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EXHIBIT A 
CEQA FINDINGS 

PROPOSED PROJECT 
INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT FACILITY 

SCH# 2006091069 

A. Findings that with regard to certain project and cumulative effects, changes 
or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which 
mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment 

1. Aesthetics 

a. Impact AES-1. The proposed IWMF has the potential to alter the 
aesthetic character of the site vicinity through grading and 
operational activities that would alter the topography and vegetation 
of the project site. However, due to placement of proposed 
improvements behind existing topographic features and limited 
viewing angles from public viewpoints, this is a significant but 
mitigable impact. A detailed evaluation of the significant but 
mitigable aesthetic effects of the project is provided in Final EIR 
Section IVA Aesthetics. With the implementation of Mitigation 
Measures AES-1 Landscaping in Final EIR Section IV.A, 
Aesthetics, visual effects of the project would be mitigated to a less 
than significant level and would be consistent with the City of Santa 
Maria policies pertaining to the protection of visual resources. A 
visual impact analysis prepared in May 2009 by Rincon 
Consultants, Inc.'s Richard Daulton, a Principal Planner with 14 
years of environmental planning experience, identified the 
mitigation measures listed above, which will reduce the visual 
impacts of the project. In the professional opinion of Mr. Daulton, all 
of the adverse visual impacts of the proposed project will be 
mitigated to insignificance by implementation of these measures. 

2. Air Quality 

a. Impact AQ-3. The proposed IWMF has the potential to result in 
additional odor sources that could result in nuisances experienced 
at nearby sensitive land uses if not properly managed. This is a 
significant but mitigable impact. A detailed evaluation of the 
Significant but mitigable air quality impacts of the project is provided 
in Final EIR Section IV.B. Air Quality. With the implementation of 
Mitigation Measure AQ-3 Odor Abatement and Monitoring Plan, in 
Final EIR Section IV.B Air Quality, odor related air quality impacts 
of the project would be mitigated to a less than significant level. A 
air quality odor analysis .prepared in May 2009 by Rincon 
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Consultants, Inc.'s Richard Daulton, a Principal Planner with 14 
years of environmental planning experience, identified the 
mitigation measures listed above, which will reduce the visual 
impacts of the project. In the professional opinion of Mr. Daulton, all 
of the adverse odor impacts of the proposed project will be 
mitigated to insignificance by implementation of these measures. 

3. Biological Resources 

Habitat Types 

a. Impact BI0-1. The proposed IWMF would result in direct impacts 
to maritime chaparral, riparian, and valley needlegrass grassland 
habitat types, which are all considered special status by the 
Department of Fish and Game (DFG). However, this is a significant 
but mitigable impact. A detailed evaluation of the significant but 
mitigable biological resource impacts of the project is provided in 
Final EIR Section IV.C. Biological Resources. With the 
implementation of Mitigation Measure B10-1 Open Space 
Management Plan, in Final EIR Section IV.C Biological Resources, 
impacts to maritime chaparral, riparian, and valley needlegrass 
grassland habitat types would be mitigated to a less than significant 
level. The habitat type analysis by Rincon Consultants, Inc.'s Kevin 
Merk, a Senior Biologist with 17 years of biological resources 
experience, identified the above mitigation measures, which will 
reduce the impacts of the project on special status habitat types. In 
the professional opinion of Mr. Merk, all of the adverse special 
status habitat type impacts of the proposed project will be mitigated 
to insignificance by implementation of this mitigation measure. 

Wetlands and Drainages 

b. Impact 810-2. The proposed IWMF would impact jurisdictional 
waters of the U.S., including wetlands under the regulatory 
authority of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, as well as waters of 
the state falling under the State Water Quality Control Board's 
regulatory authority, and riparian areas regulated by the California 
Department of Fish and Game. However, this is a significant but 
mitigable impact. A detailed evaluation of the significant but 
mitigable biological resource impacts of the project is provided in 
Final EIR Section IV.C. Biological Resources. With the 
implementation of Mitigation Measure B10-2 Wetlands and 
Drainages Compensatory Mitigation, in Final EIR Section IV.C 
Biological Resources, impacts to wetlands and drainages would be 
mitigated to a less than significant level. The wetland and drainage 
delineation and analysis prepared by Rincon Consultants, Inc.'s 
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Kevin Merk, a Senior Biologist with 17 years of biological resources 
experience, identified the above mitigation measure, which will 
reduce the impacts of the project on wetlands and drainages. In 
the professional opinion of Mr. Merk, all of the adverse wetland and 
drainage impacts of the proposed project will be .mitigated to 
insignificance by implementation of this mitigation measure. 

Special Status Plant Species 

c. Impact 810-5. The proposed IWMF would impact special status 
plant species, including mesa horkelia and La Purisima manzanita, 
and may also impact dune larkspur, which could potentially occur 
within maritime chaparral habitat on the project site. However, this 
is a significant but mitigable impact. A detailed evaluation of the 
significant but mitigable special status plant species impacts of the 
project is provided in Final EIR Section IV.C. Biological Resources. 
With the implementation of Mitigation Measure B10-5 Special 
Status Plant Species Compensatory Mitigation, in Final EIR Section 
IV.C Biological Resources, impacts to special status plant species 
would be mitigated to a less than significant level. The special 
status plant species analysis prepared by Rincon Consultants, 
Inc.'s Kevin Merk, a Senior Biologist with 17 years of biological 
resources experience, identified the above mitigation measure, 
which will reduce the impacts of the project on special status plant 
species. In the professional opinion of Mr. Merk, all of the adverse 
wetland and drainage impacts of the proposed project will be 
mitigated to insignificance by implementation of this mitigation 
measure. 

Special Status Animal Species 

d. Impact 810-8. The proposed IWMF would directly and indirectly 
reduce the populations of and available habitat for animal species 
in general, including those listed as special status species that are 
not otherwise listed as threatened and endangered, but could 
potentially become listed over the life of the project. Because of the 
size of the site, degree of habitat diverSity, and known presence of 
several special status animal species, impacts to special status 
animal species are significant but mitigable. A detailed evaluation 
of the significant but mitigable special status animal species 
impacts of the project is provided in Final EIR Section IV.C. 
Biological Resources. With the implementation of Mitigation 
Measure B10-8 Special Status Animal Species Mitigation, in Final 
EIR Section IV.C Biological Resources, impacts to special status 
animal species would be mitigated to a less than significant level. 
The special status animal species analysis prepared by Rincon 



Consultants, Inc.'s Kevin Merk, a Senior Biologist with 17 years of • 
biological resources experience, identified the above mitigation 
measure, which will reduce the impacts of the project on special 
status animal species. In the professional opinion of Mr. Merk, all 
of the adverse special status animal species impacts of the 
proposed project will be mitigated to insignificance by 
implementation of this measure. 

4. Cultural Resources 

Identified Cultural Resources 

a. Impact CR-1. Implementation of the proposed IWMF would 
damage two prehistoric archaeological sites and three historical 
archaeological sites which are considered significant historical 
resources. This is a significant but mitigable impact. A detailed 
evaluation of the significant but mitigable cultural resource impacts 
of the project is provided in Final EIR Section IV.D. Cultural 
Resources. Mitigation measure CR-1 Prehistoric and Historical 
Archaeological Site Mitigation in Final EIR Section IV.D Cultural 
Resources addresses potential cultural resource impacts that could 
occur as a result of implementation of the proposed project. The 
Archaeological Survey Report prepared by Applied Earthworks, 
Inc.'s Barry Price, a Principal Scientist with 33 years of cultural 
resources experience, identified the mitigation measure listed 
above, which will reduce the archaeological impacts of the project. 
In the professional opinion of Mr. Price all of the adverse 
archaeological impacts of the proposed project will be mitigated to 
insignificance by implementation of this measure. 

Unidentified Cultural Resources 

b. Impact CR-2. Construction and operation of the proposed IWMF 
could disturb previously unidentified buried archaeological deposits. 
This is a significant but mitigable impact. A detailed evaluation of 
the significant but mitigable cultural resource impacts of the project 
is provided in Final EIR Section IV.D. Cultural Resources. 
Mitigation measure CR-2 Archaeological Resource Construction 
Monitoring in Final EIR Section IV.D Cultural Resources addresses 
potential cultural resource impacts that could occur as a result of 
implementation of the proposed project. The Archaeological 
Survey Report prepared by Applied Earthworks, Inc.'s Barry Price, 
a Principal Scientist with 33 years of cultural resources experience, 
identified the mitigation measure listed above, which will reduce the 
archaeological impacts of the project. In the professional opinion of 
Mr. Price all of the adverse archaeological impacts of the proposed 
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project will be mitigated to insignificance by implementation of this 
measure. 

Geology 

a. Impact GEO-2. Soils on the Santa Maria IWMF site are 
characterized by high to very high erosion potential, which may 
result in soil-related hazards to on-site development. This is a 
significant but mitigable impact. A detailed evaluation of the 
significant but mitigable geologic impacts of the project is provided 
in Final EIR Section IV.E Geology. Mitigation measure GEO-1 
Grading and Erosion Control Plan in Final EIR Section IV.E 
Geology addresses potential cultural resource impacts that could 
occur as a result of implementation of the proposed project. The 
geologic analysis prepared in May 2009 by Rincon Consultants, 
Inc.'s Richard Daulton, a Principal Planner with 14 years of 
environmental planning experience, identified the mitigation 
measures listed above, which will reduce the geologic impacts of 
the project. In the professional opinion of Mr. Daulton, all of the 
adverse geologic impacts of the proposed project will be mitigated 
to insignificance by implementation of this measure. 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

Oil Wells and Active Pipelines 

a. Impact HAZ-2. Existing oil wells and active oil pipelines on the 
proposed IWMF site may be abandoned during the life of the 
landfill. Abandonment of existing oil production and transmission 
facilities may pose a risk to human health and safety. This impact 
would be significant but mitigable. A detailed evaluation of the 
significant but mitigable hazard impacts of the project is provided in 
Final EIR Section IV.F Hazards and Hazardous Materials. 
Mitigation measure HAZ-2 Remediation Action Plan and 
Remediation in Final EIR Section IV.F Hazards and Hazardous 
Materials addresses potential hazard impacts of existing oil well 
and active pipelines that could occur as a result of implementation 
of the proposed project. The oil well and pipeline hazard analysis 
prepared in May 2009 by Rincon Consultants, Inc.'s Richard 
Daulton, a Principal Planner with 14 years of environmental 
planning experience, identified the mitigation measures listed 
above, which will reduce the oil well and pipeline hazard impacts of 
the project. In the professional opinion of Mr. Daulton, all of the 
adverse oil well and pipeline hazard impacts of the proposed 
project will be mitigated to insignificance by implementation of this 
measure. 



Fire Hazards 

B. 

b. Impact HAZ-7. The proposed Santa Maria IWMF would be located 
in a high fire hazard area and would increase potential fire hazards 
at the project site. Exposure of people or structures to a significant 
risk or loss, injury or death involving wildland, surface or subsurface 
fires would be a significant but mitigable impact. A detailed 
evaluation of the significant but mitigable fire hazard impacts of the 
project is provided in Final EIR Section IV.F Hazards and 
Hazardous Materials. Mitigation measure HAZ-7 Fire Prevention 
Measures in Final EIR Section IV.F Hazards and Hazardous 
Materials addresses potential fire hazards that could occur as a 
result of implementation of the proposed project. The fire hazard 
analysis prepared in May 2009 by Rincon Consultants, Inc.'s 
Richard Daulton, a Principal Planner with 14 years of environmental 
planning experience, identified the mitigation measures listed 
above, which will reduce fire hazard impacts of the project. In the 
professional opinion of Mr. Daulton, all of the fire hazard impacts of 
the proposed project will be mitigated to insignificance by 
implementation of this measure. 

Findings that with regard to certain project and cumulative effects, those 
changes or alterations which mitigate those effects, are within the 
responsibility and jurisdiction of another public agency and have been, or 
can and should be, adopted by that other agency. 

1. Biological Resources 

Vernal Pool Fairy Shrimp 

b. Impact B10-6 The proposed IWMF could result in a direct take of 
the federally threatened vernal pool fairy shrimp through removal of 
potentially occupied habitat if this species is detected within the 
project area. A detailed evaluation of the significant fairy pool 
shrimp impacts of the project is provided in Final EIR Section IV.C 
Biological Resources. Mitigation Measure BI0-6, which requires 
compensatory habitat creation for vernal pool fairy shrimp pursuant 
to issuance of a Federal Endangered Species Act Section 
10(a)(1)(A) permit, would reduce impacts to the extent feasible. 
However, the issuance of incidental take authorization of vernal 
pool fairy shrimp from USFWS cannot be assured. As a result, the 
recommended mitigation may be infeasible. Therefore, impacts 
would remain significant and unavoidable. With the provision of 
compensatory habitat replacement and compliance with Federal 
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Endangered Species Act requirements, USFWS should adopt this 
mitigation through issuance of Endangered Species Act permits. 

Findings that with regard to certain project and cumulative effecls, specific 
economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including 
considerations for the provision of employment opportunities for highly 
trained workers, make infeasible the mitigation measures or alternatives 
identified in the environmental impact report 

The FEIR identified three (3) significant, unavoidable, adverse project and/or 
cumulative related environmental impact associated with the proposed project 
that cannot be mitigated to levels of insignificance because the adoption of 
mitigation measures is not feasible. These significant and unavoidable impacts 
are as follows: 

1. Air Quality 

Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

a. Impact AQ-7 Operation of the proposed IWMF would result in the 
generation of GHG emissions from energy use, on-site equipment 
exhaust, landfill gas generation and flaring, and disposal 
vehicles/transportation. These emissions would hinder or delay 
California's ability to meet the reduction targets contained in AB 32. 
Impacts would therefore be significant and unavoidable. A detailed 
evaluation of the significant greenhouse gas emissions impacts of 
the project is provided in Final EIR Section IV.S Air Quality. 
Mitigation Measure AQ-7 Greenhouse Gas Reduction would be 
required to reduce greenhouse emissions. 

The building/energy use component of the project would emit 65.6 
tons/year of carbon dioxide equivalent (C02 E) (refer to Table IV.S-
15). Based on an emissions reduction of 27% (from the 
quantifiable reduction measures), identified mitigation would result 
in a reduction of at least 17.7 tons per year C02E. This represents 
less than 0.04% of the project's overall emissions, which also 
includes equipment emissions, landfill gas (LFG) emissions and 
disposal vehicle/transportation emissions. Standard requirements 
and project elements identified in Impact AQ-2 would reduce 
emissions related to on-site equipment and disposal vehicles/ 
transportation emissions. 

The City investigated several potential mitigation measures for this 
impact that were determined to be economically and/or 



technologically infeasible, including waste-to-energy (conversion • 
technologies), biodiesel technologies, and compressed natural gas 
technologies. 

The City investigated the viability of implementing a waste-to
energy facility at the project site, and determined that such a facility 
is currently infeasible for the City due to costs, including costs 
related to the distance between the project site and potential end
users of the produced energy, and uncertainty regarding the 
technology. Section VII Alternatives of the EIR discusses several 
types of conversion technologies and analyzes their feasibility. 
Conversion technology alternatives were eliminated from further 
consideration at this time due to cost constraints and the inability of 
conversion technology to meet the project objectives. 

The City investigated the viability of utilizing biodiesel technologies 
for landfill fleet vehicles. The City determined that converting the 
fleet of landfill vehicles to biodiesel would not be cost effective 
because of the small fleet size required for landfill operations and 
the substantial cost of implementing and maintaining biodiesel 
technology. Therefore, this potential mitigation measure is 
determined to be infeasible. In addition, due to the small fleet size, 
the overall reduction in GHGs associated with implementation of • 
biodiesel technology would be minimal. 

The City investigated the viability of utilizing Compressed Natural 
Gas (CNG) fleet vehicles for landfill operations. It was determined 
that vehicles needed for operation of the landfill, such as dozers, 
compactors, scrapers, graders, various trucks and vibratory roller, 
are not commercially available in CNG models. These types of 
fleet vehicles operate on diesel fuel. Therefore, this potential 
mitigation measure is determined to be infeasible. 

2. Biological Resources 

Oak Tree Woodland 

a. Impact BIO-4 The proposed IWMF would result in the removal of 
3,200 mature coast live oak trees. Due to the long time period 
required for replacement trees to possess equivalent habitat 
values, this is a significant impact. Mitigation Measure BIO-4 Oak 
Tree Preservation and Compensatory Mitigation, which requires 
planting of replacement oak trees at a 2:1 (replacement impacted) 
ratio, would be required to reduce impacts to the extent feasible. 
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However, impacts to oak trees and oak woodland habitat cannot 
fully be mitigated because of the length of time required for 
replacement trees to provide the functions and values of the mature 
trees that will be removed, and also because the project objectives 
require a replacement of the City's existing landfill before newly 
planted trees can mature. Accordingly, replacing the biomass and 
habitat value of the impacted oak trees would be infeasible. 

Wildlife Movement and Linkages 

b. Impact BI0-9. The proposed IWMF would directly and indirectly 
reduce wildlife movement and linkages between populations. 
Impacts to wildlife corridors are significant and unavoidable. No 
mitigation measures are available which would reduce impacts 
while maintaining required site security. Fencing would be required 
to restrict access for public health and safety reasons, per 27 CCR, 
Section 21135(f). Due to this requirement, mitigation to remove 
fencing would be legally infeasible . 



E. Findings that with regard to certain project and cumulative effects, those 
effects found to be less than significant and no mitigation measures are 
required. 

1. Air Quality 

a. Impact AQ-1. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact on construction-related air 
contaminant emissions. Based on air quality modeling and analysis 
conducted by Richard Daulton, Principal Planner with over 14 years 
of experience, project construction emissions would be less than 
significant. 

b. Impact AQ-4. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact related to hazardous air pollutant 
emissions. Based on a health risk assessment conducted by Duane 
Vander Pluym, Principal Environmental Scientist with over 30 years 
of experience, the proposed project would not emit hazardous air 
pollutants at levels that would cause adverse health effects at 
nearby sensitive uses and impacts would be less than significant. 
The following aspects of the proposed project's operation would 
assure impacts would not arise in this area: the proposed use of 
relatively new equipment (Tier 3 engines) with relatively low diesel 
emissions; and scheduled replacement of current equipment on an 
approximate seven year cycle, which would reduce emissions 
levels. 

c. Impact AQ-S. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact related to inconsistency with the 
2007 Clean Air Plan (CAP). Based on the plan consistency 
analysis conducted by Richard Daulton, Principal Planner with over 
14 years of experience, the project would be consistent with the 
2007 CAP. 

d. Impact AQ-6. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact related to construction emissions 
of greenhouse gases (GHG). Based on a GHG modeling and 
analysis conducted by Duane Vander Pluym, Principal 
Environmental Scientist with over 30 years of experience, the 
project would not create a significant environmental effect related to 
construction-related greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions Initial 
construction 0 
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f. f the proposed project would occur prior to the year 2020 and would 
not hinder or delay the implementation of AB 32. Although 
construction emissions prior to 2020 would affect background GHG 
concentrations, AB 32 only assesses emissions (rather than 
concentrations) beginning in the year 2020. As such, no mitigation 
measures are required and the impact of the construction of the 
project is less than significant. 

5. Biological Resources 

Common Habitat Types 

a. Impact BI0-3. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact on common habitat types. Based 
on a biological resources analysis conducted by Kevin Merk, Senior 
Biologist with 17 years of biological resources experience, the 
project would not create a significant environmental effect. 

California Tiger Salamander 

b. Impact BI0-7. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact on California tiger salamander. 
Based on a biological resources analysis conducted by Kevin Merk, 
Senior Biologist with 17 years of biological resources experience, 
the project would not create a significant environmental effect. The 
following aspects of the proposed project's design would assure 

. impacts would not occur in the area: the location of the site more 
than 1.25 miles from known breeding ponds and species 
occurrences; and the presence of intervening topography, and 
other barriers to movement such as Highway 101 between the site 
and known breeding ponds and species occurrences. 

6. Cultural Resources 

Impact CR-3. The EIR studied whether the project would have a significant 
environmental impact on previously unidentified human remains. Based on a 
cultural resources analysis conducted by Barry Price, Principal Scientist with 33 
years of cultural resources experience, the project would not create a significant 
environmental effect. The project would comply with the following regulation, 
which would assure impacts would not occur in this area: State Health and 
Safety Code Section 7050.5. 

7. Geology 

Fault Hazards 



a. Impact G-1. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact related to fault hazards. Based on 
a geological analysis conducted by Richard Daulton, Principal 
Planner with 14 years of experience, the project would not create a 
significant environmental effect. The project would comply with the 
following regulations, which would assure impacts would not occur 
in this area: Title 27 and the latest adopted Uniform Building Code 
(UBC) and the California Building Code (CBC) requirements. 

Landslide Hazards 

b. Impact G-3. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact related to landslide hazards. 
Based on a geological analysis conducted by Richard Daulton, 
Principal Planner with 14 years of experience, the project would not 
create a significant environmental effect. The project would comply 
with the following regulation, which would assure impacts would not 
occur in this area: 27 CCR regulatory criteria for landfill foundation 
slope stability under static and dynamic (earthquake) conditions. 
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In addition, the following aspects of the proposed project's design • 
would assure impacts would not occur in this area: slopes would be 
drained to prevent a buildup of hydrostatic pressure behind the 
liner, and include a minimum five-foot separation between 
groundwater and the subgrade surface. All alluvium, soils, 
undocumented fills, and other unacceptable foundation materials 
would be removed and replaced with engineered fill as necessary 
to achieve design grades. Engineered fills would be constructed 
under a program of continuous quality assurance inspection and 
testing., The waste geometry would be at least six times as wide as 
it is high, and would be no steeper than 3:1 (horizontal:vertical) to 
maintain stability of interim refuse fills. Once the refuse fill reaches 
its maximum design capacity, the fill would be buttressed by an 
engineered fill toe berm that would provide additional resisting 
forces and allow a steeper final fill slope gradient than is possible in 
an unsupported interim refuse fill slope. In order to maintain 
stability of the final refuse fill along the southern and northern 
canyons, soil berms would be constructed at the mouth of the 
canyons at a minimum crest elevation of 1,090 feet amsl and 1,020 
feet amsl, respectively. Berms would be constructed as an 
engineered fill with a minimum relative compaction of 90 percent. 
In addition, the refuse fill slopes would extend from the top deck 
elevations to the crest of the soil berm to create an overall slope • 
gradient no steeper than 2.5: 1 (2: 1 with benches). 
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8. Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

Explosive Hazards 

a. Impact HAZ-1 The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact related to explosive hazards. 
Based on an analysis conducted by Richard Daulton, Principal 
Planner with 14 years of experience, the project would not create a 
significant environmental effect. The following aspects of the 
proposed project's design would assure impacts would not occur in 
this area: proposed landfill gas control systems and perimeter 
subsurface monitoring wells, the installation of LFG ventilation 
systems and automatic combustible gas detection systems. 

Non-Hazardous Hydrocarbon Impacted Soils 

b. Impact HAZ-3 The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact related to non-hazardous 
hydrocarbon impacted soils (NHIS). Based on an analysis 
conducted by Richard Daulton, Principal Planner with 14 years of 
experience, the project would not create a significant environmental 
effect. The project would comply with local, state and federal 
regulations for hazardous materials, transport route restrictions and 
railway area development restrictions, which would assure impacts 
would not occur in this area. 

Operational Safety Hazards 

c. Impact HAZ-4 The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact related to operational safety 
hazards. Based on an analysis conducted by Richard Daulton, 
Principal Planner with 14 years of experience, the project would not 
create a significant environmental effect. The project would comply 
with the following regulations, which would assure impacts would 
not occur in this area: CCR Title 27, Section 20590, which gives the 
designated enforcement agency (EA) authority to oversee the use of 
personal protective equipment (PPE) by landfill personnel. Standard 
PPE at landfills includes high visibility vests, hard hats, appropriately 
designed work boots, hearing protection, dust masks and other 
measures as needed, depending on the specific tasks and workplace 
environment. The California Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration (CaIOSHA) is responsible for developing and 
enforcing workplace safety regulations at landfills. The EA is 
responsible for overseeing the safe operation of equipment and 
procedures at a landfill site. The primary vehicle for this is an Injury 



and Illness Prevention Plan (IIPP), which is developed and 
implemented at the time that a landfill facility begins operations. All 
landfill personnel would be required to have CalOSHA 40-hour 
Hazardous Waste Operations and Emergency Response 
(HAZWOPER) training and annual 8-hour refresher training. 

Hazard recognition and prevention are also part of the State of 
California's mandated IIPP guidelines which would be incorporated 
into the IWMF's standard operating procedures (SOP). 
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The following aspects of the proposed project's operation would 
assure impacts would not arise in this area. Safety provisions at the 
landfill would include first aid kits, personnel training programs on 
equipment operations, and provision for the notification of emergency 
response services. In addition to these measures, the IWMF would 
provide an emergency eye-wash and shower. To minimize the safety 
hazards associated with heavy equipment operation, all operators 
would be required to receive equipment-specific operational training 
and safety devices, such as roll bars and backup beepers, would be 
installed on landfill equipment. Scavenging would be strictly 
prohibited to minimize pedestrian traffic on the waste prism. Traffic 
control would be strictly enforced and adequate separation of 
unloading vehicles would be maintained to minimize risks at the • 
working face. 

Procedures for recognizing potential hazards and the prevention of 
site emergencies would be developed and presented to the landfill 
staff during safety training sessions. New landfill staff would 
receive intensive initial training and all staff would receive routine 
periodic refresher sessions. 

Dust Hazards 

d. Impact HAZ-5 The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact related to dust hazards. Based on 
an analysis conducted by Richard Daulton, Principal Planner with 
14 years of experience, the project would not create a significant 
environmental effect. The project would comply with the following 
regulations, which would assure impacts would not occur in this 
area: CCR Title 27 Section 21600(b)(8)(D), which requires the 
identification of dust control measures as part of the solid waste 
facility permit process. Section 20540 requires that roads within the 
permitted facility boundary be designed to minimize the generation of 
dust and the tracking of materials onto adjacent public roads. In 
addition, the proposed project's dust control program would assure 
impacts would not occur in this area. • 
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Vector Nuisances 

e. Impact HAZ-6 The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact related to vector nuisances. Based 
on an analysis conducted by Richard Daulton, Principal Planner 
with 14 years of experience, the project would not create a 
significant environmental effect. The project would comply with the 
following regulations, which would assure impacts would not occur 
in this area: CCR Title 27, Section 20680, which requires 
compacting and covering of solid waste daily, and which is intended 
to reduce vector impacts. In addition, CCR Title 27, Section 20810 
requires preparation and implementation of a vector control 
program, which requires that the operator "take adequate steps to 
control or prevent the propagation, harborage or attraction of flies, 
rodents, or other vectors and to minimize bird problems." In 
addition, U.S. EPA Rule 503 recommends placement of daily cover 
on sewage sludge and biosolids areas and/or incorporating sewage 
sludge and biosolids into soil. In addition, the following aspects of 
the proposed project's operation would assure impacts would not 
arise in this area: refuse compaction and the application of a daily 
cover, which are the most effective preventions against the 
propagation of vectors and birds on a landfill site. 

9. Hydrology and Water Quality 

Soil Erosion, Sedimentation and Pollution Discharge 

a. Impact HWQ-1. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact related to soil erosion, 
sedimentation, and pollution discharge. Based on an analysis 
conducted by Richard Daulton, Principal Planner with 14 years of 
experience, the project would not create a significant environmental 
effect. The project would comply with the following regulations, 
which would assure impacts would not occur in this area: Regional 
Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) requirements for 
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and associated 
Best Management Practices (BMPs), which would control the 
discharge of pollutants, including sediment, into local surface water 
drainages. In addition, the following aspects of the proposed 
project's operation would assure impacts would not occur in this 
area: washing construction vehicles and equipment in designated 
areas, which would prevent polluted water and materials from 
entering storm drains, creeks or wetlands. 

Stormwater Runoff 



b. Impact HWQ-2. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact related to stormwater runoff. 
Based on a Hydrology Analysis conducted by Bryan A. Stirrat & 
Associates, the project would not create a significant environmental 
effect. The following aspects of the proposed project's design would 
assure impacts would not occur in this area: proposed on-site 
detention basins, which would reduce runoff rates and filter 
contaminants; and implementation of a surface water drainage 
control system that would divert and convey stormwater flows in a 
controlled manner in order to minimize erosion, and to inhibit the 
potential infiltration of surface water run-on or precipitation into the 
refuse disposal areas. 

In addition, the project would comply with the following regulations, 
which would assure impacts would not occur in this area: CCR Title 
27, Section 20310, which requires that Class III landfills have 
containment structures which are capable of preventing 
degradation of water of the state, and that containment structures 
be designed by, and construction be supervised by, a registered 
civil engineer or a certified engineering geologist. CCR Title 27, 
Section 20365 outlines performance standards for diversion and 
drainage facilities on landfills. According to Section 20365, Class III 
landfills shall have permanent drainage control facilities with the 
capacity carry 100-year, 24-hour storm event runoff volumes. 

Upon closure of the landfill, the permanent drainage control 
facilities would carry 100-year, 24-hour storm event runoff volumes, 
as required by CCR 27, Section 20365. 

Water Quality 

c. Impact HWQ-3. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact related to water quality. Based on 
a Hydrology Analysis conducted by Bryan A. Stirrat & Associates, 
the project would not create a significant environmental effect. The 
project would comply with the following regulations, which would 
assure impacts would not occur in this area: CCR Title 27, Section 
20340, which requires installation of Leachate Collection and 
Removal Systems (LCRS) for Class III landfills which have a liner 
or which accept sewage or water treatment sludge and outlines 
design requirements for an LCRS. In addition, CCR Title 27, 
Section 20415 requires establishment of a groundwater monitoring 
system on landfills, and outlines specific requirements of the 
system. 

• 

• 



• 10. Land Use and Agriculture 

Conversion of Agricultural Lands 

• 

a. Impact LU·2. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact related to conversion of 
agricultural lands. Based on an analysis conducted by Richard 
Daulton, Principal Planner with 14 years of experience, the project 
would not create a significant environmental effect. 

11. Noise 

Construction Noise 

a. Impact N·1. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact related to construction noise. 
Based on an analysis conducted by Richard Daulton, Principal 
Planner with 14 years of experience, the project would not create a 
significant environmental effect. The project would comply with the 
following City regulations and General Plan policy, which would 
assure impacts would not arise in this area: heavy construction 
would be limited to the weekday hours (7 a.m. to 6 p.m.) with 
minimal activity on weekends,. In addition, the City would require 
the construction contractors to comply with all local sound control 
and noise level standards, regulations, and ordinances that apply to 
any work performed pursuant to the contract. Each internal 
combustion engine used for any purpose on the job or related to 
the job would be required to be equipped with a muffler of a type 
recommended by the manufacturer. All stationary noise-generating 
construction equipment, such as air compressors and electric 
generators, would be required to be located as far as practical from 
nearby residences. 

Operational Noise 

b. Impact N-2. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact related to operational noise. Based 
on an analysis conducted by Richard Daulton, Principal Planner 
with 14 years of experience, the project would not create a 
significant environmental effect. The project would comply with the 
following City requirements, which would assure impacts would not 
arise in this area: on-site operations must comply with all local 
sound control and noise level standards, regulations, and 
ordinances. Each internal combustion engine used for any purpose 
on the job or related to the job would be required to be equipped 
with a muffler of a type recommended by the manufacturer. All 
stationary noise-generating construction equipment, such as air 



compressors and electric generators, would be required to be 
located as far as practical from nearby residences. 

Traffic Generated Noise 

c. Impact N-3. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact related to traffic-generated noise. 
Based on an analysis conducted by Richard Daulton, Principal 
Planner with 14 years of experience, the project would not create a 
significant environmental effect. 

Employee Noise Exposure 

d. Impact N-4. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact related to employee noise 
exposure. Based on an analysis conducted by Richard Daulton, 
Principal Planner with 14 years of experience, the project would not 
create a significant environmental effect. The project would comply 
with the following regulations which would assure impacts would 
not occur in this area: Cal-OSHA regulations that require that 
employees are protected against the effects of noise exposure 
through the use of feasible administrative or engineering controls 
(29 CFR Section 1910.95), including the provision and use of ear 
protective devices (29 CFR Section 1926.101). 

12. Public Services and Utilities 

Police Protection Services 

a. Impact PS-1. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact on police protection services. 
Based on an analysis conducted by Richard Daulton, Principal 
Planner with 14 years of experience, the project would not create a 
significant environmental effect. The following aspects of the 
proposed project's operation would assure impacts would not arise 
in this area: . The main entrance to the project site during business 
hours would be controlled by site personnel at the entrance 
facilities. The main gate would be locked while the facility is 
closed. Unauthorized access to the site would also be controlled 
by lockable gates at the access point off old Dominion Road and 
perimeter fencing and/or topographical constraints around the 
landfill property. 

• 

In addition, the project would comply with the following regulations, 
which would assure impacts would not occur in this area: Title 14 of 
the California Code of Regulations, which requires that each landfill • 



• 

• 

site have a perimeter barrier or topographic constraint designed to 
discourage unauthorized entry by persons or vehicles. 

Fire Protection Services 

b. Impact PS-2. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact on fire protection services. Based 
on an analysis conducted by Richard Daulton, Principal Planner 
with 14 years of experience, the project would not create a 
significant environmental effect. The following aspects of the 
proposed project's operation would assure impacts would not occur 
in this area: fire prevention and control measures. The primary fire 
prevention measure would be a firebreak between the refuse and 
the undisturbed natural areas surrounding the landfill. Burning of 
refuse would not be allowed at the landfill facility, which minimizes 
the chance of above ground fires. The potential of subsurface fires 
would be reduced through the application of daily and intermediate 
soil cover placement, which would limit the amount of oxygen 
available for combustion. The primary methods for fire control 
include load checking for smoldering or burning wastes and 
separation of these wastes if spotted with a dozer and the covering 
of the fire with soil. Water may also be used but would be kept to a 
minimum to prevent excess introduction of liquids into the waste 
prism. Additional fire prevention activities would also occur on-site. 
Site personnel would also be observant of fires that may occur 
along the perimeter of the site and would help in suppression 
efforts. Implementation of proposed fire suppression measures 
would provide a first defense against fires as the City and/or County 
fire departments respond. In addition, on-site access routes are 
designed to provide adequate access (i.e., road width, turn-around, 
etc.) for large waste hauling vehicles. Therefore, adequate access 
for fire suppression and water tender vehicles to the active disposal 
area would be provided at the project site at all times 

Groundwater Resources 

c. Impact PS-3. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact on groundwater resources. Based 
on an analysis conducted by Richard Daulton, Principal Planner 
with 14 years of experience, the project would not create a 
significant environmental effect. The following aspects of the 
proposed project's design would assure impacts would not occur in 
this area: retention of relatively large portions of the site as 
unpaved areas; grading to promote precipitation runoff to perimeter 
drainage structures; and minimal withdrawals of groundwater for 
project applications. 



Wastewater Disposal 

d. Impact PS-4. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact related to wastewater disposal. 
Based on an analysis conducted by Richard Daulton, Principal 
Planner with 14 years of experience, the project would not create a 
significant environmental effect. The project would comply with the 
following regulations, which would assure impacts would not occur 
in this area: the siting, design, and construction of an on-site septic 
disposal system will be required to conform to requirements of the 
California Plumbing Code (CPC) Chapter 7, as well as RWQCB 
and County of Santa Barbara requirements. 

Refuse Disposal Capacity 

e. Impact PS-S. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact on refuse disposal capacity. Based 
on an analysis conducted by Richard Daulton, Principal Planner 
with 14 years of experience, the project would not create a 
significant environmental effect. As designed, the proposed Santa 
Maria IWMF would provide sufficient refuse capacity to meet the 
disposal needs of the City of Santa Maria and ultimately a portion of 
the total disposal needs of the Santa Barbara County integrated 
waste management system. 

Transportation and Circulation 

Daily Vehicle Trips 

a. Impact T-1. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact related to daily vehicle trips. Based 
on a Traffic Study conducted by Associated Transportation 
Engineers. Inc., the project would not create a significant 
environmental effect. The project's traffic additions would not 
generate any project-specific roadway segment or intersection 
impacts according to the City's LOS D criteria. 

Vehicle Hazards 

b. Impact T-2. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact related to vehicle hazards. Based 
on a Traffic Study conducted by Associated Transportation 
Engineers. Inc., the project would not create a significant 
environmental effect. The project would comply with the following 
regulations, which would assure impacts would not occur in this 

• 

• 

• 
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area: the Caltrans Highway Design Manual. Specifically, the 
proposed project would reconstruct the pavement on the ramp 
systems to comply with Chapter 610 (Pavement Engineering 
Considerations) of the Caltrans HOM and provide two 14-foot lanes in 
the undercrossing. The system would be built to Traffic Index (TI) of 
10.0, as derived from Table 613.5A [Traffic Index (TI) Values for 
Ramps and Connectors) of the Caitrans HOM. In addition, the 
following aspects of the proposed project's operation would assure 
impacts would not arise in this area: the siting of the proposed haul 
route, which reduces potential hazards related to incompatible uses 
due to the availability of turnouts. 

Levels of Service 

c. Impact T-3. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact related to traffic levels of service 
under cumulative conditions. Based on a Traffic Study conducted 
by Associated Transportation Engineers. Inc., the project would not 
create a significant environmental effect. 

Environmental Justice 

a. Impact EJ-1. The EIR studied whether the project would have a 
significant environmental impact on environmental justice. Based 
on an analysis conducted by Richard Daulton, Principal Planner 
with 14 years of experience, the project would not create a 
significant environmental effect. Based on the 2000 U.S. Census 
figures, no significant minority or low-income populations would be 
adversely affected by the proposed project, and potential 
environmental impacts attributable to the project would not fall 
disproportionately on the minority or low-income residents of the 
community . 


