LLC in October 2007 and September 2008,
respectively. On-site soils were investigated for pesticide residues, VOCs, and other potentially
hazardous substances. The Phase [ ESA and the HHRA describe the environmental conditions at the
Project Site. All information relating to the need for future site investigation and/or remediation has
been provided in Section 3.6 of the Draft EIR. Provisions for pre-demolition inspections and
remediation contingencies have been established as standard conditions and mitigation measures
in the Draft EIR. Compliance with standard conditions and the impiementation of mitigation
measures would ensure that construction workers and the general pubic would not be exposed to
any unusual or excessive risks related to hazardous materials during demolition activities.

Response No, B2

The City of Signal Hill (the City) has entered into a contract with the State of California Environmental
Protection Agency, Office of Envircnmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) to review
assessment and investigation reports, including human health risk assessments (HRA), as part of
the City's ongoing Brownfield redevelopment efforts. EDCO submitted the Phase |l Environmental
Site Assessment (Phase Il £SA) and the HRA prepared for the site to the City for review and
comment. The City forwarded these documents to OEHHA for review. OEHMA reviewed and approved
the HRA in December 2008.

Additionaily as this Brownfield siie is an oil field with three operating pumping units and the historic
use of the site was an oil field with nine previcusly abandoned oil wells located on-site, the
constituents of concern include heavy-ends of total petroleum hydrocarbons indicative of crude oil.

EDCO is working with the State of California Department of Conservation, Division of 0, Gas and
Geothermai Resources (DOGGR) regarding the oit wells and will continue o monitor for volatile
organic compounds (VOCs) as required by the Air Quality Management District (AQMD) Rule 1186
Site Specitic Mitigation Soiis Plan for excavating and grading site soils.

Response No. B3

A Phase il ESA was prepared for the subject property in October 2007, A Human Health Risk
Assessment was prepared in September 2008. The resulis of these studies are discussed in Section
3.6 (Hazards and Hazardous Materials). The complete reports are inciuded on a CD of the Draft EIR.
A Phase | ESA was prepared in 2001. This document is on file at the City of Signal Hill Planning
Department.

EDCO Recycling and Transfer Fagility February 2009
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State Clearinghouse No. 2008081009 Responses to Comments on the Draft CIR

Response No, B4

Investigation, sampling and remedial actions have been conducted, as summarized in the Draft EIR.
The comment and approval letler for the Human Heaith Risk Assessment from OEHHA Is included as
Attachment A to these responses to DTSC comments. EDCO is awaiting certification of the EIR before
proceeding with additional environmental work on-site.

Response No, BS

The site is vacant, unpaved land; therefore, this comment does not apply.
Response No. 6

Volatile organic compound (VOC) monitoring in compliance with the South Coast Air Quality
Management District's (SCAQMD) Rule 1166 Site Specific Soil Mitigation Plan will occur during site
grading activities. Soil that exceeds the 50 parts per million {ppm) threshoid for VOCs will be
stockpiled on plastic sheeting, covered with plastic sheeting, profiled for offsite disposal and
disposed appropriately in accordance with State of California regulations.

Any import wili be sampled and analyzed for the following constituents: (1} volatile organic
compounds will be collected via USEPA method B035B and analyzed via USEPA method 82608, (2)
semi-volatile organic compounds will be analyzed via USEPA method 8270C, total threshold limit
concentration (TTLC) metals will be analyzed via USEPA methods 6000/7000 series, (3) total
petroieum hydrocarbons-gasciine range, -diesel range, and speciated carbon chains will be analyzed
via USEPA method 80158, {4) organochlorine pesticides will be analyzed via USEPA method 8081A,

Response No. BY

Volatile organic compound (VOC) monitoring in compliance with the South Coast Air Quality
Management District's (SCAQMD} Rule 1166 Site Specific Soil Mitigation Pian will occur during site
grading activities. The VOC monitoring wili ensure that the health and safety of the workers are
protected while exposed to site soils during the grading activities.

Section 3.5 {Air Quality) of the Final EIR will include the location of the nearest sensitive receptors
(Figure 3.5-1). The nearest work facility is a warehouse on Atlantic Avenue between East 280 Street
and East Patterson Street. The distance from the prolect property line to the warehouse parking lot is
approximately 162 feet. The nearest hospital is Long Beach Memorial Medical Center located on
Long Beach Boulevard between East Patterson Street and East Columbia Street. The distance from
the project property fine is approximately 920 feet. The nearest school is Jackie Robinson Academy
on Pine Avenue located 3,000 feet west of the project property line. The nearest residences are
located on the west side of Lime Street between East 27t Street and Walton Avenue, southwest of
the project property line. The distance from the project property line is approximately 625 feet. The
cancer risk to sensitive receptors is well below the threshold of one in 10 million.

Response No. BB

The project itself will not be a hazardous waste generator. |t will, however, accommodaie the storage
and off-site transport and disposal of hazardous materiais inadvertently brought to the proposed
facifity. The facility will have a stringent load check program for the identification and sequestration
of hazardous materials during initial screening of incoming oads. Those materials will be recovered,
stored and shipped in a manner and protocol further described in the Transfer and Processing

EDCO Recyeling and Transfer Facllity February 2009
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State Clearinghouse No. 2008081009 Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR

Report {TPR) as a component of the Solid Waste Facility Permit (SWFP) as issued by the Local
Enforcement Agency (LEA). Conditions described in the TPR will be to the satisfaction of the LEA,

Response No. BS

The comment addresses the need for regulatory clearance if the project would involve the discharge
of wastewater to a storm drain. In the near term, during project construction, the project will comply
with ali requirements of the State Construction Activity General Permit (NPDES No. CAS000002,
Order No. 99-08-DWQ) for storm water discharges associated with construction activity. The project
applicant will submit a Notice of Intent {NOI) and fee payment to the Los Angeles Regional Water
Quality Control Beard (LARWQCR) prior to commencement of construction activities in order to obtain
authorization for proposed storm water discharges. Authorization will not be granted until the
applicant develops an acceptabie Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), inciuding a
VMonitoring and Reporting Program and a Post-Construction Management Plan designed and
implemented such that storm water discharges and authorized non-storm water discharges will not
cause or contribute 10 an exceedance of any applicable water guality standards contained in the
Basin Plan. The SWFPPP shail impiement controls to reduce pollutants in storm water discharges from
the Project Site 1o the BAT/BCT performance standard.

in the long term, during the operational life of the proiect, the project will comply with the local
regulations associated with the Regional Board's Municipal Stormwater Permit issued to .os Angeles
County and co-permittees under NPDES No. CAS004001 and Waste Discharge Requirements Order
No. 01-182. This includes the Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) and all related
implementing local ordinances and regulations for the control of stormwater pollution from new
development and redeveiopment,

Hesponse No. B10

The City of Signal Hill is in the Long Beach Groundwater Plain. Underlying aquifers include (from
shatlowest to deepest) the Gage, Hoilydale, Jefferson, Lynwood, Silverado and Sunnyside aquifers.
The underlying aquifers are found starting at depths of approximately 50-100 feet below ground
surface. These aquifers are separated from one another by aquitards composed of relatively
impermeable, fine-grained sediments. The site is immediately underlain by the Bellflower Aquiclude.
Depth to groundwater underlying the site is at least 125-feet below ground surface (Mearns 2008),
and groundwater was not encountered during the borings for the Phase i environmental site
assessment.

Groundwater supplies will not be adversely impacted by the proposed development. The project does
not propose construction of any groundwater wells since public water sources will be provided to the
site via municipal transmission mains. No impact to groundwater supplies or recharge areas is
expected. However, if groundwater contamination is suspected during construction/demotition of the
Proposed Project, operations will cease and the appropriate measures wili be instituted.

Response No. B11
The comment requires specific remedial investigation for land areas associated with agricultural or
livestock related activities. As discussed in Section 3.2 {lLand Use and Planning), historic, present,
and planned uses at the Project Site are not related to agricultural or livestock activities.

Response No. B12

Comment noted. Based on the information above, no further response is necessary.

EDCO Recyeling and Transfer Facility February 2009
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Attachment A to Response 1o Comment Document B
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Susan Mearns
Ken Farfsing
12/9/2008
Page Tl 2
Conceptual Site Model .
s The assessment assumes industrial and construction scenarios, evaluating the fllowing
pathways;
a indoor exposure 1o inhaled VOCs {indusirial only)
o outdoor exposure to inhialed VOCs and particles
o ouldoor exposire © soils by ingestion and denmal contaet.
¢ Beological and residential assessments wete not included
¢ Ground water was not considered as an exposure medium.

Yapor intrusion reswits
s Henzene was detected in soil vapor at a concentration tess than the commercialiindustrial
CHHSL. Thus, there is no-significant visk from inhalation of indoor vapors

Soits exposure results _

»  Piape 17 dbes not appear 0 include exposure parameters for construgtion warkers,

w  The “Betirdted Risks and Hazards” table does not identify the seenario being evaluated,

e The “Notes” below the “Bstimated Risks and Hazards” table refer to DTSC (1999 fig 5 and

7 and eguation 2.8. Sivice the DTSC equatlions were hot used exactly as presented in fig 5

and 7 {DTSC, 1999), this could be confusing fo a reader who did nol carefully read sections

7.1 and 7.2. A more accurdle reférence would be to sections 7.1 and 7.2,

My calculations indicated a risk of 2.5 x 107 for carrent/future ensite outdoor werkers,

slightly lower than the 3.3 x 107 value in the veport. This risk is priarily due to exposure to

arsente. However, actnal risk is probably lower, since the highest arserde fevels are at 2025

feet degth Where exposure to these workers is unlikely.

o My caleulations indicated a fower risk of 3.7 x 10 for current/future onsite construction
wWorkers.

e It is possible that arsenic concentiations are equivalent o local background levels.

@

Conclusions

e Risks due to benzené Hiiltration inte indoor air are less than significant,

» Risks and hazards dueto other VOCs and meials other than arsenic are less than sigaificant.

s Only arsenic is a significant contributor fo cancer risk as this site.

& Upper-bound risk estimales are sbout 3 x 107 for antdoor transfer station workers. Actual
risks for these workers are probably lower, since the highest arsenic levels are at 20:23 feal
dépth where exposure is unlikely.

& The wiper-bound lifefime cancer risk o current/future onsife construction werkers is
estimated at 3.7 x 1077,

& As stated in the feport, the upper-bound Hfetime cancer risks dire lo arsériv in doils arc witkin
U5, BEPA’s “safe and proiective of public health” risk management range of 107 e 107

I you have any questions, call me at 916-323-2635 or c-mail JCarlisle@OREHA CA.GOV.

Reviewed by:
Hristo Hristov, MD, PhD

£DCO Recycling and Transfer Facility February 2008
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RECENED

December §, 2008
' BEC . § 2008

Mr. Gary Jones .
Director of Community Development
City of Signal Hiit Redevelopment Agency

2175 Cherry Avenue
Signal I3, CA  923935-5850

STATE CLEARING HOUSE

Subject: SCH MNo. 2608681609 — Draft Environmental [mpact
Report for the Construction and Operation of the EDCO
Recycling and Transfer Facility, a Solid Waste Transfer
Station in the City of Signal Hill, SWIS No. (Not
Assigned), Los Angeles County

Dear Mr. fones:

Thank you for allowing the California Integrated Waste Management
Board’s {Board) staffl to provide comments {or this proposed project and
for your agency’s consideration of these comments as part of the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process.

Board staff has reviewed the environmental document cited above and
offers the following project description, analysis and owr
recommendations for the proposed project based on our understanding of
the project. If the Board's project description varies substantially from the
project as understood by the Lead Agency, Board staff requests
incorporation of any significant differences in the Final Environmental
Impact Report.

Projeet Description
The City of Signai Hill; Redevelopment Agency, acting as Lead Agency,
has prepared and circulated a Draft Environmental Impact Report

proposing to constiuct and operate a Recycling and Transfer Facility, The
site is approximately 3.75 acres in a blighted condition due in part to past

CRICINAL FRINTED UM TGP % FUST-LENSUMER QUNTEWT, FROCUSSER CHRLORME FECE IATER

EDCO Recyeling and Transfer Facility
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DEIR EDCO Recycling and Transfer Facility December 3, 2008

oil field operations wilh former sumps, pipelines, abandoned and active oil
wells and significant environmental contamination. Site topography is
_relatively level and bound by Patterson Street on the south, California
" Avérue o the east and the 287 Street and Olive Avenue rights-of-way lo
45 themorth and west respectively.

The mroposéd projects major components are;

s Change in zoning from CG (General Commercial) to Specific Plan
(8P-1%)
e Amend the Zoning Crdinance to add a new planning area —
Planning Area 3
e Vaealion of a “paper” alley between Olive and California Avenues
o Vacation of Olive Avenue right-of-way between 28% and Patterson
Streets
= Lot Merger
s Conditional Use Permmit
s Amendment to the Non Disposal Facility Element
s Amendment to the County Sofid Waste Management Plan
a Development of a 68,000 +/- square fect Recyeling and Transter
Facility
o - Office/Administration area
o FEmployee area
o Operations, material recovery facility, transfer/self
haul/load out area
Greenwaste area
Construction dehiis area
« Separate maintenance arca
s A certified buyback operation for used beverage containers

00

The design capacity of the Recycling and Transfer Facility would be 1500
{ons per day with peak dally waffic count of 589 yound lrips or 828 PCE
{passenger car equivatent) round uips.

Curreni land is all disturbed with continuing use for oil production - six
arcas totaling .34 acres. e-waste wiil be accepted at no charge to the
residents of the City of Signal Hill; EDCO will also endeavor to. establish
a permitted Household Hazardons Waste facility on-site.

2

SACRGARNR CEOA DOCSCOUNTIES 08 Angeles-19Comment LettestDEIR BDOCO Revyelivg s Transter Staton 19-AAKKRE 135 dos
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DEIR EDCO Recycling and Trausfer Facility

December 5, 2008

Proposed Entitlewents for a Full Solid Waste Facilities Permit

Permitted Areca

3.75 - acres

Peak Daily Tonnage

1300 tons per day

Peak Daily Vehicle Count

389 round irips or 828 PCE round trips

Days of Operation Up to 7 days per week
» Hours of Operation Up to 24 hours per day
Design Capacity 1300 tons per day
Community Clean-Up Days 4 per year'

1 - Two of the days will be curb-side and two will be for bulky frems on-call

The following environmental impacts were found to be potentially
significant and/or of sufficient public controversy to warrant inclusion in
this Draft Envirormental Impact Report. The following environmental
topics were addressed:

e Land Use and & Aesthetics
Planning = Biological Resources
e Traffic and s Cultural Resources
Cireuiation s Hydrology and Water
e Air Quality Quality
s Noise e Mineral Resources

e Hazards and
Hazardous Materials

All ten areas that might have polentially significant impact and/or of
sufficient public controversy were determined to be less than significant or
less than significant after mitigation.

BOARD STAFE'S COMMENTS

For clarity and convenience, questions and comments that Board staff is
seeking o specific respense to will be italicized so the reader can more
easily Iocate and respond to them.

Envirenmental Justice

Beard members have taken a proactive stance towards environmental
oy} justice and expect that it be included and considered in projects coming
hefore them for concurrence. Please describe any impacts as a resull of
this proposed profect on the foir reatment of all people regardless of
race, color, national origin or income within the reasonably immediaie
areq.

3

SACRQANZ008 CEQA DOCKWOUNTIES L os Angeles- 1ot LetetADETR ERCO Recyeling md Trangfer Station 11 AAXXXX 12-5.doc
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DEIR EDCO Recyeling and Transfer Facility December 5, 2008

Aceeptable Waste

Types olwaste to be received af the Recycling and Transfer Facility,
based on information in the epvironmental document, would be limited to
the following:

s Mixed Municipal Waste = e-waste for City residents
e (ireen Waste : & Household Havardous
o Construction Debrig Waste {lentative)

ok + Used Beverage Containers

Mixed Municipal Waste would be defined as:

“_..putrescible and non—putrescible solid, semi-solid, and laquid
wastes, including garbage, trash, refuse, paper, subbish, ashes,
industrial wasies, sireet sweepings, recyclables, and catch basin
residue”

Ifihere are any other rypes of waste 1o be accepted please deteil them in
L. the Fipal Environmental Impact Report.

Tonnage
c4 , L .
AN material that eniers the transfer station must pass over the scale and
be accounted for save supplies and equipmeny,

CONCLUSEON

The Board staff thanks the Lead Agency for the opportunity to review and
commetit on this Draft Environmental Impact Report and hopes that this
comment letter wili be useful to the Lead Apency in earrying out their
responsibilities in the CEQA process. '

 The Board stall reguests copies of any subsequeat environmental

cs documents including, the Final Environmental Impact Report, the Report
of Facility Information/Joint Technical Document, any Statements of

Overriding Consideration, copies of public notices; and any Notices of

Determination for this project,

Please refer to 14 CCR, § 15094(d) that stales: “If the prolect requires
discrationary approval {rom any state azency, the local lead agency shall
also, within five working davs of this approval, file 4 copy of the nolice of
determination with the Office of Plenning and Research [State
Clearinghousel.” '

4

$ACECAN200S CEQA DOCRCOUNTIES Los Angeles-19 aramont Lotters'DEIR EDCO Reeyeling and Transfer Station PEAANNI 12-5,dec
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DEIR EDCO Recycling and Transfer Facility December 5, 2008

The Board staff requests that the Lead Agency provide a copy of its
responses to the Beard’s comments at least ten days before certifying the
Final Enviroamental Impact Report. Refer to Public Resource Code,

Section 21092.5(a).
Ch
If the document is certified during a public hearing, Board staff request ten
days advance notice of thig hearing: If'the docuent is certified without a
public hearing, Board staff requests ten days advance notification of the
date of the ceriification and project approval by the decision-making body.
If you have any questions regarding these comments, please contact me al
$16.341.6728 or e-mail me at rseamans@ciwmb.ca.gov.
Sincerely,
T T
N
Raymond M. Seamans
Waste Compliance and Mitigation Program
Permitting and LEA Support Division
Environmental Review
California Integrated Waste Management Board
Ce:  Bill Marciniak
Waste Compliance and Mitigation Program
Permitting and LEA Support Division
South Branch Permitting, Reglon 4
California Integrated Waste Management Board
Liflian Conroe, Supervisor
Waste Compliance and Mitigation Program
Permitting and LEA Support Division
South Branch Permitting, Region 4
California Integrated Waste Management Board
Susan Markie, Branch Manager
Waste Compliance and Mitigation Program
Permiiting and LEA Support Division
South Branch Permitting
California Intcgrated Waste Management Board
Ken Murray, Chief
Pete Oda, Supervisor
Department of Health Services
5050 Commerce Prive
Baldwin Park, CA 91706
5
SACEHAN008 CEQA DOCSCOUNTIES Los Angelet 1 W omment LetetdDEIR EDCO Recyoling and Transfer Siation i32AAXO0GE 12-5.d0d
EDCO Recycling and Transfer Facility February 2009

City of Signal Hill Pade RtC-19



(Page intentionally biani)



State Clearinghouse No. 2008081009 Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR

Response to Comment Document C

California Integrated Waste Management Board
December 5, 2008

Response No. C1

The California Integrated Waste Management Board's understanding of the project description and
representation of the environmental impacts identified in the Draft EIR is correct.

Response No. C2

Environmental justice focuses on environmentat and human health conditions in areas of high
minority popuiations and low-income cemmunities, Adverse environmental justice impacts occur
when a project’'s impacts have the potential 1o affect areas of high-minority populations and low-
income communities disproportionately. The Proposed Project is located in the City's Atlantic/Spring
Neighborhood subplanning area. This neighborhood contains the single largest vacant land area
remaining in the City and remains largely vacant due to the multinle constraints to development such
as on-going independent oil production activities, contaminated soils, smail lot sizes, fragmented
ownership patierns, and lack of infrastructure. This neighborhood is designated General Industrial in
the General Plan. Implementation of the Proposed Project will improve environmenta! conditions in a
portion of the Atlantic/Spring Neighborhood. There are no high minority populations or fow-income
communities in this neighborhcod. Therefore, the Proposed Project will not resuit in significant
adverse impacts relative to Environmental Justice.

The EDCC Transfer Station Alr Quality Impact Analysis prepared by Air Permitting Specialists in
October 2008 was the basis for Section 3.5 (Air Quality) of the Draft EIR. The Air Quality Analysis
indicated that the Proposed Project could have a direct increase in local emissions with potential
health consequences 1o sensitive receptors near the Project Site and along the proposed truck
routes. Given those circumstances, the project warranted an emissions analysis using the SCAQMD's
Localized Significance Threshold (LST) methodology, as well as a risk assessment of the cancer and
non-cancer hazards of diesel exhaust emissions.

LSTs were developed in response to the SCAQMD Governing Board's Environmental Justice
Ennhancement Initiative -4. LSTs represent the maximum emissions from a project that are not
expected 10 cause or contribute 10 an exceedance of the most stringent applicable federal or state
ambient air guality standard for oxides of nitrogen (NOx), carbon monoxide (CO), and particulate
matter less than 10 microns in aerodynamic diameter (PMio). LSTs are developed based on the
ambient concentrations of that pollutant for each source receptor area and distange to the nearest
sensitive receptor. This focus on local environmental conditions and exposed populations is one of
the basic underpinnings of environmental justice initiatives.

With the use of Project controls and well as compliance with California Air Resource Board (CARB's)
and South Coast Air Guality Management District (SCAQMD’s) rules, the Proposed Project would not
violate any alr quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or preiected air quality
viotation. As shown in Section 3.5 {(Air Quality), Tabie 3.5-8, total on-site emissions for NOxare 8.73
pounds per day. The NOx LST is 99 pounds per day. The Proposed Project is well under the LST for
NOx. The LST for CO, PMuo, and PMas are 1,100, 7, and 3 pounds per day, respectively. The total on-
site emissions for CQ, PM1o, and PM2s for the Propesed Project are 15.2, 3.36, and 0.32 pounds per
day, respectively. Each of these generated emissions is well under the |.ST for each poliutant

EDCO Recyciing and Transfer Facility February 2009
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Thetefore, the Proposed Project would not violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially
to an existing or projected air quatity violation.

Response No. C3

Comment noted. The types of waste 10 be accepted are as described in the Draft EIR. If changes are
requested by the applicant, those will be identified in the Transfer and Processing Report (TPR) as a
component of the Solid Waste Facility Permit (SWFP) as issued by the Local Enforcement Agency
(LEA). Conditions described in the TPR will be to the satisfaction of the LEA.

Responsa No. C4
Comment noted. This and other operational features will be identified in the TPR as a component of
the SWFP as issued by the LEA. Conditions described in the TPR will be to the satisfaction of the LEA.
Response N, G5
The City will work with CIWMB to provide print and/or electronic copies of the requested
environmental documents, including those pursuant to CEQA. Upon project approval, a Notice of
Determination will be filed with the State Clearinghouse and the County of Los Angeles.
CIWMB is in receipt of these Responses to Comments pursuant to CEQA. Each recipient of these

Responses to Comments has also received the City's Public Hearing Notice apprising them of the
dates and times of public review and approval hearings.

EDCO Recycling and Transfer Facility February 2009
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Comment Document D

BUSINESS DEVARTMENT - Bustness Services
Facilities Dovelepment & Planning Branch
Donald K. Allen Buifding Services Fagility

2425 Webster Ave., Lotg Beach, CA 90810

(362} D97-7350  Fax (362} 595-8644

anified
school
cistrict

% ong
beach

December 22, 2008

Vi email: Glomts@CityoiSignalFiil.org
Vi US manl
Via Fapgimile: 5629897353

Gary Jones, Director of Community Development
City ol Signat Hill

Depgartment of Community Development

2175 -Cherty Avenue

Sigrnal I, Califtmia 90755

Rer Comments on Draft Eovirosmental Impact Hepert for the EDCO Recycling
ajied Transfer Faciity, Bienal L, CA

Dear Mz, Jones,

The Tong Béach. Uniffed Sthool Distfit (Distrivs] appicéidtés the bppothinity o
eomnient on the Draft Envifonmentdl Impact Report (DEIRY for the proposed EDCO
Recyehing and Teansfer Paciiity (Prajecty: The District previously submiited comments (dated
September 6,2008) an the Notive. of Preparation (NOPY for (1 DEIR,

BACKGROUND

Loag, Beach Unified School Distriet i3 fully vesponsible for providing school facilities
aind public ediciton services (o agproxitnaiely BR.000 studefits in 95 public schobls in
the cities of Long Beach, Lakiewsod, Signal Hill, and Avalen on Cataling Tsland, 11 iz the
third-largest sehool distriet in the state of Califernia and employs mere than 8,000
teachers and staff. In addition fo estzblishing high standards of academic excellence for
it stadents, LBUSD is cormmitted fo providing a dafe envitoument and sclmol_ facilities
for i studentd and omploy@es. The DRGIETS primary cpiedin I 8 voview of the dvaft
GIR for the EDCO Piofeet is © distinguish the environmental impacts which must be
properly addressed, analyzed, and wiligated W asstird an envirenment conduciveé to
lcarning. :

COMMENTS

Teacher Resvuree Contor )

The LRUSTYs Teseher Resource Center {TRC; located at 1229 32 Strect, Signal Hilk
D1 i€ situated on property sontiguous wilh John Burroughs Elementary School (Jocated at

1260 2. 331d St, Signal Hilly, The Bureuphs schoot playgrbongd ared and ¢lasirooins at

the Teauher Resource Center are located a fow et from the cuth o 32™ Street. which is.

Mary Stanton Felton Wiillains Michiagl Eilis Jon Meyer David Batlon
Bistyict 1 District 2. [istict 3 Districk 4 District’s
Vicg Prasident.  Mermber Member President Membar
EDCO Recyeling and Transfer Facllity February 2009
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Page 2

a desigaated tuck route for the BDEO: Project. In addition, classrooms atthe TRC are
located directly across fromi the riorfisbiound 205 Freeway din- and 6fftamps. These in-
and off-rivgps (which feed ongo 32 Suest) aldo dre designated by the DEIR as wallic
routes Tor nortlibaund trackd going to/from the pronosed BDCG facility,

Truck traftic serving the EDCQ Project would inglyde lavge transter trucks {22-lon) and
colfection trucks (7-fon) that likely will be diesel-powered, It s antfeipated that the TRC
classrooms-and the Burroughs schoo! plavground could be adversely ;mpdcted by noise
dnd diegel particulate matier emissiony from the Project trugks.due o thelr large:size and
thes clisse proximity of the truck route: Inaddiion, ingress and egress. for the THC 15 oa
[aY 32" Street, between Oringe Avenus and the on/off tanypsto the Freeway. As airesult, the
regular presence: of Jarge trucks on A%nd Street may irnpact ingressiepress for the TRE,
and could potentially become wsafety hazand.

The Teacher Resource Center is-designed 1o-eovtdmatethe District’s central fnstructional
resourees, eurrioufum support and professional development in a central location:to better
gerve the teachers of the Long Beaeh Unified School Distdet: The TRE 38 # eritical
cofponrent of LRLISTY s strafegic piofessional developmient of fecachérs and staff in
aligimsent-with Distiict poals related fo acudémis excelience. The TRC iypically is open
Monday throuply Friday from 8:60 am. = 438 pn. with the Science/Math Resonice
Center and other depasiments having exdended hours imill 530 pav, Monday (hrough.
Thursday. The TRC alse is open on Satordays periodicaily,

Project Truck Traffi

The DEIR indicaies that upita six (6) Project teucks per haut will teavel cﬂ{mg 32" Sreeet.
The DEIR anilyzed Level of Servies (LOSY 6l two intérséctions on 32" Street (ihe
freewny onfoff ramp stops, and the Orange Ayenue signal). Based on this analysis, the
B2 DEIR concludes that the Project is-notexpected to increase-congestion heyend designated.
significance (hresholds. owever, the DFIR does not address the noise,. air quality,,
ingrésslegrass; and safely impacts thet may result Frofiv the 'dx Brge trucks pér hour that
wiil travel a few feet from the Teacher Resource Center clagstonmy and Burroughsschogl
playground.

i

Potential Impacts

JURE annupdmd that single event noise inpacts from e Project tricks, wiiteh fnclide 22-
torr “rranafer tracks,” may advétsely impact the teaching and lsarning provess’ in the

D3

Teacher Resource Center classrooms lovaled o lew feet away from. the truck route. In

adéitivn, diesel PM emissions Trom passing trucks coulid have adverse public health

impactsto the Teacher Resource Center and Buwrroughs Tlementary School playground.

1T

The Traffic fiepact Analysis (Volume-lo-Capacity Warkshests) for the DEIR depicts at
least two lanesin each direction (sastand west) on 32° Street at both the Orange, Avenus
D4 and freeway mnpintersections. However; observation of 32ud Street between-these two
inlersections indicates the roadway lacks continuons siripes: designating mufiple lanes.
Ingress and ogicss for the Teacher Resoutce Ceitél iy be adversely tmpacted by the

EDCO Recyeling and Transfer Facifity February 2009
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Page 3

04 presence ol 4 to 6 large teucks. per hour on what amounts to a freoway on/eff ramipy
without Jang markers.

The DEIR. indicates the Orange Avenue and 32" Street Intersection Is projecied to have a
Level of Service. of “F” (severe eongestion impacts) in: 2010, based on “Project. pius
cumigative coaditions,” The DEIR concludeés that no walfic mitigitien i3 roquired
beganse “the projest’s incremental conwribution to those mpacts (F.a., the Project-related
D& uhange over 201{) No-Profect conditions) is less (han significans™ Drespite this assertion,

it iz our opinien that the pumber and size of Project frucks will contribute to the severe
tradlic.congestion expected 1t this intersection. s addition, we anticipate the larpe size of
the Project rucky will exdetrbate the anticipaied ailveiss fipaCld o iigress/oatess Al the
Teacher Resource Center,

CONCLOSION

The DEIR: should sensider potentinl impacts to the LRUSD's Teacher Resonres Center,
Tin partiéuldr, 1he DEIR should evaluate potential ddverse impacts to the Center (and the
adiacert play area of Burroughs Blementary Schoold frem EDCO ek traffic using fhe
northbiound T-405 freeway one and pfframps a8 327 Street,

De
The Districtappreciates the spportupily o participate in this process-and wi look forward
to working with the. applicant and the city of Stghal Hill H 4 confinuing review aeid
asdedsivient of pbential linpacts sssociated with the Projecy, and the development mid
implementation of effective mitigation,
IT you-haveumy questions, please feelfree 1o contact me at 562-997-7550,
Carrf M. Matsumoto
Executive Divector
Facilities Dedeldpment & Planhing Brafich
Long Beach Unified Schobl Distriet
cer Chris Steiphasser — LBUSD Buperintendent ol Schodls
Kim Staflings - [BUSD Chief Busideis & Fingngii} O ficer
Karl Rodenbaugh: ~ The Planning Center
Facilities Fife
EDCO Recycling and Transfer Facility February 2009
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Response 1o Comment Document D

Long Beach Unified Schoo! District (LBUSD)
December 22, 2008

Response No, D1
Traffic

32nd Street provides access to the northbound 1-405 Freeway. The section of 32nd Street east of
QOrange Avenue is approximately 550 feet long and terminates immediately east of the freeway
ramps at an alley providing access to two businesses. The alley is gated at Walnut Avenue which
does not aliow through traffic, The 32nd Street roadway is 48 feet wide with only a centeriine stripe.
On-street parking is aliowed. The northbound -405 off-ramp is contrelied by a stop sign with traffic
on 32nd Street having no stop sign. There is no posted speed limit on 32nd Street east of Orange
Avenue,

As discussed in the Traffic Study, approximately ten percent of Project irucks will use the 32nd
Street/Orange Avenue on- and offramps from northbound 1-405. This equates to approximately four
trucks per hour (two eastbound and two westhound) with a maximum of six trucks (three easthound
and three westbound) during the one highest hour of the day. These trucks will be of a size
comparable 1o trucks that currently use this section of 32nd Street. Inbound Project trucks from the
northbound 1-405 Freeway will make a northbound ieft furn at the ramp and trave! west to Crange
Avenue where they will make a left turn onto Orange Avenue at the signal and proceed south.
Outhound Project trucks will make a northbound right turn from Crange Avenue to eastbound 32nd
Street and make a right turn onto the 405 Freeway on-ramp. Project trucks will pass the TRC at a
rate of one truck every 15 minutes throughout the day, with a rate of one truck every 10 minutes
during the one highest hour of the day.

The parking lot for the TRC has two driveways. One driveway is located between Orange Avenue and
the northbound 1-405 on- and off-ramps at the western parking lot boundary, and the second
driveway is located east of the 1-405 ramps at the eastern parking lot boundary. Drivers can enter
and exit the eastern TRC driveway with no interference from Project traffic.

The eastern driveway may not be as heavily used by TRC drivers as the western driveway. Vehicles
entering the western TRC driveway from eastbound 32nd Sireet have to yield to westbound through
traftic, including traffic from the northbound -405 off-ramp. The Project will add three trucks to the
westbound through traffic on 32nd Street during the one highest hour of the day and two trucks per
hour during the remainder of the day. There is no leftturn pocket easthound on 32nd Street for
vehicies to wait in; however, the roadway is sufficiently wide to allow eastbound vehicles to pass a
vehicle waiting to turn left into the driveway.

The Project will add an insignificant amount of traffic {approximately one percent of the existing peak
hour volume) to 32nd Street of the type of vehicles currently using the roadway (passenger vehicles
as well as large trucks). The Project will not alter existing or future safety conditions along 32nd
Street east of Orange Avenue.
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Noise

This response to concerns raised about potential noise impacts upon the Teacher Resource Center
{TRC) ctassrooms and the Burroughs school playground applies to alt such mentions in the LBUSD
comment letter. The same noise issues are raised in Comments D2 and D3 and this response
sufficiently clarifies the issues for all general and specific mentions of potential noise effects on
LBUSD facilities.

The project traffic study indicates a total of 5 passenger car equivalents (PCE) exiting on 32nd Street
and 5 PCE entering the freeway at this ramp. One farge truck is 2 PCE. There are therefore typically 2
t0 3 project trucks in the a.m. peak hour entering or exiting the freeway. On the freeway mainline,
Caftrans estimates that there are currently 15,642 trucks per day out of a total daily velume of
287,000 vehicles. The noise level from 5 trucks per hour at 50 Teet from the offramp is 57 dB. The
noise level from 20,000+ vehicles per hour driving on the freeway at 400 feet from the closest TRC
structure is 77 dB. The combined noise from the background plus the project contribution is 77.05
dB. The human discrimination threshold under laboratory conditions is approximately 1.5 dB. The
change in the noise level resulting from the limited project noise increment will be imperceptible in
light of the markedly elevated background level. If the TRC can function effectively within 400 feet of
a freeway and not experience substantial ncise intrusion, the smail project increment will not
“adversely impact the teaching and learning processes” in the TRC as suggested in the comment.

Diese| Particulate Emissions

The addition of up to six trucks per hour would generate some additional dust and diesel particulate
in the vicinity of the Teacher's Rescurce Center {(TRC). The major source of dust and diesel
narticulate is Interstate 405 which is located 450 feet south of the TRC. Approximately 20,000
vehicles per hour travel along -405. Twenty percent of this traffic volume is trucks, or 4,000 trucks
per hour. This volume of truck traffic leads to a high background concentration of dust and diesel
particulate. While the six additionat trucks per hour wouid emit some additional dust and diesel
particutate, the incremental impact would not be significant.

Response No. 032

As pointed out in the Traffic Impact Analysis, the Proposed Project will add four to six trucks per hour
to 32nd Street east of Orange Avenue. These trucks will be of a size comparable to trucks that
currently use this section of 32nd Street. The Burroughs Elementary School playground is
surrounded by a fence which prevents children from entering the roadway and school warming signs
are posted on westbound 32nd Street. The Project will not alter existing or future safety conditions
along 32nd Street east of Orange Avenue.

Response No. D3

Noise

Piease refer to Response No. D1,

Diesel PM Emissions

Please refaer to Response No. D1
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Response No. D4

Vehicles entering the western TRC driveway from eastbound 32nd Street have to vield 1o westbound
through traffic, including traific from the northbound 405 off-ramp. There is no left-turn pocket
eastbound on 32nd Street for vehicles to wait in; however, the roadway is sufficiently wide to allow
easthound vehicles to pass & vehicle waiting to turn left into the driveway. The Project will add three
trucks to the westhound through traffic on 32nd Street during the one highest hour of the day and
two trucks per hour during the remainder of the day, which will not noticeably increase the delay or
effect the safety of vehicles entering the western TRC driveway.

The Project will add an insignificant amount of traffic (approximately one percent of the existing peak
hour volume) to 32nd Street of the type of vehicles currently using the roadway (passenger vehicles
as well as large trucks), The Project will not alter existing or future safety conditions along 32nd
Street east of Orange Avenue.

Response No. DS

The Traffic Impact Analysis evaluated the Project’s impacts on the Orange Avenue/32nd Street and |-
405 NB/32nd Street intersections during the AM and PM peak hours. As explained in the Traffic
Study, Project truck traffic was inflated for the analysis based on a passenger car equivalent {PCE)
factor. The resulis of that peak hour analysis show that the addition of Project traffic, including
approximately four trucks (two eastbound and two westbound) which arrive at an average of one
truck every 15 minutes during the AM and PM peak hours, does not create a significant impact, as
defined by the City of Signa! Hill and Caltrans, at these study intersections. Additionally, Project
trucks will be of a size comparabie 1o trucks that currently use this section of 32nd Street. The
Protect will not significantly impact congestion along 32nd Street east of Orange Avenue.

Hesponse No. {6

The Project will add an insignificant amount of traffic (approximately one percent of the existing peak
hour volume) 16 32nd Street of the type of vehicles currently using the roadway (passenger vehicles
as well as large trucks), The Project will not alter existing or future safety conditions along 32nd
Street east of Orange Avenue.

Although the Project has no significant impact on the traffic or safety on 32nd Street east of Orange
Avenue, on-street parking could be prohibited and the street restriped to provide an eastbound left-
turn pocket into the western TRC driveway.
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Comment Document £

South Coast
Air Quality Management District

21863 Copley Drive, Biamond Bar, CA 91765-4182
(909 396-2600 = www.aqmd.gov

E-MAILED: DECEMBER 24, 2008 December 24, 20608

Mr. Gary Jones

Director of Community Develapment
City of Signal Hill

2175 Cherry Avenue

Signal Hill, CA 90755-3799

Draft Environmental Impact Repori {DEIR) for the Proposed
EDCO Recvcling and Transfer Facility Project

The Scuth Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMID) appreciates the opportunity to
comment on the above-mentioned document. The following comments are meant as guidance
for the Lead Agency and should be incorporated into the Final Environmental Impact Report.

Pursuant fo Public Resources Code Section 21092.5, please provide the SCAQMD with written
responses to all comments contained herein prior to the adoption of the Final Environmental
impact Report. The SCAQMD staff would be happy to work with the Lead Agency 1o address
these issues and any othier questions that may arise. Please contact Gordon Mize, Air Quality
Specialist — CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3302, it you have any questions regarding these

cComments.
Sincerely
Steve Smith, P.h.D,
Program Supervisor, CEQA Section
Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources
Attachment
85:6M

LACO081112-07
Control Number
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M, Gary Jones, -1- December 24, 2008
Director of Community Development

Adr Guality Aanalysis - Constraction

I. When discussing air quality significance thresholds to be used to determine whether or not
air quality impacts are significant, the tead agency identifies a number of potential
significance thresholds, including the LSTs recommended by the SCAQME for use by other

E1 public agencies. It is recommended that the lead agency also use the SCAGMD

recommended regional significance threshoids (see

http:/fwww agead gov/ceqa/handbook/signihires. pdf ) when determining air quality

significance.

2. Table 3.5-5 on page 3.5-9 appears to show peak daily construction air guality impacts.
=) Review of the URBEMIS2007 output sheets i Appendix Iy shows different peak daily
construction emissions than are shown in Table 3.5-5. In the Final EIR, piease explain or
correct this apparent inconsistency.

Adr Quality Analysis - Operation

3. In Section 3.5 .4 the lead agency concludes that the proposed project’s air quality impacts do
not exceed any significance thresholds and, therefore, no mitigation is required. However,
review of Table 3.5-8 shows that total daily NOx emissions (both on-site and off-site}
substantially exceed the NOx regional significance threshold of 55 pounds per day. Table
3.5-8 should be revised accordingly.

On page 3.5-12, the lead agency states that operational air quality impacts are not significant
because the mobite source emissions would continue to occur as a result of transport of
wastes to local landfiils. SCAQMD staff strongly disagrees with the displaced truck orip

E32 methodology used by the fead agency that incorrectly suggests that the proposed protect will
reduce emissions. The proposed project will not eliminate truck trips that would otherwise
kaul biosolids and biomass to other locations because of increasing population growth and
the associated future increases in the amount of waste materials generated focally. Further,
there is no analysis that the other truck trips would be efiminated to support such an
agsumption. The only way the lead agency can take credit for the displaced truck trips is to
prohibit them through some legaily binding agreement. The SCAQMI} has always advocated
that a project analyzed in a CEQA document take responsibility for all of the emissions
generated by the proposed project. 1i 15 likely that eliminating the inappropriate credit for
displaced truck trip emissions would result in significant operational NOx emissions, Asa
result, mitigation measures would be required.

Heaith Risk Assessment

The health risk assessinent documentation does not provide sufficient information to evaluate
the heaith risk assessment (HRA) analysis and results. The documentation should allow the
public to recreate the heaith risk assessment and include references. Specific issues and
concerns relative to the HRA are identified in the following comments

FDCO Recycling and Transfer Facility February 2009
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E4

E5

E6

EY

E8a

My, Gary Jones, -2~ Diecember 24, 2008
Birector of Commumity Development

4.

6.

Table 1 Basis of Emission Calculation EDCO Recycling and Transfer Station Project in
Appendix I presents DPM emission rates and stack parameters. However, no
documentation on the sources of the information or the caleulations s provided.

The total current DPM emission rate is presented as 0.12 ton per year, 0.028 pound per hour
and 7.75E-6 grams per second. The 0.028 pound per hour can be estimated from 0.12 ton per
year using 365 days per year and 24 hours per day. However, it is not clear how 7.75E-6
grams per second were derived from 0.028 pound per hour. From simple conversion of units,
0.028 Ib/hr should be 0.035 gram per second (0.028 Ib/hr x 453 59 grams per pound x hour
per 3,600 seconds).

The equations used to estimate emission should be presented in the Firal EIR. The gram per
second emission rate should be verified and corrected if needed in the Final BIR.

Appendix D states, “For the current analysis, we assumed that actual diesel particulate
erission emissions would remain the same for the next 70 years. In reality, these emissions
would be 80 percent to 90 percent lower than current emissions due to current state
regulations that require 75 percent reduction in diesel exhaust emissions over the next 10
years.” An 80 percent reduction was used to estimate future reductions. 1t is not clear which
regulations are referenced by theses statemenis. The specific regulations should be
documented and time lines should be presented. Emission factors should be developed from
a weighted average of tleet year EMFAC2007 emission factors with emission reductions
occurting during the correct fleet years. It is tikely that an 80 percent reduction for future
years may not provide a sufficiently conservative analysis. The Final EIR shouid
demonstrate that the emission rates are conservative (i.e., at least as conservative as uging
fleet year weighted average EMFAC2007 emission factors).

The emissions presented in Table 1 Basis of Emission Calculation EDCO Recycling and
Transfer Station Project in Appendix D do not match the emissions presented in Table 1-7
Summary of Daily and Annual Operational Emissions in the main text of Appendix D. Table
1 presents the DPM emission rate to be 0.12 tons per year. Table 1-7 presents idling
emission rates to be 0,010 ton per year and on-site equipment 0.852 ton per year. The
emissions rates in the Final EIR should be consistent. If these emissions rates are correct, an
expianation should be included to explain why these emissions are not consistent.

It is not clear if the HRA includes ali diesel emissions from the proposed project or only the
diesel idling from trucks,

The calms routine was used in the air dispersion modeling. SCAQMD policy regarding use
of meteoroiogical data requires that the calms routine not be used. Since SCAQMD Long
Beach meteorclogical data were used, the calms routine should be tumed off in the Final
EiR.

Figure 3.5-1 in the Draft EIR presents a carcinogenic health rigk of 0.48291 in one miilion.
The output file in Appendix D presents a DPM concentration of 0,48291 microgram per
cubic meter. No health risk calculation is presented. It appears that the maximurn
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Mr. Gary Jones, “3- December 24, 2008
Director of Community Development

concentration is of 0.48291 microgram per cubic meter and that it is misrepoited as the
cancer rigk in Figure 3.5-1.

DPM concentration in microgram per cubic meter is converted to carcinogenic health risk
using the following eguation.

Cancer risk = Cancer Potency (CP) » Inhalation Dase (Dose-Inh)
Dese-inh = 10 « Cup « DBR o (EF=EDYAT

Where,
cy = Cancer potency, the cancer potency for DPM is 1.1 cancers/mg/kg-day;
Iose-inh = Dose through inhalation (mg/kg-day);

10° = {Unit conversion factor;

Can = MWodel-estimated DPM concentration (gg/m});
DBR = Daily breathing rate (I/kg-day),
Ega EF = Exposure frequency (days/year);
ED = Exposure duration (years); and
AT = Averaging time period over which exposure is averaged, in days.

Assumptions for the above parameters are given in the table below:

Recepter PDBR EF ED AT

Residential 302* 350 70 25,550

Worker 149 245 40 25,350

* 80" percentile breathing rate per ARB’s interim risk management gnidance for inhalaiion risk at residendial
regeptors.!'

The maximun: individua cancer risk (MICR) and maximum exposed individual worker
(MEIW) should be identified on Figure 3.5-1. The actual calculation used should be
presented along with all parameters used (e.g., modeled concentration, daily breathing rate,
cancer potency factor, etc.}.

Page 3.5-14 states that the nearest homes are located 500 feet to the south of the proposed
project, then states health risle for the nearest residents. On page 3.5-8, the lead agency states
that the nearest receptors are 275 feet west of the proposed project. According to the wind
rose for the Long Beach meteoroiogical data {also evident from isopleths Figure 3.5-1.), the
E8b prevaiting wind direction blows from the southwest to the northwest. Therefore, it is not
clear from the Draft EYR where the nearest sensitive receptor is located and whether the
nearest residential receptors are included within the MICR isapleth or are only the closest
residential/sensitive receptors. The Draft EIR should clearly present the residential/sensitive
receptor with the highest health risk.

EDCO Recycling and Transfer Facility February 2008
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Mr. Gary Jones, -G December 24, 2008
Director of Community Development

SCAOQME Permiiting and Compliance

9. In the conceplual drawings in Figures 2-4 through 2-8 on pages 2-7 though 2-9, the [ocation,
£9 number, configuration, and height of the exhaust stacks from the described veniilation and
filtration system are not detailed in the drawings and should be included in the Final EIR.
10. On page 3.5-7, the lead agency should cite in the Final EIR how the lead agency will comply
with the following SCAQMD rules and reguiation:
=10 s Rules 201 ~ Permit to Constniet;
»  Rule 203 — Permit to Operate;
s Regulation XHI - New Source Review, and
s Rule 1401 — New Source Review of Toxic Alr Contaminants.
[1. The Draft EIR does not mention the potential use of a backup engine generator for the
gleciricity generation in case of an outage; which is typically part of a facility’s installed
E11 equipment. If such a generator is planned and will be greater than 50 brake HP, that
information should be included in the Final EIR and that equipment shall be instalied and
operated in accordance with applicabie SCAQMD rules.
EDCO Recycling and Transtfer Facliity February 2009

City of Signal Hill Page RiC-32



(Page intentionally blank)



State Clearinghouse No. 2008081008 Responses to Comments on the Draft CIR

Response to Comment Document E

South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD)
December 24, 2008

Response No. E1

The comparison of construction emissions with both local and regional threshoids are shown below.
The results show that construction-related emissions would not exceed local or regional thresholds
of significance.

2008 Construction Local Threshold of Regional Threshold
Emissions Significance of Significance
Pollutant {Ibs/day) {ibs/day) (lbs/day)

NOx 17.5 101 100
co 16.5 1,180 550
PM-10 0.98 (unmitigated) 29 150
PM-2.5 0.91 {unmitigated) 18 55
S0z .02 No Threshold 150
VOO 211 No Threshold 75

Response No. EZ

Tabte 3.5-B lists the 2009 daily unmitigated construction emissions as tabulated in the "Summary
Report” on Page 1 of the URBEMIS2007 output. The emissions for 2008 are listed befow.

A 75 percent level of dust contrel is assumed for fugitive dust emissions. For example, unmitigated
PM-10 emissions are predicted to be 18.62 Ibs/day. Of this amount, 17.21 Ibs/day are fugitive dust
and the remaining 1.41 Ibs/day are from eguipment exhaust. Assuming 75 percent controt of 17.21
Ibs/day yields 4.30 {fugitive dust) + 1.41 (eguipment exhaust) = 5.71 Ibs/day (total PM-10).

2008 Construction | Local Threshold of | Regional Threshold of

Emissions Significance Significance
Pollutant {ibs/day)} {ths/day) {ibs/day)
NOx 28.07 1061 100
Co 17.45 1,180 550
18.62 (unmitigated)
PM-1
0 5.71 (mitigated) 29 150
4.9 (unmitigated)
PM-2. 18
5 2.20 (mitigated) 55
502 0.02 No Threshold 150
vOC 3.35 No Threshold 75
EDCO Recycling and Transfer Facifity February 2009
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Response No. E3

The most appropriate threshold that applies to the Proposed Project is the localized threshold of
significance (LST). The use of LST methodology is voiuntary and can be implemented by the local
public agency pursuant to CEQA. LSTs represent the maximum emissions from a project that are not
expected fo cause or contribute to an exceedance of the most stringent appiicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard. The LSTs are listed in terms of atlowable NOy, CO, PM1o and PMzs daily
emission rates and are developed based on the ambient congentrations of that pollutant for each
spurce receptar area and distance to the nearest sensitive receptor.

Regional air quality depends on the actual amounts of air pollutants injected into the airshed. This
should not be a matter of District policy. As a resuit, local rather than regiona! thresholds should
apply to this project. The LST methodology is designed for projects that are less than 5 acres and
projects that are not expected to create a regional impact. The LST methodology excludes emissions
from mobile sources because the majority of mobile emissions would not occur at the Proposed
Project Site. Therefore, emissions that occur off-site were not included as part of the local impact
analysis. However, emissions from mobile sources that wouid occur on-site (i.e., truck idling) were
included as part of the daily emissions and were compared with the appropriate LST value.

Construction and operation of the facility would release emissions at the Proposed Project Site
where currently there are no emissions from waste handling or transport. Conseguently, the
Proposed Project would have a direct increase in local emissions.

Using regional threshold limits versus LSTs would be appropriate if the no-project alternative would
lead to no (zero) emissions. Howeaver, this is not the case. If the Proposed Project is not constructed,
the 1,500 tons of waste and recyclable material would be processed at other facilities, assuming
there is available capacity to handle additional materials. Since LST methodology is appropriate o
the Proposed Project, regionat threshold iimits for NOx emissions are not applicable. Table 3.5-8
(Summary of Daily and Annual Operationai Emissions} is reflective of LST methodology and not
regional threshold limits.

Currently, the existing waste and recyclables generated in the Long Beach are being processed at
existing transfer stations. These transfer stations include Bell Art (Long Beach), Falcon (Wilmington)
and CR (Stanton). In some cases, waste material is taken directly to the Puente Hilis landfill.

The Proposed Project estimates that haulers would save 14 miles for each round trip, when they use
the Proposed Project Site instead of the existing facilities. Based on the traffic study, it is estimated
that 342 collection trucks and 600 self-haul vehicles would use the proposed facility. This translates
into a savings of {342 + 600) x 14 miles per round trip = 13,188 miles per day. After sublracting
2.000 miles that would be generated by employee vehicles for the Proposed Project, the net vehicle
miies traveled saved is estimated at 11,188 miles per day.

Emissions associated with transferring the waste to other facilities would occur regionally. Such
emissions would most likely be greater than emissions at the Signal Hill facility for two reasons:

1) The proposed facility is a modern, state-of-the-art facility employing the newest equipment.
Other existing facilities are likely to be older and therefore would release greater levels of
2missions.

2) Diverting the waste and recyclable materials to other locations would likely require additional
truck travel, if no additional capacity is available at other facilities, waste trucks wouid travel
directly to the landfill leading to a significant increase in vehicle miles. Either possibiiity

£DCO Recycling and Transfer Facility February 2009
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would lead to excess emissions beyond those that would occur at the Proposed Project Site.
The key issue is that 1,500 tons of waste and recyclable materials are not created as a result
of the Proposed Proiect. The need for handling this material arises from increasing
population in the region. The amount of waste will continue 1o grow in response 1o increasing
population and fram demand from the public for waste removal and recycling.

Response No. E4

Comment noted. Table 1 has been replaced in Technical Appendix D of the Air Quality Impact
Analysis. A copy of the revised table is provided beiow.

Table |
Basis of Fmission Calculations
EDCO Recyeling and Transtter Station Project

[Modeiing Tuputs ]
Release Height {Butlding Her — | 1 2305
Ds 4 f

Stack Area 12.6 fi2
Exit Veloeity s

Tewperature & F

Todal (Current DFM Emission Raw 13 ronssear
o The T
ZEOE-03 gramier

Emdssions/Stack (Current Ewissionsy  4.73E-04 gronnssae
Future Reductions 0%

Emissions/Stack (Future Emissions) DASE-DS grenwtar
it Risk Factor 3OG0E-04

Input o ISCST (Results in Riskadbdillion)  Z2.85E-U2 grogmSec Assumes Tufure Enssions Reductions
Tuput to ISCST {PER STACK ) for 8 Stacks  3.38E-03 gremfec Assumes Future Emissions Reducrions

Input to ISCST (Resuits in RekAdilliony  LI4E~00 grmndec Asswnes Corent Emissions for nexr 70 vrs
Inpuat 1o ISCST (PER STACK: B 8 Stacks 1 42E-01 gramyises Assumes Current Einssions for next 70 vy

Response MNo. ES

The averaging time applicable to determining residential cancer risk is 70 years of continuous
exposure. One key input to the risk calculation is the average annual concentration of diesel
particulate matter (DPM} in the vicinity of the emission sources. in turn, the average annual
concentration of DPM depends on the average annual emission rate over the 70-year period.

For the current project, the main source of DPM is off-road diesel-fueled eqguipment such as a wood
grinder, skid steers, and front-end loaders. As shown in Table 5 of Technical Appendix D to the Air
Quality impact Analysis, DPM from such equipment accounts for 96 percent of all diesel PM {0.156
bs/hr of the total 0.16 Ibs/hr). In-use off-road diesel vehicle emissions must be reduced as per
CARB regulations and timelines summarized in the following document:

http://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/ordiesel/documents/OffRoad_06-1215_Full. pdf

EDCO Recyeling and Transfer Facility February 2009
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According to this regulation, all off-road equipment must be retrofitted with diesel particulate filters
or meei Tier 4 emission limits by 2020, The DPM emission rates used in the risk analysis ranged
between 0.45 to 0.5 grams/hp-hy {Air Quality Impact Analysis, Technical Appendix A, Table 5). This
corresponds to Tier 3 engines, By 2020, Final Tier 4 emissions limits will reduce DPM emissions to
0.02 grams/hp-hr, This represents a 90+ percent decrease in DPM in seven years (between 2008
and 2015) over the emission rates used in the risk analysis. As a result, it is reasonable 10 expect
that DPM emissions will decline by at least 75 percent over the next 70 years.

It is also reasonable to expect that DPM will continue to decline beyond 2020. This information was
included in the Technical Appendix B (Off-Road Compression Engine Standards for NOy, CO, PM) of
the Air Quality Impact Analysis. Table 1 of Technical Appendix B tabulates current and future off-road
emission limits for DPM from 1925 10 2015,

Finally, if Tuture decline in DPM is not included in the analysis, the results would substantiaily
overstate the emissions and health risks associated with the proposed facility. This would
mischaracterize the risk associated with the operation of the proposed facility.

Hesponse MNo. ES

The emission rate of 0.12 tons/yr presented in Table 1 of Technical Appendix D to the Air Quality
Impact Analysis refers to emissions of on-site equipment and trucks idling while at the faciiity. ldling
trucks account for 0.0069 tons/yr {Table 6 of Technical Appendix A). The remaining emissions
(0.1.22 tons/yr) are from on-site equipment such as grinder, skid steers and front- end loaders (Table
5 of Technical Appendix A). These emissions were used in the risk analysis.

The emission rate of 0.852 tons/yr of DPM noted in the comment {and shown in Table 6 of Technical
Appendix A) included on-site emissions from truck idling and off-site emissions from maobile sources
such as haul trucks and employee vehicles. The risk analysis was limited to on-site emissions only.
Therefore, the appropriate emission rate for risk analysis is 0.1.2 tons/yr, as revised in Response No.
E4.

Response No. E7

Comment noted, The ISCST3 model will be re-run without calm processing, Initial resuits show that
eliminating the calm winds processing routine reduces the concentration of DPM by 1.4 percent. This
transiates into reducing the calculated risk by 1.4 percent.

Response No. E8
a) Conversion of ug/ms3 1o residential cancer risk

The 0.4891 maximum cancer risk was calculated by inputting (to 1SCST3) the product of the
emission rate of DPM (in gram/sec) and the unit risk factor for DPM (3.0 x 104 cancers/ ug per cubic
meter), as noted ai the bottom of Table 1 “Input to ISCST3 (Results in Risk/millien)” in Respense No.
¥4, Therefore, the ISCST3 model output is in terms of lifetime cancer risk for aduits instead of
concentration even though the model attaches the units of “ug/cubic meter” label in the model
output.

For adult residents, the above procedure is functionally equivalent to muitiplying the annual
concentration by the cancer potency by the inhalation dosage as noted in the comment. The analysis
employed & unit risk factor of 3.0 x 10 cancers per wg/cubic meter taken from the June 28, 2008
“Consolidated Table of OEHHA/CARB Approved Risk Assessment Health Values”. This factor includes
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the cancer potancy, daily breathing rate, exposure frequency, exposure duration and the averaging
time of 70 years. A copy of this table can be found at the following location:

htto://www.arb.ca.gov/toxics/healthval/contable.pdf

A separate calculation of risk to workers was not prepared given the low level of risk associated with
the facility. The risk to workers would he approximately 20 percent or one-fifth the risk to residents.
This calculation will be included in the Final EIR.

b} Location of nearest homes and sensitive receptors

The location of the nearest residences and sensitive recepiors were not labeled in Figure 3.5-1. This
figure wili be revised and the location of nearest residences and sensitive receptors (i.e., schools,
hospitals) will be clearly identified. Revised specific distances are listed below. The Final EIR wili
reflect the revised distances and cancer risk calculations. The changes in distance o the nearest
sensitive receptors do not change the initial conclusions that cancer risk to sensitive receptors
remains below the threshold of one in 10 miltion.

The nearest work facility is a warehcuse on Atlantic Avenue between East 28% Street and East
Patterson Street. The distance from the project property line to the warehouse parking lot is
approximately 162 feet. This distance and revised HRA calculation will be included in Final EIR,

The nearest hospital is Long Beach Memorial Medical Center iocated cn Long Beach Boulevard
between East Patterson Street and East Columbia Street. The distance fraom the project property line
is approximately 220 feet. This distance and revised HRA calculation will be included in the Final EIR.

The nearest schooi is Jackie Robinson Academy on Pine Avenue located 3,000 feet west of the
project property line. This distance and revised HRA calculation will be included in the Final EIR.

The nearest residences are located on the west side of Lime Street between East 27 Street and
Waiton Avenue, southwest of the project property line. The distance from the project property line is
approximately 625 feet. This distance and revised HRA calcufation will be included in the Final EIR.
Response No. ES
The Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) for the Proposed Project will be enforcing both SCAQMD and
California solid waste regulations. A copy of the final conceptuai drawings, including the height of the
exhaust stacks for the ventilation and filtration system, will be submitted to the LEA as part of the
odor management plan. The LEA will provide a copy to SCAQMD for review.
Response No. E10
Comment noted. These rules are included in Section 3.5, Air Quality of the Final EIR.

Response No, E11

No back-up generator is planned for the facility. In the event a backup generator is instailed, the unit
will comply with SCAQMD permitting requirements and a permit will be secured prior to its usage.
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COUNTY OF LS ANGELES

JOMATHAN E, FIELDING, #.8., M.P.H,
Director and Heaith Officer

JOMATHAN E. FREEDMAN
Chiet [yaguy Dlrecior

ANGELO J. BELLOMO, REHS
Diraster of Ervironmentafl Heallh

ALFONSC MEDINA, REHS
Director of Environmentsl Protection Buresy

Sotid Waste Program

Renneth Murray, REHS

Chief Envlrormental Health Specizlist
3050 Commerce Drive

Baldwin Park, Cafifornia 81706

TEL (526} 4308640 » FAX (626) 543-4839

wivw, publicheatih Mountyqov
Jamuary 22, 2009

My, Gary Jones, Director of Commenity Development
City of Signal Hill Redevelopment Agency

2175 Cherry Avenue
Signal Hill CA 92395-5850

Dear Mr. Jones,

Comment Document F

|

RECEIVED
JAN % 6 2909

BY J—

BOARD OF BUPERVISORS
Gloria Moling

First District

Maric Ridiay-Thomas
Second [istig

Zav Yaroslavaly

Trired District

Don Knabe

Fourih Dstrict

kitchae! B, Antopouish
Fifth Disarid

Re: SCH No, 2808081009 — Druft Envircnmental Impact Repore (DEIR) for the Construction and
Operation of the EDCO Reeyeling and Transfer Facllity in the City of Signal Bill, Los Angeles

Couwnty |No WIS Number Assigned]

Thark you for extending the comment period to January 9, 2009 to provide this office with an opporiunity Lo
provide comments for this proposed project and for your agency’s consideration of these comments as part of

the California Envirommental Quality Act{CEQA) process.

The Program staff hes reviewed the DEIR and offer the following comments, As the Local Enforcement
Ageney {LEA} for the California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB), and to facilitate our
review of the operational documents and the permit application, we request a specific response o sach of our

commenis,

1, Project Description

a) Hours of Operaiion. Please provide a separats Jisting for the hours that the facility intends to receive
waste and the hours the facility will be handling/processing waste. Please list #he hours that the scale

house will be open to weigh vehicles.

bY  The only restrooms described are in an area called ‘employee area/control area.” Will these restroom

facilities be accessible (o the drivers? If not, where will the drivers’ restrooms be located?

c) There is no area indicated for truck clean-out. Where will the trucks be repositioned so they can be
cleaned by their swampers before leaving to continve thelr routes?
dy  There is u listing of possible site tmprovements (page 2-5), but ot all of these areas are marked on the
siie map. Please provide tentative locations for such things as the “foeling operations” mud the “truck
wash’ mentioned in the text. When would these decisions be made? Would they be subject 1o a new,

separaie CEQA process?
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¢} There is a list of irtended transportation corridors to be swept of litter. It might be prodent to require
that additional roadways may need to ba swept hased on actual operational conditions.

£y i skylights are to be used as & source of Hlumination for the interior operations, then & cleaning and
maivtenance protocal should be in place to insure safe visibility.

¢ Under public agency approvals, the County of Los Angeles, Public Health Department is listed as the
sutity to amend the Solid Waste Management Plan. The Los Angeles County Solid Waste
Management Committee/Integrated Waste Management Task Farce is the correct agenoy for this
approval.

) Al actions listed ander CTWMB should first be assigned (o the Counly of Los Angeles Department of
Public Health, acting as LEA. Afler review, approvals, and the issuance of the Solid Waste Facility
Permit (SWEP) by the LEA, all these documents are then forwarded fo Sacramenio for CIWMB
review and consideration for concurcence. There are a number of functions reserved to CIWMB
incinding enginecring reviews, dosumeniation of financial assurances, and oversight of the origination
documentation, In reality, beth entiies work on the whole package simullanecusly to facilitate the
hegt seevics and quickest approvals possible, However, the process starts with the LEA and the LEA
will provide the month-to-month inspections of the faclilty.

2. Traffic and Chreulation

Please include a discussion of the hours that the wash will be recelved by truck type. From Table 3.3-4, i
appears that route trucks will be at the location from 4:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. and that self-haul vehicles would
be allowed (o dump between 6:00 a, m. and 3:00 p.m. How will the self-hant vehicles be held out while the
route rucks ars coming in? Transfer trucks are Hsted as utilizing the site from 3:00 am. to 7:00 pm, If stalf
vehicles have all left by 4:00 pom,, and loading cperations are expecied to continue 24-hours a day, it appears
that there will not be any ovessight by facility staff for the loading/unlcading, weighing or load checking
activities,

3, Naise
a)  There was no discussion of the impact of the noise sources on those inside the building.
by In Section 3.4.6 Comulative Impacts there is the statement: “Since offisite traffic nolse impacts are
less than signifisant, the project will contribuie to & cumulatively considerable noise increase.” This
may need to be changed, and if not, perhaps explained move thoroughly.

4. Adr Quality

&) In Table 3.5-6 there is a stalernent that soil-disturbing activities would be halted if the wind speed
exceeds 25 mph, How will this wind speed be known?

By On page 3.5-11, under Material Transport 1o and from Facility, it is stated that a3} trocks will comply
with (South Coast Air Quality Management District {(SCAQMID) and California Air Resources
Board (CARR) flest rules. This sttement implied that even the self-haul trucks are included in the
assertions of this sentence. Mow will the operator enforce these rules on self-haul vehicles?

¢} With regard to emissions, there are statemenis that the project would save emissions by not having
route frucks drive as far. Later in this section, it states that “, .the Proposed Project would relocate
smisstons [rom other locations fo the Project Site.” For criteria pollutants, greenhouse gases, and
odors there is no clear discussion of the local impacets of these relocated emissions.

d} Qdor control. An inbound air fan will pull air into the building at a face velocity of 200 feet per
minule, Although a misting systern will be installed, the exhaust air will only be filtered for dust
before it is released through roof vents. What other odor contrel provocols will the operator have if
odors are still present?

e} Under Best Management Practices (BMPs), it states that “The tipping floors would be washed and
cleancd as reguired 0 remove any bullt-up or waste Tesidue” We would recommend that a
minimum frequency be added to this BMP (such as “at least weekly™ or “every other day™.

fy  In the plume study conducted for diesel emissions under the toxic alr pollutants section, a prevatling
wind blowing toward the northeast was used. However, Long Beach (and by inclusion, Signal Hily
has a varfable wind direction that fluctuates on a daily basis. The winds change direction ench
evening, The operator has stated that trash handiing could take place 24-hours a day, seven days a
week. The wind will not always be blowing away from the residential aress fo the south of the
Project Site, Perhaps a study based on a 24-hour wind rose might be more raflective of the potential
impacts,
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g) On page 3.5-12, under Material Handling and Sorting, it states, “MEW would be sorted manually
and then mechanically onee sorting equipment is installed.” [3 it the intent of the operator 10 not have
the sorting equipment installed before begirming operations? If so, when will the equipment be
tnstalled? Perhaps @ ramping of allowable tonnages would be n order for a manual-only sorting
regime as opposed to 3 manual-and-mechanical sorting regime.

5. Hazards & Hazardous Materials

ay In 3.6.3.1, 1t sates thar the faciiity will not use, transporl, nor dispose of hazardous materials.
However, in the load check sections, it is clear that hazardous materials will be sorted out of the
trash, tempaorasily stored, and property transported off the site. This should be accounted for in this
section as well. Every wellamplemented load cheek program finds hazardous wastes that were
turown out with the regular trast.

by There is a mitigation maasure that proposes to measure for methane gas within 30 days of the end of
grading work. The workers doing the grading might benefit from ongoing monitoring while they are
exposing the soil/materials that may be gencrating the methane.

¢} A copy of any Emergency Response Preparedness Plan for the Proposed Project should alse be
submitted for review 1o the LEA.,

d) There was no respense to the Departiment of Toxic Substance Conirol (DTSC) comment asking that
a program be prepared that identifies the regulatory agency that will provide oversight for
investigation and remediation if the proposed project site were to hecome harardous in the future.

6. Biological Resources

Mitigation MM3.8-1 recommends that a qualified biologist conduct a nest survey if consiruction work, will
need to be conducted during nesting/fledging season. Recommendations that cost money and slow
construction are not usually undertaken. I this mitigation is to protect the wildlife it purports to, the
recommendations should be requirements.

Thank you again for the opportunity to veview and comment on this DEIR and we hope this comment letier
will be useful o the Lead Agency in carrving oul their responsibiiities in the CEQA process. The LEA
vequests coples of any subsequent envirommental documents including the Final Environmental Impact
Report, ths Trapsfer/Processing Report, any Statements of Overriding Consideration, copies of public
notices, and any Notices of Determination for this project.

lease notify this office, at least tent days in advance, of the time and place that this document will he
certified. If you have any questions, please feel free to eontact me or Gerry Villatobos of my staff at (626)
430-5540.

Sincerely,

/ {/ (,WWU& i1 BEARETI M RR A

Kennett Murray,
Solid Waste Management/LEA
L.os Angeles Countly Public Health

KM:cu

CC: Gerry Villalobes, Permitting Supervisor
Steve Sowh, EDCO

Ray Seamans, CTWMB CEQA Scction

File
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Response 1o Comment Document F

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Health, Solid Waste Management Program
January 8, 2009

Response No. Fi(a}

The Operations Scheduie described in Section ES.2.3 of the Draft EIR describes that as waste
volumes dictate, EDCO anticipates that the Facility may be open up to seven (7) days a week up 1o
24 hours per day. This ability includes all operations, with the exception of public self-haul, which will
he restricted to maximum acceptance hours of 5:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. up to seven days per week,

Other functions permitted up to 24 hours per day up 16 seven days a week inciude receiving and
permitied hauler waste, waste processing, waste loadout, facility maintenance, and operations
mainienance.
From an operational standpoint, posted hours may be fewer and will be identified in the Transfer and
Processing Report (TPR) as a component of the Solid Waste Facility Permit (SWFP) as issued by the
Local Enforcement Agency (LEA). Conditions described in the TPR wiil be to the satisfaction of the
LEA.

Response No. Fi(b)
The restroom facilities identified in the 'employee area/control area’ will be accessible 1o the drivers.

Response No. F1i{c)
An area will be designated for truck clean-out inside the facility and will be detailed in the TPR as a
component of the SWFP as issued by the LEA. Conditions described in the TPR will be to the
satisfaction of the LEA.

Response No. F1{d)}
The truck wash has been identified immediately north of the Office & Employee Area and the fueling
operation location has not yet been identified. These decisions will be made as operating conditions
dictate. Fueling operations will require approval from the Los Angeles County Fire Department, but
will not be subject to additional CEQA review.

Response No. Fi{g)

Additional cieaning will be described in the TPR as a component of the SWFP as issued by the LEA,
Conditions described in the TPR will be to the satisfaction of the LEA.

Response No. F1{f}

Additional cleaning will be described in the TPR as a component of the SWFP as issued by the LEA.
Conditions described in the TPR will be to the satisfaction of the LEA.
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Response No. Fi(g)

Table 2-1 {Public Agency Approvals) in the Draft EiR has been revised to indicate that the Los
Angeles County Solid Waste Management Commitlee/Integrated Waste Management Task Force is
the carrect agency to amend the Solid Waste Management Plan.

Response No, F1{h)}

Table 2-1 (Public Agency Approvals) in the Draft EIR has been annotated fo indicate that the actions
listed under CIWMB are first assigned to the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Health,
acting as LEA, and that CIWMB review and concurrence will occur following issuance of the SWFP by
the LEA

Response No, F2

Self-haul vehicles will dump at the same time as route trucks, and the TPR will designate different
tipping locations within the facility.

Total vehicle counts describe maximum projected impacts during peak daylight hours. Staff will he
on-site at all times during loading and unloading and additional operational details will be described
in the TPR as a component of the SWFP as issued by the LEA. Conditions described in the TPR will be
to the satisfaction of the LEA.

Response No, Fi3{a)

As part of the TPR, the EDCO Director of Safety will conduet ongoing industrial hygiene reviews 1o
ensure noise levels are consistent with OSHA standards. Additional operational details will be
described in the TPR as a component of the SWFP as issued by the LEA, Conditions described in the
TPR will be to the satisfaction of the LEA.

Response No. F3{b}

The referenced statement in Section 3.4.6 of the Draft EIR has been corrected as follows: "Since off-
site traffic noise impacts are less than significant, the project will not contribute fo a cumulatively
considerable noise increase." (underiine indicates added text)

Response No. F4{a)

Measuring the wind speed will be mechanically performed as a condition of the applicant and their
respective grading and excavation contractors. The facility will be equipped with a portable wind
anemometer. In addition, the construction manager wili be checking the weather forecasts to ensure
that winds would not exceed 25 mph.

Response No. Fd4(b}

Public self-haul is not a specific component of the CARB and SCAQMD fleet rules, However, self-haul
trucks that have gross vehicle weight above 14,000 pounds would most likely be subject to CARB
fleet rules. Therefore, they would be subject to enforcement by CARB. Smaller trucks would not be
subject to CARB or SCAQMD fleet ruies; therefore, no enforcement would be required. Additionally,
EDCO will use best efforts to encourage public self-haulers to properly tarp ali loads.
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Response No. Fd{c)

The referenced statement concerning the relocation of emissions was related to regional emissions.
The Draft EIR notes that the demand for a new transfer station is driven by an increase in population.
If the current facility is not built, the wasie would either be transported directly to the landfill or
transported to other, more distant transfer stations. The net result of the project is that there would
be a regional improvement in air quality due to reduced vehicle miles traveled.

Locally, the project would lead to an increase in emissions and impacts. This is because locating a
new transfer station at a focation where there is no such facility would lead to an increase (locally) in
emissions. As discussed in the DEIR, the increase in emissions is not significant when compared
with SCAQMD’s local significance thresholds.

Rasponse No. F4(d)

A detailed Odor Impact Minimization Plan will be prepared and submitted in the TPR as a component
of the SWFP as issued by the LEA, Conditions described in the TPR will be to the satisfaction of the
LEA. The following two options are examples of odor control protocols that may be used by the
operators in the event that any odorous loads are received:

1) Close ali doors

2) The facility would have portable spray equipment that can be used to apply concentraied
odor neutralizers directly onto waste piles. This will proactively mitigate odors and therefore,
reduce odor complaints.

Response No. F4{e)

A minimum frequency for tipping floor cleaning activities and other operational issues will be
provided in the detailed Odor Impact Minimization Plan, which will be prepared and submitted in the
TPR as a component of the SWFP as issued by the LEA. Conditions described in the TPR will be to the
satisfaction of the LEA.

Response No. F4({f)

The comment raises two issues: 1) The use of prevalling winds in determining health impacts
associated with diesel particuiate; and 2) the shori-term variability of local winds.

The analysis of chronic public health impacts (such as cancer risk) requires that the air quality
assessment quantify long-ferm (70 years) exposure and dosage of the toxic air poliutant, This
requires that the anaiysis evaluate annual average wind speeds and directions. This was done in the
evaluation of cancer risk to nearby residents and workers.

There are no short-term (acute} health impacts from exposure to diesei particulate. Therefore, short-
term variability in wind speed and direction is not applicable to determining possible health impacts
from diese! particulate emissions.

Response No. F4{g)
MRF equipment may not be installed prior to heginning operations and may be installed at a future

date as operational and economic conditions dictate. The MRF equipment will be in an area that is
separate from the tipping areas for waste and will not require an incremental approach to volume
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handling. Additional operaticnal details will be described in the TPR as a component of the SWFP as
issued by the LEA. Conditions described in the TPR wilt be 1o the satisfaction of the LEA.

Response No. Fb{a)

The referenced section of the Draft EIR generalizes the project effects in that the project itself will
not be & hazardous waste generator. It will, however, accommodate the storage and off-site
transport and disposal of hazardous materials inadvertently brought to the proposed facility. The
comment correctly states that the facility wili have a stringent icad check program for the
identification and sequestration of hazardous materials during initial screening of incoming loads.
Those materials will be recovered, stored and shipped in a manner and protocol further described in
the TPR, which is a component of the SWFP as issued by the LEA. Conditions describad in the TPR
will be to the satisfaction of the LEA,

Response Mo. F5{b)

As a recommendation in the Phase Il Environmental Site Assessment, the methane assessment 1o
he conducted no sooner than 30 days after the completion of rough grading is to comply with the
City of Los Angeles Building and Safely Depariment's methane assessment and mitigation guidelines
that the City of Signal Hill follows. The scurce of methane is the oil field itself. The methane
assessment will determine whether the methane detected in shallow and/or deap probes is under
pressure, thereby dictating the type of methane mitigation system to be installed underneath the
huilding siab pricr to construction of the proposed building.

Volatile organic compound {VOC} monitoring in compliance with the South Coast Air Quality
Management District's (SCAQMD) Rule 1166 Site Specific Soil Mitigation Plan will occur during site
grading activities. The VOC monitoring will ensure that the health and safety of the workers are
protected while exposed o site soils during the grading activities.

Response No. F&{c}

An Emergency Response Preparedness Plan will be submitted for review in the TPR as a component
of the SWFP as issued by the LEA. Conditions described in the TPR will be to the satisfaction of the
LEA.

Response No. F5(d}

As this Brownfield site is an oil field with three operating pumping units and the historic use of the
site was an oil field with nine previously abandoned oil welis located on-site, the constituents of
concern include heavy-ends of total petroleum hydrocarbons indicative of crude oil. EDCO is working
with the State of Caiifornia Department of Conservation, Division of Qil, Gas and Geothermal
Resources (DOGGR) regarding the oil wells and will continue 1o monitor for volatile organic
compaunds {VOCs) as required by the Air Quality Management District (AQMD) Rule 1166 Site
Specific Mitigation Soils Plan for excavating and grading site solis,

The City of Signal Hill {the City) has entered into a contract with the State of California Environmental
Protection Agency, Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) to review
assessment and investigation reports, including human health risk assessments (HHRA), as part of
the City's ongoing Brownfield redevelopment efforts. EDCO submitted the Phase |l Environmental
Site Assessment (Phase Il ESA) and the HHRA prepared for the site to the City for review and
comment. The City forwarded these documents to OEHHA for review. OEHHA reviewed and approved
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the HRA in December 2008 (see Attachment A to these responses to comments). EDCO is awaiting
certification of the EIR bafore proceeding with additionat environmental work on-site.

Hesponse No. Fé
Mitigation Measure 3.8-1 has been revised to ensure mandatory compliance as follows:

Removal of on-site vegetation shall be accomplished in a manner that avoids impacts to any
active nests during the breeding season. If the vegdetation is entirely removed outside of the
nesting season, which is September 1 through February 14, no surveys or monitoring will be
required,

If construction activities must occur during the nesting season, the City shall obtain the services
of a qualified biologist to conduct a pre-construction nest survey on the Project Site and within a
150-foot buffer area around the Project disturbance footprint fo identify any nests that occur
there. This survey shall be carried out within one week prior to initiation of grading activities. If
bird species protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act or California Fish and Game Code
Sections 3503 and 3513 are found nesting within 150 feet of the Project disturbance area, a
qualified biclogist shall monitor the nests daily during all phases of construction to ensure that
the Project does not impact the nests. Clearing and grading activities shall not be allowed within
150 feet of active nests. If an active nest is discovered on-site or within 150 feet of the Project
disturbance area, then clearing and/or grading activities shall be delayed in areas within 150
feet of nests until it has been determined by a gualified biologist that the chicks have fledged.
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Attachment A to Response to Comment Document F

. o - N . .
Office of Enviroumental Health Hazard Assessment
dvun E, Denton, Ph:D., Director
E'Ieadz_]uzxn‘a;‘s ® 1':{)01 I Street » Sacramente, Califarnia 95814
Sailing Address: P.G. Box 4018 = Sacramente, Califeruia $5812-4010
Ozbcbind Offiee « Muiling Addreis: 1515 Clay Street, 16™ Floor » Ouldand, Calitornia 94512

Eiwda '\dm:m' Arnold Schwirreaegper
Seeretary for Envivoriiéntal Prafectiof - o X faverter
MEMORANDY M

T, Susan Mearns
Mearns Consubting, Inc
38 Ashland Aveniie
Santa Monica, A 90408
Ken Farfaing
City of Signal Hill
2173 Cherry Avenag
Stgnal Hill, CA 94735

FROM: Jim Carlisle, DVM, Senior 'E"axicoiogis -
Inlegrated Risk Assessment Branch ;(</ ‘

DATE: Becember 9, 2008 £

SUBJECT:  HUMAN HEALTH RISK ASSESSMENT FOR 3.287-VAUANT LAND
LOCATED AT THE CORNER OF PATTERSON STREET AND CALIFQRNIA
AVENUE, SHGNAL HILL, €A OEHHA # 830046-00

Document Reviewed

[reviewed the Human Health Risk Assessment for 3.287-Vacant Land, Signal Hill, CA by
Mearns Consulting, LLC, duled September 29, 2008
Site Characterization

An accurate eslimate of risk from confamination al a sile requires accurate characierization
of contaminant concentrations af the site. Three aspects are key to achieving this:

e Sampling strategy: Sampling Jocations must represent the sitg as 4 whole or at Joast not

- avoid significant contamination.

»  Sample handling: Sampies must be handled in such a way that cliemical is not Jost
before the analysis can take place.
»  Sample analysis! Samples of appropriate environmental media must be anajyzed for an

appropfiate suite of chemicals that may be present at the sile based on the site history.

My review is based on the-assumption that these candititnis wiee mét.

California Envirenmentat Profection Agency

The eiiergy chistlenge facing-Callforriia Is real. Every Californian tecdi to tuke tnrmediate action fo Fedice anfryp consumpiion.

¥ Phintid ox Hocieled Paper
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Susan Mearns
Ken Farfsing
12972008
Page 2 of 2
Concepiual Site Model
# The assessment assoies industrial and construction. scenarios, evalvating the following
pathways:
o iadoor exposire to inhaled VOCs {ndustrial only)
o eutdoor exposure o inkuled VOUCz and partigies
‘o -owtdoor exposure fo soils by ingestion and dermal contaet,
#  [eological and residential assessments were not included
a  Grownd water was not considered as an exposure medium.

Yapor tnirasion results
v Benzenc was detected in soif vapor ata concentration less than the conmmercial/industrial
CHHSL. Thus, there is no significant risk from inhalation of indoor vapors

Soils exposure resulis

¢ Page 17 does not appear (0 include exposure parameters for constraction workers,

s The “Bstimated Risks and Hazards™ table does not {dentify the scenario being evaluated.

¢ The “Notes™ below the “Esfimated Risks and Hazards” table refer to DTSC (1999) fig S and
7 znd equation 2.8. Since the DTSC equations were not used exactly as presented in fig 3
and 7 (DTSC, 1999), this could be confusing to a readet who did not carefilly read seotions
7.1 and 7.2. A mwove dccurate réference would be to Sections 7.1 and 7.2,

& My caleulations indicated 2 risk of 2.5 x 10 for current/future dnsite vtdoor workets,
slightly lower than the 3.3 x 107 value in the report. This risk is. primarily due to exposire to
arsenic. However, actoal risk is probably lower, since the highest arsenio fevels dre at 20-25
feet depth where exposuve 6 these workers is onlikely. '

& My calculations indicaled & lower risk of 3.7 x 107 for curreny/fulure onsite consiruction
workers.

e i is possible fiiat arseriic concentrations are equivalent 1o loeal hackground levels.

Conclusions

s Risks due to benzene infiltration into indoor aiv e less than significant,

«  Risks and hazards due to other VOCs and metals other than arsenic are less than significant,

e Only arsenic is a significant contributor to cancer risk al this site.

e [ipper-bound risk estimates are about 3 x 107 for outdoor transfer statiorn workers. Ackual
risks for these warkers are probably lower, since the highest arsenic levels are at 20-25 feet
depth where exposire 5 walikely:

o The upper-tound lifetime cancer risk o current/futare onsite constriction workers is
estimated at 3.7 x 10°°. _

o Agstated io.the report, the upper-bound Tifetime cancer risks due fo arsenic in soil$ are within
U8, BPA’s “safe and protective of public health™ risk management range of 1 0 107

1f you kave any questions, call me al $16-323-2635 or e-mail JCarlisle@OREHA.CA GOV,

Reviewed by
Hristo Hristov, MD, PhD

EDCG Recycling and Transfer Facifity February 2009
City of Signal Hill Page RtC-47



Draft EIR Errata and Mo

difications

Modifications to the Draft EIR texi are depicted as follows:

Black underiine indicates text additions

Gray-strikethreugh indicates text deletions
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Draft Environmental Impact Report 2.0 Project Description

« Disposai of City Refuse - All refuse gathered from City faciiities or from City operations may
be deposited in the Facility without charge.

2.5 PuBLIC AGENCY APPROVALS
| The Project may includes, but is not limited 1o, the public agency permits and approvals listed below.

TaglE 2-1
PUBLIC AGENCY APPROVALS

Ageancy Permit or Approval
City of Signal Hill Certification of CEQA document

Zoning Ordinance Amendment amending the General Industrial Specific
Ptan (SP-13)

Zoning Ordinance Amendment deslghating the site SP-13, Planning Area
-3, on the Official Zoning Map

Conditional Use Permit, Site Plan and Design Review

Lot Merger

Disposition and Development Agreement

Vacation of an unimproved alley right-of-way between California and
Olive Avenues

Vacation of Olive Avenue right-of-way between Patterson and 28th
Streets

Grading Permit / Proof of compliance with NPDES reguirements {SWPPP
and SUSMP}

Right-of-way encroachment permit

Amendment to Non Disposal Facility Element

South Coast Alr Quality Management District | Authority to Construct

Conformance with Rule 410 (Odor Control Plan)

State of Califernia, Department of Site Plan (approval only related 1o oit and gas wells)
Conservation, Division of Qil, Gas and
Geothermal Resources

County of Los Angeles, Fire Protection Plan Check
Services
Los Angeles County Solid Waste Amendment fo Solid Waste Management Plan

Management Commitiee/integrated Waste
Management Task ForceGeunty-of-Los
AagelesPublis-Health

Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, Permit to Connect (sewer connection fee)
Sanitation District No. &

California Integrated Waste Management Permit to Cperate

Boardi

Approval of Transfer Processing Report
Emergency Response Preparedness Plan
Cdor Controi Plan

Vector Control Plan

1 CIWMB approval actions are first assigned to the County of Los Angeles Depariment of Public Health. acting as the Local Enforcement
Agency (LEA), CIWMB review and concurrence will occur following issuance of the SWEP by the LEA,

EDCGC Recycling and Transfer Facifity November 2008
City of Signat Hill Page 2-12
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Draft Environmerital Impact Report 3.4 Noise

receptor(s) are within a minimum of 50 to 80 feel. In this instance, however, no vibration-sensitive
uses are within a zone of potentiat impact; therefore, no impacts are expected.

Just as the Project will not create significant vibration impacts, it will not be adversely affected by
ongoing oit production facilities. Section 16.20.110 of the Municipal Code requires that vibration
from oif praduction equipment must be kept to a minimum level, and in such cases as it is reguired,
vibration dampening equipment of the best available technology must be installed. Insofar as this
requirement is subject to periodic inspection (Ord. 80-08-1074 §4), impacts are expected to remain
less than significant.

3.4.4 POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND MUTIGATION MEASURES

The Project will not result in notentially significant noise impacts. No mitigation measures are
required.

3.4.5 LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MUITIGATION

All impacts will be less than significant without the use of mitigation measures. No unavoidable
significant impacts would result,

3.4.6 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

The analysis of long-term traffic noise impacts relied on year 2010 traffic data that included the
Project, background growth, and refated projects. Collectively, those data represent cumulative traffic
conditions. Since off-site traffic noise impacts are less than significant, the project will not contribute
to a cumulatively considerable noise increase.

3.4.7 PusLic/AceEncY COMMENTS ON NOISE ISSUES

Agencies commenting on NOP noise issues included the California Integrated Waste Management
Board (CIWMB) and the City of Long Beach Department of Development Services, These agencies
reguested that the foliowing noise data and/cr concerns be addressed in the Draft EIR:

= CIWMB
o Describe the design features to attenuate for noise

Project design features planned to attenuate for noise are discussed in Environmental
Control Systems in Chapter 2.0 (Project Description) and in the analysis above.

o Prepare a noise study addressing short-term, operations-refated, and cumulative impacts if
local receptars are impacted

The Noise Impact Analysis prepared for the project is summarized in this section and is
included in Appendix C of the Draft EIR.

o (ity of Long Beach Department of Development Services
o Analyze truck traffic noise impacts on recreational park uses

See analysis above,

EDCO Recycfing and Transfer Facility November 2008
City of Signal Hill Page 3.4-10
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Draft Environmental impact Report 3.5 Air Quality

Applicable Rules and Regulations

SCAQMD has adopted several ruies and regulations that wouid be applicable 1o the Proposed
Project. These include:

o

@

District Rule 201 - Permit to Operate: Applies to stationary sources.

District Rule 203 -« Permit to Construct: Applies 1o stationary sources.

District Rule 401 - Visible Emissions: Applies 1o visible emissions for more than three (3)
minutes within any given hour from a stationary or mobile source,

District Rule 402 - Nuisance: Applies to any source operaiion that emits or may emit air
contaminanis or other materials. This rule is applicable o the Proposed Project if at any time,
the Proiect creates a public nuisance.

District Rule 403 - Fugitive Dust: A series of rules designed to reduce PMio emissions
{predominantly dust/dirt) generated by human activity, including building and road
construction, bulk materials storage, and landfill operations. This rule is applicable to the
Proposed Project during the construction phase and during operational activities.

District Rules 404 and 405 - Particulate Matter Congentration & Weight: Limits the amount
of particulate matter that can be discharged into the atmosphere. This rule is applicable to
the operational activities at the Transfer Station at the Proposed Project.

District Rule 407 - Liguid and Gaseous Air Contaminants: Limits the amount of CO and
sulfur compounds such as sulfur dioxide {(S02) that can be discharged inte the atmosphere,
This rule is applicable to the Proposed Project during the construction phase and during
operational activities.

District Rule 409 - Combustion Contaminants: Limits the amount of €02 that can be
discharged into the atmosphere. This rule is applicable to the Proposed Project during the
construction phase and during operational activities.

District Rule 410 - Odors from TJransfer Stations and Maierial Recovery Facilities:
Establishes odor management practices and requirements to reduce odors from transfer
stations and material recovery facilities. This ruie is applicable to the Proposed Project.

Bistrict Rule 473 - Disposal of Solid and Liguid Wastes: Requires the burning of waste be
incinerated in devices approved by an Air Pollution Control Officer.

District Rule 1401 - New Source Review of Toxic Air Contaminanis: Reguires thai emissions

of toxic air_poliutants from stationary scurces be evaluated.

District Regulation iX - Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources: Requires that
all new stationary sources comply with the most stringent standards, criteria, and
requirements of the SCAQMD. This regulation is applicable to the operational activities of the
Proposed Project

District Regulation X - New Source Review: General permitting requirements for stationary

sources.

Localized Significance Thresholds

The SCAQMD has established localized significance thresholds (LSTs) that can be used to assess air
guality impacts. L5Ts represent the maximum emissions from a project that are not expected to
cause or contribute to an exceedance of the most stringent applicable federal or state ambient air

EDCO Recyeling and Transfer Facility November 2008
City of Signal Hill Page 3.5-7



Draft Environmental Impact Report 3.5 Air Quality

The 2003 AQMP sets forth programs that require the cooperation of all levels of government: local,
regional, state, and federal. The AQMP represents each ievel of government by the appropriate
agency or jurisdiction that has the authority over specific emissions sources. Accordingly, each
agency or jurisdiction is associated with specific planning and implementation responsibifities. The
AQMP control measures and related emission reduction estimates are based upon emissions
projections for a future development scenario derived from land use, population, and employment
characteristics defined in consultation with local governments. Conformance with the AQMP for
development projects is determined by demonstrating comptliance with local land use plans and/or
population projections.

The City of Signal Hill General Plan, Land Use Element designates the Proposed Project Site as
General Industrial Land Use. The Proposed Project is consistent with and does not propose or require
an amendment to the City's General Plan. Additionally, the Air Quality Analysis was prepared in
conformance with SCAQMD guidelines and thresholds. Therefore, implementation of the Proposed
Project will not confiict with or result in an obstruction to the 2003 AQMP.

2.8.3.4 Construction Emissions

e The Proposed Project would not violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to
an existing or projected air quality violation

Construction activities associated with the Proposed Project will result in emissions of criteria
pollutants. Construction related emissions are expected from the following construction activities:

= Demolition

e Grading

s Paving

= Building Construction

s Constryction Workers Commuting

The estimated maximum daily construction emissions are summarized in Table 3.5-5, Summary of
Construction Related Emissions. Emissions resulting from construction activities form the Proposed
Project do not exceed the threshold of significance for any criteria poliutant.

TaBLE 3.5-5
SUMMARY OF CONSTRUCTION RELATED EMISSIONS

“Poliutant | Construction Emissions Trireshiold of Significance | Impact Significant?

ths/day : ths/day
NOx 28.07 476 1014 NO
co 17.45165 1,180 NG
18.62 funmitigated)i58
PMao 29 NO
9.7 (mitigated)
4.9 wunmitigatedi4
PMas e 18 NO
2,20 (mitigated)
50z 0.02 No Threshold N/A
pieiel 3.35 No Threshold N/A
EDCO Recyeling and Transfer Facility November 2008

City of Signal Hilt Page 3.5-9



Draft Environmental Impact Report 3.5 Alr Quality

TABLE 3.5-8
SUMMARY OF DAILY AND ANNUAL OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS

Fiiio Pios NOX ROG ) co

EMISSIONS
CATEGORY ibs/day| tons/yr | Ibs/day | tons/vr | lbs/day | tons/yr ths/day tons/yr | lhs/day | tons/vr

ON SITE EMISSIONS

Dust Emissions
{From Material
Handling) 3 0.57 0.32 0.058 - - - -

Exhaust
Emissions
(On-Site
Equipment) 0.156 | 0.852 Nete 1 | Note 1 1.78 8,80 EE6HL.300 | 8100201 336152 1 =62.1

Truck idiing 0063 | 0010 Note 1 | Nolel 495 0.90 0.44 0.081 2.61 0.48

TOTAL ON-SITE
EMISSIONS 3.36 1.43 0.32 0.06 6.73 7.70 1.7580 0.28¢ | 17.B52 | 2.5608

3

Operationat T
Threshold of No No No No No
Significance 7.00 |Threshold| 3.00 |Threshold| 99.0 Threshold | No Threshold | Threshold 1,400 |Threshold

impact
Significant? No No - No - o - No

OFF-SITE EMISSIONS

Off-Site Truck
Emissions 3.26 0.58 Note 1 | Notel 308.5 56.1 4.03 0.73 44.9 8.17

Employee
Travel 0.00441 0.0008 | Note 1 Note 1 0.432 0.079 0.048 0.00%9 4.74 0.86

TOTAL OFF-SITE
EMISSIONS 3.26 0.59 - - 308.9 56.2 4.08 0.74 49.7 8.0

Note 1: PMzsemissions are included in PMuo. A separate emission factor for PMas is not available

Material Transport to and from Facility

The principal air pollutants associated with material transport are CO, NOx and ROG. Transport of
recyclable materials to the facility potentially includes refuse, greenwaste and construction debris.
These recyclable materials would be transported to the Project Site by heavy-duty diesel fuelled
trucks. Transport of refuse, recyclables, and processed greenwaste from the Project Site would also
occur by the use of heavy-duty diesel fuelled trucks. Public self-haul would be primarily from light and
medium duty trucks. All trucks wouid comply with SCAQMD and CARB's fleet rules that limit NOx and
PM1o emissions.

According to the Traffic impact Analysis Report,3 1,178 vehicles per day would be entering or leaving
the Proposed Project Site. This analysis includes 340 collection trucks, 600 self-haul vehicles, and
136 transfer trucks. The remaining vehicles are for employees traveling to and from the Proposed
Project Site.

Emissions from frucks are summarized in Table 3.5-8, Summary of Daily and Annual Emissions
Operations. These emission estimates assume an average trip length between 10 and 50 miles
depending an the vehicle and occur off-site of the Proposed Project Sie. In accordance with
SCAQMD guidance {Localized Significance Threshold Methodology, July 2008}, off-site emissions are
excluded from determining the sigaifieant-significance of emissionsfrem-Project impacts.

3 Alr Permitting Specialists. October 2008. EDCO Transfer Station Alr Quality Impact Analysis.

EDCO Recycling and Transfer Facility November 2008
City of Signal Hill Page 3.5-11




Draft Environmental Impact Report 3.5 Air Quality

On-site emissions would be localized to the 3.4-acre Project Site. These emissions would be released
from equipment such the wood grinder, loaders and skid steers as well as trucks idling on the
property. Since these emissions are concenirated in a small area, there is potential for emissions to
impact nearby residences and businesses.

To evaluate potential health risks to the community, both cancer risk and non-cancer hazard index
were guantified. The emission rates of diesel particulate from on-site equipment and truck idling are
summarized in Table 3.5-8, Summary of Daily and Annua! Operational Emissions. The emissions
calculated are current emissions. However, emissions averaged over the next 70 years would be g
small fraction of current emissions.

For analysis, an assumption was made_that diesel particulate emissions would remain the same for
the next 70 years. Per the AQMP, diesel particulate emissions would be 80% to $0% lower than
current emissions due o state regulations that require 75% reduction in diesel exhaust emissions
over the next 10 years. The majority of the diesel exhaust would accurbe released into the Material
Recovery Facility (MRF) and transfer station (15). These emissions would then be released into the
atmosphere from vents located at the roof of these buildings.

An air dispersion model was used fo calculate the concentration of diesel pariiculate emissions
within 2 Kilometers (0.9 mile) of the Proposed Project Site. The concentrations were multiplied by the
unit risk factor for diesel particulate to obtain 70-year residential cancer risk. The nearest homes are
iocated 625500 feet southwest of the Proposed Project Site, on Lime Street South-of EastWillows

Results from the risk analysis indicate that the maximum cancer risk at the nearest residences
would be between 0.5 to less than 0.01 cancers per million depending on location. The maximum
cancer risk at the nearest business location would be 0.1 cancers per million, The nearest business
is located 150 feet west of the MRF. The spatial variation of residential cancer risk near the project
site is shown in Figure 3.5-1.

EDCO Recyeling and Transfer Facility November 2008
City of Signal Hill Page 3.5-14



Draft Environmental Impact Repont 3.5 Air Quality

Figure 3.5-1 Spatial Variation of Risk per Million
Hesults in Risk per Millforn (Ne Calm Wind Processing)
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Draft Environmental impact Report 3.5 Alr Quality

31.5.4 POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND T

Impacts associated with air quality are iess than significant. Therefore, no mitigation measures are
required.

3.5 5 LeEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION

Impacts associated with air quality are less than significant. Therefore, no mitigation measures are
required.

2.5.6 CuUuMULATIVE IMPACTS

The only cumulative impact to air quality from development of the Proposed Project is the potential
for GHG emissions. However, because of the AB 32 goal 1o reduce GHG emissions, if the Proposed
Project were not developed, refuse and recyclables would have to be landfilled. This would lead to
higher GHG emissions since individual refuse trucks would trave! to the landfill. This would increase
the total miles traveled and total emissions. Additionaily, new emissions would result from fandfiil of
recyclables. The volume of waste generated locally and the demand io dispose of this waste are not
driven by the Proposed Project. As a result, the Proposed Project would relocate emissions from
other locations 1o the Project Site. Globally, there would be a reduction in GHG emissions due to
decreased miles traveled and less landfill of recyclable materials. Therefore, the Proposed Project
reduces cumulative impacts on GHG emissions.

3.5.7 PuBLic/AcENCY COMMENTS ON AIR QUALITY ISSUES

Commenting agencies on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for air quality issues included the
California Department of Transportation, California Integrated Waste Management Board, City of
Long Beach Department of Development Services, Department of Toxic Substance Control, and the
South Coast Air Quality Management District. These agencies requested that the following air quality
issues and/or concerns be addressed in the Draft EIR:

» {alifornia Integrated Waste Management Board
o Requested the Draft EIR describe features 1o attenuate for odor and dust
Sea analysis above.
o Reguested the facility prepare an Odor impact Minimization Plan

The Proposed Project is subject to SCAQMD permit requirements and specifically Rule 410
{Odor Management for MRF/TS). Rule 410 limits the size of building openings and requires
the installation of a ventilation system. The Proposed Project would prepare an Qdor
Managerent Minimization Plan in accordance with Rule 410 and other applicable SCAQMD
guldelines.

o Requested the Draft EIR be specific regarding the distance to the nearest sensitive
receptor(s}

An air dispersion model was used to calculate the concentration of diesel particulate
emissions within 2 kilometers (0.9 mile) of the Proposed Project Site. The nearest homes are
located 506625 feet southwest of the Proposed Praject Site, on Lime StreetSodth-of-fast
Wiliows-Street. The nearest business is located 150 feet west of the proposed Material
Recovery Facility.

EDCO Recycling and Transfer Facility November 2008
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Draft Environmental impact Report 3.5 Alr Quality

See analysis above. An air dispersion model was used to calculate the concentration of
diesel particulate emissions within 2 kilometers (0.8 mile) of the Proposed Project Site. The
nearest homes are located 625504 feet southwest of the Proposed Project Site, on Lime
Streetéewtih-of-bast-Willows-SBtrest. The nearest business is located 150 feet west of the
Material Recovery Facility.

A CO Hot Spot Analysis should be performed to determine if any localized concentrations of
CO would result from Project implementation.

See ahalysis above.
Potential impacts of cdor on schools should be evaluated.

The Proposed Project is subject to SCAQMD permit requirements and specifically Rule 410
{Odor Management for MRF/TS}. Rule 410 limits the size of building openings and requires
the installation of a ventiiation system. The Proposed Project would prepare an Odor
Management Minimization Plan in accordance with Rule 410 and other applicable SCAQMD
Blidelines.

e (ity of Long Beach Department of Davelopment Services

o

Requested the Draft EIR include an analysis of the Proposed Project’s air quality impacts on
active recreational park use

An air dispersion model was used to calculate the concentration of diesel particulate
emissions within 2 kilometers {0.9 mife) of the Proposed Project Site. This distance included
all sensitive receptors within (.9 mile of the Proposed Project Site. Implementation of the
Proposed Project does not create any adverse air quality impacts. Alr dispersion modeling
results are inciuded as Appendix D of the Draft EIR.

Reguested the Draft EIR provide details regarding the best management practices that will
be required as part of the applicant’s Odor Managerment Plan for SCAQMD Rule 410

The Proposed Project is subject to SCAQMD permit requirements and specifically Rule 410
(Odor Management for MRF/TS). Rule 410 limits the size of building openings and requires
the installation of a ventilation system. The Proposed Project would prepare an Odor
Management Minimization Plan in accordance with Rule 410 and other applicable SCAQMD
guidelines.

EDCO Recyeling and Transter Facility November 2008
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

1.0 INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to Section 21081.6 of the Public Resources Code and the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) Guidelines Section 15074(d), public agencies are required to adopt a monitoring or reporting
program to assure that the mitigation measures and revisions identified in the Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) are implemented. As stated in Section 21.081.6 of the Public Resources Code:

“...the public agency shall adopt a reporting or monitoring program for the charniges to the
project which it has adopted, or made a condition of project approval, in order to mitigate
or avold significant effects on the environment.”

The EIR prepared for the EDCO Recycling and Transfer Facility project (SCH #2008081.009), provided an
analysis of the environmental effects resuiting from construction and cperation of the project. A thorough
scientific and engineering evaluation of the proiect was undertaken in compliance with CEQA, including
the identification of measures designed o avoid or substantiatly reduce the potential adverse effects of
the project to below a level of significance.

1.4 Description of Proposed EDCO Recyeling and Transfer Facility Project

The proposed project is the development of a £68,000 squars foot recyciing and transfer facility on a
3.75-acre site in the City of Signal Hill (City). The state-of-the-art materials recovery/transfer station
{(MRF/TS) facility will serve as a point t0 accept, process, recover and transfer mixed municipal waste and
residue following diversion activities to an appropriate permitted disposal facility.

Table 1 provides a summary of public agency approvals that may be associated with the Project.

1.2 Mitigation Matrix

in order to sufficiently track and document the status of mitigation measures, & mitigation matrix has
been prepared and includes the foilowing components:

o Mitigation measure number

e Mitigation measure (text)

= Implementation Action

e Responsible Monitaring Party

e Monitoring Phase

e  Verification/Approval Party

e Mitigation Measure Implemented? (Y/N and date}
= Documentation Location (Monitoring Record)

Mitigation measute timing of verification has been apportioned into several specific timing incremants. Of
these, the most common are:

e Prior to issuance of grading permit
@ Prior to issuance of building permit{s}

e During construction

EDCO Recyceling and Transfer Facility February 2008
City of Sighal Hill Page 1



Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Table 1
Public Agency Approvais

Agency Permit or Approval
City of Signal HHl Certification of CEQA document

Zoning Ordinance Amendment amending the General industrial Specific
Plan (SP-19)

Zoning Ordinance Amendment designating the site SP-19, Planning Area
-3, on the Official Zoning Map

Condgitional Use Permit, Site Plan and Design Review

Lot Merger

Dispaosition and Development Agreement

Vacation of an unimproved alley right-of-way between California and
Olive Avenues

Vacation of Olive Avenue right-of-way between Patterson and 28th
Streets

Grading Permit / Proof of compliance with NPDES requirements (SWPPP
and SUSMP)}

Right-of-way encroachment permit

Amendment to Non Disposal Faclity Element

South Coast Air Quality Management District | Authority to Construct
Conformance with Rule 410 (Odor Control Plan)

State of California, Department of Site Plan (approval only related to oil and gas wells)
Conservation, Division of Gil, Gas and
Gecthermal Resources

County of Los Angeles, Fire Protection Plan Check
Services
Los Angeles County Solid Waste Amendment to Solid Waste Management Plan

Management Committee/integrated Waste
Management Task Force

Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, Permit to Connect (sewer connection fee)
Sanitation District No. 5

California Integrated Waste Management Permit to Gperate

Board*

Approval of Transfer Processing Report
Emergency Response Preparedness Plan
Odor Control Plan

Vector Control Plan

1 CIWIMB approval actions are first assigned to the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Health, acting as the Local Enforcement
Agency (LEA). CIWME review and concurrence will occur following issuance of the SWFP by the LEA,

EDCO Recyeling and Transfer Facility February 2009
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

4.3 Mitigation Monitoring Procedures

The City of Signal Hill Community Development Department is the desighated lead agency for the EDCO
Recycling and Transfer Facility project. The City is responsible for review of all monitoring reports,
enforcement actions, and document disposition, The City will rely on information provided by the monitors
as accurate and up-to-date and will field check mitigation measure stalus as required.

1.3.1  Coordination with Contractors

The construction manager/superintendent is responsible for coordination of contractors, and is also
responsible for contractor completion of required measures in accordance with the provisions of this
program.

1.3.2 Recognizred Experis

The use of recoghized experis as a component of the mitigation monitoring team is required to ensure
compliance with scientific and engineering based mitigation measures. While the mitigation monitoring
team assesses compliance with required mitigation measures, consultation with the City of Signal Hill
planning staff shall take piace in the event of a dispute.

1.3.3  Arbitration/Dispute Resolution

If the mitigation monitor has identified an action which, in the opinion of the monitor, has not been
implemented or has not been implemented correctly, the problem will be brought to the attention of the
City of Signal Hili Community Development Director for resolution. The City will have the authority fo issue
stop work orders until the dispute is resolved.

1.3.4  Enforcement

Agencies may enforce conditions of approval through their existing police power, using stop work orders,
fines, infraction citations, loss of entitlements, refusal 1o issue building permits or certificates of use and
occupancy or, in some cases, notice of violation for tax purposes. Criminal misdemeanor sanctions coeuld
be available where the agency has adopted an crdinance requiring compliance with the monitoring
program, similar to the provision in many zoning ordinances which affirm the enforcement power o bring
suit against violators of the ordinance provisions,

EDCO Recycling and Transfer Facllity February 2009
City of Signal Hill Page 3
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