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EXHIBIT B 

ALTERNATIVES 
PROPOSED PROJECT 

INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT FACILITY 
SCH# 2006091 069 

Before making a decision whether to approve a discretionary project under an 
environmental impact report (EIR), a lead agency must consider reasonable 
alternatives discussed in the EIR, or raised during the circulation and comments 
process, that could reduce environmental damage. The agency can either accept 
and proceed with one of the project alternatives, or reject the alternatives based 
on findings of failure to reduce environmental damage and/or infeasibility. 
Findings must be based on substantial evidence using comparative data, and the 
findings must reveal the agency's reasons for reaching its conclusions. [Village 
Laguna of Laguna Beach, Inc. v. Board of Supervisors (4th Dis!. 1982) 134 
Cal.App.3d 1022; Citizens of Goleta Valley v. Board of Supervisors (2d Dist. 
1988) 197 Cal.App,3d 1167.] 

When an agency properly rejects alternatives with findings of infeasibility, these 
findings may be made based on specific economic, legal, social, technological, or 
other considerations, including the provision of employment opportunities for 
highly trained workers. [Public Resources Code §21080(a); CEQA Guidelines 
§15091 (a).] 

The objectives of the project, as stated in the Final Environmental Impact Report 
(FEIR) are an important reference point for evaluating the feasibility of 
alternatives. The CEQA Guidelines allow an alternative to be rejected as 
infeasible during the scoping process because it fails to meet most basic project 
objectives (Guidelines §1S126.6(c). However, that infeasibility may also be 
revealed through study in the EIR and input from the circulation process. 
Section /I Project Description of the FEIR for the Integrated Waste Management 
Facility states that the project is being pursued in order to achieve the following 
objectives: 

1. Provide a modern, lined Class III integrated waste management 
facility with a net airspace capacity of approximately 130 mcy 
(73 million tons). [CIWMSP Policy 6; Objective 9; City of Santa 
Maria General Plan Land Use Element Policy L.U.2] 

2. Develop an integrated waste management facility that is located 
on property owned or controlled by the City of Santa Maria or on 
property that can be acquired by the City. [City of Santa Maria 
General Plan Land Use Element Goal L.U.2] 



3. Develop a stable, reasonably-priced and economically feasible 
source of solid waste disposal capacity. [CIWMSP Goal 4, 
Policy 5; City of Santa Maria General Plan Land Use Element 
Goal L.U.2) 

4. Serve in a leadership role to accommodate projected long-term 
waste management and disposal demand in the City and region 
in accordance with mandates under State and federal 
legislation. [California Public Resources Code Section 40000 et 
seq; Countywide Integrated Waste Management Summary Plan 
(CIWMSP) Policy 6; Objective 9; City of Santa Maria General 
Plan Land Use Element Policy L.U.2) 

5. Coordinate with recycling facilities, and accommodate the long
term non-hazardous solid waste disposal and recycling 
demands for the solid waste service area. [CIWMSP Goal 1, 
Policy 1, Objective 1; City of Santa Maria General Plan Land 
Use Element Goal L.U.2, Policy L.U.2; AB 939) 

6. Transform the function of the existing Santa Maria Regional 
Landfill for environmental benefits and municipal uses, and 
enable expedited closure of the existing disposal areas, 
including the unlined portions of the existing landfill. [Santa 
Maria Landfill Waste Discharge Requirements Order No. R3-
2007-0045; California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 27, and 
40 Code of Federal Regulations, Parts 257 and 258; City of 
Santa Maria General Plan Land Use Element Goal L.U.2 
Implementation Program 5) 

7. Provide for the management of waste in a manner and location 
that protects public health and safety and the environment 
through compliance with applicable federal, state, and local laws 
and regulations. [CIWMSP Goal 3; City of Santa Maria General 
Plan Safety Element Goal 9, Objective 9.1.b; Title 14 CCR 
17406.2; Title 27 CCR, Section 20260) 

8. Provide cost-effective non-hazardous integrated waste 
management services to the City of Santa Maria and the 
communities in the regional solid waste service area. [CIWMSP 
Goal 4, Policy 5; City of Santa Maria General Plan Land Use 
Element Goal L.U.2) 

9. Provide for the management of waste in a location that respects 
the fair treatment of people of all races, cultures, and income 
levels. [California Integrated Waste Management Board 2001 
Strategic Plan) 

10. Provide a regulated location for the beneficial reuse of non
hazardous hydrocarbon impacted soils (NHIS) and other special 
wastes to beneficially address impacted soils associated with oil 
fields inside and outside the region. [City of Santa Maria 
General Plan Safety Element Goal 9) 
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11. Provide appropriately coordinated and safe municipal use of the 
site property and provide effective post-closure use in 
accordance with State requirements. [City of Santa Maria 
General Plan Safety Element Goal 9, Objective 9.1.b; Title 27 
CCR, Section 21190] 

The altematives evaluated in the EIR include the "No Project Alternative", "Alternative 
Integrated Waste Management Facility Site: Los Alamos Ranch", "Alternative 
Integrated Waste Management Facility Site: Chicago Grade Landfill", and "Higher 
Landfill Alternative". 

The EIR also considered several alternatives that were eliminated from further 
consideration because they did not meet the project objectives and/or were 
infeasible due to cost or technological constraints. The California Code of 
Regulations (CCR) Title 27 provides siting requirements for new and expanded 
Class III landfills, including: location of the landfill away from faults, airport 
runways, floodplains, areas of shallow groundwater, and areas with moderate or 
high potential for liquefaction. Potential new landfill sites with any of these 
characteristics were rejected from further consideration as they would be 
infeasible to implement due to lack of compliance with state landfill siting 
requirements. City staff also reviewed the potential for diversion of waste 
generated in the City of Santa Maria to an expansion of the existing Cold Canyon 
Landfill located in San Luis Obispo County, The expansion of this landfill was 
rejected due to these land use constraints, high costs and adverse air quality and 
noise effects associated with the haul distance to these facilities, the limited 
additional capacities of these facilities to accept a new waste stream from Santa 
Maria, and the City's desire to serve in a leadership role in accommodating 
projected long-term waste management and disposal demand in the City and 
region. 

In selecting alternatives for evaluation in this EIR. City staff reviewed the 
Tajiguas Landfill Expansion Project Final Environmental Impact Report (TRC, 
July 2002, State Clearinghouse No. 98041003), which considered several waste 
disposal and management sites within the County. Several landfill alternatives 
were rejected through the Tajiguas Landfill Expansion review process, including: 
diversion to other in-county landfills (Foxen Canyon, City of Lompoc, Vandenberg 
Air Force Base, or existing City of Santa Maria Regional Landfill) and out-of
county landfills (Toland Road Landfill in south-central Ventura County, the 
Calabasas Landfill, or the Chiquita Canyon Landfill in western Los Angeles 
County), rail haul, new in-county landfill sites, alternative waste management 
technologies, source reduction, mechanical volume reduction, and resource 
recovery. These alternatives were rejected due to environmental constraints, 
land use constraints, high costs and adverse air quality and noise effects 
associated with the haul distances to other facilities, the limited additional 
capacities of these facilities to accept a new waste stream from Santa Maria, and 
technological constraints. 



In selecting alternatives for evaluation in this EIR, City staff reviewed alternative 
waste reduction technologies including [INSERT THE ONE IDENTIFIED BY THE 
COMMENTER WHO IS ON THE AIRPORT DISTRICT] The alternative waste 
reduction technologies were rejected as not being reasonable alternatives to the 
proposed project because none of these techniques, alone or in combination, 
can completely offset the need for the development of additional landfill capacity 
as proposed in the project. In addition, the County Integrated Waste 
Management Plan does not identify alternatives to landfill disposal as suitable 
means by which to meet its AB 939 legal mandates. These alternative waste 
reduction technologies are not yet cost effective and do not meet the project 
objectives. Finally, alternative waste reduction technologies do not have 
sufficiently widespread public acceptance and participation so as to be able to 
meet the project objectives. 

Alternative 1: No Project Alternative 

This alternative assumes that the proposed Integrated Waste Management 
Facility (IWMF) is not constructed, and that the site remains in its current 
disturbed condition with ongoing grazing in accordance with the existing 
Agriculture (AG-II-100) zoning for the site. With this alternative, the existing 
Santa Maria Regional Landfill would continue to accept waste until its scheduled 

• 

closure. Upon closure of the existing landfill, waste would be diverted to another • 
landfill or landfills in the region to provide for the safe and sanitary disposal of 
municipal waste from the IWMF service area. Future expansion of the Santa 
Maria Regional Landfill is infeasible because of the proximity of potential 
expansion areas to the groundwater table and Santa Maria Riverbed. Because 
such future expansion of the existing landfill would be discouraged or prohibited 
by the Regional Water Quality Control Board, land for potential expansion that 
was previously held by the City was sold, and is no longer controlled by the City. 
Therefore, under this alternative, waste would be diverted to another landfill or 
landfills in the region upon closure of the existing Santa Maria Regional Landfill 
and new impacts would be anticipated at the destination landfill(s). The severity 
of these impacts would depend upon the operational changes at the destination 
landfill(s) that would be necessary to accommodate diverted waste. However, 
because the amount of waste requiring disposal would not change under this 
alternative, the same overall capacity would be required at the destination 
landfill(s). Alternate landfills to which waste would be diverted, such as the 
Chicago Grade landfill or Tajiguas Landfill, would be located farther from the 
wasteshed (including Santa Maria and surrounding communities) than the 
proposed IWMF. 

The No Project Alternative is hereby rejected for the following reasons: 

A. Infeasible due to Failure to Meet Basic Project Objectives and Regulatorv 
Requirements. The objectives of the proposed project, including providing a • 
long-term source of disposal capacity and promoting recycling and composting 
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activities, would not be met with this alternative. This alternative would not 
facilitate compliance with the requirements of the Califomia Integrated Waste 
Management Act. 

Supporting evidence: As described in Section II Project Description subsection 
iv. Need for the Project, the California Integrated Waste Management Act 
requires that jurisdictions provide 15 years of landfill capacity as part of their 
long-term strategic planning efforts. The existing landfill is approaching its site life 
capacity, and is anticipated to close in the next few years. Before the existing 
landfill closes, a new landfill must be ready to receive waste in order to provide 
uninterrupted refuse disposal for that region. 

Solid waste agencies throughout the County recognized the need to plan for 
future solid waste disposal. Santa Barbara County, the City and other cities 
within the County formed a Multi-Jurisdictional Solid Waste Task Group 
(MJSWTG) to begin planning for the solid waste issues facing Santa Barbara 
County in 2001. The MJSWTG is comprised of elected representatives from 
Santa Barbara County and its cities. Technical Advisory Committees were set up 
to study biosolids, commercial recycling, greenwaste, alternatives to disposal, 
C&D recycling and disposal options. The MJSWTG directed the preparation of a 
Short and Long Term Disposal Options Report to produce recommendations for 
solid waste disposal in Santa Barbara County. One of the recommendations was 
to site a new landfill in Northern Santa Barbara County. Providing new regional 
landfill in the North County would limit landfill traffic and bring associated 
emissions down, by avoiding a long-haul of waste elsewhere when the existing 
landfill closes. The MJSWTG appointed the City of Santa Maria as the lead 
agency in the pursuit of a new landfill in the North County. 

The new landfill would be able to accommodate regional solid waste. The No 
Project Alternative would not provide needed waste disposal capacity to the City 
or the region, because no waste disposal facilities would be developed under this 
alternative; therefore, it would not meet the objectives of the project or the 
regulatory requirements of the California Integrated Waste Management Act. 

B. Environmentally Inferior to the Proposed Project. Expanded capacity at the 
destination landfill(s) would require site disturbance, and associated site 
disturbance environmental impacts, similar to that associated with the proposed 
project. However, alternate landfills to which waste would be diverted would be 
located farther from the wasteshed (including Santa Maria and surrounding 
communities) than the proposed IWMF. Waste would therefore be hauled greater 
distances under the No Project Alternative, thereby increasing impacts related to 
transportation and circulation, air quality and climate, and noise at sensitive 
receptors along haul routes. Accordingly, this alternative would be 
environmentally inferior to the proposed project. 



With implementation of the No Project Alternative, the adverse environmental 
impacts anticipated at the project site would not occur. This includes impacts 
related to construction and long-term site disturbances, such as aesthetics, 
biological resources, cultural resources and geology. 

Supporting evidence: Expanded capacity at the destination landfill(s) would 
require site disturbance similar to that associated with the proposed project. A 
precise analysis of the specific disturbance areas at the destination landfill(s) 
would be speculative. Nevertheless, it is anticipated that impacts related to direct 
site disturbance would be similar to the proposed project. This includes impacts 
related to aesthetics, biological resources, cultural resources, geology, certain 
hazards, hydrology and water quality, land use conflicts, and agriculture. 
Impacts to public services including fire, police, and water supply would also be 
similar because the same additional demand would be placed on these services. 
In addition, alternate landfills to which waste would be diverted would be located 
farther from the wasteshed (including Santa Maria and surrounding communities) 
than the proposed IWMF. Waste would therefore be hauled greater distances 
under the No Project Alternative, thereby increasing impacts related to 
transportation and circulation, air quality and climate, and noise at sensitive 
receptors along haul routes. Because waste hauling trips would be longer, 
associated transportation emissions would increase. Operational air emissions 
under the No Project Alternative, including greenhouse gas (GHG) emiSSions, 
would therefore be somewhat greater than the proposed IWMF. Similarly, 
because total vehicle miles traveled would increase, impacts related to Clean Air 
Plan (CAP) consistency would be greater under the No Project Alternative. 
Lengthened haul routes could additionally expose more sensitive receptors to 
transportation-related noise when compared to the proposed IWMF. 

Alternative 2: Alternative Integrated Waste Management Site: Los Alamos Ranch 

This alternative assumes that the proposed IWMF is relocated to the Los Alamos 
Ranch property, approximately 1.9 miles east of the southernmost tip of the 
currently proposed location. The Alternative 2 site is within the southern portion 
of Cat Canyon near Foxen Canyon and would be located approximately one mile 
northeast of U.S. Highway 101. 

This alternative site would be similar in size to the proposed IWMF and would be 
similarly designed, such that the maximum area of disturbance from the refuse 
footprint, soil stockpiles, accessory structures and access roads would be 
approximately the same as the proposed IWMF (618 acres), as would disposal 
capacity (approximately 131 million cubic yards of net airspace) and lifespan 
(approximately 90 years). 

This alternative site is located in unincorporated Santa Barbara County and is 
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currently designated and zoned for Agriculture. The site is currently used for • 
grazing and is surrounded by agricultural lands. The site is not under a 
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Williamson Act (Land Conservation Act) contract. The nearest residential 
developments are approximately three miles north of the site, near the 
community of Sisquoc, and approximately four miles south of the site, in the 
community of Los Alamos. 

The Los Alamos Ranch alternative site is hereby rejected for the following 
reasons: 

A. Environmentally Inferior to the Proposed Project. Environmental impacts 
associated with air quality and climate, biological resources, geology, hydrology 
and water quality, land use and agriculture, and noise would be greater under the 
Los Alamos Ranch site alternative. 

Supporting Evidence: 

Air Qualitv and Climate. Under the Year 2012 scenario, this alternative would 
require a longer haul route due to the increased distance from the Santa Maria 
wasteshed. Disposal vehicle and other transportation emissions would therefore 
be somewhat greater than the proposed IWMF during this period. 

Biological Resources. This alternative site is primarily composed of non-native 
grassland, oak woodland/savanna, coastal scrub, and ruderalldisturbed habitat 
types. The Alternative 2 site also includes a series of stream channels and 
standing water near the center of the site. Since this alternative would be similar 
in size, design, and capacity as the proposed IWMF (when soil stockpile areas, 
which are not quantified in the above table, are included), the total amount of site 
disturbance would be similar with proportionally greater areas of disturbance in 
the non-native grassland and oak woodland habitats. Therefore, direct impacts 
to these habitats would be greater than the proposed project. 

Geologv. This alternative site contains soil types characterized by moderate to 
poor slope stability (City of Santa Maria Landfill Siting Study, CH2MHILL, 
February 2005), and would therefore result in greater impacts related to slope 
stability when compared to the proposed project. 

Hydrology and Water Quality. This alternative site is characterized as having 
poor potential for on-site drainage capture and control, and has potentially 
shallow groundwater. Accordingly, implementation of a waste facility at this site 
would have a high potential to impact water quality of surface water or 
groundwater basins (City of Santa Maria Landfill Siting Study, CH2MHILL, 
February 2005). Therefore, impacts related to hydrology and water quality 
would be greater with this alternative when compared to the proposed project. 

Land Use and Agriculture. The Alternative 2 site contains approximately 58.1 
acres of prime soils which would be converted to non-agricultural use by this 
alternative, compared to the 28.2 acres of prime soils that would be converted 



by the project. In order to provide a quantitative analysis of the potential for • 
agricultural resource impacts associated with this alternative, the Land 
Evaluation Site Assessment (LESA) model was also applied. This assessment 
concluded that this alternative would result in greater impacts to agricultural 
resources when compared to the proposed project 

Noise. Under the Year 2012 scenario, this alternative would require a longer 
haul route due to the increased distance from the Santa Maria wasteshed. 
Additional sensitive receptors could therefore be impacted by vehicle noise 
during this period. 

Alternative 3 (Alternative Integrated Waste Management Site: Chicago 
Grade Landfill Expansion) 

This alternative proposes that the proposed IWMF is relocated to an area 
adjacent to the existing Chicago Grade Landfill, located in the community of 
Templeton approximately 55 miles from the City of Santa Maria. This alternative 
proposes that this landfill would be expanded to accommodate waste that would 
otherwise be accommodated by the proposed IWMF. 

The Chicago Grade Landfill is located in a rural hilly area on the east side of the 
valley formed by the Salinas River. The site is situated in a small east-west 
trending canyon, which merges immediately north of the landfill with a larger 
east-west trending unnamed canyon. The existing landfill consists of two 
parcels, one 45.4 acres in size and the other 142.6 acres in size. Both are 
owned and operated by Chicago Grade Landfill and Recycling, LLC. Landfill 
disposal activities previously occurred only on the 45.4-acre parcel. However, 
the site was permitted for an expansion to a total of 76.4 acres of disposal area in 
2007. The additional initial waste stream of 500 tons per day from the City of 
Santa Maria would double the total waste stream and therefore cut the site life of 
the permitted Chicago Grade Landfill approximately in half, from a currently 
estimated closure date of 2042 to 2025. Further expansion of the existing landfill 
would therefore be required to accommodate waste that would otherwise be 
accommodated by the proposed project. This alternative assumes that a 303.8-
acre expansion area to the east of the existing landfill would be used to 
accommodate waste that would otherwise be accommodated by the proposed 
IWMF. The total new landfill footprint under this alternative would be 286 acres 
within this expansion area, similar to the proposed project. 

Land use within Y. mile of the existing Chicago Grade Landfill consists primarily 
of low density rural residential use, agricultural use (primarily grazing), and 
undeveloped areas. Approximately 11 single-family residences are located along 
Homestead Road west of the landfill, and a total of approximately 25 homes are 
located to the west of the landfill along Black Hawk, Red Fox, Bluebird Hill, and 
Trails End Roads. 
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The Chicago Grade Expansion alternative is hereby rejected for the following 
reasons: 

A. Environmentally Inferior to Proposed Project. Due to the longer haul route 
from the Santa Maria Regional Landfill (53.2 miles versus 13.5 miles, or a 294% 
increase), air quality and climate, noise, and traffic-related impacts would be 
substantially greater under this alternative than the proposed IWMF. This 
alternative would also increase impacts related to air quality, noise and 
hazardous materials impacts on adjacent sensitive receptors due to the relative 
proximity of nearby residences. In addition, this alternative would result be 
environmentally inferior to the proposed project with regard to agricultural 
resources because this alternative would convert Williamson Act lands to non
agricultural use. 

Air Quality and Climate. Due to the longer haul route, disposal vehicle and other 
transportation emissions would be substantially greater than the proposed IWMF. 
Overall, the amount of vehicle miles traveled (VMT) and associated vehicle 
emissions of criteria pollutants from this alternative would be substantially greater 
than the proposed IWMF. Operational greenhouse gas (GHG) impacts of 
Alternative 3 would be also greater than the proposed IWMF due to the 
substantial increase in VMT. Because the same amount of waste would be 
generated, similar odors would be generated. However, because the nearest 
sensitive receptors to the Alternative 3 site are at a lesser distance than those 
located near the proposed IWMF site (490 feet compared to 1,800 feet), the 
potential for odor nuisances experienced at nearby sensitive receptors would be 
slightly greater. 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials. Landfill gas migration impacts would be 
greater for this alternative than for the proposed IWMF due to the closer 
proximity of sensitive receptors to the alternative expansion area. 

Land Use and Agriculture. The Alternative 3 expansion area contains 
approximately 128.6 acres of Williamson Act land on three separate parcels. 
Notices of non-renewal would have to be filed on each of these parcels, which is 
a new impact that would not result with the proposed project. 

Noise. Because the nearest sensitive receptors to this alternative site are at a 
lesser distance than those located near the proposed IWMF site (490 feet 
compared to 1,800 feet), the impacts on sensitive receptors as a result of these 
construction and operational noise levels would be increased and would become 
potentially Significant. 

Noise from project-generated traffic would be similar to the proposed project. 
However, this alternative would require a substantially longer haul route due to 
the increased distance from the Santa Maria wasteshed, and would therefore 
have the potential to impact additional sensitive receptors. The amount of 
vehicle miles traveled and associated noise impacts on sensitive receptors from 



this alternative would therefore be greater than the proposed IWMF. 

Transportation and Circulation. The haul route for .this alternative would be 
approximately 53.2 miles long, compared to 13.5 miles for the proposed IWMF. 
This is an increase of approximately 294%. Because this alternative would be 
similar in capacity and design as the proposed IWMF, it would be expected to 
generate the same number of average daily vehicle trips (1,296). Because the 
haul route from the existing landfill would be substantially longer, however, this 
alternative could potentially impact levels of service at a greater number of 
intersections and roadway segments under both the Year 2012 and Year 2032 
scenarios when compared to the proposed project. Overall traffic-related 
impacts would therefore be greater under this alternative when compared to the 
proposed IWMF. 

B. Inferior Alternative due to not satisfving project objectives. 

This alternative would require a major deviation from what has been identified as 
the preferred site by the 2004 City of Santa Maria Landfill Siting Study. The City 
selected the Los Flores property for further study as a future landfill site based on 
the findings of this study. Since the Chicago Grade Landfill expansion area is not 
owned by the City, this alternative would not satisfy the project objective to 
develop an integrated waste management facility that is located on property 
owned or controlled by the City of Santa Maria or on property that can be • 
acquired by the City. [City of Santa Maria General Plan Land Use Element Goal 
L.U.2]. 

Supporting Evidence: The property is privately owned and the City is not 
interested in buy property that does not meet our project objectives for landfill 
purposes. 

Alternative 4 (Higher Landfill Alternative) 

This alternative considers a similar Class III landfill at the project site but would 
concentrate refuse placement in the south canyon. Although this alternative 
would reduce overall site disturbance, it would provide the same capacity as 
currently proposed. In order to accommodate the same landfill capacity within 
this smaller footprint, the refuse matrix would be considerably taller than currently 
proposed. However, the alternative design would be required to comply with 
slope and seismic stability requirements contained in Title 27 of the California 
Code of Regulations (27 CCR), which would somewhat limit the potential 
reduction in site disturbance area. 

The Higher Landfill Alternative is hereby rejected for the following reasons: 

A. Environmentally Inferior to Locally Preferred Alternative. The Higher Landfill • 
Alternative would concentrate refuse placement in the south canyon, thereby 
reducing overall site disturbance and consequently reducing impacts related to 
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biological and cultural resources, soil-related hazards, hydrology and water 
quality, land use conflicts, agricultural lands conversion, and nuisance noise. 
Because this alternative would provide the same landfill capacity, the refuse 
matrix would be considerably taller than currently proposed. Slopes would 
therefore be substantially steeper, resulting in greater landsliding hazards. 
Impacts related to aesthetics, groundshaking, and slope stability would therefore 
be greater than the proposed IWMF. 

Aesthetics. To accommodate the same amount of solid waste in a smaller area, 
the refuse matrix would be considerably taller than under current design. The 
Higher Landfill Alternative would therefore be more visible from Highway 101 and 
would become visible at an earlier date. Aesthetic impacts to the Highway 101 
corridor resulting from elevation and topographic changes would therefore be 
greater. 

Geology. The taller waste prism with this alternative may increase the period 
and duration of groundshaking, which would result in greater impacts when 
compared to the proposed project. To accommodate the same amount of solid 
waste in a smaller area, the refuse matrix would be considerably taller than 
would result from the current design. Excavation (subgrade) slopes, waste fill 
slopes, and final grade (including cover) slopes would therefore be substantially 
steeper, resulting in greater landsliding hazards. Slope-related hazards 
associated with the proposed IWMF were determined to be less than significant 
based on the proposed waste geometry and compliance with applicable landfill 
slope regulations. Specifically, slope geometries of the proposed landfill would be 
at least six times as wide as it is high and no steeper than 3:1 
(horizontal:vertical). Accommodating the same amount of solid waste in one 
canyon rather than two would require a much steeper geometry. Although the 
alternative design would be required to comply with slope and seismic stability 
requirements contained in Title 27 of the California Code of Regulations (27 
CCR), slope-related impacts from this alternative would be greater than the 
proposed IWMF . 
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EXHIBIT C 
STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS 

PROPOSED PROJECT 
INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT FACILITY 

SCH# 2006091069 

Statement of Overriding Considerations 

Overriding Economic, Social, Planning and Other Considerations 

The City Council of the City of Santa Maria hereby finds and determines that 
specific economic, legal, social, technological and other considerations related to 
the proposed Project outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental effects 
identified in the Final EIR and discussed above, including any effects not 
mitigated because of the infeasibility of mitigation measures, and the adverse 
environmental effects are acceptable. This Statement of Overriding 
Considerations provides evidence to support finding that the adverse 
environmental effects from the Project which cannot feasibly be avoided or 
substantially lessened are acceptable. 

1 . Social, Planning, and Waste Disposal Benefits 

The proposed project will benefit the City of Santa Maria by implementing 
an Integrated Waste Management Facility that will provide needed waste 
disposal capacity for the next 90 years. Therefore, the project will help to 
achieve the following goals: 

• Provide all necessary urban services and facilities for present and 
future City residents, including provision of sufficient land for 
community facilities. [City of Santa Maria General Plan Land Use 
Element Goal L.U2j 

• Insure that all urban services and infrastructure are planned and 
provided for in a timely manner and sufficient land is reserved for 
this provision. [City of Santa Maria General Plan Land Use 
Element Policy L.U2j 

• Accommodate long-term waste management and disposal demand 
and recycling needs in the City and region, and comply with waste 
diversion requirements in accordance with mandates under State 
and federal legislation. [Califomia Public Resources Code Section 
40000 et seq; Countywide Integrated Waste Management 
Summary Plan (CIWMSP) Policy 6; Objective 9; City of Santa 
Maria General Plan Land Use Element Policy L.U2j 



• Accommodate regional waste management and disposal demand 
and recycling needs upon the closure of Tajiguas Landfill. 
[Countywide Integrated Waste Management Summary Plan 
(CIWMSP) Policy 6; Objective 9; City of Santa Maria General Plan 
Land Use Element Policy L.U.2} 

• Transform the function of the existing Santa Maria Regional Landfill 
for environmental benefits and municipal uses, and enable 
expedited closure of unlined portions of the existing Santa Maria 
Landfill. [Santa Maria Landfill Waste Discharge Requirements 
Order No. R3-2007-0045; California Code of Regulations (CCR) 
Title 27, and 40 Code of Federal Regulations, Parts 257 and 258; 
City of Santa Maria General Plan Land Use Element Goal L.U.2 
Implementation Program 5} 

• Provide a regulated location for the beneficial reuse of non
hazardous hydrocarbon impacted soils and other special wastes to 
beneficially address impacted soils associated with oil fields inside 
and outside the region .. [City of Santa Maria General Plan Safety 
Element Goal9} 

Substantial Evidence: 

• 

• The proposed project would provide the City with needed waste • 
disposal capacity. The existing Santa Maria Landfill is expected to 
reach full capacity by the year 2012. Currently, the City does not 
have waste disposal capacity beyond 2012. The proposed project 
would secure waste disposal capacity for the City and the regional 
wasteshed for the next 90 years to come. 

• The California Integrated Waste Management Act requires that 
jurisdictions provide 15 years of landfill capacity as part of their 
long-term strategic planning efforts. Currently, the City does not 
satisfy this requirement. The proposed project would provide waste 
disposal capacity such that the City would satisfy this requirement 
of the California Integrated Waste Management Act. 

• Non-hazardous hydrocarbon impacted soils are currently accepted 
of at the Santa Maria Regional Landfill and would also be accepted 
at the IWMF. 

• The Tajiguas Landfill service area may need additional interim or 
long-term waste management and disposal capacity upon the 
closure of Tajiguas Landfill, which is expected to occur in the year 
2023. • 
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Legal Benefits 

The proposed project will benefit the City of Santa Maria legally by creating 
permanent protections and habitat enhancements for threatened and 
endangered species. as required by state and federal law, and as further 
supported by the City of Santa Maria General Plan. In addition, the Project 
will help to achieve the following City of Santa Maria General Plan Goals, 
Policies and Objectives: 

• Preserve natural biological resources and expand the Santa Maria 
Urban Forest. (Goal 3 - Biological Resources, Conservation and 
Open Space Elements, Resources Management Element) 

• Protect and preserve biological resources, and expand the urban 
forest within the Planning Area in order to enhance the quality of life 
in the Santa Maria Valley. (Policy 3 - Biological Resources, 
Conservation and Open Space Elements, Resources Management 
Element) 

• Provide adequate conservation open space areas for natural resource 
protection, wildlife habitat, water resource areas, urban forests, and 
mineral resources. (Objective 7.1.c - Conservation Open Space, 
Conservation and Open Space Elements, Resources Management 
Element 

• Provide open space areas to preserve and buffer environmentally 
sensitive areas from urban uses. (Objective 71.d - Preservation of Open 
Space, Conservation and Open Space Elements, Resources 
Management Element) 

Substantial evidence: 

• The project will be required to develop an Open Space 
Management Plan that will set aside permanent conservation areas 
to create/restore/enhance habitat for state and federally listed plant 
and animal species that will be impacted by the project as 
discussed in Section IV.C. Biological Resources of the Final EIR. 

• The project will be required to create/restore/enhance federal 
delineated wetlands and drainages that will be impacted by the 
project as discussed in Section IV.C. Biological Resources of the 
Final EIR. The replacement ratio will be 2:1 (e.g. two acres of 
wetland for every one acre destroyed) . 


