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1.0 OVERVIEW

The California Environmental quality Act (CEQA) applies to all
discretionary projects. Legal interpretation of CEQA has
indicated that the El Dorado County Hazardous Waste Management
‘Plan (CHWMP) falls within the scope of CEQA (Public Resources
Code Section 21000 et seq.) and that an Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) or negative declaration is required as an adjunct.
to approval. : -

The Draft EIR is presented in accordance with the state
Department of Health Services’ (DHS) Guidelines and Technical
Reference Manual for County Hazardous Waste Management Plans
prepared under state law AB2948 (Tanner). The Tanner legislation
was signed into law in california in 1986. This legislation
addresses safe and responsible management of hazardous wastes

and outlines a process by which each county may prepare a compre-
hensive CHWMP. The CHWMP would provide for the environmentally
sound management of all the hazardous wastes projected to be
generated in the County through the year 2000.

After May 1990 the disposal of untreated hazardous waste in
landfills will be prohibited. The reduction of waste at the
source, recycling, and treatment, in that order, are methods
preferred over off-site disposal of hazardous waste. As
expressed in the DHS Guidelines, this hierarchy of waste
management in intended to shift the emphasis of hazardous waste
managenent strategies to alternatives other than landfill
disposal. However, the four treatment methods, recycling,
treatment, incineration and stabilization, described in the CHWMP
still do produce residues. Therefore, a fifth type of facility,
a residual repository, will be necessary. Unlike Class I
landfills, residual repositories will only accept dry, stable and
treated materials. Development of the programs to implement this
hierarchy is one function of the Tanner planning process.

A second purpose of Tanner legislation is to expedite the site
permitting process for new treatment, storage and disposal TSD)
facilities. These two purposes of the bill are intimately
linked, since siting needs will depend upon the extent and
success of waste reduction and recycling policies.

El Dorado County has elected to prepare a CHWMP under the
guidelines and funding provided by the Tanner legislation. The
CHWMP was developed in three phases: preparation of a Draft Plan
‘ by the County, public review and revision of the Draft Plan into
a Final Plan approved by the Cities and County, and
implementation of the CHWMP. The County Community Development
Department’s Division of Environmental Hlealth and Planning
pivision played active roles in working with an Advisory
Committee in the preparation of the Public Hearing Draft CHWMP.

Incorporated by reference into the CHWMP Draft EIR are the
following documents:

o The El Dorado County General Plan
o) Most recent Draft EIR on the County General Plan (State

Clearinghouse Number on file in the Community Development
Department



o Public Hearing Draft County Hazardous Waste Management
Plan

These documents provide the backgrouﬁd information to this Draft
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR).

The Draft Environmental Impact Report contained herein is
intended to assess the impacts of the policies and issues
presented in the CHWMP and to address the specific and cumulative
impacts of CHWMP implementation as comprehensively as possible.
The DEIR is not intended to disclose impacts associated with site
specific projects that may be proposed in the future. Specific
projects would need to be addressed in a focused EIR. However,
the DEIR will set forth a framework for the evaluation of future
projects. ‘

The information presented in the CHWMP provides the basis for the
DEIR’s analysis of the effects of CHWMP adoption on the natural
and man-made environment. The DEIR assesses the effects of
improvements to existing County programs and implementation of
new policies and programs recommended in CHWMP. The DEIR also
assesses the general effects of potential new hazardous waste
facilities recommended in the CHWMP. The El Dorado CHWMP
recognizes the need for only two transfer stations to serve the
County’s hazardous waste facility needs at this time.

The E1 Dorado CHWMP, if adopted, would become an element to the
County General Plan. The enactment and amendment of zoning
ordinances, and the adoption and implementation of an element of
a general plan falls within the definition of a discretionary
project or action (CEQA Guidelines Section 15378 et seq.). “Title
14, California Administrative Code, Section 15146 indicates the
specific requirements of CEQA with respect to an EIR assessing an
element of a General Plan. An annotated 1ist of these require-
ments appears in the Draft EIR Appendix.

A Notice of Preparation (NOP) has been prepared and issued by the
El Dorado County Planning Division as an initial step in the EIR
process. The Planning Division, as lead agency, has received
responses to the NOP which can be found in Appendix B this DEIR.

2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project evaluated in this DEIR is the E1 Dorado CHWMP. The
El Dorado CHWMP addresses hazardous waste generation through the
year 2000, and defines goals, objectives, policies and implemen-
tation strategies for County management of hazardous waste. The
CHWMP includes criteria for the siting of future on- or off-site
hazardous waste facilities within the County, excluding federally
owned or state operated land. These siting criteria are intended
to protect environmental, public health and economic concerns.
The CHWMP identifies the need for two transfer stations to serve
households and small businesses in the South Lake Tahoe and
Placerville-El1 Dorado Hills areas. However, the County recog-
nizes that future facilities may be necessary that will meet
local as well as regional needs.

Section 6 of the CHWMP describes the DHS facility siting criteria
as applied to the County. New facilities will be evaluated
according to this criteria via the special use permit application
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described in Section 8.2 of the CHWMP, and according to the. CEQA
Guidelines. _

When a facility is proposed, 2 technical review meeting will be
held for a preliminary.review of project and discussion of the
CHWMP criteria. subsequently, the use permit application would
be submitted. As the lead agency, the County is responsible for
coordinating the CEQA review: To assist in implementing CEQA.
the County has adopted an Environmental Manual that outlines the
functions delegated to the lead agency. Those functions include
but are not limited to: ; :

1. Determination of whether a project is exempt from CEQA.
2. Conducting the Initial study.

3. Determination of whether an Environmental Impact Report
or Negative Declaration is required for a project.

4. Preparation and circulation of a Negative Declaration or
Environmental Impact Report.

5. Selection and retention of consultants for the purposes
of preparing Environmental Impact Reports.

6. Preparation of responses to public comments.

7. Recommendation as to the adequacy of an Environmental
Impact Report. :

8. Certification that the Lead Agency has reviewed and

considered a Negative Declaration or Environmental
Impact Report.

9. Filing of notices as required by CEQA.
The DEIR is distributed to other responsible,agencieS'through the
state Clearinghouse. It should be noted that other responsible

agencies may require up to 120 days for to complete thelr review
process. : _

2.1 ECONOMIC AND COMMUNITY CONSIDERATIONS OF THE PROJECT

-Fiscal considerations

Implementation of an effective Hazardous Waste Management Plan

for E1 Dorado County is dependent upon adequate funding. (Refer.

to CHWMP Section 8.7.) While Tanner legislation provides
adequate funding for CHWMP preparation through DHS administered
rants, DHS has not provided funding for development and

implementation of the future programs over the long term. County

fee based funding will be an important funding mechanism. Such
fees must be augmented by other sources to provide for full
implementation of the recommendations in the CHWMP. Fiscal
constraints, and the nature of waste generation in El Dorado
County (unmanifested emall businesses and households) will
require strong public agency-private sector cooperation to ensure

Plan success. Program implementation would rely on voluntary
compliance by households and small businesses. The private
sector would also be encouraged to provide the necessary

collection services and operate the transfer stations.



Improvements to Existing Programs

The CHWMP recommends that existing county programs dealing with
hazardous materials and wastes be improved and strengthened.
Some of the existing programs, such as underground tank
permitting and inspection, would also be incorporated into more
comprehensive new programs. '

Improvements to existing programs are summarized below. Please
refer to CHWMP Section 8.5 for more detailed descriptionms.

Underground Storage Tanks - Complete inspections, soil testing,
new tank compliance, incorporate into Comprehensive Inspection
and Monitoring Program (CIMP) and Data Information System (DIS).

Water Ouality - Monitor Proposition 65, inform public, issue
safety warnings, enforce Proposition &5/AB 1803.

Emergency Response - Training program, drills, compile AB 3777
data, assist business response plans and incorporate into county
Area-wide Plan.

Hazardous materials Inventory - Complete inventory procedures,
develop computer data base, incorporate into CIMP and DIS.

Air Quality - Increase coordination with TRPA, incorporate
permitting (inspection and monitoring) into CIMP.

Pesticides - Monitor non-restricted pesticide use, encourage
recycling of restricted pesticides, establish transfer station
and promote research and education in integrated pest management.

Infectious Wastes -.Generate inventory, conduct survey, develop

education program, incineration agreements, incorporate into
CIMP.

Improvements to existing programs would be funded by improved-
program management, adjustments to existing fee structures, new
fees authorized for hazardous materials inventories (AB
2185/3777) or other possible financing strategies. Implementing
these program improvements would involve some0 additional fiscal
strain on the County, its businesses and residents.

New Programs

Improvements to existing management programs will provide some
overall improvement to local management of hazardous wastes
generated in El Dorado County. The El Dorado CHWMP recommends
the establishment of a more comprehensive set of new programs to
provide more complete, integrated and effective management of
hazardous materials and wastes used and generated in El Dorado
County. Implementation of these programs will more effectively
protect public health, safety and property, minimize adverse
impacts to the environment and promote needed facilities
consistent with the General Plan and CHWMP.

Implementation of more comprehensive new programs will be
dependent upon adequate funding sources. While certain local
fees can be established or increased, full implementation of the
programs recommended in the CHWMP will require out-of-County

funding assistance. The recommended new programs and potential



funding sources are described below. (Refer to CHWMP Section 8.5
for additional details.) ©

Comprehensive Inspection and Monitoring

The Comprehensive Inspection and Monitoring Program (CIMP) would
provide permits, inspections and follow-up monitoring, as needed,
for businesses which use underground tanks, store or use hazar-
dous materials and generate hazardous waste. The County may save
costs in administering the program by combining these functions
under one program. Inspectors trained in all three program
elements would be located in Placerville and South Lake Tahoe

to serve the County’s population centers. (Refer to CHWMP
Section 8.5.1.)

Public education and technical assistance program elements are an
important part of the Small Business and Household Hazardous
Waste Programs. The Tanner process provides funding for initial
public education and participation efforts. Considerable
material is available from DHS, EPA, other agencies and trade
associations. Grant materials would be important to future
educational and technical assistance efforts.

Household Hazardous Waste

The Household Hazardous Waste Program could be funded by
increases in solid waste collection fees, sewage treatment and
septic tank fees, establishment of service areas and other broad
spectrum funding sources. Principal elements are public educa-
tion, a monthly or seasonal collection service and support of a
privately operated transfer station for household hazardous '
wastes. Small businesses generating wastes for which there is
not a private sector waste collection service could drop off
wastes for a fee to cover costs. (Refer to CHWMP Section 8.4.4.)

ac. .t ’ .t.

Tanner legislation increases ljocal involvement in siting and
approval process. The El Dorado CHWMP establishes siting
criteria, recommends general areas and revisions to the zoning
ordinance and clearly states the need for only two transfer
stations at this time to serve the two distinct population
centers in the County. One transfer station is recommended for
the South Lake Tahoe area and the other for the Placerville-El
Dorado Hills area.

The CHWMP indicates that areas in the vicinity of El Dorado Hills
and south of Highway 50 west of Placerville may be suitable for a
future industrial TSD facility, if needed. However, this
suitability analysis is based on only partial application of the
siting criteria. Site specific evaluation of all of the criteria
and risk assessments would be necessary if a future industrial
TSD facility were proposed for these areas. (Refer to CHWMP
Section 6.0 for more details of the facility siting analysis).

siting and operation of future facilities will have to be
consistent with the CHWMP, especially its goals, objectives,
policies, siting criteria, and programs. The Tanner legislation
also provides for the establishment of a Local Assessment
committee (LAC) to assure full public involvement in the



siting and approval process. Future facilities would be operated
by the private sector. The State and County would assist private
operators in funding the transfer station costs. (Refer to CHWMP
Section 8.7 and Appendix J)-

pata Information System

The DIS will primarily support the CIMP and will be funded
through CIMP fees. It would also serve as a tracking mechanism
to assure compliance with and the effectiveness of CHWMP
programs. The DIS serves as the data base and management tool of
CHWMP implementation and would be revised and updated at least
every three years, and yearly if needed. (Refer to CHWMP Section
8.5.4.)

3.0 EXISTING SETTING
County Biological-Physical Setting

El Dorado County is a rural mountainous county in northeastern
California situated between sacramento to the west and the Nevada
state line at South Lake Tahoe to the east. The County encom-
passes roughly 1800 square miles, nearly half is in federal
ownership, primarily within the El Dorado National Forest. Only
5% of the county is urbanized. Over 70% of the population
(106,100 in 1986) l1ives outside of the two incorporated cities,
Placerville and South Lake Tahoe.

El Dorado County contains diverse ecosystems ranging from the
gently rolling oak and annual grasslands covered hills of the
western slope to the pine covered forests and steep slopes of the
Sierra Nevada in the central and eastern portions of the County.
Geologically, metamorphic rock formations underlie nearly one
third of the County, and granitic rock roughly another third.
The remainder area is composed of volcanic and detrital rocks
predominantly. The County with four rain watersheds, relies
primarily on runoff from the mountains and the limited ground-
water recharge areas in the foothills. The Lake Tahoe Basin is
subject to environmental and regulatory controls under the Tahoe
Regional Planning Agency Master Plan. (Refer to County General
Plan, Open Space and Conservation Elements, Part II, Sections
2.0, 5.0, 7.0, 12.0.)

Existing hazardous Wastestreanm in E1 Dorado County

El Dorado County’s hazardous wastestream is made up almost
entirely of small pusinesses, households and occasional cleanup
wastes. There are no industries generating large guantities of
waste in the County. El Dorado County is not a major generator
of hazardous waste. (Refer to CHWMP Section 2.) With a small
population and a moderate number of small businesses in 1986,
approximately 3,495 tons of hazardous waste were generated from
small business and industry. Of this amount 170 tons (5%) were
manifested.

The generation of hazardous waste typically parallels the

economic climate of the County. It is reasonable to assume that
with economic growth there will be a proportional increase in the
quantities of hazardous waste generated. El Dorado County should
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experience a growth rate of 3.4% into the year 2000. (Refer to
CHWMP Section 3.2.) Hazardous waste generation quantities, which
typically parallel economic output or growth should increase by

the same amount. '

. 4.0 DESCRIPTION OF ALTERNATIVES

CEQA requires that at least a no-action or no-project alternative
be considered in the DEIR. TwoO additional alternatives to the El
Dorado CHWMP are presented herein: full adoption and implemen-
tation of the CHWMP, and CHWMP adoption with only partial or
delayed implementation.

No Project Alternative

Section 2.0 of the CHWMP describes current quantities:of
hazardous waste generated in El Dorado County. In Section 7.0,
laws and regulations affecting the management of hazardous waste
and those local agencies implementing the laws are discussed in
detail. If El1 Dorado County chose not to adopt the CHWMP, the
existing conditions described in Sections 2.0 and 7.0 would
continue to govern the management of hazardous wastes. As the
law regarding hazardous waste planning is new, and interpreta-
tion of that law is not yet tested, it is unclear as to what the
implications might be for El Dorado County if it chooses not to
adopt the CHWMP as an element of the General Plan. Land use,
however, would most likely continue to be regulated under tenet
of the existing General Plan. (Refer to E1l Dorado County General

Plan, Zoning Ordinances, Chapter 17.26.) :

If the CHWMP Plan is not adopted by the County, it would make it
less difficult to site a hazardous waste management facility,
because less restrictive DHS criteria would apply. Lack of CHWMP
adoption increases the chances that such a facility could be
inappropriately sited within El1 Dorado County.

Without adoption of the CHWMP, the County would not gain the
environmental benefits associated with aspects of the CHWMP such
as increased waste tracking capabilities, increased public
awareness and involvement and increased education and support for
source reduction/waste minimization programs.

Full Adoption and Implementation

Environmentally sound management practices by industry, small
businesses, government and households is a major theme throughout
the CHWMP. This can be achieved by County level implementation
of the policies, siting plans, programs and ordinances as
described in the CHWMP. (Refer to Section 8.0.) The management
strategies outlined in the CHWMP address those elements pertinent
to. the proper management of hazardous waste:

- Identificatioh_of current quantities (Section 2.0)
-  Projected quantities (Section 3.0)

- The waste manageﬁent hierarchy and source reduction
potential (Section 4.0) '

- Assessment of facility needs including transfer s;ations



to ensure proper.disposal (Section 5.0)

- siting analysis for future hazardous waste facilities
(Section 6.0)

- Existing authority, regulations and programs (Section
7.0) ' :

- CHWMP policies, recommended existing program improvements
and new programs (Section 8.0)

- Adoption and implementation of the CHWMP (Section 8.0)

In E1 Dorado County, the majority of the waste is generated by
small business and households. Improvement to existing programs
and full implementation of the following proposed "new" programs
promote and enforce proper management practices by the industry
and small business hazardous waste generators in the County:

- Comprehensive Inspection and Monitoring Program (Section
8.5.1)

- Small Business Education and Technical Assistance Program
(Section 8.5.2) -

-  pata Information System (Section 8.5.4)

Equally important is the safe disposal practices for wastes
generated in households. 1In 1986, household hazardous waste
contributed over 8% of the total wastestream. The Household
Management Program presented in Section 8.5.3 outlines
educational, technical assistance, collection services and
transfer station elements of a household program that can be
implemented in El Dorado County, given adequate staffing and
funding.

Recommendations for the "new"™ program areas, supplemented by the
recommendations for improvements to the existing programs
(Section 8.5) provide the basis for an overall management
approach that satisfies both local needs and concerns, and state
and federal requirements in the area of hazardous materials and
waste management. Implementation success, however, is dependent
on future staffing and funding (refer to CHWMP Section 8.7).

CHWMP Adoption, Partial or Delayed Implementation Alternative

This first Hazardous Waste Management Plan for El Dorado County
serves as a strong foundation for an ongoing process. Full
implementation would assure a sound management program, should
funding be attainable. Future funding and staffing to implement
the programs set forth in Section 8.0 are essential to the
success of the CHWMP.

partial or delayed implementation would focus primarily on
implementing recommended improvements to existing programs. New
programs would be delayed, partially implemented or in some cases
not @mplemented at all. Improvements to existing programs can be
carried out by current county staff and can be completed within a
short time at more moderate costs. Improvements of existing
programs include: (Section 8.4.)



- tnderground tanks (Section 8.4.1)

- Water quality - Proposition 65 (Section 8.4.2)

- Infectious Wastes (Section 8.4.3)

- Emergency Resbonse (Section 8.4.4)

- Hazardous Waste/Materials inventory (Seqtion 8.4.5)
- Air Quality (Section 8.4.6)

- Pesticide Contamination (Section 8.4.7)

The new programs outlined in Section 8.4 provide a comprehensive
and ideal approach to assure proper management of hazardous
materials and waste at the County level. However, because of
limited staffing and funding, the programs will require careful
ongoing analysis. Specific decisions regarding program priority
and scheduling, organizational and staffing needs, fee schedules
and other funding mechanisms would be made by the Board of
Supervisors. These decisions should be based on recommendations
by local agencies currently involved in the management of
hazardous materials and waste. The implementation programs
jdentified in Section 8 reflect the needs, conditions, and
constraints of a rural, financially restricted county generating
a relatively small hazardous wastestream.

Minimum implementation will significantly enhance the existing
programs and will serve as a strong foundation for the ongoing
process. Because the CHWMP is a planning document, it can be
updated regularly to reflect better knowledge and experience
gained in program development and implementation.

5.0 SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTB THAT CANNOT BE AVOIDED IF
THE CHWMP IS IMPLEMENTED

The effects resulting from the adoption of the CHWMP are
potential secondary impacts which may or may not occur depending
on the level of implementation of CHWMP programs and whether
future hazardous waste facilities are constructed. New -
facilities would require a separate EIR and risk assessment and
additional mitigation measures which may reduce potential impacts
to insignificant levels, depending on conditions specific to each
proposed facility. New programs and improvements to existing
programs should result in the desired enhancement to public
health and safety and lower jevels of hazardous substances in the
natural environment, if they are adequately implemented.

Adoption and implementation of the CHWMP by El Dorado County
would require increased staffing and fiscal costs, primarily in
the form of increases in business and residential fees. The
implementation strategies for the CHWMP are described in Section
8.0. Increased staffing and funding requirements would be the
unavoidable result from full adoption and implementation of the
CHWMP, as assumed in this DEIR. partial or delayed implementa-
tion would result in a short term reduction in staffing needs and
fiscal costs. However, this would result in a less effective
level of local hazardous waste management and enhancement of
public health, safety and the natural environment. The Board of



Supervisors would determine the appropriate priority, timing,
staffing and funding sources required for CHWMP implementation.

6.0 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT AND MITIGATION ANALYSIS

This section involves a discussion of potentially significant
impacts that may directly and indirectly result from the adoption
of the policies and program elements contained in E1l Dorado
CHWMP. The potential impacts and recommended mitigation measures
are discussed by topic (e.g., Air quality, Transportation and
Circulation). These impacts are viewed as potential impacts
only. A site specific review required for all new facilities
will determine impacts more specifically. A final subsection
summarizes the significant environmental effects and mitigation
measures, CHWMP adoption and implementation in narrative and
tabular format. '

Air Quality
Impacts

Potential air quality impacts of two broad types may result from
future hazardous waste facilities. First, there is the potential
for toxic emissions from the hazardous substances themselves
during their storage, handling, transport, recycling, treatment
and disposal. Second, the transport of hazardous wastes may
result in potential increases in emissions from transport
vehicles. However, potential impacts on air quality through
implementation of the El Dorado CHWMP are expected to be

minimal.

With full implementation of the plan, all of the hazardous waste
generated in El Dorado County would be managed by some aspect of
fhe hazardous waste management system. Source reduction and
recycling programs should succeed in decreasing waste quantities
and, therefore, offset the need to transport small business and
household hazardous wastes to out-of-County TSD facilities.

Two small transfer stations recommended in the CHWMP, one on the
western slope and one in the Tahoe Basin, would involve minimal
construction and operational impacts to local air quality. There
would be no incineration or other treatment and disposal activity
that would create emissions. Wastes would be unloaded, sorted,
packaged and pumped or loaded for transportation to out-of~-county
TSD facilities for treatment and disposal. Therefore, air
quality impacts would be 1imited to vehicle emissions and the
risk of vapor release from accidental spills.

Aerial spraying of pesticides is regulated by the Agricultural
Commission. The CHWMP supports use of less toxic pesticides, and
efforts at education, proper application and increased inspec-
tion, which should further reduce air gquality impacts from aerial
spraying.

Mitigations
Toxic vapors from accidental spills at industries and businesses
using hazardous materials or generating hazardous wastes would be

minimized through proper operational procedures, equipment and
designs. CIMP inspections will assure proper hazardous materials

10
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and waste handling practices are employed. The_business plans

and County’s Area Wide Plan for Hazardous Materials Management
will also strengthen emergency response and cleanup capabilities.

Potential impacts from transfer stations can be mitigated in a

. variety of ways. The transfer stations would be located at

sufficient distance from residential and public areas. Desig-
nated truck access routes can be established and site and
operations plans would be reviewed by regulatory agencies prior
to approval. Personnel training programs and equipment inspec-
tions would minimize accidental emission releases. Waste oil
tanks and other waste containers would be properly contained,
sealed and vented. Emergency response will be coordinated with
the County’s Area-Wide Plan. The facilities will be inspected
regularly by CIMP inspectors.

Implementation of CHWMP policies and programs will protect and
enhance public health and the environment, including air quality.

CHWMP policies, educational and technical assistance programs
would encourage source reduction, recycling and other forms of
waste minimization. CIMP efforts in hazardous materials and

waste permitting, inspection and monitoring of industries and
businesses may identify and reduce improper or illegal hazardous
waste disposal, including possible on-site incineration. House-
holds would also have the opportunity to properly dispose. of
hazardous wastes that might otherwise be improperly disposed in
landfills, sanitary sewers, burned or dumped. A strengthened
pesticides management program would further reduce any risk posed

by improper aerial application of pesticides.

The Plan urges coordination of the activities of.the El1 Dorddo
and Tahoe Air Pollution Control Districts (APCDs) with CIMP, and
coordination of the activities of the two APCDs. This would
result in improved inspection and enforcement of emission
standards. : '

Water Quality and Hydrology
Impacts

New policies and programs to protect water quality and public
health should more than offset any impacts from transfer station

construction and operation. However, the siting of a transfer

station will be subject to all the siting criteria contained in
Section 6 of the CHWMP. Mitigations to offset potential water
quality impacts are addressed during the project analysis and
CEQA review.

Construction and operational impacts of the two small proposed
transfer stations should be minimal on water quality and

_ hydrology. Improper operation of a transfer station could result

in accidents or spills and resultant contamination of soil,
ground and surface waters. Improper handling of hazardous
materials and wastes by small businesses and igdustries could

also lead to accidents, spills or illegal dumping, with toxic
contaminants reaching surface or groundwater.

11



Mitigations

Through CIMP, hazardous materials users and waste generators
would be subject to permits and inspections and required to
prepare business plans for 'safe on-site storage, use, trans-
portation, treatment and disposal (refer to CHWMP Section 8.5).
The County Emergency Response Plan will also incorporate business
response plans and provide improved response and initial cleanup
capabilities in the event of accidents and spills.

The transfer stations would be operated in a manner that would
minimize and contain spills and located in areas that pose
minimal potential for contamination of water resources. The
transfer stations and waste oil recovery tanks will be properly
lined, sealed and bermed to contain any spills. The storm
drainage system for these stations can also be completely
contained, if desirable. Personnel training and equipment
inspection programs will minimize accidental spills. The
transfer station’s emergency response plan would be coordinated
with the County’s Area-Wide Plan and the stations inspected
regularly by CIMP inspectors.

Coordinated monitoring of groundwater by the Regional Water
Quality Control Board (RWQCB) and DEH, administration of
Proposition 65 and the Safe Drinking Water Act (AB 1803), would
strengthen regulatory program efforts to protect surface and
groundwater resources of the County. DEH will be testing small
potable water systems for toxic constituents, if it receives

a State grant. Additional County policies can be initiated to
mitigate unforeseen impacts to water quality and hydrology.

The County has received numerous complaints of dumping of °
potentially hazardous wastes and inquiries from concerned
citizens of how to properly dispose their wastes. Implementation
of CIMP, the small business and household hazardous waste
education, technical assistance and collection programs would
help to encourage source reduction, recycling and other forms of
waste minimization and proper handling and disposal of hazardous
materials and wastes. This will result in a significant decrease
in the current level of improper and illegal disposal, thereby
reducing the threat of contamination of ground or surface waters
by hazardous waste and enhance the overall water quality of the
County. '

Geology and Soils

Impacts

Potential impacts on geologic and soil resources could result
from either improper management of hazardous waste or the
incompatibility of mineral and agricultural resources with the
use of these lands for hazardous waste facilities. Full
implementation of the CHWMP and siting of the two recommended
transfer stations would result in minimal impacts to the
geologic environment, mineral and agricultural resources.

The siting of new hazardous waste transfer stations would require
the removal or disturbance of soil and may affect geological rock
formations. Should future mining industries propose to operate
in the County, they would be subject to federal, state and local
regulations regarding the release of toxic substances into

12



surface or groundwaters and toxic air emissions. The El Dorado
CHWMP is not likely to result in additional regulatory restric-

tion to mineral resources development above the existing level of
regulatory control. ) : .

‘The CHWMP haS‘identifiéd a number of areas where soils are

contaminated or potentially contaminated by toxic substances. A
just completed DHS review of state files (March 29, 1988 County
notification) indicates additional potentially contaminated
sites. This data has been incorporated into the CHWMP during the
review process. The CHWMP encourages cleanup of these sites and
proper management practices to avoid future spills and minimizing
improper or illegal disposal. '

Mitigations

siting criteria contained in Section 6.3 of the CHWMP exclude
hazardous waste facilities from mineral resource areas and prime
agricultural lands. siting criteria also avoid active faults and
other geoclogic hazards areas. Drainage and erosion control
measures would be required at the proposed transfer station sites
or any future TSD facility. '

The County has been actively permitting and inspecting the
installation of new underground tanks, removal of old tanks and
cleanup of contaminated sites. The County will monitor the
progress of cleanup efforts and federal and state inspection and
enforcement actions at contaminated sites. The El Dorado CHWMP
would strengthen the County’s underground tank program and the
ability to monitor contaminated site cleanup efforts, particu-
larly through CIMP, the pata Information System and coordination
with DHS and the RWQCB'’s. . A

While initial efforts may identify more old contaminated sites in
the short run, long-term implementation efforts would result in
fewer contaminated sites and proper cleanup of those sites.
Permitting, inspection, education, technical assistance programs,
collection services and the transfer station will encourage
proper transport and disposal, and reduce illegal dumping.

Vegetation and wildlife

Since construction of hazardous waste facilities would not

“directly result from the adoption of the CHWMP, the potential

disturbance and/or destruction of habitat for vegetation and
wildlife species is deemed insignificant. At this time, only two
small transfer stations are recommended. They are most likely to
be located in existing industrial or commercial areas. There-
fore, no significant impact to vegetation and wildlife is likely
to occur.

It is unknown if significant impacts to elements in the natural
and man made environment would result from the construction and
operation of potential future proposed TSD facilities. Effects
of such facilities cannot be adequately determined without
additional information addressing the specific proposed
facility’s type, size, jocation and timing. Any future proposed
industrial TSDF facility construction and operational activity
result:=g from the adoption of the CHWMP would require site-
speciz : CEQA review for each proposed project.

13



Implementation of CHWMP policies and programs will actually
reduce the volumes of hazardous waste that would be produced in
the future, and encourage proper handling of hazardous materials
and wastes by industries, small businesses and households in El
Dorado County. These policies and programs will, therefore,
reduce improper disposal, illegal dumping and minimize risks of

accidental spills and emissions, and therefore minimize potential

adverse impacts to vegetation and wildlife from improper
hazardous waste management.

Transportation and Circulation

Impacts

Adverse impacts to transportation and circulation due to the
implementation of the El Dorado CHWMP would be minimal and
insignificant. The CHWMP does not result in changes in land use,
zoning or other General Plan elements that would alter the growth
pattern of industry, employment and population in the County.

The CHWMP would encourage increased use of existing collection
services for waste oil, solvents and other wastes, possibly
resulting in minor local traffic increases. The two proposed
transfer stations would affect lccal circulation patterns,
however, the extent of vehicular traffic that would deliver waste
to these transfer stations is presently unknown. Therefore,
CHWMP implementation would result in a minor but insignificant
increase in local traffic levels and circulation patterns. The
affect on County-wide circulation is deemed minimal.

Mitigations

Implementation of CHWMP programs would strengthen efforts at safe
transport of hazardous materials and waste and improve emergency
response capabilities. Designated truck routes can be
established to serve the transfer stations and on-site facilities
that use or generate significant quantities of hazardous or
acutely hazardous materials and wastes. These routes would avoid
residential and public use areas and use roads that provide a
greater margin of safety and access for emergency response,
thereby minimizing the potential impacts from accidental spills
of hazardous materials and wastes.

Utilities and BServices

Impacts

The E1 Dorado CHWMP is primarily program, rather than

facility-oriented. Therefore, impacts of Plan implementation are
anticipated to be minimal on County and City utility, police and
fire services. The two proposed transfer stationms, serving the
Tahoe Basin and Placerville-El Dorado Hills, respectively, would
each require only one or two acres and operators. The transfer
stations may be operated in conjunction with existing solid waste
operations. No treatment or disposal activities will occur;
therefore, the transfer stations would only require standard
small business water, sewer, power and communications hookups or

possibly utilize existing hookups if operated in conjunction with

14



e g T e e

a solid waste facility. The transfer station would represent a
concentration of hazardous substances in a limited area and,
therefore, some risk of spills, fires or other accidents.

itigatio

The emergency response plan for the transfer stations would be
coordinated with the Area-Wide Plan. The facilities would be
properly secured and operated and should not place a significant

demand on police and fire services.

The CIMP does include inspection of businesses filing a hazardous
materials business plan, as required by AB 2185/2187. In the
unincorporated areas of El porado County, fire districts may be
trained and used to conduct inspections, inventory hazardous
materials use and provide educational and technical assistance to
businesses. These efforts would minimize threats of accidents
and fires involving toxics and improve the ability for fire
districts and emergency response agencies to respond in the event
of accidents or fires involving toxic substances. (Refer to
CHWMP Section 8.3.) )

The need for a large scale industrial treatment, storage and
disposal TSD facility is not anticipated in El Dorado County
through the year 2000. However, should an industrial TSD be
proposed in the County, a risk assessment persuant to Section
6.3.14 of the CHWMP shall be performed to evaluate and mitigate
impacts. '

Local Government

Imgag;s

Full implementation of the El Dorado CHWMP would stress existing
limited funding sources and place additional demands on County
and city agencies and staff to implement the plan. If adequate
funding were available to fully implement the plan, approximately
three to four new employees would be hired to effectively
implement required existing underground tank and hazardous
material inventory programs and the proposed new CIMP. Full
implementation would include four CIMP inspectors, a CHWMP :
planner and coordinator; partial implementation would probably be
two inspectors and a coordinator. Existing staffing is equiva-
lent to approximately two or three of those positions, but would
require some reorganization and additional training. Adequate

" funding for full implementation would enable El1 Dorado County to

better meet federal and state regulatory program requirements.

Mitigations

Implementation of the "new" programs recommended in Section 8.4
of the CHWMP will require greater funding and staffing then just
improving existing programs (Section 8.7). Costs could be
reduced through the partial or delayed implementation alterna-
tive. However, if the new programs result in more integrated,
comprehensive'management of hazardous materials and wastes, the
increased implementation costs and staffing needs can be kept to
a minimum and used more effectively.

CIMP would coordinate hazardous materials inventory, underground

15



tanks, hazardous waste generator inspections into one program.
It would avoid duplication or potential conflict in efforts: but
would require a significant commitment form County to develop
program details, hire and train staff, establish fees and
initiate program operating. A separate CIMP inspector is
recommended for the South Lake Tahoe area to avoid excessive
travel time to and from Placerville and therefore be more cost
effective. ‘

Multiple environmental and waste regulations could affect ability
of economically marginal businesses to operate. CIMP could
result in lower total fees to businesses than separate permits
for underground tanks, materials inventory and waste generation
and could provide more predictability. Small business educa-
tional and technical assistance program efforts would have a
beneficial impact on hazardous waste management, but would
require small business cooperation and commitment to the program.

For an effective household program, support of education programs
and a collection service is important. . Monthly or seasonal
curbside pick-up may be appropriate, along with voluntary
residential drop-off at the transfer stations. Cost of collec-
tion service would be passed on to residents through garbage
and/or sewer fees. '

The facility siting program would have to rely on private
operators to operate the transfer station. Garbage and sewver
fees could be raised or service areas created. Businesses could
be charged for drop-off use of the facility. Reduction of
impropeg/illegal hazardous waste disposal can be achieved through

monitoring of the solid wastestream and sanitary sewage, but
would require increased garbage and sewer fees. .

Social and Economic Impacts

The following other elements of the natural and man-made
environment may be

affected by future proposed facilities but it is deemed that
these elements '

would not be directly affected by the édoption of the CHWMP:
o Meteorology and Climate
o Ambient Noise Environment
o Cultural and Historical Resources

o Visual Resources

Significant Environmental Effects of the Proposed Project

The significant effect of adoption of the CHWMP would be to
provide El Dorado County with coordinated management of hazardous
waste with increased management authority at the county level.
The level of County-wide management of hazardous waste as
prescribed in the CHWMP is not currently being performed, the
CHWMP organizes and focuses future management efforts to meet
County needs.

Potential direct and indirect effects that would result from
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improved ‘County management of hazardous waste through CHWMP
implementation include: :

()

o

Potential for significant long-term effects in the local
and regional generation and management of hazardous
waste . D

Potential for changes in the quantities and types of
hazardous waste imported to and/or exported from El
‘Dorado County

Potential for increased source reduction and waste
minimization

Potential for improved safety in the handling of
hazardous waste produced in-County .

Potential for improved bio-physical environmental
conditions due to reduced number of fugitive hazardous
waste releases

Potential conflict in land uses due to the location of
future hazardous waste facilities in the general areas
identified in the CHWMP

Potential for streamlining the siting process for future
hazardous waste facilities through the adoption of
facility siting criteria and a siting review and
approval program

Potential for overall enhanced effects to public health
. and safety from changes in the management of hazarxdous
wastes, with the local potential for increased public
health and safety risks adjacent to future proposed
hazardous waste facilities

Potential for energy savings through some forms of waste
minimization and source reduction

Likely increases in staffing and fiscal needs for County
agencies managing hazardous waste programs

These environmental affects and recommended mitigation measures
are summarized in Table 10-2.
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TABLE 10-2
EL DORADO COUNTY
- HAZARDOUS WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN
TABLE OF ADVERSE IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES'

nation of surface and
groundwater

LEVEL OF
IMPACT
LEVEL OF MITIGATION AFTER CHWMP
IMPACTS SIGNIFICANCE MEASURES MITIGATION
Air Quality Impacts
Risk to human health Moderate Proper opera- Low
from fugitive releases tion of haz.
of hazardous waste. waste facili-
Toxic vapors from ties. Area-
accidental spills. Wide Emergency
Response Plan
Fire/explosion involv- Moderate Small Business Low
ing hazardous sub- Hazardous ’
stances Waste Programs
Potential for local Low Proper siting, Low
air quality effects construction,
due to construction and operation of
and operation of new new facilities
transfer stations. : .
Air Quality APCD
Inspections
Project EIR
Water Quality and Hydrology
Drainage, erosion and Moderate CIMP Low
siltation from construc-
tion of new facilities, Facility Siting
including transfer Program
stations
’ Project EIR
Potential for contami- Moderate CIMP hazardous Low

materials, waste,
generation and
underground tank
permitting programs

Area-Wide Emergency

Response Plan, Co-
ordination with RWQCB
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TABLE 10-2 (Continued)

traffic from ingress/
egress from Transfer
stations.

19

LEVEL OF
IMPACT
. LEVEL OF MITIGATION AFTER CHWMP
IMPACTS SIGNIFICANCE MEASURES MITIGATION
Biological Impacts
potential loss of biotic Low Facility Siting Low
‘habitat from the siting Program, adoption
of new facilities of siting criteria
Project EIR
Geology and Soils
Potential for ground Moderate CIMP Low
and soil contamination
from accidental spills
of hazardous waste.
Household Waste
Program
Small Business
Waste Program
Potential for contam- Moderate CIMP, Coordi- Moderate
inated soil removal nation with EPA,
DHS, RWQCB
Potential for disruption Low Facility Siting Low
of significant geologic Program and
rock formations adoption of siting
criteria
land Use Impacts ‘
Potential conflict be- High Facility Siting Moderate
tween planned land uses Program and
and siting future haz- adoption siting
ardous waste facilities, policies and
(e.g. prime agricultural criteria
lands, other industries,
adjacent residential
areas).
Transportation and circulation
pPotential for increased Low Facility Siting Low

Program with
utilization of
adopted siting criteria



TABLE 10-2 (Continued)

LEVEL OF

. IMPACT
LEVEL OF MITIGATION AFTER CHWMP
IMPACTS SIGNIFICANCE MEASURES MITIGATION
Designated access
routes for trans-
fer truck access
Restricted facility
hours
Project EIR
Potential increase in Low Restricted hours Low

traffic due to increased
collection services.

Public Utjlities and Services
Potential increased Moderate
in the need for utility

services due to new

facility siting.

public Sector and Fiscal Impacts

Increased demand on High
County data processing

needs.

Increased demand on High

county fiscal resources

Increased demand on

Moderate
County staffing needs

of traffic access

Source Reduction and
Waste Minimization
Programs

Project EIR Low

Facility siting
Program, adoption
of siting criteria
and policies

Reimbursement for
utilities by
new facility

Consistency with
County General
Plan and Zoning
ordinance.

Staged implemen-
tation of new
programs

Staged implemen-
tation of new
programs

Staged implementa- Low
tion of new programs.

Moderate

Moderate



7.0 CUMULATIVE AND GROWTH-INDUCING IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED ACTION

It is the purpose of production of hazardous waste on the natural and
man-made environment in El Dorado County and in california in general.
When the type, timing, location and size of as yet unproposed
nazardous waste facilities is known, each project would be required to
prepare a specific CEQA and envircnmental impact disclosure: document.

The cumulative effect of increased education of the general populace
and small businesses regarding hazardous waste should be an enhanced
natural and man-made environment through the reduction in the.
generation and improper disposal of hazardous wastes. This cumulative
impact may induce some growth enhancing the public perception of a
clean and healthy environment through better management of hazardous
wastes and the reduction of those wastes requiring management. This
cumulative affect may encourage some industrial ‘growth; however,

additional regulations under CHWMP may discourage marginal industries
from locating in El Dorado County or the State of California.

8.0 SIGNIFICANT UNAVOIDABLE IMPACTS

Adverse Effects

The adoption of the CHWMP would have no direct unavoidable significant
adverse impacts. Specific facilities and new programs may be
mitigated through proper site and operational plans, risk assessments
and the use of policies contained in the CHWMP. In the near term,
implementation of new programs may not occur and recommended

facilities may not be sited.

Adoption of the CHWMP may lead to long-term commitment of sites for
the two recommended small business and household transfer stations.
The impacts of construction and operation of transfer stations will be
minimal and offset by site and operational plans and the positive
affects and reduced risks to public health and the environment
resulting from implementation of CHWMP policies and programs.

No other TSD facilities are proposed at this time. Future as yet
unproposed facilities may be encouraged to pursue locating in the
areas identified as potentially suitable in the CHWMP. Should such
facilities be approved, this would result in significant long-term
commitment of portions of these industrial districts for TSD facility
use. Impacts to the natural and man-made environment associated with
the construction and operation of future proposed facilities may
result. Potential loss of biotic habitat and change in land use and

character may result from future construction and operation of
facilities. ' '

Ssignific icia act

Adoption of the CHWMP would afford E1 Dorado County with the potential
to achieve its goals of establishing safe and responsible management
of hazardous wastes, protecting public health and the environment.
Adoption of the CHWMP would also provide the County with a significant
degree of control over the siting of future hazardous waste
facilities, utilizing the siting criteria, policies and approval
process within the CHWMP. (Refer to Sections 6.0, 8.3 and Appendix G
of the CHWMP for more siting information.)



9.0 EFFECTS NOT FOUND TO BE SIGNIFICANT

Potentially significant impacts discussed in Section 6.0 may or may
not occur depending on the implementation strategy for the programs
proposed in the Public Hearing Draft CHWMP. New hazardous waste
facilities would be required to disclose in a detailed environmental
assessment those effects which would be specific to be proposed
project.

The Tanner legislation, under which the Public Hearing Draft CHWMP has
been prepared, is new and as yet untested. The potential incorpora-
tion of the CHWMP as an Element of the General Plan may Or may not
result in the impacts discussed in the DEIR. The possible significant
effects of the proposed adoption focus on the secondary effects that
would be expected to result from the adoption of the Public Hearing
Draft CHWMP. The discussion of these effects need not be as detailed
as an EIR for the siting, construction and operation of a specific new
facility (CEQA Guidelines Section 15146 et seq). '

10.0 RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN LOCAL SEORT-TERM USES OF THE ENVIRONMENT
AND THE MAINTENANCE AND ENHANCEMENT OF LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY

The extent to which short-term private uses of the environment
conflict with the maintenance of long-term productivity is dependent
on the degree and timing of policies, goals, objectives and
implementation strategies. The mitigation of adverse impacts may be
achieved through the involvement of private and public interested
parties in the implementation of the CHWMP. This would help to ensure
the potential enhancement of the natural and man-made environment that
would result from the Plan. Short-term impacts of construction and
operation of the small business and household transfer stations'would

be offset by the improved management of hazardous wastes generated in
the County.
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APPENDIX A

" LOCATION OF ELEMENTS REQUIRED IN A

GENERAL PLAN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

v EIR
CEQA (1) LOCATION CHWMP
SECTION TITLE (Section #) LOCATION
15121 Coversheet Coversheet Not Applicable
15122 Table of Contents Table of Contents Not Applicable
15123 Summary overview (1) Section 1.0,
Executive Summary
15124 Project Project Entire CHWMP
Description Description (2) document
15125 Existing Setting Existing Setting Sections 1.0,
(3.0) 2.0, 5.0, 7.0
15126(a) Significant Impact and Sections 1.0,
Environmental Mitigation 3.0, 4.0, 5.0,
Effects Analysis (6.0) 6.0, 8.0
15126 (b) Significant Significant Sections 2.0,
Environmental Environmental 3.0, 5.0, 6.0,
Effects that Effects that 8.0 .
cannot be Avoided Cannot be Avoided
(5.0) '
15126(c) Mitigation Impact Analysis, Sections 1.0,
Measures Impacts and 4.0, 6.0, 8.0
Mitigations
Summary (6)
15126(d) Alternatives to Description of Not Applicable
the Project Alternatives (4.0)
15126 (e) Short-term vs. Relationship Be- Sections 3.0,

Long-term
Productivity

tween Local Short-
term Uses of the

Environment and the

Maintenance and

Enhancement of Long-

term Productivity
(10.0)

24

5.0, 6.0, 8.0



Appendix A (continued)
Location of Elements Required in a
General Plan Environmental Impact Report

JRpre——

EIR
CEQA - (1) LOCATION CHWMP
SECTION TITLE (Section #) LOCATION
15126 (£) Significant Significant Sections 3.0,
Irreversible Unavoidable 5.0, 6.0, 8.0
Environmental Impacts (8.0)
Changes
15126(9). Growth Inducing cumulative and Not Applicable
Impacts Growth Inducing -
Impacts of the
Proposed Action
(7.0)
15128 Effects not Found Effects not Found Not Applicable
to be Significant to be Significant
(9.0) . '
15129 Oorganizations and EIR Appendix B CHWMP
Persons Consulted Appendix K
15130 cumulative Impacts cumulative and sections 5.0,
Growth Inducing 6.0, 8.0
Impacts of the
Proposed Action
) (8.0)
15131 Economic and Project Descrip- Sections 1.0,
Social Effects tion (2.0) (Fiscal 4.0, 5.0, 6.0,
considerations) 8.0
Environmental Im-
pact and Mitigation
Analysis (Section
6.0)
15082 (e) State Clearing- overview (1.0) Not Applicable
house Number
15132(d) Response to Project Descrip- Not Applicable

Comments

tion (2.0)
Impact Analysis
(6.0)
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EL DORADO C

favironmental Hezlth Division

3E0 Fair lane
?lacerv;lle

Transportation Department
sissouri Flat/Headington Rd.
Placerville, CA 95667

Puilding Division
360 Fair lane
Plzcerville, CA 95667

Sreriff's Office
300 Fair lane
Placerville, CA 9S€E7

Air Pellution Contzrel
360 Fair lane
Flacerville, CA 95667

Supervisor Jack Sweeney
330 Fair lLane
Flacerville, CA 956€7

Supervisor Bob Dorr
330 Fair lane
Placerville, CA 95667

- Supervisor M¥ike Visman
330 Fair lane
Placerville, CA 95667

Supervisor Pat lowe
320 Fair lane
Pizcerville, CA 95667

Suzervisor John Cefalu
330 Fair Lane
Tizcervilie, CA 95667

Sierra Planning Organizatidn
1230 High St., Suite 210
Auburn, CA 95603

E]1 Dorade Irrigationm District
2890 Mosquito Road
Placerville, CA 95667

Air Resources ‘Board
Anne Geraghry

1131 S Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Caltrans - District 3
703 B Street
Marysville, CA 95901

Departzernt cf Fish & Ga=e
Dzn Einz

P.0. Box 228

Cazino, CA 95709

State Clearizghouse
1400 10:zh Street
Sacraszento, CA 95814

£1 Dorado County

Resource Conservation District

415 Placerville Dr. Suite J
Placerville, CA 95667

EPIC

Bill Center

P.0. Box 447 )
Shingle Springs, CA 95682

E1 Dorado County

Transportation Cornission
360 Fair lane
Flacerville, CA 956€7

Pacific Gas & flectric Co.

471 Pierroz Road
Plzcerville, CA 95667

HWMP NOTICE OF PREPARATION MAILING LIST

Pacific Telephere
281 Industrial Drive
Placerville, Ca 3267

City of Folsom Planning
Brad Kortick

50 Natoma Street
Folsom, CA 95630

Sacramento County Planning
827 Seventh Street '
‘Sacramento, CA 95814

Manager, City of Placerville
487 Main Street
Placerville, CA 93667

Manager, City of So. lake Tat
P.0. Box 1210

Ssouth Lake Tahoe, ca 957C3

T.R.P.A.
p.0. Box 1038
Zephyr Cove, N §94L4LE-1C3!

Azador County Planning
108 Court Street
Jackson, CA 95642

Placer County Planning
11414 B Avenue
Acsurn, Ca 65603
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NOTICE OF PREPARATICN

sk 211 Interested Persons

STBJECT: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact
Report for the El Dorado County Hazardous Waste
Management Plan (CBVIMP)

El Dorado County Planning Division, as lead agency, wWill prepare an
Environmental Impact' Report (EIR) on the preparation and adoption
of its County Hazardous Waste Management Plan (CHWMP) pursuant to
AB 2948. The contents of the CHWMP will include:

1. An analysis of the County's present hazardous waste stream
‘ generation and projections of the anticipated generation in
2000 A.D. .

2. A description, including capacity, of existing hazardous
waste facilities which treat, handle, recycle, and dispose of
‘hazardous waste produced in the County.

3. An analysis of the potential for recycling and reducing the
volume and hazard of hazardous waste. )

4. Consideration of the management of small volumes of hazardous
waste produced by households and businesses.

A needs assessment for additional hazardous waste management
facilities now and in 2000 A.D.

[V]]

6. An identification of general areas and criteria or specific
sites for new hazardous waste facilities.

7. A statement of the policies, goals, and'objectives of hazard-
ous waste management in El Dorado County through the year 2000.

8. An implementation schedule of County and city actions to im-
plement the CHWMP through the year 2000.

The project location is El1 Dorado County. The CHWMP and the EIR

will analyze hazardous waste management 1issues within the entire
County.

In- order to ensure a thorough and adegquate EIR, we are solicting
the comments of responsible agencies and interested parties as to
the issues which should be addressed. A public meeting (scoping
session) is scheduled for

Interested persons are invited to attend and suggest issues to be
addressed in the EIR. Written comnments are also encouraged. The
deadline for submitting written comments is

Responsible agencies will use the EIR when considering necessary
approval of the project.

A copy of the Initial study (Parts I and II) is attached.

All responses should be sent to at the address
shown above, by '



INFORMATION Required of Applicants For Office Use
: as
part 1 of Initial Study ﬁgplication Number or Title
céunty Hazardous Waste

of

gnvironmental Impacts Management Plan (CHWMP)

The following information is required of the applicant for all

~projects that reguire a permit and which the Department of En-

vironmental Management derermines are subject tO review pursuarnt
to the California Environmental Cuality Act (CEQA). Complete
disclosure of environmental data ijs required and is in the best
interesz of the applicant to© avoid uncertainty 3as to compliarnce
with CECA. NOTE: This information must relate to the underlying
or potenzial development in all cases as described in Section 1.A
and B below. Answers may be contirued uncer Section V or on aé-
ditional sheets-.

(E;) PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PURPOSE: (Fully describe the na-
ture of the proposed project ard the purpcese of this
reguest, including the ultimaze use of the property which

maxes this application necessary. Attach additional sheet
or continue under Section V if necessary.) .

A. Project description: Preparation of E1 Corado Countv's

Hazardous Waste Manacement Plan (CBWMP). See Section V.

B. Ultimate purpose beyond present application: provide
policies, goals, objectives, and criteria for Fazardous_

waste management .

1x1. PROJECT DETAILS:

bl

(Au)znvircnmenta: Se++~ing:

Describe the project site and surrounding properties as
they presently exist; including information on unigue
features, s>il stability, plants and animals and cu.-
tural, historical or scenic aspects. (Attach additioral
sheets and g .otographs ci tre site as necessary. Snaz-
shots, etc., are acceptatle.)

Entire County

—

1. Project site:

RS




—

S .
(E:;)Su:round:ng croperties: _Entzre County

3 Ex;st;na Condl‘zons."'***—

C::} Pro;ect area (sq. ft or. acres) Entire County.

2. Exzstzng use of land.

3. Number and»type»ot_gxis;ipgistructures:

a. Residential _N/A = =
b. Agricultural-
c. Commercial

d. Other
4. hunber and type ‘of existing trees: N/A
5. 51°pe cf property. V/A ‘

" Flat or sloping S (0 6%.slope) . acres
Rolling oo A7-15% slope) acres
Hilly (16-243 slope) acres
Steep , - (25% slope)_ _acres

6. Describe surrounding land uses (include type of crop
if agricg;;urql);_»N/A

= NORTH
- SOUTH:
i EAST:

WEST:

7. .Descrzbe any power 11nes. water mains. pipelines or
other transmission lines which are located on or
adjacent to the property: _N/A

8. hane of creeks and ‘natural or man-made drainage
channels throuch‘gzaadjacent to the property:

9. Priméry3v§hi;1=;1§ﬁ:ss tO .property:

cC. Pronose~ Chances to PrOﬁeﬂt 51*e.

1. CHaﬂces in size contours aﬁd vegezation which will
resuls from any grad;ng Preparation of plan will
--not have direct. site impacts. Y subsequel

sitings will undergo incependen TEViIEW.




2. Number, siie and type of trees to be renmoved:
See C.1 above

3. Number and type of existing structures to be
removed: See C.]l above

4. Type of fencing or visual screening proposed:
See C.1 above

5. Access to project site:

€. Proposed. method of water supply: See C.1 above

7. Proposed method of sewage disposal: See C.1 above

8. Period@ of cons:ruc<ion and/or anticipated phasing:

Residential Project: Yes No X Mixed

(I£f "No", proceedé to Item E.)

1. Number of dwelling 2. Number of proposed
units proposed: dwelling units with:
One famiiy "  One bedroom
Two family Two bedrooms
Multi-family Three bedrooms
Condominium Four or more

bedrooms
" TOTAL.
3. Approximate price range of lots: to .
4. Approximate price range of units: to

Commercial, Industrial, Agricultural or Other Non-
Residential Project:

Yes No X Mixed
(If "Neo", proceed to Section III.)

1. 7To:al number of square feet of floor area:

S —————————————

2. Hours of cperation: Months of Cperation:

3. Expected maximum number of people/customers using
facilities: .

4. Exp-cted maximunm number of employees, per shift:
All shifes:

S. Number of parking spaces proposed:

6. Nazure of noise gerera+ion, if any:




I1I1.

Iv.

"Dgi§snsr=te;§iéﬂificaati?hdﬂh&sidfﬁséiid;,f
D esne or ditters o st Uil X

" Zogers dn viginity. o

~3
.

viacure of odcrs emitted, if any:

8. Type of loadihg/unloading facilities: _

5. Number of stories: __ i - Maximum Height:

10. Type of exterior lighting proposed: __

11. Lot Coverage:  building c§$ef¥§§ %;A )
' ‘ e ~surfaced area - T ___ R
‘landscaped or open <. ]

NECESSARY PERMITS FOR TH1S PROJECT: = .

List below all other permits you will need during the
development of this project. Indicate if application for
necessp;y;permit”hasfbegn”madeﬁtﬁ R

A, Federal Sétﬁtié§ (for example:*ééfps;;bf Engineers):

. N/A

B,_Statefaﬁdvseéiéﬁil>§ggnciei)(£or example, BCDC, Ahir Pol-
1ution Control Distriéﬁ):*CHWMwaili»be=a;o:oved»bv~
State Departmeﬁtﬂof'Health*serVices,fQE@~Dermitfrecuired.

c. Other Local agenéiis“(inclﬁéing‘Couhiyfaéencies. special

roved bv
Cities.

district, cities, etc,):,-CHWMP»will~be a
County Board of Supervisors anc a majority o<
No permit. reguired. TR TR L i i el

" ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST: ~ "

iIndicate the fdiibﬁihgfitéméﬁaﬁplicablefto.the project or
jts effects. Discuss in Section-V below all items checked

"Yes" or'ﬁuqybe“v(qt;gch.additioyal sheets as necessaTry).
- Yes Maybe No

A. Change‘ih e§i;£in§ natural features . .
including any bays, tidelands, beaches,
~ lakes, hills or vegetation. -

B;LChaage;i@fiéghiclyieyiib%”Viitas from .
-.existing ;e;ideniiar“argaS)?puﬁaiei;r;;:
. lands, or roads. < AN

ha gér;g;gaetézngor,;néggcte:dbiggff;
2 iréaiof*prOjecg3;1;~‘ g

ge ifi- dust, 2shi

smoke, fumes OF -




Yes Maybe ¢

F. Change in ocean, bay, lake, stream
or ground water; quality or guantity,
velocity, flow or alteration of existing
drainage patterns. X

G. Change in existing noise or vibration
levels in the vicinity. X

H. Site on filled land or construction oOr
grading on slope of 25% or more. X

1. Use or disposal of materials potentially
hazardous to man OT wildlife, such as
toxic substances, flammables or
explosives. X

J. Change in demand for public services
(police, fire, water, sever, etc.),
beyond those presently available on
site or proposed in the near future. : X

K. Substantially increase fossil fuel
consumption (eleczricity, oil, natural
gas, etc.). ’ X

L. Change in use of or access to an
existing recreational area or
navigable stream. X

M. Change in traffic on immediate road
system or vehicular roise. X

N. Removal of agricultural or grazing

lands from production. : X
0. Construction within a flood plain. X
P. Relocation of people. X

ADDITIONAL INPORMATION OR COMMENTS REGARDING POSSIBLE AD-
VERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS OF THIS PROJECT:

El Dorado County Bazardous Waste Management Plan (CEWMP) . This

Plan will be a comprehensive policy document prepared pursuant
to AB 2948 (Tanner). The CHWMP will address hazardous waste
generation, transportation, treatment, storage and disposal

in El Doraco County. The CHWMP will include criteria for sit-
inc anv necessary future waste manacement facilities as well
as stratecies for hazardoug waste reduction, recycling and
alternative treatment. OState law prohibits future facility
sites or excansion uniess consistent with the CHWMP of thé
citus countv. It is exoected that the committee will reguire
an FIR _Zor this project, Tnitia: study attached. The dis-
cuss.on of tre envircnomental 1mpacts in Section IV is prov-ded
in Section IV of Fart 1I1.




vi.

vVII.

Signature: -

‘Printed Name: _

Byi

VERIFPICATION OF INFORMATION:

I herebdy certify that the statements furnished above and in
the attached exhibits present the data and information re-

: quite§;¥§¥*&h@i§initi@l;5VQ;9;tion to the best of may

abilitv ”Ppafthatathé»fattia7itatements. and information
presented are true and correct to the best of my knowledge

..and belief.

1 ii%iﬁg{éﬁiilédi*

——————

SR phones i

STAFF REVIEW:

Comments: - -
.



" SART II OF INITIAL STUDY
o K B or" e .
ZNVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

APPLICATION NUMBER OR TITLE: El porado County Hazardous Waste
Management Plan (CHWMP)

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW COMMITTEE MEETING DATE:

The following information is provided by the Departzent of En-
vironmental Management as a review of and supplement to the ap-
plicant's completed "Part 1 of Initial Study". These two docu-
pents, Part I and II, comprise the Initial Study required by the
State EIR Guidelines, Section 15080.

I. ADDITIONAL DATA:

A. USGS Quad. Map: Entire CountycCounty Base Map: All

B. 'Zoning all Zones

c. scs Soil Classification __ Various

D. Is project site in an agricultural preserve? Yes

E. 1Is prciject site in an airport runway approach zone? Yes

F. Is project site in an irrigation district? ¥eS. EID

G. 1In which APCD is this project located? El Dorado Count?
Re

H. In which fire district is this project located? All

I. In which WQRC is this project located? Regions 5 and 6

J. 1In which Corps of Engineers District? Sacrémento Distr

K. In which school district is this project located? All

L. In what'city's sphere of influence? All

M. 1Is project site located within”a seismic special study
zone? Yes A ’



~IT.

III.

 GENERAL PLAN CONFORMANCE:

ENVIRONHENTAL REVIEW CHECKLIST‘

1.’,Does it appear that any teeture of -
" 'the'project will generate 1 ;or
publiec controversy? N

2. Will approval of the project set’
an important precedent tor future
projects’ T e . _

3. Ccould this project have eny signi- ;
ficant impact upen the existing =
character of the irmediate vicinity,
or alter the present .or planned land
use of an area? . ._oocogo

4. Could it result in a major deple-
_tion of any: non-reneweble neturel
" resources?’ . S

5. Could it result in the obstructlon
of any scenic view open to the.
publ;c -Or ‘create a visually o:fenszve
s;te op‘n_to publx ‘

B. Land:.

1. Is 1t located in an- aree o: enver-
onmental importance; hazard or
.critical concern (e.9.5: marsh,.

__ stream river, River, lake, gravel
1jdegosits, canal, slougb, park,
“azrport’ A RN Y.

2. Could it ceuse signzficanc ‘
_disruptions,- displacement, or
‘removal of: sozls tron the sxte.

3. ICould it change s1gn1£icant1y the
~ topography or any unique geolog;c -
_or phys;cal fea‘ures’ B o

Yes Maybe No-

X
X
X
X
X
<
X




Yés Mayte NKec
Air:
1. Could it result in a substantial

detrimental effect on air quality
during and/or atter construction?

2., Could it deter the attainment
and/or prevent the maintenance
of any published‘national.or state
air quality standards-(e.g.-additional.
source of auto enissions, dust, smoke,
etc.)? N o X

3. cOuld it result in the ermission
of objectionable odors?

water:

1. Could it result in a substantial
detrimental effect on water X
quality? : :

2. Could it deter the attainment
and/or prevent the maintenance of
any national or state water quality X

standards?

3. Could it involve»the,possibility
of contanination of a public
water supply system or adversely
affect ground water quality or

supply? » _ X

4. Could it cause or contribute to
substantial £locding, ercsion.or

siltation? -

5. Could it significanily}alter drain-
age patterns oOr the rate or amount

of surface runoff of an area? _ X

€. Will it involve construction of
facilities within an area subject
to flooding? X

Animal Life:

1. Could it substantially affect a rare : X
or endangered species OT its habitat?

2. Could it cause substantial inter-
ference with the movenment of any
migratory fish O wildlife species?




3. Could 1t result in sxgnlflcant
changes. in the diversity of:nunbers

of ‘any species of- an;mals*(lncluding"’
birds, f;sh, xnsects ‘and mlcrogauna)"

4,ijeter10ration to existing“fisf'orm
w;ldlife ‘habitat?- :

Plant Life: .

1. Could it substantially atfect a"ﬁ h
 rare or endangered specxes ot'plant’

2.. Could it resuit in signiricant
. changes in the diversity or numbers
.. of any species of plants (including -
" trees, shrubs, n1cro£1ara or aquatic
plants)? v

Agriculture°f““zf;. o

1. Will it result in the removal o!
prine agrzcultural ‘and from-: -
vproduct;on?

2. Will it’ result in tho reduction

:1._‘w111 At rcsult 1n the r-duction
in acreage:ot grazing land?

1. COuld it‘signif cantly 1ncrease
i 2

.

2. Does xt 1nvolvc a r;sk af an
explosion or the release of
hazardous substances 1n the event
of any accident? - .

Yes

Maybe No




23,~nCou1d xt result 1n the creatlon

Yes Mayte No

.of. any health: hazard or

: ‘potent1e1
' health hazard’ ;

4. Could it v1olate anypstate or locel
standards relating ta olzd vaste or
lztter control’ 5

Populet;on, chslng

1. could if'_eié;hi:f;i-
dlstributzon or B
populat:on of an eree’ Ciomisi Lt X

2.v W111 1t reduce the ex;stlng housing
. . gtock or-create a s;gnzf;cant denand
for additional nousing? .~ X

3. Could it have 2 51gn1f1cent growth- _
1nduc1ng ef‘ect’ : : X

Trensportetlon, C1rcu1at1°n°

1. cOuld it generate s;gnlflcant
add;t;onel vehlcular movement? ' _ X

2. Could it cause szgnlficant ‘alter-
ations to present transportet;on
'patterns? ; _

3. Could 1t necess‘tete gnzflcent
-road ‘improvements. oI constructzon
-} <l slgnzticantly ih,,eese the need~

for road ne;ntenencn’ .

4. Could 1t create szgn};zcent

additional vaterborne, rail or
air: tratt;c’ S TN S

5. Could it s1gn1f1cent1y increase
traffic hazards. to. motor. veh;cles,»
blcycllsts or pedestr;ans’ o X

Publzc Serv1ces, Utzlxtles'

1. Could it have a. s;gn1f1cant effect

. apen or result in the need for new
or altered governmentel servzces
or fac;let‘es involving: - :

— S—— S

‘a. Flre prc.ectlon’ :

b' uaw en‘orcementﬁ . o .



Yes Ma?be No

c. Parksxindirec:eatiOnaf S B _:x‘.
opportunities? '

| x
X
-
= g
i ‘*L
~ 2. Could it c:eatc a significant new ,
-, - demand upon existing scurces of o
1. could it result in dcstructicn or
o disturbance ot aisigniticant o
........ o.

o PO p'o: ct havo- ho potcntial
... "to degrad & quality of the onviron- :
‘_ment, sub: an%ialiy reduce the habitat
‘of @ "#ish o wildlife: species, cause a
walsh or wildlife population: to drop belcw
- staining: levels,’ threaten to - -
. "eliminate Jant oranimal:community, -
“Vfreduch the number or: restrict the range:
‘of ‘a rare of endangered plaht or animal’




- IV.

e Xo

‘May

[9)

"<
g
tn

s . , o ,
or elizmirnate ;:pcr:an:uexa39}¢§:Gi;the
majo:ﬁperiods‘of california history oT

"ifprgﬁisger?ﬁﬁiv TR

2. Doéé thelpfbﬁéﬁé'ﬁa;é;??ﬁ;péﬁ;ﬁtiai‘
to achieve short-tera priv;te:goalS'

to the disadvantage of long-tera
envi:onneﬁtgl{goa1§2”¢1¢/3 L X

3. Does the project have a possible
environmental effects which are '
individually'linited'bu:'cungla-ﬂg
tively considerable? AS used in the _
subsection, "cumulatively considerable"
means that the incremental effects of
an individualgproject*g:e,considerable
when viewed in connection with the
effects of p;;:fprojects,_tne effects
of other current projects, and the effects
of prcbable Zuture projects. ’ N X

4. Will :he;enyi;onnen:al;etfects of »
the prciect cause sutscantial adverse

effec=s on husan beings, either directly
or indirectly? . - oo . X

Discussion of items indicated-in“I,FIl*aﬁd 111 above. (In-=
clude mitigation measures and alternatives designed to re-
duce significant‘e:feqts,;causingVthgm;:qwhg>less than

significant.) TR e

e

Item No.
117I. A 1. Yes. The Plan will involve comprehensive poli-
: cies,agqals(ﬂandtopje;;ivgs”tor long-tera haz-
ardous'Qastt,mgnagengnt-[foﬁroad spectzrum of
the pub;icfﬁayvbe'g::gctid;by this Plan. Some
"aspects of the: Plan are likely to engender con-
roversy and,gxtensivd_puﬁiie debate. An ex-
'“tgnsive:public“involvenentuprpgrgn_will accom=
pany Plan p:epa:a:ion,i’ S - :
2. Yes. The Plan yillvipcluaéjpolicies pursuant
S - which all future hazardous waste facilicy
lqcationaan§-expapgiqq{pﬁ;t;be,consistent.

3.f”Yes;l?fﬁé Planfﬁilifiﬁéiu&E ¢titeria for locat-
S 'ngfo:wexpanding_v;:;bgs,waste treatment,
s:crage;aand,disposg;afaciiities. Adoption of

these criteria could potentially impact planned
land uses. ' o ‘ :

4. No. The Plan is exgected to have a less-than-
zajcr effect ©on nen-venuable resources.




§. Mayte. See III A.3. Any future locaticn cr
. expansicn could pectentially alter County views

he ‘County-wide Plan will
relevant City and
‘policies. The Plan will be

‘future cleanup,’ facili-
ty expansion could poten-
cant soil -disturbance.

2. Yes.  see ITI A.3
. tially involve si
ﬂd'?ii#"3ﬂny‘fututéfldca-

d potentially change -

73, Maybe.  “see III A.
‘tion or expansion:
~geologic or physica

III.. C. e : o
1, 2, & 3. Maybe.  See III Ai3. and One waste treat-
. . . ‘ment technology for study is incineration In-
j”bfne;;tionfcpuidfpdtehtiaily‘cnangg*loqglizéd

hg;*br:qéor‘p:oductfoﬁ;

1, 2, & 3. Maybe. Sée IIZ A.3., B.2, and B.3. The Plan
. . . will inclucde measures for analyzing and pro- -
tecting water -quality. These measures could
' potentially change ‘existing conditions. |
Mitigation measures are expected to be devel-
.oped to adequately avoid or minimize any such
_impacts:’

: +s.% Future-EIR analysis will irdicate
“whet; r>thifPlan. ill involve an increase or a

“'Maybe.  See III A.3., B.2., B.3;, and D.l.  Any
“future facility location or expansion could-

~ potentially change natural features affecting
.~ drainage, erosion,.or siltatien. Appropriate
" pitigation measures will be identified in the
IR T i Ml el ,

D aws.

6. Maybe: -The project involves planning for en-
f'“‘Virggaent41lyﬁsghsitiyg_f;cilitigs~tcr‘which
" “location within an area subject to flooding .
would be- inappropriate. Further EIR analysis
will indicate whether the Plan will involve
" facility placement:in a flood-prone area.

- E. 1l-4. Maybe. 'See III A:3. and B.l. The Plan and
S 7 EIR will'include mitigation measures to avoid
. er minimize any izpacts to sensitive animal
"Yife inm consultation with the Departaent of -
;qt;snfanggcgge,“Natu:;l[ﬁivg;sity;Data Base.




r. 1-2.
G. 1-30
4.
H. 1-2.
1. 1-3.
“‘.
\ K. 1—3}?
4.
f -
I
H
“ 5,
U
I
|
i 1. d.

Haybe.’
_mininize‘any,impacts ro sensitive
';Gane;ﬁxatur;L1DLVQ*

Maybe...

,noisg,g;ightt'ox

. of

- countys

vﬂafﬁé} Jkﬁf

. Ne..: Hdst,héza:dous_waSte

‘Maybe. v ‘
"comp:ehens;ve.analysis of_poten:ial changes

and 3.1. 71I=ne Plan al
include pizigation measures £o aveid cT 4
plant 1ife L
- of Fish anc

See IZI A.3.
will

¢onsultation~wi;nﬁthe
t

See TII A.3.

Héia:douﬁlwgsté'fa%ilities geﬁe:ally precluce

‘other uses and,mag;xncluge significant puffer

expansion of

in agricultural areas could poten-~
competing land

zoneS'.; : 2
facilities

tially ;rea;g_con:;ict between

NS erss. - v

Any change in faéility;operations or
could potentially change azbient
glare levels. R

ﬁaYbe;
locations

Yes.. Thgméuffdse,cfithe Pian.isrto develop

policies»goals, and objec:ives_direc:ly related
to tre use and dispesal of hazardous materials.
Treatzent of these ma-erials jnvolves the risks
ii:e,#exp;osion,,and_cthér realth hazarcs.

No. The Plan will be coorainated with and Pre”

paredyconSLszent with ccazed local waste

"standardsf

Maybe. . The Plan could result in.thevredesi;na-
tion of lard uses.which pay affect housing ©r
populaticn. ;Seco;da:y'dr cuzulative growth=
inducing effects could result i the plan ai-
fects the distribution of industry in Solano

: ichangéfin'faciliﬁy Qpefitions cr
'lgcations cquldpotgntiallyichange,t:anspo::a-
tion routes Or volumes.. ' T e

tianspéftiticnvis
additional waterbase,

perforaed by trucks. Any
than

rail or;ai:.tgngiqkis expected to be less

¢gigni£icantk,ﬂi< o

vaype. See 1II. K. L.

a-c R e _
“rhe Plan and EIR will incluce

A in

‘dexdand.

public_sgr#i;gs

The county Departxent of
would ke significantly effeczed =Y

-9




increased Ae‘=-‘ for data :;:age:e::, site in-
- s,ec:a.s, Plan-updates, and otler :'e.e.:e'-l :at-
.tersi - -The-Plan u;ll analyze inple=enzat
. strategy for p—cnosed programs. The CQun_y
'M"General Plan w:ll ‘need-to be made.‘consistent-

o Sllght cﬁa“g znerqy demand may occur
- as“a result of changed .technology or altered
transportation routes... Any. potcntxal increase
ct -les “than szgn;t;ca“..

D . ybe. nany tzeatne ,ptechnologxes ace water-
: - intensive.” Any change_in facility operaticns
or- - locations ceuld:have. potent;ally significant
fect on wate' utllzties.

2.7, Yes. The Plan w; sxnclude analysls cf th
o . ‘relationship tetveen hazardous waste, pre-.
“ treatment and.PCIWS:. " policies, goals, and eb-
jectives :for faczlzty location and ogreration
- could potentially eftcct sewe* syste:s in E;
: Derado Co\...ty,. : A '

- 'Haybe.,fSce“x;- “The Plan will include poli-
s s cles, goass; obgectivcs, -and- criteria-for the
7 location: or expansion of various hazardous
- waste tacilitxes. _The location or operation of
7 which could-have potent;ally significant ef-
7o fects on stor=. ;aterfd-azﬁaqe and irrigatioen
~f1£aczlit1¢s.tﬁg; . =

2 e. Yes. he purpcse of the project is to plan for
hazardous wastc treatzent including dispesal.
Hazardous wvaste will be inc*eas;ngly disposed
of as soclids (e.g.-SB 1500).

.~ Maybe. rutu ‘ cons;stent with the plan
may include ta .11 y"locatzon or expansion.
The Plan will bBe édordinated with all relevant
City-and County: -plans . ‘and. pol;czes. The EIR
~ will analyze iz acts to known sensitive cul-
f”ﬁtural_rescurcc

‘See L 2 a

= B . Ma; 3 e Plan ‘will involve

developmen “and analysis"of”polxczes, goals,
objectives and izplenentaticn measures for fu-

—ture. hazardous:waste managenent: facilities.
. Future fac111t1 ‘location and expansion will be
v?t#requzred to be: cons;stent-ulth the Plan. Man
"~ . agezent-of haza-‘ous "could po*er:;a’l{
—oocauSe 81 g*zf:ca:: 1
- tural .resources.




- to pzegékeaahPlanfandwE:R which will aveid cr-
- miniai e all_;p;en:ially significant ‘1zpacts.. -

NS e

}fhéga;gées

o 2. ~ “'Maybe. ~which the Plan will
‘achieve short-terd private goals to the disac-

vantage of long-ter= environmental goals is

f*depéndgnt;updarthg,pplicieslhgpgls, ocbjectives
4qnd?inplementa:ipg'§tggtegie§‘chosgn;vyﬁl Dorado
coantyf'ntendsftag@nyplvemajpuhli;-private*.f

‘varthership'ozﬁnunigipal, industrial, envizrcn-
rental, and other public interests to develcp
“an;ef!éctivq;balan;edg?;an,thatfvillaprgserve

. 1qnq¢ter;«pnblic,hg;;€§, safety, and environ-
s p;ngailbenézitsiw"ra;

3. Maybe. A variety o{’facilityilocation, exgan-
' ~ _sion,.operation, and other hazardous waste pan-
»~ageaentaactions;wil; occur consistent with the

PlaaniCunula:ivglnggonsiderable.effects could
- potential a result. - o R

4. xaybe.:fnazég —ent of hazardous waste could
,potenﬁially\causeydi:ec: or. indirect substan-
tial adverse.effects on huzal beings. The de-
gree“torwhich,the Plan will cause these effects
is depercent uponf:hgvpolicies,;goals,»objec- ‘
1ti¢¢s,;andfinplenentation strategies chosen. El

. porado County intends to prepare a plan which
'1viIIiensu:gythe'longsgern_p:ote;tion,of the
public health and safety. = .. td

S, R

© COORDINATION:

1. AgenciésWhiVing*jutisdic:ion;hy law (Section 1538.6).
aifcrnia;De’atfﬁénﬁ‘of;?iéhﬁahdhcaﬁé;iﬁéhibhalf E
Water Quality Control Board; Regional Air Pollution
rol Disttitt:fTahoe Recional Planninc Agency.

> -

. 3+Q_R§€pqhs;§léfﬁééﬁ¢iés (5?;:;§Ba1§3ai{;ff”"

Califorﬁié Dé§af£ﬁent of Health Services; City of
_ vPlacgrviITéL_and City of South'Lake:Tahoe. =

s ;gy;nogg;x:az EVALUATION AND RECOMMENDATION:

: iPrggére”EfR“fbf £hé3E1fDéfaéo:Countv Hazardous Waste

ﬁr-ManaggEgntaplan-in-cooréination with State Derartment
i ‘é-th\Services~Guide1ines. R L




VII; PREPARATION OF PART II OF INITIAL STUDY:

‘Prepared‘by:

i . Date:

Title:

VII:. ENVIRONHINTAL REVIEW COHHITTE! DETERHINRTION‘

Disposition- Cateqorical Ex :pji;n; c1ass '
Ncgativa Declaration required
"”X*'{EIR requir.d T

Referred back to subnitting agency ror .
additional 1n£oruatlonr :

Other action l:

This dzsposition ccnstitutes the. ofticial action ot the Comm;ttee

pursuant to El1 Dorado County EIR Gu;delxnes.

ERC Secretary

'Ea:¢

Copies of this initial study a*e ava;labla at thc El -Dorado County
Planning Department.; : e

PPTPEIR2
EES/ajh







TATE OF CAUFORNIA §oEELwaen = Fot % GEORGE DEUKMEJIAN. Govermor
— ' e ,

360 Fa.lr. Lane"
Placervllle. CA

Dear Ms. Tortorlcl.

Y RN T s N R

We. have revlewed the notlce of pre
envlronmental Impact report for Ahe El- D rad
Waste Management ‘Pran’ (HWMP) - The. notice .o ara1lon -gtates
that the iImplementation of tne HWMP could.resul'vln ‘detrimental
effects on alir quallty. To enable adequate analysls of -potential
alr quallty Impacts of ‘the:- implementation. of, tne,HWMP we
recommend that the Draft EIR contaln the. foil ing informatlon.

ty Hazardous

Jtles lmplemented

1. A descrlptlon of the proposed ac:
under the HWMP Inciudlng Lo e

a. Recommended methods for recycllng treatment}%“:
storage, or disposal of hazardous waste. and for ~ - ‘ !
_reducing the generation of hazardous ‘waste; - - i .
b.  Creatlon of facltities. to.. :ecycle, treat. store. or
dispose of hazardous: waste.;iara ' : .
,:c. Types and quantities of'iastes "to be menaged
Technlce! information on. recycling, treatment or
_fdlsposa1 operations; . BN
“e.; Characterlzetlon of any ele
to be used In the proposed. project‘_ o
Including procedures to insure that the ‘pr
project only uses specified fuel and waste typesiit
AU JOR Normal ‘and max:imum -operating. capecltles of the
“proposed pro]ect Iincluding fuels and waste- end .
Qe Expected date of start-up.

0P

o? waste
1heration)

ERE

U\

2. A descrlption ‘of the envlronmental eettlng before
commencement "of the proposed- modernjzatlon project
mzlncludlng

a. Loce%%cn' Lo b e s
b, Meteorology and topograDNY. o e

e




Ms. Jena Tortoricl L =2= . December 8, 1987

[

c. xExIstIng‘alrdeallty. including Information on

amblent air concentrations of toxlc wastes to be

managed at the proposed project; L ) ,

d. The proximity of general and sensitive populations f;
(e.Q.., residentlal areas, schools, hospltals); and

e. Exlisting sources of air po!lutlonlln.thq vicinity

of the proposed project. ' S

3. An analtysis of the potential alr quality impacts
assoclated wljn,the propoSed.pfoJe;t Inc{udlng:

a. Constructlon of the project;

b. Vehicular traffic; - . ‘
¢. Transportation, storage, handling, treatment,
recyclling, of disposal of hazardous wastes; and \
d. Accldental releases.’ : '

This analys!s should linctude both criterla alr ,
pollutants for which amblent alr quallty standards exist and
non-criteria air poliutants from the hazardous wastes (e.g.,
ketones and chiorinated solvents). The analysis should also
include estimates of average and highest controlied and 57
uncontrol.led emission rates of criterla and non-criteria air
poliutants, and the pasls for the assumptions and
calculatlons.used to determline these estimates.

4. An analysis of potential publlic exposure irom the
emission of,non-crltarla;alr poljutants.

5. A description of mitigation measures to minimlize
emissions. This discusslion should inciude control
equipment, process control, and other technical measures to
reduce emissions of crlteria‘and-non—crlteLJa atr
pollutants. o - - ' S

6. A description of similar sources proposed in California l
and the control requlrements applicable to these sources.

7. |dentiflcation and description of all applicable '
tederal, state, and local alr pollutlcn-control regutations, \Q,
and measures to comply with these regulations.

8. A descriptlion of alternatives to the propoéed'pro)ect 1
and assoclated emlsslonsmof these alternatives. |

We would also llike to point out that the local alr
pollutlon control district may have Jurlsdliction over aspects of ‘{;
any proposed project and should have the opportunity to comment

on material contained in the EIR.
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-3- December 8, 1987

L_‘é_
Ms. Jena Tortoric

We hope that a thorough discussion of the Items . |isted
In this tetter wlll provide a better understanding of the air
quallty aspects of any projects Implemented under the HWMP and
contribute to an effective EIR process. Thank you for the
opportunity to participate In the preparation of this Draft EIR.
1f you have questlons regarding ocur comments or I1f we can be of
further ass!stance, please contact Mr. Lynn Baker at

(916) 323-8511.

Sincerely,

PlA Bt

Robert Barham, Chief
Toxie Alr Contaminant
ldentification Branch

cc Vernon Peterson,
Ei Dorado County APCO



COUNTY OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
EL DORADO PLANNING DIVISION

MAIN OFFICE: SOUTH LAKE TAHOE OFFICE:

360 FAIR LANE 1358 JOHNSON BLVD.
PLACERVILLE, CA 95667 P.0. BOX 14508
SOUTH LAKE TAHOE, CA 95702
(916) 621-5355 (916) 573-3145

December 5, 1988

Robert Barham, Chief

Toxic Air Contaminant Identification Branch
Air Resources Board

1102 Q Street

Sacramento, Ca. 95812

Dear Mr. Barham:

In reference to your comments on the Notice of Preparation of the
El Dorado County Hazardous Waste Management Plan (CHWMP) Draft EIR
the following responses have been prepared:

1. A "waste management hierarchy” guides State and Federal
decision making and provides the framework for the CHWMP.
That hierarchy in descending order of priority is: source
reduction, waste minimization i.e., recycling, treatment i.e.,
incineration, stabilization etc., residual repository, and
finally land disposal of untreated wastes which will be banned
in 1990.

Section 4.0 of the CHWMP describes source reduction (the most
preferred method) as well as the other waste management
options. Section 8.4 and 8.5 describe improvements to
existing County hazardous waste management programs, which
includes methods to reduce generation and ensure safe
disposal.

2. The purpose of the CHWMP is to assess the hazardous waste
stream in the County, evaluate the waste stream data and
determine how the waste can be managed according to the waste
management hierarchy. Siting criteria were applied to the
County and from this evaluation, the least constrained areas
of the County were determined. These areas offer the best
potential sites for locating hazardous waste facilities. At
this time the need for two transfer stations is identified;
one on the western slope, the other in South Lake Tahoe.

(CHWMP)



. See.Section, 2.0 0f the CHWM

‘The CHWMP .Draf
“impacts of the p pre
- addresses the specific and -cumulative i 7 WMP

implementation as comprehensively as possible.,fThé”DEIR?i%

pacts Of CHWMP

'nOt‘intendedﬁt;;d@SClpse?ihpattSzaSSQcig;gd with site specific
projects thatfﬁdY‘be‘propdsed?iﬁxnheﬁfutﬂreﬁ?,§P§§§f” S
projects would need to be addresséd in a-focuse
Therefore, your questions which aré site specifi 1at
cannot be addressed -at this time. fMofeovet,”théﬂbestfsbbrce
~ at this time to determine ‘how air quality impacts-will be .

. addressed and mitigated during-a site spegif: eview is the
 CHWMP, not the CHWMP DEIR. ~ - =~ = - % = - o T

6. ~See Section ‘7.2 of the CHWMP. - -

7. See Section 4.0 of -the DEIR. _

No Projett~A1ternativéE'»The'weétern:slopé of;El#Dorado-Couﬁty is
currentiy-designated~asra'noneattainment area for ozone (1978 Non-
Attainment Plan, State Air Resources Board) ‘If no measures are
taken to reduce and properly .manage hazardous waste, air emissions

will continue to be expelled and,airaqualityymayacbntinue to
deteriorate.. . . R CLon T PR

CHWMP Adoption, Partial;or Delayed;ImplementationﬁAiternative:

Partialior;deiayed;implementationhwould.chus*primﬁiily on
implementingrrecommended{improvements{to;egistiﬁg:programs.. New
programs:wouiﬂ:bewdelayed,Tpartiallyaimplemented or-in some cases
not implement~atgali.v-Improvements to existing programs can be.
carried out by current county staff and can be completed within a
short time .at more moderate costs.: Improvementswoigexisting
ProgramS“intiude:H’(Sectionaﬂ.B)zr"“ T T

- Underground - tanks: (Sectien 8+3:1) ol

- Water quality - Proposition 65 (Section 8.3.2)
o Emetgency_Response;&Section¢8«3;4)ﬁb;;g_w
xrvaazandous-Waste/MaterialsfInventorya(Section 8.3.5)
’--,AianUalitY.tSectfonfB;B;GQ R N :

— pesticide contamination (Section 8.3:7) -

4

Any improvemehts“tb~éxfstingfpj6grém§ §i11wimﬁrové;air quality by
reducing emissions from improper waste handling and disposal.

( CHWMP)



Full Adoption and Implementation

Full adoption and Implementation of the CHWMP policies and programs
would further help improve air quality than partial or delayed
implementation. Those management practices and new programs
identified in Section 4.0 of the DEIR provide for environmentally
sound hazardous waste management with a coordinated regional

approach.

I1f you have any questions regarding these responses, please contact
sharon Lester or Jon Morgan at (916) 621-5355.

Sincerely,
Larrinairod \

Planning Director

LW:SL:cm

(CHWMP)

PO R PR

R




"'surs OF CALIFORNIA—THE RESOURCES AGENCY R e LR TS — GEO.GE DE.,ULWSH,"," Germer
1701 NIMBUS. ROAD, SUITE.A ...

| mancHO' CORDOVA, CAUIFORNIA 95670 e
(916) 355-7020: - FL

N 25 1987
'Ms. Jena TortoriCluoz' . i’/
.-El Dorado County Planning
1360 Fair Lane_
Placerville, CA 95667 .- .

bt S

Dear Ms. Tortorici:

The Department of Fish and Game (Department) has reviewed the
Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report: ==~ -
(DEIR) for the El Dorado County Hazardous ‘Was _'ManagemeﬁfﬁPlﬁn:_;
The plan will be a comprehensive policy document -prepared: pursuant -
to AB-2948 and will address hazardous waste generation =i [z minss
transportation, treatment, storage, and disposal county wide.

The Department has the following comments_and,recommehdations:

1. The DEIR should not only address potential impacts to
_ rare, threatened, or endangered plant and animal . . L
~ species, but should address pghquialgimgactsigbggll__}v_ '

" plant.and animal resources.

2. Identify potential impacts to .riparian getiqqd~and, Ly
other unique (critical) habitats. AAlterhate;loca—r;-,\
tions of_project,features_a:e_:ecommended;

3.  We strongly recommend that those. areas in the county . .

- that have signifipan;}:are,‘th:ga;eneq,wo:ﬁendangqredi..

plant or animal species or where unique habitats

exist or have significant wildlife populations, be
protected“and-exciuded as future treatment, storage, - - ..

- and/or disposal sites... .. .o ool R A Z_

4. Identify and recommend. transportation routes that - N«
proviﬁexleastgimpaczs;toathe above .resources:should a
spill occur during transport. Transport routes
adjacent to wate:-cou:seSfare-not,recommenqed.

5. Those topographic features which provide maximum
" protection to the above resources: should be
identified for all hazardous waste handling
facilities. We recommend that areas adjacent to
water courses (permanent,and;inte:mittentgwbeﬂ_ : B T
designated as unacceptable for location of handling l
facilities. e

6. General spill containment criteria should be ,
developed for all hazardous waste handling. \ 3



im——

- -2-

Measures to protegi:o:;tq”minimize‘potential impacts e
‘ to fish and wildlife resources for all phases, B J.f3>
’(handling-tranqurta;ion; and storage) should be = .~ 4. = "
thoroughlymdiSCUsseGJas;well as»any'mitigationwv@;éf*f.f”
measures. oot il R AR P e Y
Thank you for the opportunity:to comment. If we can.be of further
assistance, please contact Jerry Mensch, Environmental Services
Supervisor,"telephoné'(SlG) 355-7030. : '

cerelyy Lo 1'- ~ 5"_:
47//W6&

ames D. Messersmitﬁﬂ

/Regional Manager



LA

_ COUNTY OF | EIN

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT.

EL DORADO" . PLANNING owlSuoN o

MAIN OFFICE: < SOUTH LAKE TAHOE OFFICE:
- 380 FAIR LANE 1359 JOHNSON BLVD.
. _PLACERVILLE,CA 95667 .. . - P.O.BOX 14506
T e LAKE TAHOE, CA 95702
STl (916) TINS5

James D. Messersmith, Regional Manager
Department of Fish & Game

Region 2 - S _

1701 Nimbus Road, Suite A

Rancho Cordova, Ca. 95670 .

Dear Mr. Messersmith:

In reference to your comments on the Notice of Preparation of the

El Dorado County Hazardous Waste Management Plan  (CHWMP) Draft
E.I.R., the following responses have been prepared.

1. During a site*speéific analysis of a future facility proposal
impacts to animal resources would be assessed according to the
CHWMP siting criteria and the CEQA Guidelines.

Included in ‘the CHWMP, a map of the deer migration zones in
the County has also been included for project evaluation.
(Segtipn 6.3.4, Map 5B) '

2. Your comments numbers 2 through 5 would need to be addressed
during ‘the review of a specific facility proposal. A facility
would be evaluated according to the siting criteria contained
in Section 6.3 of the CHWMP. The following siting criteria
would pertain to your concerns and would be addressed:

, 6.3.4 Habitat of Endangered Species
6.3.5 Wetlands ’
6.3.6 Aquifer recharge areas
6.3.10 Permeable Strata & Soils
6.3.9 Transportation Routes

The CHWMP Draft EIR is a program EIR that evaluates the impact
of the CHWMP and sets broad parameters for future CEQA review
of future facility proposals.

({CHWMP)




Page 2

3. Section 8.5 of the CHWMP recommends that a Comprehensive
Hazardous Materials and Hazardous Waste Inspection &
Monitoring Program (CIMP) be established.

If you have any questions regarding these responses, please contact
Sharon Lester or Jon Morgan at (916) 621-5355. :

Sincerely,

Planning Director

LDW:SL:cm

(CHWMP)



ElDoradolrrxgatxonbxstnct

POST OFFICE BOX 1608 2890 MOSQUITO ROAD @ PLACERVILLE @ CALIFORNIA 95867 o PHON
. . -

7 In reply refer t0° 21287-721

December 8, 1987

E1l Dorado County
Community Development Department

360 Fair Lane ' L DORADO COUNTY:: =

 Placerville, CA 95667 RE e £ IVED
Attention: Jena Tortor1ci ] » e W
R o ﬂEC &1987
~ Subject: - El Dorado County : w
o . Hazardous Waste HanagemeSOMMIG'Y Dtvzyop\m

Project No. 87146 o Dsmnmw

4 g

" "Dear" Ms. Tortor;cz._uz;i

H Tt

Ve have nio ccmments on the Notice: of Preparatxon»of a Draft,EI&
“for the dbove: described plan, hovever, we ‘would. appreciate the
opportunity to rev1ew and comment o _the Plaa and £IR drafts.

*'Veryhtruly'yours.

E Planner

LWA:red

cc:- Mike Kenny
Ron Jones
Joevaohen




EPIC
ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING and INFORMATION COUNCIL, Inc.

of Western E! Dorado County
P. O. Box 447, Shingle Springs, California 95682

June 9, 1986

T0: €] Dorado County Hazardous Waste Siting Comaittee
FROM: Board of Directors, EPIC

RE: County DRAFT Hazardous Waste Management Plan

EPIC applauds the Committee for its work. The county is in debt
tc you for bringing the process this far.

The more difficult part is yet to come, however. i1¢ this plan
{s to avoid the fate of many others - becoming an expensive
dust-catcher on a shelé - strong steps wmust be taken to
implement {¢t. There may not be a large hazardous waste problem
in €] Dorado County, but what there is needs addressing.

EPIC uraes the committee, City Council, and County Supervisors
tc push <or implementation of high priority recommendations,
despite the challenges of funding. We especially urge the
establishment o0F collection §acilities for small business and
household toxics, along with public education to encourage use
of such facilities. EPIC would support work toward those ends.

Today's Environment — Tomorrow’s Heritage

EPIC is a resident oriented non-profit organization dedicated to preserving and enhancing the environmental
qualities and attractiveness of Western El Dorado County



.

Stote of Cellhvmu Department of Hecith Services

Memorundurn":_

To Mr. John Ke e’
‘ - Tgtate- Clearanghouse .
office of:Planning and Re

1400 Tenth Street bt

Sy N 95814

7.7 Sublect ... E1 Dorado Co.
e -Hazardous. Waste

Management Plan

* Draft EIR

(SCH #87110215)

From - Tox;c Substances~Contr01?Divxslon
~v"-“714/744 P street :

The ‘Northern Callfornla e :iah of “ the Toxic Substances
Control Division has.. reviewed ~ the 'draft Env1ronmenta1 Impact
neport (EIR) for the draft’ County Hazardous Waste Management Plan

(CHWMP) and hasvtne followlng~c mments:

,(Department) isfaa
Eune » provisions of the

ral Qual:.ty “Act (CEQA) and the
or:: the _CHWMP pursuant to
e Health'and Safety Code._ -The

scope«of the%_,
~the- final . CHWMP, Whl\,
the i

: w B = 5 S - o .:( Y 2 , - June
19873. he Department has completed its review of the
draft CHWHP for compliance with the’ Gyigglingg and has

submitted comments to the 'coluinty -in a letter dated

- July- 5, 1988. . The. cOunty should revzew the scope of
the EIR.in. : , nts*- o N

D e

. The- County must indicate thewreleéance of the CHWMP ,
and the EIR to lands ‘ovefr “whicéh+“the County has no
plannamg jut1sd ct

- gnated in the CHWMP as

able for - giting: hazardous waste -

t .under the planning jurisdiction of
robabiliti s of ‘such lands eventually

1 musrtbe discussed.

e ,;ﬁp 't potent1a11y
’ B facilitﬁusiare

B ' | R TheJ'flnaii EIR 'shouldﬁtaddress potent1a1 impacts of il

e s1t1ng on-sate.hazardous waste treatment and disposal

.The i;;nal CHWMP is requlr ~to address probable
impacts of the May 8;° 1990 banfin the disposal of 5



John Keene

State Clearlnghouse

July 88

untreated hazardous waste to the land. Such:impacts4

should also be discussed in the f1na1 EIR.

' The final EIR should emphasize that the preparatlon of
" a CHWMP is a discretionary project for the County.

The final EIR should define the scope.of subsequent
CEQA documents for commercial hazardous waste
management facilities which may be proposed in the
future for siting in E1 Dorado County.

The final EIR should discuss the%!County‘ approval

process, including the finding of consistency with the

- approved CHWMP, = which. a developer must follow to

10.

11.

12.

13.

construct .a ,commerclal ‘hazardous waste management
facility in El1 Dorado. County. _ e

The Guldel;ngs 1nd1cate that fac111ty sltlng must not
be based -on local needs. Thus, the final CEQA
document should consider the effects of out-of-County
wastes being 1mported 1nto El Dorado County

'In accordance w1th Sectlon 15206 (b) of CEQA the Lead
Agency. - (El Dorado County) must determine whether the

proposed pro:ect (i.e., the transfer station in the
Tahoe Basin) - 1s of statew1de, reg10na1 or areawide

s1gn1f1cance. The Lake .Tahoe Basin is specifically

identified  in CEQA° as - an - area of <critical

_environmental sen51t1v1ty for whlch thls determination
fmust be. made.j,,, et

The flnal EIR should speczfy that the 1mpacts and
mxtlgatlon measures identified in Section 6.0 of the
draft EIR for the two recommended transfer stations
are not intended to be all inclusive nor designed to
preclude s1te"specif1c environmerital analysis. An
example of statements in the draft EIR which need to
be changed to clarify the above concern include:

Under "water Quality ‘and - Hydrology" page 16: The

.statement that "Construction and operational impacts

of the two small proposed transfer stations should be
minimal on water quality and hydrology" 1mp11es that
the cOunty has ‘already assessed the likely impacts and
appropriate mitigation measures associated with air
quality for the proposed transfer stations and that no
further environmental assessment is necessary.

Implementation of the CHWMP ‘does not "ensure" (page 11
of the draft EIR) proper management practices by
1ndustry and small business hazardous waste generators

in the. County,vlt only promotes and enforces these
practices. ‘

10

i



e John Keene

. .State. Clearinghouse

.114;T_
'7,15.
16.
.17}.}

18.

G e

Implementation of the CHWMP will not result in toxic
emissions, as ‘incorrectly stated on page 14 of the
draft EIR. ~ . - coow e

Clarify the last statement in the second paragraph.on

page 14 under “"Impacts" on Air Quality concerning

offsets for increased export of hazardous waste.

;Explain hoﬁ implementation of the CHWHP hitigétes for

"improper location™ (draft EIR, page 16) of the
recommended transfer stations.

. Specify the State grant that is available for "testihg
. small. potable water systems for toxic constituents”

(daft EIR, page 17).

vIn régﬁrd to the third paragraph on page 21 of the

draft EIR, refer to comments: A-6g and A-6n of the
- Department’s  "Comments. on. El Dorado County’s Draft

CHWMP," mailed to the County on July 5, 1988.

Thank ybﬂxfdr tﬁe 6pportﬁhiﬁy to comment on the El Dorado draft
EIR. Please contact Becky Wagoner, NCS Permitting Unit, at (916)
920-7724, if you have any questions regrading this review.

Sincerely,

o - \\ ... '... ';a.
PP

;f» Alex R. Cunningham
Cpie: Depgty_Director

I3

o
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oy oF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

| El DORADO / PLANNING DIVISION

N T LT . SR SRS T
: 360 FAIR LANE ‘ 1359 JOHNSON:BLVD.
PLACERVILLE, CA'95687. . = - o= ~P,0. BOX 14508
- SOUTH LAKE TAHOE. CA 95702.
. (916)621-5385 . (916) 5733145,

"DécémﬁerfSifIQEBv ' | ER

Alex Cunningham

Toxic Substances Control Division
714/744 ‘P Street.. - - :
Sacramento, Ca. 95814

RE:’Réépohse‘té.Coﬁhents.Oh'the EI:Dorédé’Codnty
' Hazardous Waste Management Plan Draft EIR

1. 'Added see page 3, Section 2.0
2. Added see page 3, Section 2.0
3. None identified

4. The CHWMP plan applies to all facilities, onsite and -
© . offsite. Also see Page 3, Section 2.0.. |

Sgg‘ﬁdaéd see page 1, Overview

6. See page 2, ‘last paragraph o |

7. Aéé;d;“sééwbagél3112na ﬁéfsgfaéﬁ,?seéti6n<2;0:

8. Added. See page 3, lst paragraph, Section 2.0°
9. for:}éeilit§ é?oéoéaléﬁwiéhiﬁ“;he'ﬁé?é;féhoé basin,

TRPA is a responsible agency that is consulted prior to
; making-an:environmentg} detg;minationﬂqq a project. .

10. Adaed;k See pa§e l4,.Section 6.0
11. quified.'nge'pagé'16~”

12. qufecééd.  5§§‘?a§é‘11- 

13. Modified. See page 14

14. Correc;ed. See page 14

15. Modified. See page 16

(CHWMP)




16. AB 1803. Provides money to test small (60+) community
water systems. (CHWMP 8.4.2)

17. Modified. See text on page 21

1f you have any questions regarding these responses, piease
contact Sharon Lester or Jon Morgan at (916) 621-5355.

Sincerely,

Larry Walrod

planning Director

Lw:SL:cm

(CHWMP)



Srate of Lo torme
~ Memorandum

_Gordon Smow. .
Resources Agency

1416 Ninth Street, R 1311
,;_v;‘sa;ramentd;“Ca“‘95814’-' B

To .,

0. R.. BUTTERFIELD =
From §E&gli1vﬂEeg?¢ft!:}vs&§cr Quality Control-Board ~ ~ o St o v
* Lahontsn Region - O (1 C T HRRNTL ¢ S
P. 0. Box 9428 T =1
_ 2092 Lake Tahoe Boulevard ‘
South Lake Tshoe, Calitornia 85731 .2428

Subject: COMMENTS REGARDING EL DORADO COUNTY’S DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT AND
DRAFT HAZARDOUS WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN (SCH# 87-88110215)

We have reviewed the E1 Dorado County Draft Hazardous Waste Management Pian
(P1an) and the Draft Environmental lmpact-Report»(DEIR).v.As specified by
AB 2948, the Plan was prepared to assess and accomodate the current and
future hazardous waste management needs -of E1 Dorado County. - The Plan has
been prepared in substantial accordance with the "Guidelines for the
Preparation of Hazardous Waste Management‘Plans"(Ca1ifornia Department of
Health Services, June 30, 1987) and will provide an effective framework for
potential recycling, treatment, transfer, storage, and disposal of hazardous
materéa1;. We offer the following specific comments regarding the Plan and
the DEIR: R

1. We encourage the County to make the small business program and the
household hazardous waste program "high" priority. Implementation of
* these programs sh9u1d begin as soon as jt is feasible. = o

2. Of thg,three.a]ternatives,'described in the DEIR, we supportaéﬁprovai,of
the\second'aWternative:'“Fu11 adoption and Implementation Alternative”.
Anything less may not fulfill the Regulation under AB 2948.: -

3.  On Page 16 of the DEIR,‘ihe last sentence should fead:-"The transfer

*stations and waste 0il recovery tanks will be properly sealed and bermed
to contain any spills.” :

4. We request that plans for the hazardous waste transfer station proposed
1o be located in South Lake Tahoe be submitted to our agency for review
and approval. The Regional Board may consider adopting waste discharge
requirements for such a project and that our approval process can take
up to 120 days.




Gordon Snow’ -

~)
]

o

The DEIR should address potential water guality impacls from the
transportation of hazardous wastes to the transfer station and from the
transfer station to final treatment and/or disposal site/s. What are
the proposed haul routes? what surface waters are adjacent? =

6. How long will hazardous wastes be stored at transfer stations? The
amount of time materials can be stored must comply with the Resource
Conservation Recovery Act (RCRA). B I

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft P1ah”§hd DEIR. Should
you have any questions or wish to discuss this matter further, please
contact Lauri Zander or Dr. Ranjit S. GiTl at this office. .~ .

cc: Vfa Dorado County Department of Enviromental Health
State Clearinghouse '

ds




COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

COUNTY OF |
PLANNING DIVISION

EL DORADO

MAIN OFFICE: : SOUTH LAKE TAHOE OFFICE:

: 360 FAIR LANE 1359 JOHNSON BLVD.
PLACERVILLE. CA 95667 P.0. BOX 14506
SOUTH LAKE TAHOE. CA 95702
{916) 621.5355 (916) 573-3145

December 5, 1988

O0.R. Butterfield

Executive Officer '
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Lahontan Region

P.O. Box 9428

South Lake Tahoe, Ca. 95731-2428

In reference to your comments on. the Notice of Preparation of the
El Dorado County Hazardous Waste Management Plan (CHWMP) Draft
E.I.R., the following responses have been prepared.

1. Section 5.5 of the County Hazardous Waste Management Plan
(CHWMP) identifies the need for a small gquantity
generator /household waste program. Currently, a community
service district has been established to generate funds to
collect small generator and household waste.

2. Corrected. See page 16
3. See Section 2, text added

4. Your comments numbers 5 and 6 would need to be addressed

during the review of a specific facility project proposal.
The County has jdentified the need for two transfer stations,
however no project is currently on file. Therefore, specific
questions regarding adjacent surface waters, haul routes,
facility capacity cannot be addressed. This EIR is a program
EIR, evaluating the impact of the CHWMP itself and setting
broad parameters for future CEQA review of future facility

proposals.

I1f you have any questions regarding these responses please contact
sharon Lester or Jon Morgan at (916) 621-5355.

Sincerely,

0w

Larry/Walrod
Planning Director

LW:SL:cm
(CHWMP)

(CHWMP)







