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NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION
April 22, 2004

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the County of San Diego intends to adopt a Negative
Declaration in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act for the following
project. The proposed Negative Declaration can be reviewed at the Department of
Public Works ("DPW™"), Environmental Services Unit, 5469 Kearny Villa Road, Suite
305, San Diego, California 92123 and the public libraries listed below. Comments on the
proposed Negative Declaration must be sent to the DPW address indicated above,
adding MS 0385 to the street address line, and should reference the project name. If
you wish to bring a legal challenge to the County’s proposed action on the Negative
Declaration, you may be limited to raising only those issues that you, or someone else,
have raised in written correspondence.

Siting Element Update of 2004 (UJ0004): This is the first update of the Countywide
Siting Element ("Siting Element") of the County Integrated Waste Management Plan. In
compliance with Assembly Bill 939 requirements, the Siting Element describes the
facilities and strategies necessary to provide 15 years' worth of solid waste disposal
capacity for all the jurisdictions within San Diego County, when other alternatives, such
as additional waste diversion programs and waste export, are included. An update of
the Siting Element was made necessary by a number of changes in San Diego County
solid waste management, including: (i) County divestiture of its public landfills; (ii)
increased state solid waste diversion requirements; (iii) the mandatory deletion of
several potential landfill sites classified as "tentatively reserved" in the prior Siting
Element; (iv) a new landfill expansion suggested since adoption of the first Siting
Element; and (v) revision of the landfillsiting criteria for new or expanded landfills. The
update also includes the mandatory reclassification of the Gregory Canyon landfillfrom
"tentatively reserved" to "proposed," as required under applicable law. The Siting
Element can be reviewed at http://www.sdcdpw.org/siting/.

Comments on the proposed Negative Declaration may be submitted beginning on
Thursday, April 22, 2004, and must be received no later than May 24, 2004 at 4:00
p.m. (a 30-day public review period).

This proposed Negative Declaration can also be reviewed at the following Libraries:
Alpine, 2130 Arnold Way, Alpine, California 91901; Bonita-Sunnyside, 5047 Central
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http://www.sdcdpw.org/siting/

Ave., Bonita, California 91902; Borrego Springs, 500 Palm Canyon Dr., Borrego
Springs, California 92004; Casa de Oro, 9805 Campo Rd., Spring Valley, California
91977; Crest, 105 Juanita Lane, El Cajon, California 92021; Descanso, 9545 River Dr.,
Descanso, California 91916; Fallbrook, 124 South Mission Rd., Fallbrook, California
92028; Jacumba, 44605 Old Hwy 80, Jacumba, California91934; Julian, 2133 4™ St.,
Julian, California92036; Lakeside, 9839 Vine St., Lakeside, California 92040; Lincoln
Acres, 2725 Granger Ave., National City, CA 91950; Campo-Morena Village, 31466
Highway 94, Campo, California91906; Otay Mesa, 3003 Coronado Ave., San Diego,
California 92154; Pine Valley, 28804 Old Hwy 80, Pine Valley, California 91962;
Potrero, 24883 Potrero Valley Road, Potrero, California 91963; Ramona, 1406
Montecito Rd., Ramona, California 92065; Rancho San Diego, 11555 Via Rancho San
Diego, El Cajon, CA 92019; Rancho Santa Fe, 17040 Avenida de Acacias, Rancho
Santa Fe, California 92067; Spring Valley, 1043 Elkelton Blvd., Spring Valley,
California 91977; and Vista, 700 Eucalyptus Ave., Vista, California 92084. All
documents referenced in the proposed Negative Declaration are availablefor review at
the County of San Diego Department of Public Works, Office of Environmental
Services, 5469 Kearny VillaRoad, San Diego, California.

For additional information, please contact Wayne T. Williamsat (858) 874-4108, fax
(858) 874-4058 or by e-mail at Wayne.Williams@sdcounty.ca.gov.
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CEQA Initial Study - Environmental Checklist Form
(Based on the State CEQA Guidelines, Appendix G Rev. 10/98)

1. Project Name/Number:
Siting ElementUpdate of 2004, UJO004

2. Leadagency name and address:
County of San Diego, Department of Public Works
5469 Kearny Villa Road, Suite 305
San Diego, CA 92123

3. a. Contact Wayne T. Williams, Program Coordinator.
b. Phone number: (858) 874-4108
c. E-mail:Wayne.Williams@sdcounty.ca.gov.
4. Project location:
Incorporated and unincorporated areas of San Diego County.
5. Project sponsor’'s name and address:
Wayne T. Williams
Department of Publics Works
Solid Waste Management
5469 Kearny Villa Road, Suite 305
San Diego, CA 92123

6. GeneralPlan Designation

Community Plan: N/A

Land Use Designation: N/A

Density: N/A
7. Zoning
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Use Regulation: N/A
Density: N/A
Special Area Regulation: N/A

8. Description of project:
A. Update of the Countywide Siting Element

The proposed projectis the first update of the Siting Element of the Countywide
Integrated Waste Management Plan. In compliance with Assembly Bill 939
requirements, the Siting Elementdescribesthe facilities and strategies necessary to
provide 15 years'worth of solid waste disposal capacity for all the jurisdictions within
San Diego County, when other alternatives, such as additional waste diversion
programs and waste export, are included.

Siting Elements must be reviewedand revised,if necessary,everyfive years. See,
Pub. Res.Code § 41770. An update of the Siting Elementwas warranted due to a
number of changes in San Diego County solid waste manage ment since adoption of
the Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan in 1996. For example, the
County of San Diego divested itself of its public landfills in 1997. All landfills
previously owned by the County are now owed by a private company. In addition,
increasedstate solid waste diversion requirementshave changed the dynamics of
County solid waste management policy and impacted the management strategies
described in the Siting Element. Several landfill sites classified as "tentatively
reserved"in the prior document have been removed, as required by applicable
statutes and regulations. One new facility expansion sugge stedsince adoption of the
first Siting Elementhas beententatively reserved in the updated document.

The Siting Element update also includes updated siting criteria. Pursuant to
California Code of Regulations section 18756, a siting element must describe the
criteriato be used in the siting process for new solid waste disposal facilities or
expansions of existing solid waste disposal facilities. Section 18756 requiresthat
the criteria include the following major siting considerations: Environmental
Considerations, Environmental Impacts, Socioeconomic Considerations, Legal
Considerations, and any additional considerations developed by the particular
jurisdiction.  The wupdated siting criteria address each of the mandatory
considerations and include ten general categoriesof evaluation: Groundwater and
Aquifers, Surface Water, Floodplains, Seismic Stability, Biological Resources,
Cultural Resources, Aesthetics,Land Use, Health and Safety, and Technical Site
Suitability. Each generalcategoryis brokendown into multiple "sub-categories" of
evaluation (e.g., site groundwater quality, site visibility, adjacent land uses, etc.).
Applying the siting criteria to a proposed new landfill or landfill expansion allows a
jurisdiction to rate a proposedsite as more or less suitable for landfill development.
Certain "pass/fail" criteria previously included in the Siting Element have been
eliminated.
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The Siting Element servesas a policy manual, rather than a specific development
program. While the Siting Element discusses new landfils and landfill
expansions, it does not effect or guarantee the approval of such new or expanded
facilities by any agency or jurisdiction. Each new or expanded facility must be
reviewedseparatelythrough local land use approval and state solid waste facility
permitting procedures. All environmental issues associated with any new or
expandedfacility are requiredto be thoroughly analyzedin an environmentalimpact
report or other appropriate environmental review document prior to facility
development. Review and adoption of the Siting Element does not limit any
jurisdiction or interested party’s right to conduct more in-depth review of each
proposal.

Notwithstanding its status as a policy manual, the Siting Element does not in any
eventwarrant extensiveenvironmental review at this time. With the exception of the
Gregory Canyon landfill, discussed below, thereis only one sugge sted e xpansion of
a facility describedin the Siting Element at the existing Sycamore Canyon landfill,
and the expansion is classified as "tentativelyreserved." Environmental review of
such facilities is not appropriate or required at this stage in the landfill planning
process. Each tentatively reserved site will receive complete environmental
evaluation by the local land use authority if it is found to be necessaryto meet
community landfill capacity needs and proposed for actual development.

B. Reclassification Of The Gregory Canyon Landfill

The updated the Siting Element, reclassifiesthe Gregory Canyon landfill from the
"tentatively reserved"classification in the 1996 Siting Element to the "proposed"
classification in the updated document. Pursuant to provisions of the California
Public Resources Code and the California Code of Regulations, reclassification of a
proposednew landfill from "tentatively reserved" to "proposed"in a Siting Elementis
mandatory once the landfill has been found to be consistent with the applicable
GeneralPlan. See, e.g., Pub. Res.Code §§ 41701, 41702; Title 14 Cal. Code Regs.
§§ 18756.1, 18756.3.

On November8, 1994, County votersapproved Proposition C, which amended the
San Diego County GeneralPlan to designate the Gregory Canyon site Public/Semi-
public lands with a Solid Waste Facility Designation. As such, the Gregory Canyon
landfill has beenfound consistent with the County GeneralPlan. Having beenfound
consistent with the GeneralPlan, the Gregory Canyon landfill must be reclassified as
"proposed"in the Siting Element. Because reclassification is mandatory under the
circumstances, the County has no discretion in the matter and CEQA does not
require environmental analysis of the Gregory Canyon landfill reclassification
componentof the proposed project.

Nor does CEQA require the County to analyze the potential environmentalimpacts
of the Gregory Canyon landfill projectitself in connection with reclassification of the
landfill. The County, in satisfying its mandatory duty to reclassify the landfill as
"proposed," has no authority to require mitigation for, or shape imple mentation of,
the landfill projectin a way that would respondto concernsraisedin an EIR for the
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landfill; therefore, environmentalreview of the Gregory Canyon landfill project in
connection with approval of the Siting Element update would be a meaningless
exercise. The environmentalimpacts of the landfill project were assessed in the
Gregory Canyon Landfill Final Environmental Impact Report, December2002 (SCH
No. 1995061007). For these reasons, this Initial Study does not consider the
potentialenvironmental impacts of the Gregory Canyon landfill project.

9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:
The proposed projectis the 2003 update to the Siting Element of the Countywide
Integrated Waste Management Plan. As such, the proposed projectis not site-
specific.

10. Other public agencieswhose approval is required(e.g., permits, financing approval,

or participation agreement):

JURISDICTIONS AND AGENCIES IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

Carlsbad, Lemon Grove,
Chula Vista, National City,
Coronado, Oceanside,
DelMar, San Diego,

El Cajon, San Marcos
Encinitas, Santee,
Escondido, Solana Beach,
ImperialBeach, Vista,

La Mesa,

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

List of Preparers of Initial Study

Nelson Olivas, Environmental Services, Department of Public Works, Co. of San
Diego
Ryan Binns, Environmental Services, Department of Public Works, Co. of San Diego

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: The environmental factors
checkedbelow would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one
impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the
following pages.

D Aesthetics D Agriculture Resources D Air Quality
D Biological Resources D Cultural Resources D Geology & Soils
I:I Hazards & Haz. Materials I:l Hydrology & Water Quality I:I Land Use & Planning
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[] Mineral Resources [ Noise O Population & Housing
D Public Services D Recreation B D Transportation/Traffic
[ utilities & Service Systems O] Mandatory Findings of Significance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)
On the basis of this initial evaluation:

On the basis of this Initial Study, the Department of Public Works finds that the
proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

On the basis of this Initial Study, the Department of Public Works finds that
although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project
have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

On the basis-of this Initial Study, the Department of Public Works finds that the

/ proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
( |I:NWF20NMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. .
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Ryan Binns , ' ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNER
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INSTRUCTIONS ON EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

1. A brief explanationis requiredfor all answers except “No Impact” answers that are
adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency citesin the parentheses
following each question. A “No Impact” answer is ade quately supported if the referenced
information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one
involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer should be
explainedwhereit is based on project-specific factors as well as generalstandards (e.g., the
project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific
screeninganalysis).

2. All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-
site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct,and construction as well
as operational impacts.

3. Once the lead agency has determinedthat a particular physical impact may occur, then the
checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than
significant with mitigation, or le ss than significant. “Potentially Significant Impact” is
appropriate if thereis substantial evide ncethat an effect may be significant. If thereare one
or more “Potentially Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an EIR is
required.

4. “LessThan Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies wherethe incorporation of
mitigation measureshas reducedan effect from “Potentially Significant Impact”to a “Less
Than Significant Impact.” The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures,and
briefly e xplain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level.

5. Earlier analyses may be used where,pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA
process, an effect has beenadequatelyanalyzedin an earlier EIR or negative declaration.
Section15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state wherethey are available for review.

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed.Identify which effects from the above checklist were
within the scope of and ade quately analyzedin an earlier document pursuant to
applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressedby
mitigation measuresbased on the earlier analysis.

c) Mitigation Measures.For effects that are “Le ss than Significant with Mitigation
Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measure sthat were incorporated or refined
from the earlier document and the extent to which they addre ss site-specific
conditions for the project.

6. Leadagenciesare encouragedto incorporate into the checklist references to information
sources for potentialimpacts (e.g., generalplans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a
previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to
the page or pages wherethe statement is substantiated.

7. The explanationof eachissue should identify:
a) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each quesstion; and
b) The mitigation measure identified,if any, to reduce the impact to less than
significance
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. AESTHETICS -- Would the project:

a)

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

[0 Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: Scenic vistas are singular vantage points that offer unobstructed views
of valued viewsheds, including areas designated as official scenic vistas along major
highways or County designated visual resources. The proposed project is an
amendment to update the Siting Element, which is a planning document and does
not involve the discretionary approval of any new solid waste disposal facilities.
Therefore, the proposed project will not have a reasonably foreseeablesubstantial
adverseeffect on a scenic vista.

Substantially damage scenic resources,including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: State scenic highways refer to those highways that are officially
designated as such. A highway is officially designated as a State scenic highway
when the local jurisdiction adopts a scenic corridor protection program, applies to the
California Department of Transportation for scenic highway approval, and receives
notification from Caltrans that the highway has beendesignated as an official scenic
highway. The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. Therefore, the proposed project will not have a
reasonably foreseeable substantial adverse effect on a scenic resource within a
State scenic highway.

Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [J Lessthan Significant Impact

[] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact
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Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed project does not propose any alterations to the visual
environment,including landform modification or construction. The proposed project
is an amendment to update the Siting Element, which is a planning document and
does not involve the discretionary approval of any new solid waste disposal facilities.
Therefore,the project will not alter the existing visual character or quality of the
project site and surrounding area.

Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which would adversely affect day
or nighttime viewsin the area?

[ Potentially Significant Impact [0 Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectdoes not propose any use of outdoor lighting or
building materials with highly reflective properties such as highly reflective glass or
high-gloss surface colors. The project is an amendment to update the Siting
Element, which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary
approval of any new solid waste disposal facilities. Therefore, the project will not
create any new sources of light pollution that could contribute to skyglow, light
trespass or glare and adversely affect day or nighttime viewsin area.

AGRICULTURE RESOURCES -- In determining whether impacts to agricultural

resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the
California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site AssessmentModel (1997) prepared
by the California Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in
assessingimpacts on agriculture and farmland. Would the project:

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

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:



SITING ELEMENT-UJO004 -9- April 22, 2004

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. Consequently, the proposed project would not
impact any lands designated as Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of
Statewide Importance as shown on the maps preparedpursuant to the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency,and no Prime
Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide will be convertedto a non-
agricultural use.

Conflict with existingzoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

[0 Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The updated Siting Elementdoes not advocate or guarantee approval
of new or expanded landfill facilities, either in general or at specific locations.
Nonetheless,the facilities describedin the Siting Element are not located in areas
zoned for agriculture, nor are they under a Williamson Act Contract. Therefore, the
project does not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act
Contract.

Involve other changes in the existing environment, which, due to their location or
nature, could resultin conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an update of the Siting Element, which is a
planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any new solid
waste disposal facilities. Therefore, the project would not cause changes in the
existing environment that could result in the conversion of Farmland to non-
agricultural use.
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AIR QUALITY -- Where available, the significance criteria established by the

applicable air quality management or air pollution control district may be reliedupon to
make the following determinations. Would the project:

a)

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the San Diego Regional Air Quality
Strategy (RAQS) or applicable portions of the State ImplementationPlan (SIP)?

[ Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposedproject will not resultin emissions of significant quantities
of criteria pollutants listed in the California Ambient Air Quality Standards or toxic air
contaminants as identified by the California Air Resources Board. Therefore,the
projectwill not conflict with or obstruct imple mentationof the RAQS or the SIP on a
project or cumulative level.

Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected
air quality violation?

[l Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: This project does not propose any operation or activity that has the
potentialto emit air pollution. No increasein vehicular trips is anticipatedas a result
of the project. Further, there are no substantial grading operations associated with
the project. As such, the project will not violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation.

Resultin a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is non-attainmentunder an applicable federalor state ambient air
quality standard (including releasingemissions which exceedquantitative thresholds
for ozone precursors)?

[0 Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact
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] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project does not propose any construction and/or operation with the
potential to emit any criteria air pollutants. No increase in vehicular trips is
anticipated as a result of the project. Further, there are no substantial grading
operations associated with the project. As such, the project will not result in a
cumulatively considerable netincrease of PMyg, or any O3 precursors.

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?
[] Potentially Significant Impact [J Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless |
u Mitigation Incorporated No Impact
Discussion/Explanation:
No Impact: The proposed project will not resultin any air pollutant emissions. As
such, the project will not expose sensitive populations to excessive levels of air
pollutants.
e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?
[l Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless V]
O Mitigation Incorporated No Impact
Discussion/Explanation:
No Impact: The proposed project will not involve any potential sources of
objectionable odors; therefore, no impact from odors is anticipated.
IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, eitherdirectly or through habitat modifications, on

any speciesidentifiedas a candidate, sensitive,or special status speciesin local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and
Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

[0 Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

Potentially Significant Unless
[ Mitigation Incorporated M No Impact
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Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. Therefore, the proposed project will no have
substantial adverse effects on any species.

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

[ Potentially Significant Impact [0 Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact:

The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element, which is a
planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any new solid
waste disposal facilities. Therefore, the project will not have any reasonably
foreseeable direct or indirect impacts on any riparian habitat or other sensitive
natural community.

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by
Section404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool,
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [J Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless 4|

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. Therefore, no impacts will occur to wetlands
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act over which the Army Corps of
Engineersmaintains jurisdiction or wetlands over which the Regional Water Quality
Control Board has jurisdiction as definedby Section401 of the Clean Water Act.
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d)

Interfere substantially with the move mentof any native residentor migratory fish or
wildlife speciesor with establishednative residentor migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

[ Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed project is an amendmentto update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. Therefore, the project will not interfere with the
move mentof any native residentor migratory fish or wildlife species,or with
establishednative residentor migratory wildlife corridors, nor will it impede the use
of native wildlife nursery sites.

Conflict with the provisions of any adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Communities Conservation Plan, other approved local, regional or state habitat
conservation plan or any otherlocal policies or ordinancesthat protect biological
resources?

[l Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed project is an amendmentto update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document that does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. It does not conflict with the provisions of any
adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Communities Conservation Plan, other
approved local, regional or state habitat conservation plan or any other local polices
or ordinancesthat protect biological resources.

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:

a)

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as
definedin 15064.5?

[l Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact
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Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The projectdoes not propose, nor is there any reasonable expectation
of, any ground disturbing activities whatsoever or alterations to existing historical
structures. Therefore, thereis no potentialfor impacts to historical resources.

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to 15064.57?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project does not propose, nor is there any reasonable expectation
of, any ground disturbing activities whatsoever. Therefore, thereis no potential for
impacts to archaeological resources.

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

[l Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. Therefore, the proposed projectwill not destroy
any unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature.

Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:
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Vi

No Impact: The project does not propose, nor is there any reasonable expectation
of, any ground disturbing activities whatsoever. Therefore, there is no potential for
disturbance of interred human remains.

GEOLOGY AND SOILS -- Would the project:

Expose people or structuresto potential substantial adverse effects,including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i. Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineatedon the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the areaor
based on other substantial evidenceof a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines
and Geology Special Publication 42.

[ Potentially Significant Impact [0 Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposedprojectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. Therefore, the proposed projectdoes not have
the potential to significantly increase the exposure of people to hazards relatedto
fault rupture.

ii. Strong seismic ground shaking?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. Therefore, the projectwill not expose people or
structures to potentialadverse effects from strong seismic ground shaking.

iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

[l Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact



SITING ELEMENT-UJO004 -16 - April 22, 2004

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. Therefore, the projectwill not expose people to
adverse effects from a known areasusceptible to ground failure.

iv. Landslides?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. The project will not expose people to adverse
effects from landslides.

Resultin substantial soil erosionor the loss of topsoil?

[l Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. Therefore the proposed projectwould not result
in substantial soil erosionor the loss of topsoil.

Will the project produce unstable geological conditions that will resultin adverse
impacts resultingfrom landslides, lateralspreading, subsidence, liquefaction or
collapse?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:
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No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. Therefore, the proposedprojectwill not produce
unstable geological conditions that would result in adverse impacts resulting from
landslides, lateralspreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse.

d) Be located on expansive soil, as definedin Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building
Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. Therefore the proposed projectwould not result
in potentially significant unstable soil conditions (expansive soils) creating risks to life
or property.

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater?

[0 Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities Because the project will not generate any
wastewater, no septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems are
proposed.

VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS -- Would the project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, storage, use, or disposal of hazardous materials or wastes?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact
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] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project will not create a significant hazard to the public or the
environmentbecause it does not propose the storage, use, transport, emission, or
disposal of Hazardous Substances, nor are Hazardous Substances proposed or
currently in use in the immediate vicinity.

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?

[l Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project will not contain, handle, or store any potential sources of
chemicals or compounds that would present a significant risk of accide ntalexplosion
or releaseof hazardous substances.

Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

[l Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact:

The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element, which is a
planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any new solid
waste disposal facilities. Therefore, the project will not have any effect on an
existing or proposed school.

Be locatedon a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it createa
significant hazard to the public or the environment?
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[l Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. Therefore the projectis not located on a site
listed on the list of State of California Hazardous Waste and Substances sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section65962.5.

For a projectlocated within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the
project resultin a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectsite is not located within a ComprehensivelLand
Use Plan (CLUP) for airports, or within two miles of a public airport. Also, the project
does not propose construction of any structure equal to or greaterthan 150 feetin
height, constituting a safety hazard to aircraft and/or operations from an airport or
heliport. Therefore, the project will not constitute a safety hazard for people residing
or working in the project area.

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the projectresult in a
safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
and the projectsite is not located within one mile of a private airstrip. As a result,
the project will not constitute a safety hazard for people residing or working in the
project area.
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g) Impair implementationof or physically interfere with an adoptedemergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

[0 Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

The following se ctions summarize the project’s consistency with applicable
emergency response plans or emergency evacuation plans.

i. OPERATIONAL AREA EMERGENCY PLAN:

Less Than Significant Impact: The Operational Area Emergency Plan is a
framework document that provides direction to local jurisdictions to develop a
specific operational area for San Diego County. The plan provides guidance for
emergency planning and requires subsequent plans to be established by each
jurisdiction that has responsibilities in a disaster situation. The proposed project will
not interfere with this plan because it will not prohibit subsequent plans from being
established.

i. SANDIEGO COUNTY NUCLEAR POWER STATION EMERGENCY
RESPONSE PLAN

No Impact: The proposed project will not interfere with the San Die go County Nuclear
Power Station Emergency Response Plan. The emergency plan for the San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station includes an emergency planning zone within a 10-mile
radius around the station. No portion of the proposed project site is located within that
emergency planning zone; therefore, the project is not expected to interfere with any
response or evacuation.

iii. OIL SPILL CONTINGENCY ELEMENT

No Impact: The proposed project will not interfere with the Oil Spill Contingency
Element because the project site is not located in the coastal zone or along the coastline.

iv. EMERGENCY WATER CONTINGENCIES ANNEX AND ENERGY SHORTAGE
RESPONSE PLAN

No Impact: The proposed project will not interfere with the Emergency Water
Contingencies Annex and Energy Shortage Response Plan becausethe project does
not propose altering major water or energy supply infrastructure, such as the California
Aqueduct.
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h)

v. DAM EVACUATION PLAN

No Impact: The proposed project will not interfere with the Dam Evacuation Plan
becausethe project site is not located within a dam inundation zone.

Expose people or structuresto a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving
wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residencesare intermixed with wildlands?

[ Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. The projectwill not expose people or structures
to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving hazardous wildland fires.

Expose people to significant risk of injury or death involving vectors, including
mosquitoes, rats or flies?

[l Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. Therefore, the project does not involve or
support uses that allow water to stand for a periodof 72 hours (3 days) or more (e.g.
lagoons, agricultural irrigation ponds, etc.). Also, the project does not involve or
support uses that will produce or collect animal waste, such as equestrianfacilities,
agricultural operations (e.g., chicken coops, dairies etc.) or other similar uses.
Therefore,the project will not expose people to significant risk of injury or death
involving vectors.

Viil. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY -- Would the project:

a) Violate any waste discharge requirements?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact
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] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. The projectdoes not propose waste discharges
that require a waste discharge requirementpermit, NPDES permit, or water quality
certification from the San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board (SDRWQCB).
In addition, the project does not propose any known sources of polluted runoff or
land use activities that would require special site design considerations, source
control Best Management Practices (BMPs) or treatmentcontrol BMPs, under the
San Diego Municipal Storm Water Permit (SDRWQCB Order No. 2001-01).

Is the projecttributary to an already impaired water body, as listed on the Clean
Water Act Section 303(d) list? If so, could the projectresultin an increasein any
pollutant for which the water body is already impaired?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [J Lessthan Significant Impact

[] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed project is an amendmentto update the Siting Element
and the project site is not tributary to an impairedwater body. The project will not
resultin an increase in any pollutant.

Could the proposed project cause or contribute to an exceedanceof applicable
surface or groundwater receiving water quality objectives or degradation of
beneficial uses?

[ Potentially Significant Impact [0 Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposedprojectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. The project does not propose any new source of
polluted runoff. In addition, the project does not propose new storm water drainage
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facilities, nor does the project site contain natural drainage features that would
transport runoff offsite.

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwaterrecharge such that there would be a net deficitin aquifer volume or a
lowering of the local groundwater table level(e.g., the production rate of pre-existing
nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support existing land uses or
planned uses for which permits have beengranted)?

[ Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. The project will not use any groundwater for any
purpose, including irrigation, domestic or commercial demands. In addition, the
project does not involve operations that would interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge including, but not limited to the following: the project does not
involve regional diversion of water to another groundwater basin; or diversion or
channelization of a stream course or waterway with impervious layers, such as
concretelining or culverts, for substantial distances (e.g. 4 mile). These activities
and operations can substantially affect rates of groundwater recharge. Therefore,
no impact to groundwater resources is anticipated.

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through
the alterationof the course of a streamor river,in a manner, which would result in
substantial erosionor siltation on- or off-site?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. The project does not involve construction of new
or expanded developmentthat could alter the drainage patternof any site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a streamor river,in a manner that
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site. Furthermore, the
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h)

proposed project will not alter the existing natural topography, vegetation, or
drainage courses on-site or off-site.

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through
the alterationof the course of a streamor river, or substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a manner which would resultin flooding on- or off-site?

[ Potentially Significant Impact [0 Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposedprojectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. It does not involve construction of new or
expanded developmentthat could alter the drainage pattern of any site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result in
flooding on- or off-site. Furthermore, the proposed projectwill not alter the existing
natural topography, vegetation,or drainage courses on-site or off-site.

Create or contribute runoff water which would e xceedthe capacity of existingor
planned storm water drainage systems?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

[] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. There is no existing or planned storm water
drainage systems proposed by the project, nor does the project require such
systems.

Provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [J Lessthan Significant Impact

[] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact
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Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposedprojectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. It does not propose any known additional
sources of polluted runoff. In addition, the project does not propose new storm
water drainage facilities, nor does the projectsite contain natural drainage features
that would transport runoff off-site.

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard areaas mappedon a federal Flood
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map, including County Floodplain Maps?

[ Potentially Significant Impact [0 Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposedprojectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. No FEMA mapped floodplains, County-mapped
floodplains or drainages with a watershedgreaterthan 25 acres were identifiedon
the project site; therefore, no impact will occur.

Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect
flood flows?

[0 Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

1 Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. No 100-year flood hazard areas were identified
on the projectsite. The projectwill not place any structure within a 100-year flood
hazard area;therefore, no impact will occur.

Expose people or structuresto a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving
flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a leveeor dam?
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[ Potentially Significant Impact [0 Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposedprojectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. Therefore, the project will not expose peopleto a
significant risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding.

Inundation by seiche,tsunami, or mudflow?

[0 Potentially Significant Impact [] Lessthan Significant Impact

] Potentially Significant Unless V]

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:
i. SEICHE

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. The project site is not located along the shoreline
of a lake or reservoir and, therefore, could not be inundated by a seiche.

i. TSUNAMI

No Impact: The proposed projectsite is located more than a mile from the coast
and, therefore, would not be inundated in the eventof a tsunami.

ii. MUDFLOW

No Impact: Mudflow is a type of landslide. The proposedproject site is not located
within a landslide susceptibility zone. In addition, the project does not propose land
disturbance activities that will expose soils, and the project site is not located
downstreamfrom exposedsoils within a landslide susceptibility zone. Therefore, it
is not anticipated that the project will expose people or propertyto inundation by
mudflow.

IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING -- Would the project:

a) Physically divide an establishedcommunity?
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[0 Potentially Significant Impact [0 Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless
- Mitigation Incorporated ¥ No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not propose introducing new infrastructure
such as major roadways, water supply systems, or utilities to the area. Therefore,
the proposed project will not disrupt or divide an establishedcommunity.

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

[0 Potentially Significant Impact [0 Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless ¥ No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated P

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element
and will not be in conflict with any elementof the County General plan, including
community plans, land use designation, or zoning. Throughout the Siting Element
preparation process,the County respondedto concerns expressedby individuals,
organizations and other jurisdictions. As a result, the strategyto achieve sufficient
landfill space during the 15-year planning period includes a “tentativelyreserved’
expansion of the Sycamore landfil, a mandatory reclassification of the Gregory
Canyon landfill from "tentatively reserved"to "proposed,” strong emphasis on
recycling, and reliance on out-of-county transport of refuse, if needed, plus additional
landfill maintenance and other technologies.

X. MINERAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:
a) Resultin the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value
to the region and the residentsof the state?

O Potentially Significant Impact O Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless ¥  No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated P

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
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Xl

new solid waste disposal facilities. Therefore, the proposedprojectwould not result
in potentially significant loss of availability of a significant mineral resource that
would be of future value to the region.

Resultin the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site
delineatedon a local generalplan, specific plan or other land use plan?

O Potentially Significant Impact O Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless M  No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated P

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The project site is an amendmentto update the Siting Element,which is
a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any new
solid waste disposal facilities. The proposed project will not result in the loss of
available of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site.

. NOISE -- Would the project resultin:

Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards
establishedin the local generalplan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of
other agencies?

O Potentially Significant Impact O Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless ¥  No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated P

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. Therefore, the projectwill not expose people to,
or generate,any noise levelsthat exceedthe allowable limits of the County of San
Diego Noise Element of the General Plan, County of San Diego Noise Ordinance,
or other applicable local, state, and federal noise control regulations.

Exposure of persons to or generationof excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [J Lessthan Significant Impact

Lessthan Significant Impact with
o Mitigation Incorporated M No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:
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No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. It does not propose any of the following land
uses that can be impacted by groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels.

1. Buildings where low ambient vibration is essential for interior operation,
including research and manufacturing facilities with special vibration
constraints.

2. Residences and buildings where people normally sleep, including hotels,
hospitals, residencesand uses wherelow ambient vibration is preferred.

3. Civic and institutional land uses including schools, churches, libraries, other
institutions, and quiet office uses wherelow ambient vibration is preferred.

4. Concert halls for symphonies or other special use facilities wherelow ambient
vibration is preferred.

Also, the projectdoes not propose any major, new or expanded infrastructure such
as mass transit, highways or major roadways or intensive extractiveindustry that
could generateexcessivegroundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels on-site
or in the surrounding area.

A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levelsin the project vicinity
above levelsexisting without the project?

O Potentially Significant Impact O Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless ¥  No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated P

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. Therefore, the project would not result in a
substantial permanent increase in existing ambient noise levels in the project
vicinity.

A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levelsin the project

vicinity above levelsexisting without the project?

O Potentially Significant Impact O Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless ¥ No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated P

Discussion/Explanation:
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No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. Therefore, the project would not result in a
substantial temporary or periodic increase in existing ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity.

e) For a projectlocated within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the
project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise
levels?

O Potentially Significant Impact O Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless ¥  No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated P

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. The proposed project site is not located within a
Comprehensive Land Use Plan (CLUP) for airports or within 2 miles of a public
airport or public use airport. Therefore, the project will not expose people residing or
working in the project areato excessive airport-related noise levels.

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project areato excessive noise levels?

O Potentially Significant Impact O Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless M  No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated P

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. The proposed project site is not located within
the vicinity of a private airstrip; therefore, the projectwill not expose people residing
or working in the project areato excessive airport-related noise levels.

XIl. POPULATION AND HOUSING -- Would the project:

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses)or indirectly (for example,through extension
of roads or other infrastructure)?

O Potentially Significant Impact O Lessthan Significant Impact
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Potentially Significant Unless
Mitigation Incorporated i No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed project will not induce substantial population growth in
any area because the projectdoes not propose any physical or regulatory change
that would remove a restriction to or encourage population growth in any area
including, but limited to, the following: new or extended infrastructure or public
facilities; new commercial or industrial facilities; large-scale residentialdevelopment;
acceleratedconversion of homes to commercial or multi-family use; or regulatory
changes including General Plan amendments, specific plan amendments, zone
reclassifications, sewer or water annexations; or LAFCO annexation actions.

Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

O Potentially Significant Impact O Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless ¥  No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated P

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed project is an amendmentto update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. Therefore the proposed project will not displace
any existing housing.

Displace substantial numbers of people,necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

O Potentially Significant Impact O Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless ¥  No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated P

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. Therefore, the proposed projectwill not displace
a substantial number of people.
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Xlil. PUBLIC SERVICES

a)

Would the projectresultin substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance service ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any of the public services:

i. Fire protection?
ii. Police protection?

iii. Schools?

iv. Parks?

V. Other public facilities?

O Potentially Significant Impact 00 Lessthan Significant Impact

Potentially Significant Unless
Mitigation Incorporated M No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposedprojectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. Therefore, the proposed projectwill not resultin
the needfor significantly alteredservices or facilities.

XIV. RECREATION

a)

Would the projectincrease the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or
other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility
would occur or be accelerated?

[0 Potentially Significant Impact [0 Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless M  No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated P

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document. The projectdoes not propose any residentialuse,
including, but not limited to, a residential subdivision, mobilehome park, or
construction for a single-family residence that may increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities in the vicinity.

Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities, which might have an adverse physical effect on
the environment?
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O Potentially Significant Impact O Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless
Mitigation Incorporated B No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectdoes not include recreational facilities or require
the construction or expansion of recreational facilities. Therefore, the project cannot
have an adverse physical effect on the environment relatedto recreational facilities.

XV. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC -- Would the project:

a)

Cause an increasein traffic which is substantial in relationto the existing traffic load
and capacity of the streetsystem (i.e., resultin a substantial increasein eitherthe
number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at
intersections)?

O Potentially Significant Impact O Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless ¥  No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated P

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact. The project does not propose any additional ADTs; therefore, the
project will have no impact on the existing traffic load and capacity of the street
system.

Exceed,eitherindividually or cumulatively, a levelof service standard e stablishedby
the County conge stion manage mentagency for designatedroads or highways?

[0 Potentially Significant Impact [0 Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless
Mitigation Incorporated ¥ No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact. The project does not propose any additional ADTs; therefore, the
project will have no impact on the level of service standard established by the
County conge stion manage mentagency for designatedroads or highways.

Resultin a change in air traffic patterns, including eitheran increase in traffic levels
or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks?

O Potentially Significant Impact O Lessthan Significant Impact
[0 Potentially Significant Unless M No Impact
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Mitigation Incorporated
Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposedproject site is not located within any Airport Master Plan
Zone and is not adjacent to any public or private airports; therefore, the projectwill
not resultin a change in air traffic patterns.

Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

O Potentially Significant Impact O Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless ¥  No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated P

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectwill not alter traffic patterns,roadway design, or
place incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)on existingroadways.

Resultin inadequate emergency access?

[0 Potentially Significant Impact [0 Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless ¥ No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated P

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. The proposed project will not resultin inadequate
emergency access.

Resultin inadequate parking capacity?

0 Potentially Significant Impact [0 Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless ¥  No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated P

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. No on-site or off-site parking is required or
proposed
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g)

Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative
transportation (e .g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

[0 Potentially Significant Impact [0 Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless ¥ No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated P

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposedprojectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. Project implementation will not result in any
construction or new road design features;therefore, it will not conflict with policies
regardingalternative transportation.

XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS -- Would the project:

a)

Exceedwastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality
Control Board?

O Potentially Significant Impact O Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless ¥ No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated P

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. The projectdoes not involve any uses that will
discharge any wastewater to sanitary seweror on-site wastewater systems (septic).
Therefore, the project will not exceedany wastewater treatment requirements.

Require or resultin the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities
or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

O Potentially Significant Impact O Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless ¥  No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated P

Discussion/Explanation:
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No Impact: The project does not include new or expanded water or wastewater
treatment facilities. In addition, the project does not require the construction or
expansion of water or wastewater treatment facilitie s.

Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

O Potentially Significant Impact O Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless
Mitigation Incorporated B No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposedprojectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. It does not include new or expandedstorm water
drainage facilities. Moreover, the project does not involve any landform modification
or require any source, treatment or structural Be st Manage ment Practices for storm
water. Therefore, the projectwill not require any construction of new or expanded
facilities, which could cause significant environmental effects.

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing
entitlements and resources, or are new or expandedentitiements needed?

O Potentially Significant Impact O Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless ¥  No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated P

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposedproject does not involve or require water services from a
water district. The proposedproject is an amendmentto update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and will not result in the developmentof any new
facilities that rely on water service for any purpose.

Resultin a determination by the wastewater treatment provider, which serves or may
serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected
demand in addition to the provider’s existingcommitments?

O Potentially Significant Impact O Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless
Mitigation Incorporated ¥ No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:
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No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. It will not produce any wastewater; therefore, the
project will not interfere with any wastewater treatment providers’ service capacity.

f) Be servedby a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the
project’s solid waste disposal needs?

O Potentially Significant Impact O Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless M  No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated P

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. It will not generateany solid waste nor place any
burden on the existing permitted capacity of any landfill or transfer station within San
Diego County.

g) Comply with federal, state,and local statutes and regulationsrelatedto solid waste ?

O Potentially Significant Impact O Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless ¥  No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated P

Discussion/Explanation:

No Impact: The proposed projectis an amendment to update the Siting Element,
which is a planning document and does not involve the discretionary approval of any
new solid waste disposal facilities. It will not generateany solid waste nor place any
burden on the existing permitted capacity of any landfill or transfer station within San
Diego County. Therefore, compliance with any federal, state, or local statutes or
regulationsrelatedto solid waste is not applicable to this project.

XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California
history or prehistory?

O Potentially Significant Impact O Lessthan Significant Impact
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Potentially Significant Unless
Mitigation Incorporated i No Impact

Discussion/Explanation:

Per the instructions for evaluating environmentalimpacts in this Initial Study, the
potential to degrade the quality of the environment,substantially reduce the habitat
of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threatento eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare or endangeredplant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory were
consideredin the response to each question in sections IV and V of this form. In
addition to project specific impacts, this evaluation consideredthe proposedproject's
potential for significant cumulative effects. There is no substantial evidence that
there are biological or cultural resourcesthat are affected or associated with this
project. Therefore,this project has been determinednot to meet this Mandatory
Finding of Significance.

Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable”means that the incrementaleffects of a
project are considerable when viewedin connectionwith the effects of past projects,
the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects)?

O Potentially Significant Impact O Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless ¥  No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated P

Discussion/Explanation:

Per the instructions for evaluating environmentalimpacts in this Initial Study, the
potential for adverse cumulative effects were consideredin the response to each
question in sections | through XVI of this form. In addition to project specific
impacts, this evaluation consideredthe proposed project's potential for incremental
effects that are cumulatively considerable. As a result of this evaluation, thereis no
substantial evidence that there are cumulative effects associated with this project.
Therefore, this projecthas been determinednot to meet this Mandatory Finding of
Significance.

Does the project have environmentaleffects, which will cause substantial adverse
effects on human beings, eitherdirectly or indirectly?

[0 Potentially Significant Impact [0 Lessthan Significant Impact
Potentially Significant Unless

Mitigation Incorporated M No Impact
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In the evaluation of environmentalimpacts in this Initial Study, the potential for
adversedirector indirectimpacts to human beings were consideredin the response
to certainquestions in sections|. Aesthetics,lll. Air Quality, VI. Geology and Soils,
VIl. Hazards and Hazardous Materials, VIII Hydrology and Water Quality XI. Noise,
XII. Population and Housing, and XV. Transportation and Traffic. As a resultof this
evaluation, thereis no substantial evidencethat there are adverse effects on human
beings associated with this project. Therefore, this project has beendeterminednot
to meetthis Mandatory Finding of Significance.
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CHECKLIST

All references to federal, state and local regulation are available on the Internet. For
federal regulationrefer to http://www4.law.cornell.edu/uscode/. For State regulation
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[] Industrial: ~ Sg.ft. Acres Employees [] Power: Type Watts
[] Educational [] Waste Treatment: Type
] Recreational [] Hazardous Waste: Type
[] Other:
Funding (approx.): Federal $ State $ Total $

Project Issues Discussed in Document:

[] Aesthetic/Visual
[] Agricultural Land
[] Air Quality

[] Flood Plain/Flooding
[] Forest Land/Fire Hazard
[] Geologic/Seismic

[] Schools/Universities
[] Septic Systems
[] Sewer Capacity

[] Water Quality
[] Water Supply/Groundwater
[] Wetland/Riparian

[] Archeological/Historical [] Minerals [] Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading [] Wildlife

[] Coastal Zone [] Noise Solid W aste [] Growth Inducing
[] Drainage/Absorption [] Population/Housing Balance [] Toxic/Hazardous [] Landuse

] Economic/Jobs [] Public Services/Facilities [] Traffic/Circulation [] Cumulative Effects
[] Fiscal [] Recreation/Parks [] Vegetation [] Other

Present Land Use/Zoning/General Plan Designation:
N/A

Project Description:

This is the first update of the Countywide Siting Element of the County Integrated Waste Management Plan. In compliance with AB
939 requirements, the Siting Element describes the facilities and strategies necessary to provide 15 years of solid wast&eggss&ossgl_gg

capacity for all jurisdictions within San Diego County, when other alternatives, such as additional waste diversion programs and waste
Avnnrt ara inaliidaA
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Reviewing Agencies Checklist

Form A, continued

KEY

_ Resources Agency
__ Boating & Waterways
____ Coastal Commission
_ Coastal Conservancy
_____ Colorado River Board
_ Conservation
~ Fish & Game
_ Forestry & Fire Protection
_____ Office of Historic Preservation
_ Parks & Recreation
_____ Reclamation Board
_ S.F.Bay Conservation & Development Commission
_____ Water Resources (DWR)
Business, Transportation & Housing
_ Aeronautics
___ California Highway Patrol
_ CALTRANS District #
_ Department of Transportation Planning (headquarters)
_ Housing & Community Development

Food & Agriculture

Health & Welfare
Health Services

State & Consumer Services
General Services
OLA (Schools)

Public Review Period (to be filled in by lead agency)

Starting Date April 22, 2004

Signature

S = Document sent by lead agency
X = Document sent by SCH
3 = Suggested distribution

Environmental Protection Agency
___Air Resources Board
_ California Waste Management Board
_ SWRCB: Clean W ater Grants
______SWRCB: Delta Unit
_ SWRCB: Water Quality
______SWRCB: Water Rights

Regional WQCB # (
Youth & Adult Corrections
_____ Corrections

Independent Commissions & Offices
_ Energy Commission
_ Native American Heritage Commission
_ Public Utilities Commission

Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy
_ State Lands Commission

Tahoe Regional Planning Agency

Other

Ending Date May 24, 2004

Lead Agency (Complete if applicable):

Consulting Firm:

Address:

City/State/Zip:

Contact:

Phone: ( )

Applicant:

Address:

City/State/Zip:

Phone: ( )

For SCH Use Only:

Date Received at SCH

Date Review Starts

Date to Agencies

Date to SCH

Clearance Date

Notes:




PROOF OF PUBLICATION
(2010 & 2011 C.C.P.)

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
County of San Diego

I am a citizen of the United States and a resident of
the County aforesaid: I am over the age of eighteen
years and not a party to or interested in the above-
entitled matter. I am the principal clerk of the
printer of

North County Times

Formerly known as the Blade-Citizen and The
Times-Advocate and which newspapers have been
adjudicated newspapers of general circulation by
the Superior Court of the County of San Diego,
State of California, for the City of Oceanside and
the City of Escondido, Court Decree number
171349, for the County of San Diego, that the
notice of which the annexed is a printed copy (set
in type not smaller than nonpariel), has been
published in each regular and entire issue of said
newspaper and not in any supplement,thereof on
the following d-tes, to-wit: .

Apr\ \ 22,2004

I certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury that
the foregoing is true and correct.

Dated at SAN MARCOS, California

e
lhisZ ):H‘Xlay of April, 2004

‘é L,)‘OUM?QW&M@V

N 6 Signature

Tiffany Guevara
NORTH COUNTY TIMES
Legal Advertising

This space is for the County Clerk’s Filing Stamp

Proof of Publication of

NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT ‘A NEGATIVE DECLARATION
April T2, 2004

NOTICE 15 HEREDY GIVEN that the County of San Diego intends 1o adopt a Nega
thve Declaration in accordance with tha Calikamia Emvranmantal Quakity Act for tha fol-
g prwec-._ The pro gad Megatres Daclarstion can ba rivdgwnd &l the Depanment
of Pufilc Works ("DPW), Environmenial Sandces Uni, 5460 Haamy Villa Boad, Sufle
308, San Dhego. Califomia 52123 and the public libranes |isted betow, Commeants on
the propossd fal!_'—_ga:wa Daclaration must ba sant o the DPW addrass indicalad abova
nodding MS 0385 bo this slreat address line, and should referance the project nume, o
vl wish o hring i legal challonga o the Counly's propossd acton on the N‘E'gEl'!ivEI
E1c~:.l|:|.ra1|cn, you many e Bmited 10 raising only thoss Ssosa thal you, or someong alse,
hvig ralaad inoweillen comespondance
Slting Elemant Lipdate of 20044 (LLI0004) This |s the first update of tha Countywide
Siting Elament ("Siting Elsmant™] of 1ho <I:'.|IJII:"' Integrated YWaste Managemsent Plan.
In complianca with Assembly Bl 832 requirements, the: Sitang. Ekment snbig, LT
tncilitins and sirntegees nocessary o provida 15 years' wordh ol solld
capacity for all the jursdictions within San Diego County, wihen other afNarnaiies,
such as additional waste divarsion programs nn& wiaste axpoet, ara Inchuded. An up-
date of tha SHting Elamen] wis mads necessary by a mambar of l:ﬂar!?us in San Dluﬁ]u
Cotnty soiid wasts manageme, including: () Sounty divestiure of s public landlifls:
(4] Increased slate solid waste diversion requirements; (il the: mandatory deleton of
sayiral polentiol landill sites classifed B8 “tentatively rmserved” n tha ﬁrh'-r Siting Ela-
mant; (fv] & new landi axpansion suggested since adoption ol the first Siting Ele-
ment; and {v} revision of the landfil sitng criteria for new or axpanded tandsills. The
upidale alss includes ihe mandatory reciassHication of the Gragory Canyon land®il
from “tentatvaly resardod” b Jproposed,” de required under applicable law. The. Siting
Element can ba reviegwad at h:ﬁ;;--wﬁ'\u.m:dlpw e sifing
Commants on the propeasd hegative Declaration may be submitted ba :mw'?L ol
Thursday, Apnl 22, 2004, and must ba received no later than May 24,2004 af 400
.m, (8 30-day public review Elnrlud]

his propossd Negative Declaration can akso be revivwed ol the lollowing Libranesa:
Alpina, 2130 Arnold Way, Alpine, Caiormnia 81801; Bonita-Sunnysida. 5047 Caniral
Ave., Bonila, California 015902; Borrago Speings, 500 Pakm Canyon Or., Borrego
Springs, Celifomia 52004; Casa de Oro, 0805 Campo Rd., Spring Vallay, Califomia
21977 Crest, 105 Juania Lane, El Gajon, Calilomia 82021, Destanko, 9545 Miver
Dr., Dascansa, Calllarmia 51518; Fallbrook, 124 South Mission Rd., Falrook, Calitor-
nia 92028 Jacumba, 44606 Old Hwy 80, Jacurmbn, Califomia 81834; Julian, 2133 4th
56 Jullan, Calflemnia B3006; Lakeside, B839.Vine 51, Lakoside, Calllornie 82040, Lin.
culn Acres, 2725 Grangar Ayve,, Mabionael City, CA B1850; Campo-Morena Village
1468 th;mlf' . Damg_o. Calilomis 91908 Otay Mesa 3003 Coronado Ava., San
Diego, Califormia 52154, Pina Vadey, 28804 Old Hwy B0, Pine Vailey, Califomia 210862,
Potrarg, 24B83 Potrero Valley Foad, Potraro, Callfornia 515663, Rimona, 1408 Mon-
tecito Ad., Anmona, Califoriia 92065, Rancho San Diepo, 11555 Vie Hancho San
Diaga, El Cajon, CA 82019, Rancho Santn Fo, 17040 Avenida de Acacies, Rancho
Santa Fa, Calfomia 92067, Spring '-"alla::l 836 Kamplon 51 BS‘I"EI? Vallay, Calllornia
GYETT: and Vista, 700 Eucalypius Ava., Vista, Caffornia 920

enced in the proposed Negallve Declarabion are avatable for review al the County o
San Diego apartment of Public Works Ofice of Environmental Services, 54609
Kearny Vila Road. Sen Diego, Califomia.

For addiional informalion, please contact Wayne T, Wilsams al (858 674-4108, lax
BEE) BF4-4058 or bye-miadl ab Weayre Willams & sdoounty.ca gov

COT--1830310
Aprl 22, 2004

documants refar |



Affidavit of Publication

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

5469 KEARNY VILLA RD., STE. 305

SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

Affidavit of Publication of

Legal Classified Advertisement

AA # R9566R7

ATTN: ORELIA DEBRAAL

STATE OF CALIFORNIA} ss
County of San Diego}

The Undersigned, declares under
penalty of perjury under the laws of the
State of California: That....She is a
resident of the County of San Diego.

THAT....She is and at all times herein mentioned
was a citizen of the United States, over the age of

twenty-one years, and that ......... She is not a
party to, nor interested in the above entitled
matter; that ....She iS......cccmmnenininnnns Chief

Clerk for the publisher of .......cc.cccoveecee
The San Diego Union-Tribune

a newspaper of general circulation, printed and
published daily in the City of San Diego, County
of San Diego, and which newspaper is published
for the dissemination -of local news and
intelligence of a general character, and which
newspaper at all the times herein mentioned had
and still has a bona fide subscription list of
paying subscribers, and which newspaper has
been established, printed and published at regular
intervals in the said City of San Diego, County of
San Diego, for a period exceeding one year next
preceding the date of publication of the notice
hereinafter referred to, and which newspaper is
not devoted to nor published for the interests,
entertainment or instruction of a particular class,
profession, trade, calling, race, or denomination,
or any number of same; that the notice of which
the annexed is a printed copy, has been published
in each regular and entire issue of said newspaper
and not in any supplement thereof on the
following date, to-wit:

APRIL 22, 2004

@L;ép.h

Chief Clerk for the Pu blisher

Ordered by: ORELIA DEBRAAL
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CITY COUMNCIL

CITY OF SANTEE

CITY MANAGER

Keith Till May 24’ 2004

Wayne T. Williams, PhD
Recycling Coordinator

County of San Diego

Department of Public Works

5469 Kearny Villa Road, Suite 305
San Diego, CA 92123

RE: City of Santee Comments on Negative Declaration for Siting Element 2004
Dear Mr. Williams,

The City of Santee (“City”) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Negative
Declaration for the 2004 Integrated Waste Management Plan Countywide Siting
Element for San Diego County. The City understands the Siting Element must evaluate
and demonstrate the adequacy of the County’s permitted solid waste storage capacity
through existing or planned facilities or alternative methods for the next fifteen years. In
turn, the Initial Study and Negative Declaration are to evaluate potential environmental
impacts of the Siting Element, if any, under the California Environmental Quality Act
(“CEQA").

Project Description - Tentatively Reserved Sites

Of particular concern to the City is the proper characterization and consideration of
certain facilities or expansions that are now only in the proposal stage. Specifically, the
City is concerned that the Siting Element relies too definitively upon the proposed
expansion of the Sycamore Canyon Landfill. The Negative Declaration properly
identifies the Sycamore Canyon expansion as a “tentatively reserved” site. However, it
is essential that the Siting Element treat it as such and not consider the capacity of the
expansion at all in its projections.

From the description of the project in Section 8.A of the Initial Study, it is not clear
whether or not any revisions to the Siting Element as a result of the CEQA process will
count the proposed expansion capacity. Rather the Initial Study merely states that
“[e]ach tentatively reserved site will receive complete environmental evaluation by the

10601 Magnolia Avenue < Santee, California 92071 + (619) 258-4100 » www.ci.santee.ca.us

O Printed on recycled paper
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Siting Element
Draft Negative Declaration
Page 2

local land use authority if it is found to be necessary to meet community landfill capacity
needs and proposed for actual development.”

This statement seems to assume the expansion project will occur, even before
environmental review is completed for the Sycamore Landfill project. Instead, the Siting
Element should evaluate the existing capacity and all alternatives, including but not
limited to recycling and exportation.

This point should be clarified in the CEQA document project description. Further, if the
Siting Element relies on an expansion project for which environmental impacts have not
yet been evaluated, then the CEQA document for the Siting Element should analyze the
environmental impacts of including the expanded site in the Siting Element, including
but not limited to visual impacts, air quality, biological resources, hazards and
hazardous materials, land use and planning, noise, recreation and traffic.

Land Use and Planning

Again, the basis for the achievement of the Siting Element goals seems to be
improperly based on the Sycamore Landfill expansion, and such consideration is
inappropriate because the site is “tentatively reserved,” as well as inconsistent with
existing land use plans. In addition to the clarifications requested above in the project
description section of the Initial Study, the CEQA document should analyze this point in
the Land Use and Planning Section of the Initial Study. Particularly, the Sycamore
Landfill expansion is not consistent with the Community Plan of the City of San Diego
for the East Elliot area or, therefore, the City of San Diego San Diego General Plan.
The CEQA document and the Siting Element should consider this point.

A project is consistent with a general plan only if it satisfies three specific requirements,
two of which the Sycamore Landfill expansion does not presently meet. Pursuant to
Public Resources Code section 41702(b), the area reserved for the expansion must be
located in, or coextensive with, a land use area designated or authorized for solid waste
facilities in the applicable general plan. Also, the establishment or expansion of a
project, i.e. solid waste facility, must be compatible with adjacent land uses authorized
under the existing general plan. (Pub. Res. Code § 41702(c).) In the case of the
Sycamore Landfill expansion, neither of these requirements is met—the expansion is
not within the area designated for solid waste management in the City’s General Plan,
and the areas adjacent to the proposed expansion are not compatible with the proposed
expansion. Therefore, the proposed expansion is inconsistent with the City of San
Diego’s General Plan. The CEQA document and the Siting Element should consider
this point.



Siting Element
Draft Negative Declaration
Page 3

Alternatives

For the reasons stated above, it is important that the Siting Element and CEQA
document not rely upon the Sycamore Landfill expansion to meet future capacity
demands. To the contrary, both documents should evaluate alternatives such as
recycling, exportation and other waste management options in the event the expansion
project fails. The City believes these documents are deficient in their identification and
analysis of alternatives to the expansion.

Specifically, the City believes alternatives including, but not limited to, the following
alternatives should be more thoroughly considered and addressed:

¢ Out of county transport of solid waste;

» Recycling;

e Waste deduction; and

¢ Reuse of construction debris.

In addressing future capacity issue, the County should focus on and analyze options
such as these, rather than to presume to expand an existing landfill site such as
Sycamore Landfill.
Conclusion
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Initial Study and Negative Declaration.
The City reserves its right to comment further at any upcoming public hearing relating to
the project. We look forward to continuing to participate in the planning process.
Respectfully,

NPT

Douglas Williford, AICP
Director of Development Services

cc.  Hon. Members of Santee City Council
Keith Till, Santee City Manager
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- STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Covernor’s Office of Planning and Rescarch
State Clearinghouse and Pianuing Unit

May 26, 2004

Weyne T, Williams . -
San Diego County Departraent of Public Works
5469 Kearny Villa Road, Suite 305 o
San Diego, (3 92123 '

Subject: Siting Fiement Update of 2004
SCH#® 200401115 '

Dzar Wayne T. Williams:

Ja e
ALy Y g

The State Cleariaghouse submitted the above named Negaﬁfe Declaration to selected state agencies for
review. The review period closed on May 25, 2004, and no stete agencies submitted comments by thes

b

date. Thisletsr azkaowledges that you have complied with the State Clearingbouse review Tequirercats

for draﬁ‘ environmental dm@ts, pursuant to the California Eavironraents] Quality Act,

Please call the St Clesringhouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the

environmental review process. If you have a question about the abave-named project, please refer to the

ten-digft State Clearinghouse number when contacting this office.

Sincerely,
rr
A, . 5 g g
».,.Zﬁwt,, Kot 7,
Terry Robesds

Director, 3tace Clemmghquse
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State Glearinghouse Data Base
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Projegt Title  Siting Element Update of 2004
Lead Agency San Diego County Department of Public Works
Type Neg Negative Daclera‘qon
Description Th!s iz tha first updste of the Countywide Siting Element of the County Irtegeted Waste Mana emeari
T Plan. in compliance with AB 939 requiremenis, the Siting Element describes the facilitaes and
strate jles necessary to provide 15 vears of solid waste disposal capacity for ali jursdictions wi:in Ssn
Diego County. when other altermatives, such as additional waste: diversien programs and weste zre
included,
Lead Agency Contact .
Name Wayne 7. Williams
© Agency San Diggo County anartmenf ¢f Public Works
Phone 858-£74-4105 Fax
email ' .
Address 5463 Kearny Villz Foad, Suits 305
City San Diege Statz CA  Zp 92123
- Project Location
. County San Diego
. City  SanQego
Fagion :
Cross Streets  Entira County of $an Diego
Parcel No.
Township Range Section Base
Proximity to:
. Hichways
Airports
Railvays
Waterwsys
Schools
Land Use
Reviewing Resourcss Agency; California Coastal Commission; Department of Conservation; DPpartme +of Fish
Agencies gand Game. Regicn 5; Department of Parks and Recreation; spartinent of Water Resaurces;

Cailfornia Highviey Patrol; Calfrang, District 11; Air Resources oard, Majar industrial Projects;
integrsted ‘Wasie Managemert Board; Ragional Water Quality Conirol Board, Regien 8; Dapartment of
Toxic Stbsiancas Control; Native Amarican Heritage Commission; State Lands Commission

i ok ok Bleriosss DA IOE IONMA ] .
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Note: Blanks in data fields resuit from Insufficient informaticn providad by lesd agenay.



26 October, 2004

Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan
Siting Element Amendment

Negative Declaration for Environmental Impacts

Comments from the City of Santee and the State
Clearinghouse with Responses from the County of San Diego

PROJECT NAME: Siting Element Update of 2004 WA# UJ0004
SCH#2004041115

PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD: April 22, 2004 to May 24, 2004

During the public review period for this project, two letters of public comment were
received. The letters are attached, and the responses to comments are provided below.

A. LETTER FROM GOVERNOR'S OFFICE OF PLANNING AND RESEARCH,
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE DATED May 26, 2004.

State Clearinghouse Comment 1: The State Clearinghouse submitted the above
named Negative Declaration to selected state agencies for review. The review period
closed on May 24, 2004, and no state agencies submitted comments by that date. This
letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review
requirements for draft environmental documents, pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act.

County of San Diego Response 1: The comment is acknowledged and will be
included in the record of the project for review and consideration by the appropriate
decision makers.

B. LETTER FROM DOUGLAS WILLIFORD, CITY OF SANTEE, DATED MAY 24,
2004.

All comments in this appendix from the City of Santee are actual quotes from the city's

original letter of 24 May, or are accurate iterations fit into the context of answerable

separate comments.

City of Santee Comment 1. The City (of Santee) is concerned that the Siting Element
relies too definitively upon the proposed expansion of the Sycamore Canyon landfill.



County of San Diego Response 1. In calculating the landfill capacity for the California
Integrated Waste Management Board -required period, the Siting Element includes
landfill capacities from all landfills in the County except two military sites on Camp
Pendleton. The landfills available to the public are: Miramar, Otay, Sycamore Canyon,
Ramona, and Borrego. At the current rate of disposal, given daily permitted disposal
rates, the permitted annual throughput of in-county landfills would be inadequate by the
year 2007 (mean value). Because Allied Waste, Inc, had aiready proposed that
expansion be implemented at Sycamore Canyon, and initiated the environmental
analysis process working with the City of San Diego, the tentative capacity was included
as one possible option for meeting the 15-year capacity.

Chapter Eight of the Siting Element identifies additional strategies for disposing of solid
waste that could be explored to help meet the region’s 15-year disposal needs. These
strategies were developed because the approval of proposals for new and expansion of
existing landfills is uncertain at this time. CCR Sections 18755(c) and 18756.5 contain the
specific requirements for this chapter. These include increases in the annual rates of
throughput at existing landfills as submitted by landfill operators, additions of new
landfills, and other solutions, including better technologies at existing landfills, out-of-
county transportation, diversion, source reduction, and transformation. Separate models
were developed for each of these strategies.

City of Santee Comment 2. It is essential that the Siting Element treat (Sycamore
Canyon tentative expansion) as a “tentatively reserved site” and not consider the
capacity of the expansion at all in its projections.

County of San Diego Response 2. The Sycamore expansion is treated as a “tentative
expansion.” The tentative expansion is one option considered in projections as an
objective integral part of the model of a mixed strategy to meet the 15-year capacity.

The statutory rules for preparation of a countywide siting element are set forth in Public
Resources Code sections 41700 through 41721.5. Those statutes are supplemented
by regulations set forth in California Code of Regulations, title 14, sections 18755
through 18756.7. Pursuant to those statutes and regulations, siting elements may
discuss the following three classes of landfill sites when calculating landfill capacity: (i)
existing; (i) proposed; and (iii) tentatively reserved. Generally speaking, "existing"
landfill sites are those landfills existing at the time the siting element is prepared,
"proposed" landfill sites are those that are consistent with the applicable general plan
but are not yet existing and "tentatively reserved” landfill sites are those proposed sites
that are not yet existing nor consistent with the applicable general plan.

City of Santee Comment 3. The Siting Element should evaluate the existing capacity
and all alternatives, including but not limited to recycling and exportation. This point
should be clarified in the CEQA document project description.



County of San Diego Response 3. As stated in County Response 1, the Siting
Element considered diversion and out-of-county transportation in detail, and also
considered improved technology, including transformation in the mix of a strategic
program to maintain the 15-year capacity. This information is included in the first
paragraph under 8A of the CEQA Initial Study-Environmental Checklist Form.

In Chapter Eight, the Siting Element notes that the region recognizes that diversion of
organics, paper, and construction and demolition materials is essential for decreasing
the region’s dependence on landfilling. The Siting Element recommends that a more
thorough feasibility study be conducted to determine the best long-term strategy for the
region. This strategy should include a combination of strategies including a cost/benefit
analysis and recommendations on the diversion and market development programs
necessary to preserve existing landfill capacity.

City of Santee Comment 4. If the Siting Element relies on an expansion project for
which environmental impacts have not yet been evaluated, then the CEQA document
for the Siting Element should analyze the environmental impacts of including the
expanded site in the Siting Element, including but not limited to visual impacts, air
quality, biological resources, hazards and hazardous materials, land use and planning,
noise, recreation and traffic.

County of San Diego Response 4. It is not the role or obligation of the Siting Element
to analyze environmental impacts of proposed or tentative projects. An Environmental
Impacts Report is being prepared for the Sycamore Landfill in fulfillment of the City of
San Diego land use and CEQA requirements, which will determine potential impacts of
expansion. Review and adoption of the Siting Element does not limit any jurisdiction or
interested party’s right to conduct a more in-depth review of each proposal through the
individual project’s EIR.

City of Santee Comment 5. The basis for the achievement of the Siting Element goals
seems to be improperly based on the Sycamore Landfill expansion and such
consideration is inappropriate because the site is “tentatively reserved” as well as
inconsistent with existing land use plans.... the CEQA document should analyze this
point in the Land Use and Planning Section of the Initial Study.

County of San Diego Response 5. The Siting Element Amendment is a planning
document, written in requirement of State law, and has no possibility of environmental
impacts. The Siting Element does not confer approvals to any land use project. The
Siting Element proposes a strategy, but the elements of the strategy are subject to
individual review, and inclusion in the document does not assume approval. The
inclusion of the tentatively reserved Sycamore expansion is a valid part of the basis for
determining whether or not the jurisdictions within the county of San Diego have
adequate landfill capacity, with or without the project. Since it was demonstrated that
there is not adequate landfill capacity on the basis of current permitted annual tonnages
at existing landfills, it is valid to incorporate the existing formal application for tentative
expansion of the Sycamore Canyon Landfill (See County Response 2).



City of Santee Comment 6. The Sycamore landfill expansion is not consistent with the
Community Plan of the City of San Diego for the East Elliot Area and therefore, the City
of San Diego General Plan. The CEQA document and the Siting Element should
consider this point.

County of San Diego Response 6. The Environmental Impacts Report for the
Sycamore Canyon Master Plan is progressing on schedule, and upon completion of the
environmental review process, the City of San Diego will make the decision as to
compliance with the San Diego General Plan.

A proposed new landfill, or the proposed expansion of an existing landfill, may be
included in a siting element even if it is not consistent with the applicable general plan.
In such case, however, the new or expanded facility must be considered a "tentatively
reserved” site. Pub. Res. Code § 41710(a) provides:

"A county may tentatively reserve an area or areas for the location of a
new solid waste transformation or disposal facility or the expansion of an
existing transformation or disposal facility even though that reservation of
the area or areas is not consistent with the applicable city or county
general plan. A reserved area in a countywide siting element is tentative
until it is made consistent with the applicable city or county general plan."
(Emphasis added.)

Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 18756.3(b) states that a proposed area that is not consistent
with the applicable general plah "may be 'tentatively reserved’ for future or expanded
solid waste disposal facilities."

One important point regarding "tentatively reserved” sites is that, if such sites are not
made consistent with the applicable general plan by the next five-year revision of the
siting element, they must be removed from the siting element. See, e.g., Pub. Res.
Code §§ 41711-41712. Section 41711 states:

"An area tentatively reserved for the establishment or expansion of a solid
waste transformation or disposal facility shall be removed from the
countywide siting element if a city or county fails or has failed to make the
finding that the area is consistent with the general plan or has made a
finding that the area should not be used for the location of a solid waste
transformation or disposal facility." (Emphasis added.)

City of Santee Comment 7. The proposed (Sycamore Canyon) expansion is not
consistent with the City of San Diego’s General Plan (because):

e Pursuant to PRC 41702 (b), the area reserved for the expansion must be located
in, or coextensive with, a land use area designated or authorized for solid waste
facilities in the applicable General Plan.



e The establishment or expansion of a (solid waste facility) must be compatible
with adjacent land uses authorized under the existing General Plan (sic PRC
41702 c).

e The expansion is not within the area designated for solid waste management in
the City’s General Plan and the areas adjacent to the proposed expansion are
not compatible with the proposed expansion.

(Therefore)... the CEQA document and the Siting Element should consider this point.

County of San Diego Response 7. See County Response 5. This information will be
examined in the Sycamore Canyon Master EIR and submitted by the developer to the
City of San Diego, which is the local planning and land use agency for the project. The
answers to these comments must be provided by the developer during the EIR CEQA
process for the tentative expansion, and do not belong in the Siting Element.

City of Santee Comment 8. Alternatives.

e It is important that the Siting Element and CEQA document not rely upon the
Sycamore Landfill expansion to meet future capacity demands.

e Both documents should evaluate alternatives such as recycling, exportation and
other waste options in the event the expansion project fails. The City (of Santee)
believes these documents are deficient in their identification and analysis of
alternatives to the expansion.

e The City (of Santee) believes alternatives including but not limited to. the
following alternatives should be more thoroughly considered and addressed.

1. Out of county transport of waste
2. Recycling

3. Waste reduction, and

4. Reuse of construction debris.

County of San Diego Response 8. Since a formal proposal exists to expand the
Sycamore landfill, it is valid to include the tentative expansion as one possible scenario
in the model for predicting landfill capacity in the future.

Because the Siting Element is a planning document, the fundamental role of the
document is to determine if the jurisdictions within the county of San Diego have
sufficient landfill capacity for the next 15-year period and to describe what capacity or
strategies will provide said capacity. In Chapter Eight, the Siting Element notes that the
region recognizes that diversion of organics, paper, and construction and demolition
materials is essential for decreasing the region’s dependence on landfilling. The Siting
Element recommends that a more thorough feasibility study be conducted to determine



the best long-term strategy for the region. This strategy should include a combination of
approaches, including a cost/benefit analysis and recommendations on the diversion and
market development programs necessary to preserve existing landfill capacity.
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