
THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS 
SUMMARY 

DEPT: Environmental Resources BOARD AGENDA # 9: 20 a . m .  

Urgent C1 Routine AGENDADATE February 2, 2010 

CEO Concurs with Recommendation YES 415 Vote Required YES NO 

SUBJECT: 

Public Hearing to Consider Adopting a Mitigated Negative Declaration and Mitigation Monitoring and 
Reporting Plan for the Fink Road Landfill In-fill Project 

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS: 

1. Adopt the Mitigated Negative Declaration pursuant to California Code of Regulations Section 15074(b), 
by finding that on the basis of the whole record, including the Initial Study and any comments received, 
that there is no substantial evidence the project will have a significant effect on the environment and that 
the Mitigated Negative Declaration reflects Stanislaus County's independent judgment and analysis. 

2. Adopt the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) Guidelines Section 15074(d). 

3. Order the filing of a Notice of Determination with the Stanislaus County Clerk-Recorder's Office pursuant 
to Public Resources Code Section 21 152 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15075. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

The Fink Road Landfill is an enterprise fund that is fully funded through the collection of tipping fees. 
Capital improvement costs are incorporated into the tipping fee calculations and funds for this purpose are 
accounted for in the existing 2009-201 0 Fiscal Year Department of Environmental Resources budget in 
the Fink Road Landfill Enterprise Fund. 

.................................................................................................................... 
BOARD ACTION AS FOLLOWS: 

- 
ATTEST: CHRISTINE FERRARO TALLMAN, Clerk File No. 
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DISCUSSION: 

Fink Road Landfill 

Stanislaus County has operated a landfill at 4000 Fink Road, Crows Landing, CAI since 
1973. Originally an 18-acre Class Ill municipal solid waste disposal site, the site was 
later expanded to a 219-acre operation including both Class Ill disposal and a Class II 
ash repository for the combustion residue from the waste-to-energy facility. Currently, 
the site is estimated to have a Class Ill remaining capacity of 13 years while the Class II 
area has in excess of 30 years remaining capacity. 

Assembly Bill 939, the Integrated Waste Management Act of 1990, as one of its 
provisions requires that cities and counties maintain a minimum of 15 years of 
disposal capacity. In recent years, the Board of Supervisors, given that Stanislaus 
County's capacity was nearing this threshold limit for Class Ill waste, directed staff to 
begin the permitting process and environmental studies for the available airspace 
within the existing footprint between Landfill (LF) 1, the original 18-acre portion, and 
LF 2, the area currently being utilized. Completion of this In-fill Project will ensure that 
the 15-year minimum required capacity is maintained and will address the Board's 
priority of a well-planned infrastructure along with its goal of promoting effective solid 
waste disposal. As Stanislaus County initiated the planning process for additional 
capacity prior to falling below the 15-year threshold level, the California lntegrated 
Waste Management Board deems the County to be compliant at the present time. 

The In-fill Proiect 

In November 2008, the Board awarded the contract for the preparation of a revised 
Solid Waste Faciltty Permit (SWFP) application and completion of an Initial Study as 
required by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) to Shaw 
Environmental in order to move forward with developing additional capacity at the 
Landfill. The airspace proposed to be utilized currently consists of a roadway that 
extends from the scalehouse to the waste-to-energy facility as well as other areas 
onsite, and an unused area just south of LF-1. The roadway would be relocated onto 
adjoining County-owned property to the immediate west. In addition, staff proposes 
to include within the SWFP application a request for additional vertical airspace 
throughout the landfill as a whole, but within the existing footprint. 

Relocation of the roadway would expand the existing footprint of the Landfill by 
approximately seven (7) acres, however, this area would be used as an access road 
only. The maximum elevation (in feet, at Mean Sea Level) is proposed to increase from 
385 ft (existing) to 545 ft which could extend the site life from the year 2023 to roughly 
2037-2038, or a 14 to 15-year increase. The Project does not propose to change the 
types or quantities of waste that will be accepted at the Landfill, nor does it propose to 
change the maximum permitted tonnage, traffic volumes, or operating days and hours. 
The full Project description is included in the CEQA Initial Study as Attachment "A." 
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California Environmental Qualitv Act (CEQA) Process 

The Department of Environmental Resources (Department) together with its consultant, 
informed public agencies of this project through the County's environmental referral 
process and the State Clearinghouse. A Notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative 
Declaration and Notice of Public Meeting (Notice) was mailed to all relevant State and 
local agencies on September 18, 2009, as outlined in Attachment "B," and to all 
property owners within %-mile of the Landfill, as required by the Stanislaus County 
Ordinance and CEQA. A copy of the Notice is included along with Attachment "B." The 
Notice provided a 30-day comment period from September 19, 2009, through October 
19, 2009, however, the Clearinghouse established a closing date for State agency 
comments of October 20, 2009. The Notice was published in the Modesto Bee on 
September 19, 2009. 

The public meeting was held on September 30, 2009, at 6:30 p.m., at the Patterson 
Library to provide the public an additional opportunity to ask questions and provide 
comments to the Department. At the meeting, a Powerpoint presentation was given 
and a handout was made available that described the In-fill Project, however, no one 
outside the County organization or its representatives was in attendance. An 
informational presentation to the Stanislaus County Environmental Review Committee 
was also made on October 7, 2009. Clarifying questions were asked but the only 
mitigation measures specific to the proposed Project that were received were from the 
Office of the Fire Warden. Following a subsequent meeting with Fire representatives, 
the Fire Warden's required mitigation measures were revised to that of 
recommendations (included as Attachment "C"). 

A total of eight (8) letters were received during the 30-day public review period, and 
these have been included as part of Attachment "C." Six of the eight (8) letters noted 
that there were no specific comments to provide regarding the Project based on the 
expertise of the author, that the Project would not have a significant impact on the 
environment, or that certain notifications or permit applications were required rather 
than mitigation measures. Of the two (2) remaining letters, one was from the Office of 
the Fire Warden, as mentioned above, and the other was from the San Joaquin Valley 
Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD). Specifically, this letter requested that the 
following mitigation measures be included within the construction specifications for the 
Project: 

The contractor(s) shall monitor dust-generating activities and implement 
appropriate dust control measures, including applying water to unpaved 
surfaces and areas around the site during the construction process; 
The contractor(s) shall limit or reduce vehicle speed on unpaved roads 
and traffic areas; and 
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rn The contractor(s) shall maintain areas in a stabilized condition by 
restricting vehicle access, and ceasing outdoor activities that disturb the 
soil during high winds. 

Written responses to the eight (8) comment letters are identified as Appendix 1 to the 
Initial StudyIMitigated Negative Declaration (ISIMND) and are included as Attachment 
"D." While no other State or local agency comments were received, the Project has 
also incorporated mitigation measures regarding aesthetics and biological resources, as 
follows: 

Aesthetics: Stanislaus County will implement limited contour grading as 
part of the project final closure design to achieve a more natural 
appearance of the Landfill profile. The Landfill cells will be vegetated with 
a mixture of native grasses similar to that which exists in the adjoining 
landscapes as part of final Landfill closure; 

rn Pre-construction San Joaquin kit fox surveys will be conducted 2 weeks to 
30 days before construction to ensure no kit foxes or special status listed 
species plants have established territories in the project area. Pre- 
construction surveys for special status listed plant species must be 
completed during the appropriate bloom periods, which means that the 
survey may need to occur well in advance of initiation of construction; 

rn Project-related vehicles will observe a 20-mph speed limit in all project 
areas, except on country roads and State and Federal highways, to limit 
the possibility of hitting any wildlife. Off-road traffic outside of designated 
project areas will be prohibited; 

rn To prevent inadvertent entrapment of kit foxes or other animals during 
construction, all excavated, steep-walled holes or trenches more than 2 
feet deep will be covered at the close of each working day by plywood or 
similar materials, or provided with one or more escape ramps constructed 
of earth fill or wooden planks. Before trenches are filled, they will be 
thoroughly inspected for trapped animals. If at any time a trapped or 
injured special status species is discovered, the Sacramento Fish and 
Wildlife Office and the California Department of Fish and Game will be 
contacted immediately. If a non-listed animal is entrapped during 
construction, measures to free the animal must be taken, but regulatory 
contact is not required; 

rn All construction pipes, culverts, or similar structures with a diameter of 4- 
inches or greater that are stored at a construction site for one or more 
overnight periods will be thoroughly inspected for wildlife before the pipe is 
subsequently buried, capped, or moved in any way. Caps will be placed 
on pipes while they are being stored until they are ready to be used; 

rn All food-related trash items such as wrappers, cans, bottles, and food 
scraps will be disposed of in closed containers and removed at least once 
a week from the construction site; 
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To prevent harassment or mortality of kit foxes or destruction of their dens 
by dogs or cats, no pets will be permitted on the construction site; 
Upon completion of the project, all areas subject to temporary ground 
disturbances, including storage and staging areas, temporary roads, and 
pipeline corridors will be re-contoured if necessary and re-vegetated to 
promote restoration of the area to pre-project conditions; 
Pre-construction burrowing owl surveys will be conducted 30 days before 
construction to ensure no burrowing owls have established territories in 
the project area; 
Burrows occupied by burrowing owls will not be disturbed during the 
nesting season (February 1 through August 31) unless a qualified biologist 
approved by the Department of Fish and Game verifies through non- 
invasive methods that either: (1) the birds have not begun egg-laying and 
incubation; or (2) that juveniles from the occupied burrows are foraging 
independently and are capable of independent survival; and 
If burrowing owls must be moved away from the disturbed area, passive 
relocation techniques will be used rather than trapping. 

Following the close of the public review period, it came to staffs attention that while no 
concerns were raised by the SJVAPCD or the public regarding greenhouse gas (GHG) 
emissions or climate change, the SJVAPCD Governing Board adopted additional 
guidance on December 17,2009, on how to address GHG emissions analysis under 
CEQA. Specifically, the following documents are now available: 

Addressing GHG Emissions lmpacts Under the California Environmental Quality 
Act, December 17, 2009, and; 
Guidance for Valley Land-use Agencies in Addressing GHG Emissions lmpacts for 
New Projects Under CEQA, December 17,2009. 

The CEQA document that was prepared for the In-fill Project included a lengthy 
discussion of GHG emissionslclimate change and the requirements and approach 
that the SJVAPCD had proposed to address the issue at that time. Specifically, the 
ISIMND document that underwent public review required that Best Performance 
Standards (BPS) be incorporated into the Project as deemed necessary by the 
SJVAPCD as a means to minimize GHG emissions. 

Staff reviewed the new guidance documents, to determine if any additional mitigation 
measures would be needed for the In-fill Project in order to comply, which state the 
following: 

"The methodology being proposed relies on the use of performance based 
standards.. . It is a method of determining significance of project-specific GHG 
emissions impacts using established specifications or project design elements: 
i.e., BPS. Establishing BPS would help project proponents, lead agencies, and 
the public by proactively identifying effective, feasible GHG emission reduction 
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measures. Emission reductions achieved through implementation of BPS would 
be pre-quantified thus, negating the need for project-specific quantification of 
GHG emissions." 

The SJVAPCD developed BPS for several types of new projects, however, none have 
been developed thus far for landfills or for existing projects such as this In-fill Project. 
Additionally, the separate guidance document for land-use agencies provides lead 
agencies with direction on how to develop their own project-specific BPS or BPSs for 
categories of projects. The guidelines also state the following: "The effects of project- 
specific GHG emissions are cumulative, and unless appropriately reduced or mitigated 
their incremental contribution to global climatic change could be considered significant. 
Valley land-use agencies adopting this guidance as policy for addressing GHG impacts 
under CEQA, as a lead agency will require all new projects with increased GHG 
emissions to implement performance based standards (i.e., BPS), or otherwise 
demonstrate that project-specific GHG emissions have been reduced or mitigated by at 
least 29%.lJ The guidelines further state that, "Projects implementing BPS would not 
require quantification of project-specific GHG emissions. Consistent with CEQA 
guidelines, such projects would be determined to have a less than significant individual 
and cumulative impact for GHG emissions." 

Given that standards for landfills have not yet been developed by the SJVAPCD, and 
that Stanislaus County has not developed a BPS independent of the SJVACPD, the 
prudent means to address this issue under CEQA is through inclusion of the language 
from the existing ISIMND for the In-fill Project as an additional mitigation measure, as 
follows, from Section 5.3, Air Quality: 

As part of the landfill's existing regulatory obligations to the SJVACPD 
(Title V permit and Permit to Operate), Stanislaus County, as 
ownerloperator of the landfill, will work with the SJVACPD to determine 
what, if any, best performance standards may be needed in the future 
operations to address GHGIclimate change, and will incorporate same. 

Each of the above measures has been incorporated into the Mitigation Monitoring and 
Reporting Plan (MMRP) which is included as Attachment "E." No significant impacts 
were identified during the CEQA process that could not be adequately mitigated. Given 
this, the Initial Study concluded that a Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Project is 
appropriate and the comments that were received support this recommendation. Staff 
recommends that the Board adopt the Mitigated Negative Declaration and MMRP and 
order the filing of a Notice of Determination with the Stanislaus County Clerk-Recorder's 
Office. 
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POLICY ISSUE: 

The Board of Supervisors is required to hold a public hearing prior to adopting a 
Mitigated Negative Declaration for a proposed project under CEQA. After the public 
hearing, the project may be approved, modified, or disapproved. The Board should 
determine if the project is consistent with its priorities of a safe community, a healthy 
community, a well-planned infrastructure system, and the efficient delivery of public 
services. This Project would assist the County in meeting State law by maintaining 
adequate waste disposal capacity for its communities. 

STAFFING IMPACTS: 

There are no staffing impacts associated with this item. 

CONTACT PERSON: 

Sonya K. Harrigfeld, Director. Telephone: 209-525-6770 
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1.0 lntroducfion 

I. I In froduction and Regulatory Guidance 
This document is the Initial StudyMitigated Negative Declaration for the Fink Road Landfill In- 
Fill Project in the County of Stanislaus, California. This Initial Study has been prepared in 
accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources Code 
Section 21000 et seq., and the State CEQA Guidelines Title 14 California Code of Regulations 
(CCR) Section 15000 et seq. and Stanislaus County's CEQA Guidelines and Procedures (May 
13, 2008). An Initial Study is conducted by a lead agency to determine if a project may have a 
significant effect on the environment. The Initial Study may rely on expert opinion based on 
facts, technical studies, or other substantial evidence to document its findings. However, an 
Initial Study is neither intended nor required to include the level of detail included in an 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR). 

In accordance with State CEQA Guidelines Section 15064(a), an EIR must be prepared if there is 
substantial evidence that a project may have a significant effect on the environment. A Negative 
Declaration is prepared if the lead agency determines that the proposed project would not have a 
significant effect on the environment, and, therefore, that it would not require the preparation of 
an EIR (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15070). According to State CEQA Guidelines Section 
15070, a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) shall be prepared when: 

The initial study identifies potentially significant effects, but: 

(1) Revisions in the project plans or proposals made by, or agreed to by the applicant 
before a proposed mitigated negative declaration and initial study are released for 
public review would avoid the effects or mitigate the effects to a point where 
clearly no significant effects would occur, and 

(2) There is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the agency, that 
the project as revised may have a significant effect on the environment. 

1.2 Lead Agency 
The lead agency is the public agency with primary responsibility over the proposed project. In 
accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15051(b)(l), "the Lead Agency will normally be the 
agency with general governmental powers, such as a city or county, rather than an agency with a 
single or limited purpose ...." The lead agency for the proposed project is the County of 
Stanislaus. 
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2.0 Project Description 

2.1 Project Characteristics 
The proposed project site is located approximately 20 miles southwest of the City of Modesto 
and 5.5 miles west of Crows Landing in Stanislaus County, California (Figures 1 and 2). 
Stanislaus County is seeking to extend the life of the landfill by using existing space within the 
landfill that is not being used for refuse disposal. This interior expansion of the landfill will not 
extend beyond the currently permitted disposal area boundary of the Fink Road Landfill, 
therefore, the County refers to this as the "In-Fill" Project. The objective of the In-Fill Project is 
to provide approximately 10 - 20 years of additional capacity. The current landfill design life is 
estimated to extend to 2023. An additional objective is to increase the landfill height to provide 
a final closure design that is more conducive to the surrounding terrain than the currently 
approved final landfill closure configuration. Other objectives of the project are to accomplish 
the In-Fill Project without increasing the daily tonnage, vehicle trips, or change in the 
classification of the non-hazardous municipal solid waste materials currently accepted. 

The In-Fill Project would entail filling in the narrow strip of currently unlined area between 
Landfill-1 (LF-1) and LF-2 and the unlined area between LF-2 and LF-3. The unlined areas 
would be lined using a liner system consistent with the approved permits in place at the time of 
construction. This design would extend the maximum elevation along a ridgeline located over 
existing LF-2 with a lower, complementary ridgeline over LF-3, provides sufficient airspace and 
extends the landfill life (14 years, or until about 2037). In addition, the In-Fill Project also 
provides a more cost-effective landfill expansion option for rate payers than expanding the 
existing footprint of the landfill. During construction of the In-Fill Project, an existing, 
previously permitted stockpile area located immediately west of the existing landfill on County 
owned property, would be used to temporarily stockpile material. The stockpiled materials 
would be returned to the landfill as the project progresses and additional material from the 
existing stockpile would also be used for the In-Fill Project as fill cover. Soils from the existing 
stockpile would also be used for base for a proposed relocation of the access road into the 
facility. 

2.2 Project Location and Surrounding Land Use 
The Fink Road Landfill is located at the eastern margin of the Diablo Range and the southern 
Coastal Ranges of California adjacent to Interstate 5 (1-5) at Fink Road. The California 
Aqueduct is located approximately 0.75 mile to the east, the Crows Landing Naval Auxiliary 
Landing Field is located approximately 1.5 miles to the northeast, and the City of Patterson is 
located approximately 5 miles to the north. The Crows Landing Naval Auxiliary Landing Field 
was historically used by the National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) and the 
U.S. Navy for testing purposes and training operations. Ownership of the landing field has 

- 
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subsequently been transferred to the County. The landing field is currently not in operation. 
However, Stanislaus County adopted a Preliminary Redevelopment Plan in November 2005 for 
the landing facility and adjacent lands. The County envisions developing the redevelopment area 
as a public use, general aviation Airport, and industrial and business park. In December 2008, 
the County Prepared a Draft Airport Layout Plan and in early 2009 the County also prepared an 
Air Facility Land Use Compatibility Plan. 

The existing landfill is located adjacent to range and agricultural lands designated as (A-2) 
General Agricultural District (Stanislaus County General Plan, Dated 1994). Adjacent to and 
west of the landfill the County also owns parcels consisting of (A-2) General Agricultural 
District. No residential properties are identified in any of the neighboring areas. The proposed 
project will only involve the relocation of an existing access road onto the adjacent County 
owned A-2 zoned land to accommodate the vertical expansion of the landfill. 

2.3 Project Site Description 
The landfill In-Fill Project would entail extending the life of the landfill by roughly 10 - 20 years 
by extending the fill rehse disposal area across the existing spaces (i-e., the currently unlined 
narrow strip of land) between landfill cells LF-1 and LF-2. This land strip is currently used as 
the main access road into the Landfill and the Covanta waste-to-energy facility. In addition, the 
proposed project would also fill in the open area south of LF-2 onto LF-3 (See Figure 3). 

Under this proposed project, no expansion of the existing landfill footprint beyond the perimeter 
of the current footprint would be required but the landfill would be extended vertically to a 
maximum elevation of 545 feet over LF-2 (mean sea level), thereby increasing the currently 
permitted height of the landfill by 160 feet (from 385 MSL to 545 MSL). The life of the current 
landfill is estimated to extend to 2023; this option would extend that landfill life to 
approximately 2037-2038. Neither the permitted maximum tonnage, permitted traffic volumes, 
nor the type of waste accepted will be modified. The final grades of the landfill will be re- 
contoured under this project to better match existing topography surrounding the site and, when 
disposal options cease and the landfill is closed, provide a more natural appearance of the landfill 
profile. Additional slope drains would be installed and all surface water drainage from the 
landfill cells would be conveyed to the existing onsite basin. 

Existing project facilities, including the existing waste-to-energy facility located at the southwest 
corner of the landfill, the drainage basin, surface impoundments, and facility entrance location 
and scales will remain the same. However, a portion of the interior landfill access road, 
currently located between LF-1 and LF-2, will be realigned and moved west onto land currently 
owned by the County. This would require moving the access road a maximum of approximately 
820 feet west from its existing location. The realigned portion of the access road would widen to 
32 feet and would have a maximum grade of 5 percent. 
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There is an existing buffer of 100 feet between the Covanta waste-to-energy facility and the 
landfill. That buffer would remain unchanged under this project. However, an existing water 
supply line to the Covanta waste-to-energy facility will have to be relocated as part of the access 
road realignment. 

Project Background 

The landfill has been owned and .operated by the County since its opening in 1973. The site 
occupies 219 acres. The Fink Road Landfill site now consists of five waste management units: 

1. LF- 1 - An unlined disposal area closed in 1997 (1 8.5 acres) 

2. LF-2 - A permitted, lined Class I11 disposal unit where active refuse disposal 
operations are on-going (92.3 acres) 

3. LF-3 - A permitted, lined Class I1 monofill used for disposal of ash residue from the 
Covanta Waste-to-Energy plant (37.0 acres) 

4. SI-1 - A permitted, lined Class 11 surface impoundment (1.5 acres) 

5. SI-2 - A permitted, lined Class I1 surface impoundment (1.4 acres) 

2.4 Existing Permits 
The primary operating permits for the Fink Road Landfill include the Solid Waste Facilities 
Permit (SWFP) No. 50-AA-0001, most recently updated by the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board in 2007, and the Waste Discharge Requirements Order No. R5-2008-0144, 
revised by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), Central Valley 
Region in 2008. The landfill also has a Permit to Operate (N-3969) issued by the San Joaquin 
Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD). These permits would be amended and 
updated as a result of the project. It is anticipated that the process to complete the permit 
revisions would take about 9 months. 

25  In-Fill Project Schedule 

The current project schedule anticipates the In-Fill Project improvements (relocation of the 
access road, etc.) would be completed within a 3 to 5 year timefiame. Waste disposal at the Fink 
Road Landfill would continue uninterrupted during construction. The existing interior access 
road would continue to be used until such time as the new access road is completed. 
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3.0 hvironmental Factors Potentially Affected 

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, 
involving at least one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the 
checklist on the fo l low~g  pages. 

X Aesthetics Agriculture Resources X Air Quality 

X Biological Resources Cultural Resources Geology /Soils 

Hazards & Hazardous Hydrology / Water Quality Land Use / Planning 
Materials (relating to wetlands) 

Mineral Resources Noise Population / Housing 

Public Services Recreation Transportation/Traffic 

Utilities / Service Systems Mandatory Findings of Significance 

On the basis of this evaluation: 

effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable 
legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier 

N pursuant to applicable 

- - -- 
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4.0 Evaluation of Environmental Impacts 

1) A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately 
supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. 
A "No Impactyy answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the 
impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e-g., the project falls outside a fault 
rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific 
factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, 
based on a project-specific screening analysis). 

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

3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, and then 
the checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than 
significant with mitigation, or less than significant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is 
appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one 
or more ccPotentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an EIR is 
required. 

4) "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where 
the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant 
Impact" to a "Less Than Significant Impact." The lead agency must describe the mitigation 
measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level 
(mitigation measures from Section XVII, "Earlier Analyses," may be cross-referenced). 

5) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA 
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. 
Section 15063(C)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following: 
a) Earlier Analysis Used - Identify and state where they are available for review. 
b) Impacts Adeauatelv Addressed - Identify which effects from the above checklist were within 

the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal 
standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the 
earlier analysis. 

c) Mitigation Measures - For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures 
Incorporated," describe the mitigation measures that were incorporated or refined from the 
earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project. 

6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information 
sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a 
previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to 
the page or pages where the statement is substantiated. 

7) Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or 
individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion. 

8) This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, 
lead agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a 
project's environmental effects in whatever format is selected. 

9) The explanation of each issue should identify: 
a) the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and 
b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance. 

- 
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5.0 Environmental Setting, lmpact Checklist and Mitigation 

The following format follows the Environmental Checklist Form from Appendix G of the State 
CEQA Guidelines and identifies environmental impacts that could occur if the proposed project 
was constructed. Discussions supporting the impact conclusions immediately follow the 
checklist. A "No Impact" answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources 
show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved. 

5.1 Aesthetics 

Less Than Less Than POtentialb Significant impact 
Significant with Mitigation 

No 

Impact impact lmpact 
Incorporation 

I. AESTHETICS-Would the project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a X 
scenic vista? 

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

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

d) Create a new source of substantial 
light or glare, which would adversely X 
affect day or nighttime views in the 
area? 

(a) The project site is located in a rural area containing low density, open space uses. 
Development surrounding the landfill has been limited to isolated residences, barns and 
out buildings used for the surrounding agricultural operations. The nearest urbanized 
area is Crows Landing, located approximately 5.5 miles to the east. Crows Landing is a 
small agriculturally-oriented community that includes the Crows Landing Naval 
Auxiliary Landing Field, located approximately 1 % miles northeast of the project site. 
Views of the landfill are not available from Crows Landing because of the distance and 
intervening topography and vegetation. Current photographs of the site are provided in 
Attachment 1. 

The low density and open space uses within this landfill area, has an aesthetically 
pleasing appeal in comparison to urban residential uses and structures. Photographs of 
the site are provided in Attachment 1. The In-Fill Project would entail filling in the 
narrow strip of unlined area between Landfill-1 (LF-I) and LF-2 and the unlined area 
between LF-2 and LF-3. Both areas would be lined prior to disposal activities. Under 

- 
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this proposed project, no expansion of the existing landfill footprint would be required 
but the landfill would be extended vertically to a maximum elevation of 545 feet over 
LF-2 (mean sea level), thereby increasing the currently permitted height of the landfill by 
160 feet (from 385 MSL to 545 MSL). The landfill will also be re-contoured under this 
project to better match existing topography surrounding the landfill and, when disposal 
options cease and the landfill is closed, provide a more natural appearance of the landfill 
profile. Therefore, the project's impacts to a scenic vista or area would be less than 
significant. 

(b) The landfill's primary source of public views is along 1-5, which is designated as a State 
scenic highway. Foreground views from 1-5 are dominated by the existing landfill 
facilities. These facilities include the Waste-To-Energy (WTE) plant, the slopes of the 
filled modules, and the slopes of the existing soil stockpiles. The most prominent feature 
of the existing landfill site is the WTE plant. Because of its large size and proximity to 
1-5, the WTE plant can be seen from a distance by travelers on both northbound and 
southbound 1-5. The proposed In-Fill Project will result in an elevation increase over the 
landfill that will eventually obstruct southbound the view of the WTE plant from 1-5 and 
the surrounding area. After closure, the landfill will be returned to a more natural 
appearance with topography that more closely resembles the surrounding hilly terrain. 

(c) The project would not degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its 
surroundings because the landfill has been part of the area since 1973 and the proposed 
In-Fill Project will be occurring within the existing footprint of the landfill; however, the 
project would result in an increase in the landfill elevation, but this is considered less than 
significant with mitigation incorporated because the final elevation will include 
contouring to match the existing contouring to minimize any potential visual effect. 

(d) The existing landfill receives waste between 8:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. Lighting is not 
currently necessary at the active working face or along the temporary haul roads. 
Lighting is provided all night long at the waste to energy facility and the scale 
house/office area. No other lighting is currently used at the site or proposed as part of the 
expansion project. This lighting would not create a significant source of substantial light 
or glare, the impact on lighting at night would be less than significant. 

Reference: Site visit, J. Rhoades, Shaw E&I, April 16, 2009 

Mitigation Measures 
Stanislaus County will implement limited contour grading as part of the project final closure 
design to achieve a more natural appearance of the landfill profile. The landfill cells will be 
vegetated with a mixture of native grasses similar to that which exists in the adjoining landscapes 
as part of final landfill closure. 
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5.2 Agriculture Resources 

Less'Than Less Than POtential'Y Significant Impact 
significant No Significant with Mitigation lmpact lmpact Impact Incorporation 

11. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES: In 
determining whether impacts to 
agricultural resources are significant 
environmental effects, lead agencies 
may refer to the California Agricultural 
Land Evaluation and Site Assessment 
Model (1997) prepared by the 
California Dept. of Conservation as an 
optional model to use in assessing 
impacts on agriculture and farmland. 
Would the project: 

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

b) Conflict with existing zoning for 
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act X 
contract? 

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

(a) Fink Road Landfill was constructed in 1973. Although there are agricultural areas within 
the vicinity of the proposed project, the site has been used as a landfill for many years. 
Furthermore, the Stanislaus County Important Farmland 2006 Map prepared under the 
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Department of 
Conservation categorized the site as urban and built-up land and characterized the land 
owned by the County immediately west of the landfill as  grazing land. The closest prime 
farmland is located immediately south of the landfill. The lands to the east and north are 
classified and disturbed lands. The proposed In-Fill Project, including realignment of the 
road access, will not occur on prime farmland nor will it adversely affect prime farmland 
located to the south; therefore, the proposed project will have a less than significant 
impact on agricultural land. 

(b) The California Land Conservation Act ("Williamson Act") was enacted to help preserve 
agricultural and open space lands via a contract between the property owner and the local 
jurisdiction. Stanislaus County participates in the Williamson Act program; however 
there is no existing zoning for agricultural use at the site and its surroundings. The 
proposed project will not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use because the 
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landfill site is classified as urban and built-up and grazing land by the California 
Department of Conservation 

(c) The project involves relocation of an interior access road and filling in the narrow strip of 
unlined area between Landfill-1 (LF-1) and LF-2 and the unlined area between LF-2 and 
LF-3. The unlined areas would be lined using a liner system consistent with the approved 
permits in place at the time of construction. The proposed In-Fill Project will not involve 
other changes in the existing environment that would lead to the conversion of Prime 
Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance, to non-agricultural 
use. The project also will not lead to any conflicts with existing zoning, agriculture use, 
or Williamson Act contract (no property in the area is under the Williamson Act 
contract). 

The project will not have any impact on agricultural resources and there is no need for further 
analysis on this resource. 

References: California Department of Conservation, Rural Land Mapping, Stanislaus County 
Important Farmlands 2006. 

Stanislaus County General Plan, Chapter 3 Conservation and Open Space 
Element, Stanislaus County Website accessed on April 19, 2009. 

Mitigation Measures 
None required. 
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(a) Air quality impacts can occur over broad regions such as an air basin or within local 
microclimates. The proposed site and surrounding area are in the San Joaquin Valley Air 
Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD). The District has one of the most severe air 
pollution problems in the State and the Nation (Guide for Assessing and Mitigating Air 
Quality Impacts, SJVAPCD, August 20, 1998). The District has developed several air 
quality plans, including plans for ozone, carbon monoxide, and particulate matter. The 
proposed landfill In-Fill Project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 
current plans. 

(b) U.S. EPA and the California Air Resource Board (CARB) have each established ambient 
air quality standards: National Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) and the California 
Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS). The CAAQS is equal to or more stringent 
than the federal NAAQS. These standards are used to evaluate proposed project impacts 
for common air pollutants such as carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide (NOx), ozone 
(03), and particulate matter (PM10 and PM2.5). 

Ill. AIR QUALITY -Where available, the 
significance criteria established by the 
applicable air quality management or 
air pollution control district may be 
relied upon to make the following 
determinations. Would the project: 

a) Conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of the applicable air 
quality plan? 

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

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable 
net increase of any criteria pollutant 
for which the project region is non- 
attainment under an applicable federal 
or state ambient air quality standard 
(including releasing emissions which 
exceed quantitative thresholds for 
ozone precursors)? 

d) Expose sensitive receptors to 
substantial pollutant concentrations? 

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a 
substantial number of people? 

Currently, the San Joaquin Valley (Valley) is federally classified as extreme non- 
attainment for the federal and state 8-hr ground-level ozone, and non-attainment for 

LessThan 
Significant 

Impact 

X 

X 
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federal and state particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in diameter (PM2.5) standard1. 
Previously the SJVAPCD was identified as non-attainment for federal PM10. However, 
on September 25, 2008, EPA redesignated the SJVAPCD to attainment for the PMlO 
National Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS) and approved the District's PMlO 
Maintenance Plan. The SJVAPCD is designated as attainment for all other criteria 
pollutants. 

This project is anticipated to lead to a temporary net increase in the criteria pollutants for 
which this area is in non-attainment. The net increase is anticipated to occur as a result of 
construction activities and unless mitigated could lead to a short-temporary decrease in 
air quality in the project area. 

To appropriately address air quality impact issues, the Guide for Assessing and 
Mitigating Air Quality Impacts (SJVAPCD, August 20, 1998) was reviewed. The Fink 
Road Landfill has been granted a Permit to Operate (PTO) by the San Joaquin Valley Air 
Pollution Control District (Permit Number N-3969-2-1). Construction activity associated 
with relocation of the access road is expected to create dust. Dust will be suppressed 
through standard mitigation measures (discussed under Mitigation Measures) such as 
wetting the disturbed areas. In addition, Stanislaus County requires that the contractor 
for the project prepare and submit a dust suppression plan prior to construction in 
compliance with SJVAPCD Rule 802 1. 

(c) The landfill also has an operating permit issued by the SJVAPCD. The proposed project 
would not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for 
which the project region is non-attainment. The proposed In-Fill Project would not 
increase the daily tonnage, vehicle trips, or change in the classification of the non- 
hazardous municipal solid waste materials currently accepted. However, the increase in 
landfill volume in place may result in an increase in methane gas production. As part of 
their review of the proposed project, the SJVAPCD will require that the County provide 
detailed information pertaining to landfill modification in order to determine if 
modification to the existing Title V permit will be required. Because the SJVAPCD will 
have the authority to impose any additional regulatory requirements on operation of the 
project, any impacts will be addressed in the permit review. Because of the low-intensity 
of required construction, impacts associated with construction of the In-Fill Project is 
considered to be less than significant. 

(d) The existing landfill is not located within an area of sensitive receptors, such as schools 
or hospitals. The current landfill would continue to operate in accordance with its air 
permit issued by the SJVAPCD. It is not anticipated that the temporary construction of 
the access road and implementation of the In-Fill Project would generate a significant 
amount of air pollutants. 

' On April 30, 2007 the Governing Board of the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District voted to request 
EPA to reclassify the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin as extreme nonattainrnent for the federal 8-hour ozone 
standards. The California Air Resources Board, on June 14, 2007, approved this request. This request must be 
forwarded to EPA by the California Air Resources Board and would become effective upon EPA final rulemaking 
after a notice and comment process; it is not yet in effect 

-- 
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(e) This project is not located within a residential area or area containing sensitive receptors 
and therefore, would not subject a substantial number of people to objectionable odors. 
Therefore, impacts are anticipated to be less than significant. 

Climate Change 

To date, there have been no significant environmental regulations enacted in the United States at 
the national level specifically designed to address climate change. In April 2007, the 
U.S. Supreme Court determined that the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has the 
regulatory authority to list greenhouse gases (GHGs) as pollutants under the federal Clean Air 
Act (CAA) but the EPA has not yet proposed nor adopted any regulations of GHGs to date. 
Numerous proposals are being considered in the U.S. Congress to regulate GHGs but no 
legislation has been adopted. Although GHG emissions are currently not addressed in federal . 

regulation, certain state and local governments are passing legislation and adopting action plans 
to reduce GHG emissions. For example, the State of California recently passed into law the 
Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006, commonly referred to as Assembly Bill 32 (AB 32), 
which is designed to significantly reduce GHG emissions generated by California in the short- 
and long-term. 

The CEQA Guidelines have not been updated to provide guidance as it relates to climate change. 
To date there are no California appellate or Supreme Court decisions governing the character or 
extent of climate change analysis required under CEQA. CEQA guidance indicates that GHG 
emissions and climate change should be considered cumulative effects, though the guidance 
provides no clear direction as to how analysis of climate change should actually be conducted. 

Because the Air Resources Board provided little to no guidance on how to assess and address 
climate change, the SJVAPCD developed a "Climate Change Action Plan" (CCAP) in August 
2008 and presented that plan to the Governing Board. One of the goals of the CCAP is to 
develop specific recommendations to the Air Resources Board that would help remove the 
current uncertainty regarding how to address climate change with respect to CEQA reviews. 
Another goal of the CCAP is to develop tools that will address scientific approaches to assist 
local land use agencies in addressing climate change. The CCAP also proposed that voluntary 
mitigation agreements be developed that may help address climate change; however, the scope 
and details of such voluntary agreements have not been developed. Since August 2008, the 
SJVAPCD has held a series of workshops and public hearings on the CCAP process. After 
considering all available options for assessing the cumulative impacts of project specific GHG 
emissions on global climatic change, the SJVAPCD concluded that the most appropriate option 
is development of significance determination guidance based on use of best performance 
standards. This approach is similar to a zero threshold approach but reduces the regulatory 
burden in that: 

ALL projects would be required to implement best performance standards 
Would capture projects that would otherwise be exempt if applying quantitative 
thresholds 
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Further, the District proposes to reduce the regulatory burden by streamlining the process. A 
project complying with best performance standards would be considered to have a less than 
cumulatively considerable impact on global climatic change if it: 

Complies with applicable ARB GHG reduction measures; and 
. Complies with applicable direct GHG regulations or rules 

The SJVACPD is also working to develop performance standards for two classes of projects: 
Industrial and Development. Currently, the SJVACPD is holding public meetings and it is 
expected that the final CCAP will be presented to the Governing Board in August 2009. 

Given the uncertainly as to how the project would be assessed with respect to climate change, it 
is not possible to draw any conclusions regarding potential impacts associated with the In-Fill 
Project. However, as part of the existing landfill's current regulatory obligations to the 
SJVACPD (Title 5 permit and Permit to Operate) Stanislaus County, as operator of the landfill, 
will work with the SJVACPD to determine what, if any, performance standards may be needed 
in the future operations to address climate change. 

References: San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District 
http://www.vallevair.org/Air Quality Plans/PM Plans.htm 

Governor S Ofice of Policy and Research (OPR). Addressing Climate Channe in 
CEOA and NEPA Documents, Updated August 2007, Climate Change Focus 
Group. 

Mitigation Measures 
The following mitigation measures can be used to help control fugitive dust during the proposed 
action: 

Monitor dust-generating activities and implement appropriate measures for maximum 
dust control 

Apply water to unpaved surfaces and areas around the site during the construction 
process 

Limit or reduce vehicle speed on unpaved roads and traffic areas 

Maintain areas in a stabilized condition by restricting vehicle access 

Install wind barriers to limit airborne dust caused by wind 

During high winds, cease outdoor activities that disturb the soil 

- 
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5.4 Biological Resources 

Less Than Less Than Potentially significant Impact 
Significant with Mitigation 

No 

Impact Impact lmpact 
Incorporation 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES-Would the 
project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either 
directly or through habitat modifications, 
on any species identified as a candidate, 
sensitive, or special status species in local 
or regional plans, policies, or regulations, 

X 

or by the California Department of Fish 
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service? 

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any 
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural 
community identified in local or regional 
plans, policies, and regulations or by the 

X 

California Department of Fish and Game 
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on 
federally protected wetlands as defined by 
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act 
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal X 
pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, 
filling, hydrological interruption, or other 
means? 

d) Interfere substantially with the movement 
of any native resident or migratory fish or 
wildlife species or with established native 
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or 

X 

impede the use of native wildlife nursery 
sites? 

e) Conflict with any local policies or 
ordinances protecting biological 
resources, such as a tree preservation 

X 

policy or ordinance? 

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted 
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 
Community conservation Plan, or other X 
approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan? 

The proposed In-Fill Project is located within the footprint of the existing permitted Fink Road 
Landfill and is located in an annual grassland area adjacent to agricultural uses, neighborhood 
roads and Interstate 5. Vegetation in the area is limited to planted orchards, crops, native and 
non-native grasses associated with annual grasslands. 

Habitat types occurring within the area of the project site include: Agricultural, Annual 
Grasslands, and Developed. These habitat types are discussed below. 
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Habitats 

Agricultural 
Almond orchards are present south of the landfill. Plants associated with the agricultural habitat 
include: yarrow (Achillea millefolium), yellow starthistle (Centaurea solstitialis), wild oat 
(Avena fatua), small rattlesnake grass (Briza minor), and tall fescue (Festuca arndinacea). 

Annual Grasslands 
Annual grasslands are present on site and adjacent to the site. A mixture of non-native grasses 
and forbs dominates the grassland habitat. Typical grasses found within this habitat include: oat 
(Avena fatua), blue wildrye (Elymus glaucus), Medusa head (Taeniatherum caput-medusae), 
Italian ryegrass (Lolium multiJlorum), and barley (Hordeum sp.). 

Developed 
Portions of the project site have been developed, creating roads, landfill cells, soils stockpile, 
stormwater basins, ditches, and turnouts. These developed areas have experienced ground 
disturbance and contain little natural vegetation. The landfill cells are vegetated and capped in 
accordance with the project's regulatory requirements using material from the currently 
permitted stockpile area located immediately west of the landfill footprint. 

(a) For the purposes of this Initial Study, "Special-status" is defined to include those species 
that are: 

Listed as endangered or threatened under the Federal Endangered Species Act (or 
formally proposed, or candidates, for listing) 

Listed as endangered or threatened under the California Endangered Species Act (or 
proposed for listing) 

Designated as endangered or rare, pursuant to California Fish and Game Code 
($1901) 
Designated as fully protected, pursuant to California Fish and Game Code ($351 1, 
$4700, or $5050) 

Designated as species of concern or species of local concern by U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (USFWS), or as species of special concern by DFG . 

Plants or animals that meet the definitions of rare or endangered under CEQA 

Plants listed as rare under the California Native Plant Society (CNPS) to be "rare, 
threatened, or endangered in California" (List 1B and 2) 

An inventory of regionally occurring special-status plant and animal species was gathered based 
on a review of pertinent literature, a reconnaissance-level site assessment, informal consultation 
with the USFWS, and the results of a California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB) query 
(Attachment 2) of all reported occurrences of special-status species within the Patterson 
California USGS 7.5 minute topographic quadrangle. Habitat requirements for each special- 
status species were assessed and compared to the habitats occurring within the site and adjacent 
areas. The site area andlor surrounding vicinity represent potential habitat for four special-status 
plants and nine special-status animals. The scientific and common names, regulatory status, 
habitat requirements, and period of identification for these species are identified in Table 1 and 
briefly discussed below. 
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Table 1 
Special-Status Species with the Potential to be Present or Utilize the Project Site 

Scientific Name Regulatory Status General Habitat Description Period of 
Common Name USFWSlDFGICNPS Identification 

Plants 

Blepharizonia plumosa -1-11 B Found in valley and foothill grasslands, July - October 
Big tar plant usually found in clay to clay-loam soils on 

slopes and often in burned areas. 
Erodium macrophyluum -1-12 Found in cismontane woodland and Valley March - May 

Round-leaved filaree and foothill grassland, usually found in clay 
soils. 

Caulanfhus coulteri var. lemmonii -I--11 B Found in pinyonjuniper woodland and valley March - May 
Lemmon's jewelflower and foothill grassland. 

Eschscholzia rhombipefla -4-1 B Found in valley and foothill grasslands, April - August 
Diamond-petaled California usually found on slopes and flats in alkaline 

- POPPY and clay soils. 
Birds 

Buteo swainsoni --ICFPI-- Open country of the westem US and Canada March - May 
Swainson's Hawk for breeding, from low to moderate elevations. 

Prairies, rangelands, meadows, any open 
areas with scattered trees - such places will 
be attractive to this species. Cultivated lands 
attract this hawk in some areas, where the 
human disturbance of agriculture causes 
concentrations of insects and rodents. 

Agelaius tricolor FSCICSCI- Nests in dense thickets of cattails, tules, April - July 
Tricolored blackbird willow, blackberry, wild rose, and other tall 

herbs near water. 

Afhene cunicularia hypugaea FSCICSCI- Requires open, dry annual or perennial Dec 1. - Jan. 31 
Western Burrowing owl grasslands, deserts & scrublands and 

characterized by low-growing vegetation. April -July 
Species is a subterranean nester, dependent 
upon burrowing mammals, most notably, the 
California ground squirrel. 

Eremophila alpesfris actia --ICSCI- Found in coastal regions, mainly from All year 
California homed lark Sonoma Co. to San Diego Co. Also found in 

part of San Joaquin Valley & east of the 
foothills. Usually found in short-grass prairie, 
"bald" hills, mountain meadows, open coastal 
plains, fallow grain fields, and alkali flats. 

Falco mexicanus -1 CSC 1- Found in dry level or hilly open terrain. All year 
Prairie falcon Breeding sites are located on cliffk and 

forages far from the nest to marshlands and 
ocean shores. 

Lanius ludovicianus -1CSCI-- Found in broken woodlands, savannah, March - August 
Loggerhead shrike pinyon-juniper, Joshua tree, riparian 

woodlands, desert oases, scrub & washes. 
Species prefers open country for hunting with 
perches for scanning, and fairly dense shrubs 
and brush for nesting. 
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Table 1 (continued) 
Special-Status Species with the Potential to be Present or Utilize the Project Site 

Scientific Name Regulatory Status Period of 
USFWSlDFGlCNPS 

General Habitat Description 
Common Name Identification 

Mammals 

Perognathus inornatus FSC I - I-- Lives in arid annual grasslands, desert scrub, All year 
San Joaquin pocket mouse fine soils. 

Taxidea taxus -I CSC I-- Found in drier open stages of shrub, forest, All year 
American badger and herbaceous habitats with friable soils. 

Species requires uncultivated ground for 
digging burrows. Species also preys on 
burrowing rodents. 

Vulpes macrotis mutica FEICTI-- Found in annual grasslands or grassy open All year 
San Joaquin ki fox stages with scattered shrubby vegetation. 

Species needs loose-textured sandy soils for 
burrowing, and a suitable prey base. 

Reptiles 

Masticophis flagellum ~ddock i  -I CSC I- Found in open dry habitats with little or no May - August 
San Joaquin whipsnake tree cover. Found in valley grasslands & 

saltbrush scrub in the San Joaquin Valley. 
Species requires mammal burrows for refuge 
and oviposition sites. 

Amphibians 

Spea hammondii FSC I CSC I-- Found primarily in grassland habitats, but December - 
Western spadefoot can be found in valley-foothill hardwood February 

woodlands. Species require vernal pools for 
breeding and egg-laying. 

STATUS CODES: 

Federal: [U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service) 
FE = Listed as a Endangered Species 
FT = Listed as a Threatened Species 
FSC = Federal Species of Concern 
SLC = Species of Local Concern 

State: (California Department of Fish and Game) 
CE = Califomia Endangered Species 
CT= California Threatened Species 
CFP = California Fully Protected Species 
CSC = California Species of Special Concern 

CNPS: [California Native Plant Societv) 
1 B = Plants rare, threatened, or endangered in California and elsewhere 
2 = Plants rare, threatened, or endangered in California, but more common elsewhere 
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Special-Status Plant Species 

Bin tar plant (Blepharizonia plurnosa) 

The Big tar plant is an herbaceous annual that grows to between 1 and 3 feet tall. Seedlings 
appear in early spring, but the plants do not begin to bloom until mid-summer. The blooming 
period, during which the plants produce many heads with white flowers, generally occurs 
between July and October. Big tar plants are typically found in valley and foothill grasslands on 
clay to clay-loam soils, usually on slopes and often in burned areas, below 1,500 feet. During 
the April 16,2009, site visit, the Big tar plant was not observed in the area inspected. 

Round-leaved filaree (Erodiurn rnacrop~lurn) 

This annual flower typically grows in valley and foothill grasslands in open habitat on friable 
clay soils. The petals are usually white but can be tinted pink. Unlike most filaree, there is a 
single style column that is approximately 3 to 5 centimeters in length. The blooming period is 
from March to May. During the April 16, 2009, site visit, the round-leaved filaree was not 
observed. 

Lemmon's iewelflower (Caulantus coulteri var. IernmoniQ 

The Lemmon's jewelflower is an herbaceous annual that is found in Pinyon-juniper woodland 
and valley and foothill grasslands. The blooming period is typically from March to May. 
During the April 16,2009, site visit, the Lemmon's jewelflower was not observed. 

Diamond-petaled California Poppy (Eschscholzia rhornbipetia) 

This annual flower typically grows in valley and foothill grasslands on slopes and flats in 
alkaline and clay soils. The petals are usually yellow. The fruits of diamond-petaled California 
poppy are conspicuous because they are 1.5 to 3 inches long, which may nearly equal the height 
of the plant. The blooming period is from April to August. During the April 16, 2009, site visit, 
the Diamond-petaled California poppy was not observed. 

Special-Status Bird Species 

Swainson's hawk (Buteo swainsonfi 

The Swainson's hawk breeds in grasslands with scattered trees, juniper-sage flats, riparian areas, 
savannahs, and agricultural or ranch habitats. This species requires adjacent suitable foraging 
areas such as grasslands, alfalfa, or grain fields that support a rodent population. 

The nearest known occurrence of this species is approximately 4.25 miles south of the project 
site. The observation was recorded on June 4, 1988, when a nest was observed in a sycamore 
tree. The habitat surrounding the nest consisted of sycamore trees-dominated by riparian habitat 
with agricultural land to the east. The observation was made west of the Newman exit off 1-5 
near the Orestimba Creek. No Swainson's hawks were observed during the site visit conducted 
on April 16, 2009. Swainson's hawks could occasionally forage on the subject property but no 
suitable nesting habitat is present. 
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Tricolored blackbird (Aaelaius tricolor) 

The tricolored blackbird is a highly colonial species that is largely endemic to California. This 
species nests in dense thickets of cattails, tules, willow, blackberry, wild rose, and other tall 
herbs near water. The breeding season for this species is from April through July. 

The nearest known occurrence of this species is approximately 3 miles north of the project site. 
The observation was recorded on April 28, 1971, when a colony of approximately 1,250 
individuals were observed nesting. The habitat in the area of the observation consisted of a tule- 
lined drainage ditch along 1-5 in non-irrigated grasslands with water 1-2 feet deep. No tricolored 
blackbirds or suitable habitat were observed during the site visits conducted on April 16, 2009. 

Western burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia hypuaaea) 

The Western burrowing owl requires open, dry annual or perennial grasslands, deserts and 
scrublands characterized by low-growing vegetation. This species is a subterranean nester that is 
dependent upon burrowing mammals, most notably, the California ground squirrel. 

No California ground squirrels or Western burrowing owls were observed during the site visit 
conducted on April 16, 2009. Grasslands in the area of the expansion site appear to represent 
suitable habitat for this species. 

California homed lark (Eremo~hila atpestris actia) 

The California horned lark is found primarily in Coastal Regions, chiefly from Sonoma County 
to San Diego County. The species can also be found in the San Joaquin Valley and east of the 
foothills. This species is found in short-grass prairie, "bald" hills, mountain meadows, open 
coastal plains, fallow grain fields, and alkali flats. This species can be identified all year. 

The nearest know occurrence of this species is approximately 500-feet south of the project site. 
The observation of this species was recorded on April 13, 1993 when 1 adult was observed 
flying overhead approximately 100 feet west of existing crude oil gas pipeline. The habitat in 
the area of the observation was non-native grassland. No California homed larks or suitable 
habitat were observed during the site visit conducted on April 16,2009. 

Prairie falcon (Falco mexicanus) 

The prairie falcon is found in dry, level or hilly open terrain. This species also requires cliffs for 
breeding and forages in marshlands and ocean shores. 

No suitable habitat or prairie falcons were observed during the site visit conducted on April 16, 
2009. The project area contains unsuitable habitat because it does not contain suitable cliff sites 
for nesting or marshlands for hunting. 

Logperhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus) 

The loggerhead shrike is found in broken woodlands, savannah, pinyon-juniper, Joshua tree, 
riparian woodlands, desert oases, scrub & washes. This species prefers open country for hunting 
with perches for scanning, and fairly dense shrubs and brush for nesting. 

-- 
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No loggerhead shrikes were observed during the site visit conducted April 16,2009. 

Special-Status Mammal Species 

San Joaquin pocket mouse (Peromthus inormtus inornatus) 

The San Joaquin pocket mouse is typically found in grasslands and blue oak savannas. This 
species requires friable soils for burrowing. The San Joaquin pocket mouse can be observed all 
year. 

The nearest known occurrence of this species is approximately 4-miles south of the project site. 
The observation was recorded on August 24, 1990, when 2 adults were captured during species 
surveys. The observation was made about 0.1 mile south of Orestimba Creek, near the Newman 
exit on 1-5, between 1-5 and the Delta-Mendota Canal. The habitat in the area of the observation 
consisted of ruderal sparse annual grasslands less than .12" in height with Russian thistle and 
Dove weed. The soil was extremely rocky and sandy. No San Joaquin pocket mice were 
observed during the site visit conducted on April 16, 2009. Grasslands in the area of the 
expansion site appear to represent suitable habitat for this species. 

American badger (Taxidea taxus) 

This species inhabits primarily drier open stages of shrub, forest, and herbaceous habitats with 
friable soils. This species requires uncultivated ground for digging burrows. This species can be 
identified all year long. 

The nearest known occurrence of this species is approximately 2 miles northwest of the project 
site. The observation was recorded on April 13, 1989, when 1 adult was observed during two 
consecutive surveys on April 12 and April 13. The observations were made in the vicinity of 
Little Salado Creek. The habitat in the area where the observations were made consisted of 
walnut orchard and adjacent ruderal grasslands. No American badgers were observed during the 
site visit conducted on April 16, 2009. Grasslands in the area of the expansion site appear to 
represent suitable habitat for this species. 

San Joaquin kit fox (Vulpes macrotis mutical 

This species inhabits annual grasslands or grassy open stages with scattered shrubby vegetation. 
This species requires loose-textured sandy soils for burrowing, and a suitable prey base. The San 
Joaquin kit fox can be observed all year. 

The nearest know occurrence of this species is approximately %-mile west of the project site. 
The observation was recorded on April 11, 1989, when 1 adult was observed foraging during 
nocturnal surveys. The habitat in the area of the observation was a walnut orchard adjacent to 
non-native grasslands. However, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has 10 records of kit fox 
occurring within a 10-mile radius of the landfill. In addition, the landfill is located near a kit fox 
corridor. No San Joaquin kit foxes or dens were observed during the site visit conducted on 
April 16, 2009. Grasslands in the area of the expansion site appear to represent suitable habitat 
for this species. 
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Special-Status Reptile Species 

San Joaquin whipsnake (Masticophis flazellurn ruddoch) 

This species inhabits primarily open dry habitats with little or no tree cover. This species 
requires mammal burrows for refuge and oviposition sites. 

No San Joaquin whipsnakes or burrows were observed during the site visit conducted on 
April 16, 2009. Grasslands in the area of the expansion site appear to represent suitable habitat 
for this species. 

Special-Status Amphibian Species 

Western Spadefoot toad (Spea harnrnondia 

This species inhabits primarily grassland habitats, but can be found in valley-foothill hardwood 
woodlands. This species requires vernal pools for breeding and egg-laying. Breeding typically 
occurs from December through February. 

The nearest known occurrence of this species is approximately 3.5 miles northwest of the project 
site. The observation was recorded on May 15, 1994, when 10 + tadpoles were observed within 
a vernal pool at the west end of a cherry orchard near Salado Creek.' The surrounding habitat at 
the time of the observation consisted of non-native grassland, with numerous natural and 
artificially-created vernal pools. No vernal pools or Western spadefoot toads were observed 
during the site visit conducted on April 16, 2009. The lack of vernal pools on the project area 
lead to unsuitable habitat for Western Spadefoot toads. 

Although no impacts are anticipated on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special 
status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department 
of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service as a result of this project mitigation 
measures have been provided to ensure no impact to the San Joaquin kit fox, burrowing owl and 
other special status species. The following mitigation measures are identified in the documents 
Standardized Recommendations for Protection of the San Joaquin Kit Fox Prior to or During 
Ground Disturbance, June 1999, United States Fish and Wildlife Service and StaffReport on 
Burrowing Owl Mitigations, October 1995, California Department of Fish and Game. (Sources: 
Personal communication with Annine Berangy, California Department of  Fish and Game- 
Fresno Field Office, December 4, 2007), 

(b) The project site and its immediate surroundings do not contain riparian habitat or other 
sensitive natural communities as defined by the California Department of Fish and Game 
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. The nearest riparian corridor is Little Salado Creek, 
located approximately 5,000 feet northwest of the project site. No impacts would occur 
as a result of this project to any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community 
identified in local or regional plans, policies, and regulations or by the California 
Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service. 

(c) The United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) regulates the dredge and fill of 
Waters of the U.S. through Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (CWA). This project site 
is developed with an existing landfill and access road and does not contain federally or 

- 
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state protected waters or wetlands. No impacts would occur on federally protected 
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the CWA (including, but not limited to, marsh, 
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or 
other means as a result of this project. 

(d) The project site is located in a rural area that is surrounded by open space and agricultural 
uses. The project site is not located within an established fish or wildlife migratory 
corridor. Therefore, no impacts to the movement of any native resident or migratory fish 
or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or 
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites would occur as a result of this project. 

(e) No local policies protecting wildlife are expected to be in conflict with the proposed 
action. Therefore, no impacts to any local policies or ordinances protecting biological 
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance would occur as a result of this 
project. 

(f) The landfill expansion project would not conflict with the provisions of an adopted 
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved 
local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan. The site is not under a Habitat 
Conservation Plan. Therefore, there would not be an impact. 

References: Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Fink Road Landfill Expansion 
Project, January 7, 2002). 

California Natural Diversity Database, Query on April 14, 2009. Reprinted on 
June 8, 2009. 

United States Fish and Wildlife Service, Recovery Plan for Upland Species of the 
Sun Joaquin Valley, California, 1999. 

United States Fish and Wildlife Service, Standardized Recommendations for 
Protection of the San Joaquin Kit Fox Prior to or During Ground Disturbance, 
June 1999. 

Mitigation Measures 
1. Pre-construction San Joaquin kit fox surveys will be conducted 2 weeks to 30 days 

before construction to ensure no kit foxes or special status listed species plants have 
established territories in the project area. Pre-construction surveys for special status 
listed plant species must be completed during the appropriate bloom periods, which 
means that the survey may need to occur well in advance of initiation of construction. 

2. Project-related vehicles will observe a 20-mph speed limit in all project areas, except 
on country roads and State and Federal highways; to limit the possibility of hitting any 
wildlife. Off-road traffic outside of designated project areas will be prohibited. 

3. To prevent inadvertent entrapment of kit foxes or other animals during construction, 
all excavated, steep-walled holes or trenches more thari 2 feet deep will be covered at 
the close of each working day by plywood or similar materials, or provided with one 
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or more escape ramps constructed of earth fill or wooden planks. Before trenches are 
filled, they will be thoroughly inspected for trapped animals. If at any time a trapped 
or injured special status species is discovered, the Sacramento Fish and Wildlife 
Office and the California Department of Fish and Game will be contacted 
immediately. If a non-listed animal is entrapped during construction, measures to free 
the animal must be taken, but regulatory contact is not required. 

4. All construction pipes, culverts, or similar structures with a diameter of 4-inches or 
greater that are stored at a construction site for one or more overnight periods will be 
thoroughly inspected for wildlife before the pipe is subsequently buried, capped, or 
moved in any way. Caps will be placed on pipes while they are being stored until they 
are ready to be used. 

5. All food-related trash items such as wrappers, cans, bottles, and food scraps will be 
disposed of in closed containers and removed at least once a week from the 
construction site. 

6.  To prevent harassment, mortality of kit foxes or destruction of dens by dogs or cats, no 
pets will be permitted on the construction site. 

7. Upon completion of the project, all areas subject to temporary ground disturbances, 
including storage and staging areas, temporary roads, and pipeline corridors will be re- 
contoured if necessary, and revegetated to promote restoration of the area to pre- 
project conditions. 

8. Pre-construction burrowing owl surveys will be conducted 30 days before construction 
to ensure no burrowing owls have established territories in the project area. 

9. Burrows occupied by burrowing owls will not be disturbed during the nesting season 
(February 1 through August 31) unless a qualified biologist approved by the 
Department of Fish and Game verifies through non-invasive methods that either: 
(1) the birds have not begun egg-laying and incubation; or (2) that juveniles from the 
occupied burrows are foraging independently and are capable of independent survival. 

10. If burrowing owls must be moved away from the disturbed area, passive relocation 
techniques will be used rather than trapping. 

-- 
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5.5 Cultural Resources 

(a) The site is occupied by an existing landfill and related structures. A cultural and historic 
resources survey was conducted for an un-related onsite water storage project at the 
landfill in April 2008 (ART April 2008). The area included within the investigation 
included the proposed water line and entire landfill facility. Given the recent date of that 
studylsurvey, the results are considered valid for the proposed In-Fill Project. The results 
of the historic resources investigation found that no structures of historic resources are 
present on the proposed in-fill site. Therefore, no impact to a historical resource, as 
defrned in. 15064.5, would occur as a result of this proposed project. 

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES-Would 
the project: 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change 
in the significance of a historical 
resource as defined in. 15064.5? 

b) Cause a substantial adverse change 
in the significance of an 
archaeological resource pursuant to 

.15064.5? 

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

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

(b) There are no archaeological resources pursuant to. 15064.5 on the proposed project site. 
Therefore, no impact to an archaeological resource will occur as a result of this project. 

(c) The proposed project site is located within an existing 1andfilVdeveloped site and is not 
expected to impact unique paleontological or geographic features. Therefore, there a less 
than significant impact to a unique paleontological resource on the site. 

Significant 
lmpact 

The proposed property site and surrounding area is in a level area devoid of geological 
features of interest. Therefore, there is no unique geologic feature which would be 
impact by the 1n- ill Project. 

(d) The proposed project site has historically been heavily disturbed by urban development. 
Therefore, it is unlikely the site would disturb any human remains, including those 
interred outside of formal cemeteries. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated. 

Less Than 
Significant lmpact 

with Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Reference: Architectural Resources Technology, Fink Road Landfill Records Review, 
April 28, 2008). 
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X 

X 

X 

X 



Mitigation Measures 
None required. 
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5.6 Geokgy and Soils 

Less Than Less Than Potentially Significant Impact 
Significant Significant with Mitigation 

No 

Impact Impact Impact 
Incorporation 

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS-Would the 
project: 

a) Expose people or structures to potential 
substantial adverse effects, including the X 
risk of loss, injury, or death involving: 

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

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? X 

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including 
liquefaction? 

X 

iv) Landslides? X 

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the 
loss of topsoil? 

X 

c). Be located on a geologic unit or soil that 
is unstable, or that would become 
unstable as a result of the project, and 
potentially result in on- or off-site 

X 

landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, 
liquefaction or collapse? 

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined 
in Table 18-1-8 of the Uniform Building 
Code (1994), creating substantial risks to 

X 

life or property? 
- 

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

(a)(e) Stanislaus County consists of three distinct geologic regions: the eastern dissected 
uplands, the San Joaquin Valley, and the western mountains. The eastern portion of the 
County comprises Pliocene and Pleistocene non-marine and sedimentary deposits, recent 
river and major stream channel deposits, Pliocene non-marine sedimentary rocks, 
Quaternary non-marine terrace deposits, undivided Eocene and Miocene non-marine 
sedimentary rocks, and Jurassic and/or Triassic metavolcanic rocks. The San Joaquin 
Valley portion is primarily made up of recent alluvial fan deposits, recent river and major 
stream channel deposits, and recent basin deposits. The western mountain portion of the 
County is comprised of rocks of the Franciscan Formation, Mesozoic rocks, upper 
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Cretaceous marine sedimentary rocks, Paleocene and Eocene marine sedimentary rocks, 
and Pliocene non-marine sedimentary rocks. 

Based on information contained in the facility's Joint Technical Document (2004), the 
soils immediately underlying the Fink Road Landfill are alluvial deposits consisting 
predominantly of interbedded clays, silts, and sands with minor amounts of gravel.' The 
Tulare Formation underlies the deposits. Permeability of the interbedded layers displays 
values ranging from 1 x10-' to 1 x1 cmlsec based on laboratory tests. 

The site lies on relatively flat to gently sloping land and accordingly, there are no slope 
stability issues for this site. The Ortigalita fault in the western portion of Stanislaus 
County has been active within the last 12,000 years and has an associated Alquist-Priolo 
Earthquake Fault Zone. Ortigalita fault is located approximately 10-miles west of Fink 
Road Landfill. The site is not in the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. The western 
half of Stanislaus County can be expected to have an earthquake with an intensity of VII 
or VIII on the Modified Mercalli Intensity Scale, producing considerable damage to 
ordinary structures. 

The site lies on relatively flat to gently sloping land and accordingly the project will not 
cause a geologic unit or soil to become unstable. The western half of Stanislaus County 
can be expected to have an earthquake with an intensity of VII or VIII on the Modified 
Mercalli Intensity scale, producing considerable damage to ordinary structures. The 
probability of liquefaction and related ground failures is expected to be highest in areas 
that are subject to ground shaking; have clean, unconsolidated alluvial sediments and 
soils; and have groundwater within 50 feet of the ground surface. Depth to first 
groundwater beneath the site is estimated to range from about 12 feet to about 85 feet 
(WDR) below the average natural grades. The majority of the saturated native soils 
underlying the site are fine-grained and dense. Additionally, the upper 10 to 40 feet of 
the natural soils, which tend to be less dense and potentially susceptible to liquefaction, 
are excavated prior to landfill cell construction. Therefore, the risk of damaging soil 
liquefaction is very low. 

(b) The site lies on relatively flat' to gently sloping land; therefore, the proposed actions 
associated with the In-Fill Project and relocation of the interior access road is not 
anticipated to result in substantial soil erosion or loss of topsoil. Once the access road 
relocation is completed, the disturbed construction area will be stabilized to prevent 
erosion. 

(d) The site is occupied by an existing landfill and associated facilities and is not located 
within an area mapped as expansive soil. The proposed modifications to the landfill 
should not create substantial risk to life or property and would be engineered for safety. 
Therefore, impacts are less than significant. 

(e) The proposed project site is located within the existing landfill site. Therefore, the 
disposal of wastewater would be in accordance with the facility's existing Waste 
Discharge Requirements issued by the RWQCB. Septic systems would not be 
constructed for the proposed project, and impacts are not anticipated. 
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References: Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration, Fink Road Landfill, Soil Relocation 
Project, Phase 2, Stanislaus County Department of Public Works, February 16, 
2006.) 

Mitigation Measures 
None required. 
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5.7 Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

(a) The proposed project involves extending the life of the landfill by in-filling between 
existing disposal cells. The project would not change the maximum tonnage, permitted 
traffic volumes, nor the type of waste accepted at the landfill. Construction of the project 
will not require the use or storage of hazardous materials. The current permit to operate 
prohibits the landfill from accepting or disposing of hazardous wastelmaterials. The 
landfill currently implements a waste screening program that looks for inadvertent 
materials in the solid waste stream and these materials are segregated and sent offsite for 
proper disposal. Therefore, no impact is anticipated from the proposed project. 
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Less Than 

Impact 

X 

X 

Less Than 
Significant Impact 

with Mitigation 
Incorporation 

VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS 
MATERIALS-Would the project: 

a) Create a significant hazard to the public 
or the environment through the routine 
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous 
materials? 

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

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

d) Be located on a site which is included on 
a list of hazardous materials sites 
compiled pursuant to Government Code 
Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would 
it create a significant hazard to the public 
or the environment? 

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

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

No 
Impact 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Significant 
Impact 



(b) The proposed project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the 
release of hazardous materials into the environment. Therefore, no impact is anticipated 
fiom the proposed project. 

(c) The proposed project would not involve the handling of either hazardous or acutely 
hazardous materials in any significant quantities. Therefore, no impact is anticipated 
fiom the proposed project. 

(d) The site is not listed on the Cortese List. The project will not impair implementation or 
physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation 
plan. 

(e) The Crows Landing Naval Auxiliary Landing Field is located approximately 1.5 miles to 
the northeast, and the City of Patterson is located approximately 5 miles to the north. The 
Crows Landing Naval Auxiliary Landing Field was historically used by the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration (and NASA) and the U.S. Navy for testing 
purposes and training operations. Ownership of the landing field has subsequently been 
transferred to the County. The landing field is currently not in operation. However, 
Stanislaus County adopted a Preliminary Redevelopment P l q  in November 2005 for the 
landing facility and adjacent lands. The vertical expansion of the existing landfill is not 
expected to result in a conflict with the planned operation of the landing field nor result in 
safety hazard for those working in the area. Stanislaus County is taking the proposed 
landfill vertical expansion into consideration with respect to the landing field project. 
Therefore, the impacts of the proposed project are expected to be less than significant. 

(0 A Fire Hazard Severity Zones in State Responsibility Area (SRA) Map was prepared by 
the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection under the Fire and Resource 
Assessment Program. This map was adopted by CAL FIRE on November 7, 2007 and 
indicates that very high Fire Hazard Severity Zones (FHSZ) is located in the project area. 
Work crews will have portable fire extinguishers in their vehicles to help fight any small 
fires that should occur in the project area. Water tanker trucks will also be available to 
fight any fires that should occur on the project area. If additional help is required, the 
local fire department (West Stanislaus Fire Department) will be called. Therefore, 
impacts are expected to be less than significant. 

References: Stanislaus County, Planning and Economic Development Department, Crows 
Landing Air Facility Redevelopment Plan, February 2009) 

Fire and Resource Assessment Program, California Department of Forestry and 
Fire Protection website; htt~://fia~.cdfca.aov/ website accessed April 13, 2009. 

Mitigation Measures 
None required. 
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5.8 Hydrology and Water Quality 

(a) The existing landfill facility currently operates in accordance with Waste Discharge 
Requirements Order No. R5-2008-0144, revised by the California Regional Water 
Quality Control Board (RWQCB), Central Valley Region in 2008. The wastewater 
generated at the site would continue to be discharged in accordance with that permit and 
the permit would be amended as needed for the In-Fill Project. Existing project facilities, 
including the existing waste-to-energy facility located at the southwest corner of the 

VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY - 
Would the project: 

a) Violate any water quality standards or 
waste discharge requirements? 

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

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage 
pattern of the site or area, including 
through the alteration of the course of a 
stream or river, or substantially increase 
the rate or amount of surface runoff in a 
manner, which would result in flooding on- 
or off-site? 

d) Create or contribute runoff water which 
would exceed the capacity of existing or 
planned storm water drainage systems or 
provide substantial additional sources of 
polluted runoff? 

e) Otherwise substantially degrade water 
quality? 

f) Place housing within a 100-year flood 
hazard area as mapped on a federal 
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood 
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard 

, delineation map? 

g) Expose people or structures to a 
significant risk of loss, injury or death 
involving flooding, including flooding as a 
result of the failure of a levee or dam? 

h) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or 
mudflow? 

5-26 Project No. 1341 38 
O:\Stanislaus CountyIFink Road LNn-Fll - 13413\Delnerables\Task 02\MND\Find Docs\Final ISMND091409.Dffi 

POtentia'ly 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant Impact 

with Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 

Impact 

X 

X 

X 

X 

No 
Impact 

X 

X 

X 

X 



landfill, the drainage basin, surface impoundments, and facility entrance location and 
scales will remain the same. Additional slope drains would be installed and all surface 
water drainage would be conveyed to the existing onsite basin. Therefore, no impacts are 
expected to result from the proposed project. 

(b) Groundwater in the County is contained in primarily unconsolidated continental deposits; 
specifically deposits of Pleistocene age, and alluvium and flood basin deposits of 
Pleistocene and Holocene ages. Groundwater is the major source of domestic and 
bdustrial water in Stanislaus County, and is used as a supplemental water supply for 
irrigation. Three types of groundwater resources underlie the County: groundwater found 
in unconfined and semiconfined aquifers formed from alluvial deposits, groundwater in 
confined aquifers derived from alluvial and lake deposits, and saline groundwater 
occurring in primarily marine formations. 

The three major rivers located within the County have excellent water quality in their 
mountain headwaters. As the rivers flow into the San Joaquin Valley, their water quality 
deteriorates because of agricultural return flows and nutrients fiom municipal, industrial, 
and agricultural resources. 

The quality of groundwater is determined by the geologic formation it flows through. 
Groundwater quality west of the San Joaquin River is currently deteriorating because of 
the follow,ing three factors: a rising perched water table that exposes groundwater to 
potential pollutants in the former vadose zone, saline build-up in the soil from leached 
irrigation water, and drawdown of the regional groundwater system. Groundwater 
quality east of the San Joaquin River is good. 

First encountered groundwater across most of the site is present as small perched zones 
that generally follow surface topography (JTD). Recent landfill groundwater monitoring 
well data indicate depths to groundwater in the range of about 12 to 85 feet below native 
ground surface. Several of the landfill's shallow groundwater monitoring wells have 
exhibited seasonal elevation changes approaching 15 feet, which is indicative of a 
shallow, perched groundwater zone highly influenced by precipitation infiltration. 
Production wells in the vicinity of the landfill typically encounter groundwater at depths 
of 100 feet or more. Shallow trenching that may be required to relocate an existing oil 
pipeline to accommodate the project would not interfere with groundwater. 

The proposed extension of the landfill life will result in more total water consumption but 
the landfill does not use groundwater. Instead, the landfill obtains water from an offsite 
source and the water is trucked into the site and stored. Therefore, the project would not 
deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such 
that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater 
table level. Therefore, no impact to groundwater supplies would result from the project. 

(c) There are no waterways onsite that would be altered as a result of this proposed project. 
There is an existing drainage swale that would need to be crossed for the access road 
realignment. A culvert would be placed below the road to convey the natural drainage in 
the swale. Therefore, less than significant impacts to the existing drainage pattern of the 
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site or area, including the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially 
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner, which would result in flooding 
on- or off-site would occur as a result of this project. To accommodate the additional 
runoff potentially resulting from the vertical expansion, additional slope drains will be 
installed and all surface water drainage would be conveyed to the existing onsite basin. 
Therefore, the impact of the project on site drainage is expected to be less than 
significant. . 

(d) The proposed project would not significantly alter the existing drainage on the site. The 
site and its surroundings have been developed and are covered with hard surfaces. It is 
not expected the existing drainage swale would continue to convey flows fiom the 
adjacent property and through the landfill, similar to pre-project conditions. It is 
anticipated that the amount of stormwater runoff draining from the landfill cells would 
increase with the additional capacity; however, the project would be designed to take into 
account the increased runoff and additional slope drains would be installed to safely 
convey the water off the cells. In addition, the existing stormwater basin would be 
modified if needed to handle the increased runoff. Therefore, stormwater runoff would 
result in an increase risk of flood hazard in the area. 

(e) The proposed project would not generate or discharge water that would alter the current 
water quality at the site or in the area. The project would continue to operate under the 
existing WDRs issued by the RWQCB and that permit will be amended if needed to 
address modifications to the landfill. Therefore, the impacts to surface water quality are 
expected to be less than significant. 

(f) The site is not identified within the 100-year flood hazard area as designated by the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). The proposed In-Fill Project will not 
establish any structures that would impede or redirect flood flows. Therefore, no impact 
is anticipated. 

(g) No residential housing is located in the vicinity of the site. Therefore the project will not 
expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death as a result of 
flooding, including flooding due to failure of a levee or dam. 

(h) The proposed project is not in the near vicinity of the ocean and the proposed project 
would not be impacted by a seiche, tsunami, or mudflow. Therefore, there will be no 
impact associated with the proposed project. 

References: Stanislaus County GIS Websit http://www. co.stanislaus. ca. us/GIS/countyGIS. htin, 

Site Reconnaissance conducted by .I Rhoades, Shaw EI, April 16, 2009.) 

Mitigation Measures 
None required. 
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5.9 Land Use and Planning 

Less Than Less Than Potentia'ly Significant Impact 
Significant with Mitigation No 

lmpact lmpact Impact incorporation 

IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING-Would the 
project: 

a) Physically divide an established X 
community? 

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

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat 
conservation plan or natural community X 

. conservation plan? 

(a) The existing land is located adjacent to range and agricultural lands designated as (A-2) 
General Agricultural District (Stanislaus County General Plan, Dated 1994). Adjacent to 
and west of the landfill the County also owns parcels consisting of (A-2) General 
Agricultural District. No residential properties are identified in any of the neighboring 
areas. The proposed project will only involve the relocation of an existing access road 
onto the adjacent County owned A-2 zoned land and possibly relocation of an existing 
crude oil pipeline to accommodate the vertical expansion of the landfill. No changes to 
the existing use of the landfill would occur and the proposed changes to the landfill 
would not physically divide an established community. As a result, no impacts to land 
use would result from the project 

(b) The current and proposed use of the landfill site will not change as a result of the In-Fill 
Project nor would the project adversely affect the proposed Preliminary Redevelopment 
Plan for the nearby landing facility and adjacent lands. Therefore, this impact is 
considered less than significant. 

(c) The proposed project is not subject to any habitat conservation plans or natural 
community conservation plans. Therefore, no impacts would occur as a result of this 
project. 

References: Joint Technical Document, Fink Road LandJill, Stanislaus Counly, Kleinfelder, 
Stanislaus County Department of Public Works, June 4, 2004) 

Mitigation Measures 
None required. 
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5.10 Mineral Resources 

(a) Currently the site does not have any known mineral deposits. The area is classified by 
the California Geological Survey as MRZ-1, a Mineral Resource Zone for which there is 
adequate information to indicate there are no aggregate mineral resources present; 
therefore, no impact would result from the In-Fill Project. 

(b) The site is already developed as a regional landfill and the proposed In-Fill Project would 
not result in the loss of availability of any important mineral resource recovery. 
Therefore, no impact would result from implementation of the propose project. 

References: California Department of Conservation, California Mineral Map, 2004. 

Less Than 
significant 

lmpact 

Less Than 
Significant lmpact 

with Mitigation 
Incorporation 

X. MINERAL RESOURCES-Would the 
project: 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known 
mineral resource that would be of value to 
the region and the residents of the state? 

b) Result in the loss of availability of a 
locally-important mineral resource 
recovery site delineated on a local general 
plan, specific plan or other land use plan? 

Stanislaus County Planning Department, Stanislaus County General Plan, 
-April 18,-2006. . -  - 

No 
lmpact 

X 

X 

Significant 
lmpact 

US Geological Survey, 1991, 7.5-Minute Patterson Quadrangle Map.) 

Mitigation Measures 
None required. 
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5.11 Noise 

(a-d) The Noise Element of the Stanislaus County General Plan establishes a normally 
acceptable daytime stationary source noise exposure level of 60 dBA Ldn for residential 
land uses. Noise generated by construction equipment can reach high levels during construction 
activities. The estimated noise emissions for such equipment ranges fiom 85 dBA to 
89 dBA at 50 feet. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has found that the 
noisiest equipment operating cycles may involve 2 minutes of full power, followed by 
3 or 4 minutes at lower settings. Noise from localized point sources (such as construction 
equipment) typically decreases by about 6 dBA with each doubling of distance fiom the 
source. 
The existing landfill is located in an agricultural area that is devoid of densely populated 
public housing and is bordered by Interstate 5, Fink Road, Ward Avenue, and Fink Road 
Landfill access road. Only a few rural residences are located in the vicinity of the landfill. 
The traffic traveling along these streets is the source of constant background noise. 
Construction will occur during weekday work hours and should not create significant 
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XI. NOISE -Would the project result in: 

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of 
noise levels in excess of standards 
established in the local general plan or 
noise ordinance, or applicable standards 
of other agencies? 

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of 
excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels? 

c) A substantial permanent increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity 
above levels existing without the project? 

d) A substantial temporary or periodic 
increase in ambient noise levels in the 
project vicinity above levels existing 
without the project? 

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

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

No 
lmpact 

X 

X 

POtential'Y 
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lmpact 



noise levels based on typical construction equipment to be used during site preparation 
and construction activities. It is assumed that the most intensive period of construction 
occurring at the perimeter of the existing landfill will occur during the access road' 
realignment. Construction activities within the interior of the landfill will likely not be 
noticeable from normal landfill operational noise. After construction, operational noise 
will not impact the surrounding areas as normal landfill activities will resume. 

(e-f) The existing landfill is located 1.5 miles from the, currently non-operational, Crows 
Landing Naval Auxiliary Landing Field. There are no known private airstrips within the 
vicinity of the landfill. The landfill was in operation when the Crows Landing Field was 
in use and it is expected that the County's plans for redevelopment of the airfield will 
eventually result in the airfield being reactivated. However, operations at the landfill will 
continue as they have historically and is not expected to adversely affect future 
operations at the airfield. Therefore, the project should not have any impact on noise and 
no further analysis is needed. 

References: Site Reconnaissance conducted by J. Rhoades, Shaw E&I, April 16, 2009 

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration, Fink Road Landfr'll, Soil Relocation 
Project, Phase 2, Stanislaus County Department of Public Works, February 16, 
2006.) 

Mitigation Measures 
None required. 
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5.12 Population and Housing 

Less Than Less Than PO'Bntia"Y Significant Impact 
Significant with Mitigation 

No 

Impact Impact 
lmpact 

Incorporation 

XII. POPULATION AND HOUSING-Would 
the project: 

a) Induce substantial population growth in an 
area, either directly (for example, by 
proposing new homes and businesses) or X 

indirectly (for example, through extension 
of roads or other infrastructure)? 

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing 
housing, necessitating the construction of X 

replacement housing elsewhere? 

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

(a) The landfill In-Fill expansion project will not result in an increase in population growth 
within the area. It is assumed that temporary workers associated with construction will 
commute from their existing residences and the scope of the project modification will not 
include the construction of additional housing for workers either during construction or as 
part of operation of the landfill. Impacts would be less than significant. 

(b) (c) The proposed project calls for modification of existing facilities at the landfill and will 
not require renovation of existing buildings on site. No impact would occur to existing 
housing onsite or offsite from the landfill In-Fill Project. 

Mitigation Measures 
None required. 
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5.13 Public Services 

Less Than Less Than Significant Impact Significant Significant with Mitigation 
No 

lmpact 
lmpact 

Impact Incorporation 

XIII. PUBLIC SERVICES 

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

Fire protection? X 

Police protection? X 

Schools? X 

Parks? X 

Other public facilities? X 

The Patterson-West Stanislaus Fire District (PWSFD) is responsible for providing f ~ e  protection 
and suppression services to the project area. Two fire substations are located within 5 miles of 
the Fink Road Landfill. The Patterson Fire station is located approximately 5 miles north of the 
project site and the Crows Landing substation is located approximately 4 miles east of the project 
site. If a major fire were to occur at the project site, crews from the Patterson and Crows 
Landing substations would both respond. Response times to the project site average less than 
5 minutes. 

In addition, the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CDFFP) has a station 
located near the Sperry Roadh-5 interchange, approximately 5 miles northwest of the project 
site. PWSFD and CDFFP have a mutual aid agreement that allows crews from CDFFP to 
automatically respond to fires in the District during the fire season (June to November). 

The project site is served by the Stanislaus County Sheriffs Department and trafftc control is 
provided by the California Highway Patrol (CHP). The Sheriffs Department's main 
headquarters is located in Modesto, but the department also maintains offices and substantiations 
throughout the county. The closest stations to Fink Road Landfill are a Sheriffs Department 
substation in Crows Landing and the contract city police station in Patterson. 

The project site is located within the Newman Crow's Landing Unified School District (for 
grades Kindergarten through 12). Maintenance of public facilities, including roads in the project 
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vicinity, is provided by the County of Stanislaus. Other governmental services in the project 
vicinity are also provided by Stanislaus County 

(a) The project landfill In-Fill Project would not result in substantial adverse physical 
impacts on public facilities. The proposed modifications would not alter or increase the 
demand for public services and existing levels of services would not be affected by the 
project. The project is located within Stanislaus County approximately 4 miles west of 
downtown Crows Landing. The Stanislaus County Sheriffs department patrols the area 
around Fink Road Landfill and will provide any law enforcement action. Either the 
PWSFD or the CDFFP departments would provide fire prevention and suppression to the 
site. The landfill has plans to install a service water line for dust and fire suppression but 
that project has not been completed to date. In addition, the required construction work 
force is expected to commute to the site and would not result in an increased demand for 
schools or parks because the construction would not require workers to relocate their 
families to the area. Therefore, no impacts on public resources are expected to result 
from the proposed In-Fill Project. 

References: Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration, Fink Road Landjll, Soil Relocation 
Project, Phase 2, Stanislaus County Department of Public Works, February 16, 
2009.) 

Mitigation Measures 
None required. 
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5.14 Recreation . 
Less Than Less Than 

Significant Impact Significant No Significant with Mitigation lmpact lmpact 
lmpact Incorporation 

XIV. RECREATION 

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

b) Does the project include recreational 
facilities or require the construction or 
expansion of recreational facilities, which X 
might have an adverse physical effect on 
the environment? 

(a) The site is located in an agricultural area containing, orchards, scattered row crops, 
California Aqueduct, Fink Road Landfill, Interstate 5 and other local roads. There are no 
public parks, pr recreational areas or activities in the project site or areas immediately 
adjacent to the site. The proposed actions will not have an impact on recreation facilities. 

(b) See above response. The proposed project does not include construction or expansion of 
any recreational facilities. Therefore no impact would result fiom the proposed project 

Mitigation Measures 
None required. 
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Interstate 5 (1-5) provides regional access to the project site by way of Fink Road. The I-5/Fink 
Road interchange currently operates at a Level of Service (LOS) A. LOS A indicates that no 
congestion occurs at the interchange and traffic is generally free flowing. 

(a) The main routes of traffic to and from the site are Interstate 5, Fink Road, Ward Avenue, 
and Fink Road Landfill access road. Proposed actions include temporary construction 
associated with relocation of the landfill access road and Covanta waste-to-energy water 
supply line, and modification to the landfill cells and associated drainage facilities (slope 
drains). The vehicle usage during construction of is expected to be minimal. Traffic 
along Ward Avenue, Fink Road, and the Fink Road Landfill access road appears to flow 
freely and is not in significant use. Traffic will need to be diverted around work crews 
which may need lead to the blocking of traffic lanes on adjacent roadways, including 
Ward Avenue, Fink Road, and Fink Road access road during construction. Traffic will 
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XV. TRANSPORTATlONrrRAFFIC -Would 
the project: 

a) Cause an increase in traffic which is 
substantial in relation to the existing traffic 
load and capacity of the street system 
(i.e., result in a substantial increase in 
either the number of vehicle trips, the 
volume to capacity ratio on roads, or 
congestion at intersections)? 

b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, 
a level of service standard established by 
the county congestion management 
agency for designated roads or highways? 

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, 
including either an increase in traffic levels 
or a change in location that result in 
substantial safety risks? 

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

e) Result in inadequate emergency access? 

f) Result in inadequate parking capacity? 

g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or 
programs supporting alternative 
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle 
racks)? 
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be controlled through markings and personnel as required. The landfill has parking for 
work crews. Because of the light amount of traffic observed, it is anticipated that the 
project will have minimal impact on transportation and traffic, and no further analysis is 
needed. 

(b) (c) The landfill In-Fill Project will not change the permitted maximum tonnage, permitted 
traffic volumes, nor the type of waste accepted. During construction there is expected to 
be a small increase in construction related traffic as a result of working mobilizing to the 
site and movement of construction equipment. However, onsite parking for the workers 
is available and traffic control will be used to minimize congestion for in-coming and 
out-going vehicles. The project is not expected to adversely affect the level of service or 
result in an increased safety risk on adjacent County roadways. As part of the 
construction specifications, the contractor is required to submit a traffic control plan to 
Stanislaus County prior to construction. The traffic control plan will specify any required 
land closures and other means to minimize construction related impacts. Therefore, this 
impact is considered less than significant. 

(d) The proposed project will not change any design features or alter any adjacent roadways 
nor will it result in a significant increase in hazards as a result of movement of 
construction related vehicles and equipment. Traffic control will be provided by the 
contractor and signage will be installed as needed to alert drivers of constru.ction 
activities. 

(e) The proposed project would have adequate emergency access at all times during and after 
construction. 

(f) It is anticipated that parking would be provided onsite for construction workers and site 
personnel. Therefore, impacts resulting form inadequate parking are not expected. 

(g) It is anticipated that the proposed In-Fill Project will not conflict with adopted policies, 
plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation. Therefore no impact would 
occur. 

References: Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration, Fink Road Landfill, Soil Relocation 
Project, Phase 2, Stanislaus County Department of Public Works, February 16, 
2009. 

Personnel communicatioh, Stanislaus County, Ron Grider, May 13, 2009 

Mitigation Measures 
None required. 
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5.16 Utilities and Service Systems 

(a) (b) (c) (e) Wastewater and Stormwater. No wastewater facilities are proposed as part of 
the In-Fill Project. Currently there are restroom facilities including sinks and toilets 
located in the office buildings at the entrance to the Fink Road Landfill. Wastes from 
these facilities are disposed of in a septic tank and leach field located on the site, near the 
office building. No increased demand for wastewater would be required for the In-Fill 
Project. Storm water flow at the existing landfill is currently controlled through the 
storm water drainage system. The existing landfill drainage-related facilities were 
designed to accommodate a 1 00-year, 24-hour storm event per California regulations. As 
part of the In-Fill Project, vertical expansion of the landfill will require installation of 
additional slope drains to manage stormwater (including dust suppression water) off the 
landfill. Since the In-Fill Project will increase the capacity of the landfill, the amount of 
stormwater generated would increase and the existing detention facilities would need to 

XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS - 
Would the project: 

a) Exceed wastewater treatment 
requirements of the applicable Regional 
Water Quality Control Board? 

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

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

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

e) Result in a determination by the 
wastewater treatment provider, which 
serves or may serve the project that it has 
adequate capacity to serve the project's 
projected demand in addition to the 
provider's existing commitments? 

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient 
permitted capacity to accommodate the 
project's solid waste disposal needs? 

g) Comply with federal, state, and local 
statutes and regulations related to solid 
waste? 
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be evaluated in accordance with Title 27 and the project's WDRs to determine if they can 
accommodate the additional increase in order to meet a 1 00-year, 24-hour storm event. 

(d) Water Service. The existing landfill currently receives water from the Delta-Mendota 
Canal, which is controlled by the Del Puerto Water District. The current landfill 
operations use an annual average of 17,000 gallons per day for dust control and other 
operational uses. This water is trucked from the Delta-Mendota Canal to the landfill. The 
landfill is supplied water from the Del Puerto Water District primarily because of the 
available access to the Delta-Mendota Canal. The County currently has rights to 
approximately 1-acre feet of water which is available for operational purposes at the 
landfill site. 

Relocation of the existing landfill access road will require relocation of the Covanta 
waste-to-energy facility's water supply line. Any disruption to the facility's water supply 
is expected to be minimal since construction of the new access road and water line will be 
completed prior to decommissioning of the current access road and water line. As such, 
the water line change over will be sequenced to minimize delays and service interruption 
and it is expected that the service disruptions will be limited to one day. 

(f) Landfill Capacity. The proposed In-Fill Project would increase the capacity of the 
exiting landfill and extend the life of the landfill. Therefore, the project would result in a 
significant beneficial impact. 

(g) Solid Waste Management Regulations. The proposed In-Fill Project would be 
designed to maintain the exiting landfill's compliance with solid waste management 
design requirements and regulations. Therefore no impacts would occur and no further 
analysis is needed 

References: Joint Technical Document, Fink Road Landfill, Stanislaus County, Kleinfelder, 
Stanislaus County Department of Public Works, June 4, 2004 

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration, Fink Road LandJill, Soil Relocation 
Project, Phase 2, Stanislaus County Department of Public Works, February 16, 
2009) 

Mitigation Measures 
None required. 
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5.17 Mandatory Findings of Significance 

Less Than Less Than Potentially Significant Impact 
Significant with Mitigation No 

lmpact lmpact 
lmpact Incorporation 

XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF 
SIGNIFICANCE 

a) Does the project have impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable? ("Cumulatively 
considerable" means that the incremental 
effects of a project are considerable when X 

viewed in connection with the effects of 
past projects, the effects of other current 
projects, and the effects of probable future 
projects)? 

b) Does the project have environmental 
effects, which will cause substantial X 
adverse effects on human beings, either 
directly or indirectly? 

The proposed project does not have significant environmental effects that will cause substantial 
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly when mitigated. Potential impacts 
identified are either minimal or can be reduced or eliminated, and these mitigation measures are 
identified in this document. 
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6.0 Mitigation Measures Summary 

Aesthetic Resources: 
Stanislaus County will implement contour grading as part of the project design to achieve a more 
natural appearance of the landfill profile. The landfill cells will be vegetated with a mixture of 
native grasses similar to that which exists in the adjoining landscapes as part of final landfill 
closure. 

Air Resources: 
The following mitigation measures that can be used t o  help control fugitive dust during the 
proposed action: 

Monitor d ~ s t - ~ e i e r a t i n ~  activities and implement appropriate measures for maximum 
dust control. 

Apply water to unpaved surfaces and areas around the site during the construction 
process. 

Limit or reduce vehicle speed on unpaved roads and traffic areas 

Maintain areas in a stabilized condition by restricting vehicle access 

Install wind barriers to limit airborne dust caused by wind. 

During high winds, cease outdoor activities that disturb the soil. 

Biological Resources: 
1. Preconstruction San Joaquin kit fox sufieys will be conducted 2 weeks to 30 days 

before construction to ensure no kit foxes or special status listed species plants have 
established territories in the project area. Pre-construction surveys for special status 
listed plant species must be completed during the appropriate bloom periods, which 
means that the survey may need to occur well in advance of initiation of construction. 

2. Project-related vehicles will observe a 20-mph speed limit in all project areas, except 
on country roads and State and Federal highways; to limit the possibility of hitting 
any wildlife. Off-road traffic outside of designated project areas will be prohibited. 

3. To prevent inadvertent entrapment of kit foxes or other animals during construction, 
all excavated, steep-walled holes or trenches more than 2 feet deep will be covered at 
the close of each working day by plywood or similar materials, or provided with one 
or more escape ramps constructed of earth fill or wooden planks. Before trenches are 
filled, they will be thoroughly inspected for trapped animals. If at any time a trapped 
or injured special status species is discovered, the Sacramento Fish and Wildlife 
Office and the California Department of Fish and Game will be contacted 
immediately. If a non-listed animal is entrapped during construction, measures to 
free the animal must be taken, but regulatory contact is not required. 

- - 
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4. All construction pipes, culverts, or similar structures with a diameter of binches or 
greater that are stored at a construction site for one or more overnight periods will be 
thoroughly inspected for wildlife before the pipe is subsequently buried, capped, or 
moved in any way. Caps will be placed on pipes while they are being stored until 
they are ready to be used. 

5. All food-related trash items such as wrappers, cans, bottles, and food scraps will be 
disposed of in closed containers and removed at least once a week from the 
construction site. 

6. To prevent harassment, mortality of kit foxes or destruction of dens by dogs or cats, 
no pets will be permitted on the construction site. 

7. Upon completion of the project, all areas subject to temporary ground disturbances, 
including storage and staging areas, temporary roads, pipeline corridors will be re- 
contoured if necessary, and revegetated to promote restoration of the area to pre- 
project conditions. 

8. Preconstruction burrowing owl surveys will be conducted 3 0  days before construction 
to ensure no burrowing owls have established territories in the project area. 

9. Burrows occupied by burrowing owls will not be disturbed during the nesting season 
(February 1 through August 31) unless a qualified biologist approved by the 
Department of Fish and Game verifies through non-invasive methods that either: 
(1) the birds have not begun egg-laying and incubation; or (2) that juveniles fiom the 
occupied burrows are foraging independently and are capable of independent 
survival. 

10. If burrowing owls must be moved away fiom the disturbed area, passive relocation 
techniques will be used rather than trapping. 
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Attachment 1 
Site Photographs 



Shaw E & l. Inc. 

Pbotographtc Documenfatton 

Prepared by: Shaw 
Location: Fink Road Landfill 
Photographer: Jody Rhoades 
Photograph Date: April 16,2009 

Photograph No. 1 
View looking south fiom the 
site office along the' main access 
road to the landfill. 

Photograph No. 2 
View looking south from the 
northwest comer of the landfill 
property. Landfill 1 is located 
on the right side of the picture 
and landfill 2 is located on the 
left side of the picture. The 
main access road can be seen 
running between Landfills1 and 
2. 



Shaw E & I, Inc. 

Photo~raphic Documentation 

Prepared by: Shaw 
Location: Fink Road Landfill 
Photographer: Jody Rhoades 
Photograph Date: April 16,2009 

Photograph No. 3 
View looking southeast from the 
northwest corner of the landfill 
property. Landfill 2 is located in 
the background of the picture. 

Photograph No. 4 
View of area located between 
landfills 2 and 3 that is proposed 
for fill-in. ' 



d\+ 
Shaw .. 
Shaw E & I, Inc. 

Photogmphtc Documentation 

Prepared by: Shaw 
Location: Fink Road Landfill 
Photographer: Jody Rhoades' 
Photograph Date: April 16,2009 

Photograph No. 5 
View of existing basins 1 and 2 
looking north from landfill 3 

Photograph No. 6 
View of the proposed fill-in area 
between landfills 2 and 3. 
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California Department of Fish and Game 
Natural Diversity Database 
Fink Road Landfill In-Fill Project CNDDB Report Full Condensed Rpt 

Agelaius tricolor 
h l o m d  blackbird Etement Code: ABPBXBW20 

StaW NDDB Element bnks Other Lkb 
Federal: None Global: G2G3 CDFG Stabs: SC 

State: None State: S2 

Habitat Associations 

G e m n k  HIGHLY COLONIAL SPECIES, MOST NUMBEROUS IN CENTRAL VALLEY (L VICINITY. LARGELY ENDEMIC TO CALIFORNIA 

Micm: REQUIRES OPEN WATER. PROTECTED NESTING SUBSTRATE. 8 FORAGING AREA WITH INSECT PREY WITHIN A FEW KM OF THE COLONY. 

Occurrence No. 79 Map Index: 11848 EO Index: 24743 - Dates Last Seen - 
Occ Rank: Unknown Element: 19724525 

Origin: NaturaVNahve occurrence S i :  1972-05-25 
Presence: Presumed Extant 

Trend: Unknown Record Last Updated: 2000-07-11 

Quad Summary: Panerron (37121421424B) 

County Summary: Stanislaus 

LaULong: 37.46244' 1 -121.17843* Township: 055 
UTM: Zone-10 N4147732 E661096 Range: 07E 

Radius: 2/5 mile Mapping PrecisionNON-SPECIFIC Section: 34 Qtr: KX 
Elevation: 200 fl Symbol Type:POINT Meridian: M 

Location: PATTERSON EXIT ON 1-5, APPROXTWO MI W OF PATTERSON. 

General: COLONY OF 1200 TO 1500 OBSERVED NESTING IN CATTAILS; FLEDGING STAGE OF NESTING. 

OwnerlManager. UNKNOWN 

Occurrence No. 80 Map Index: 11898 
Occ Rank: Unknown 

Origin: NaturaVNaIive occurrence 
Presence: Presumed Extanl 

Trend: Unknown 

- 

EO lndex: 24741 - Dates Last Seen - 
Element: 1971-04-28 

S i i :  197104-28 

Record Last Updated: 2000-07-1 1 

- 

Quad Summary: Patterson (371214Z424B) 

County Summary: Stanislaus 

La~Long: 37.42853. 1-121.15326~ Township: 06s 
UTM: Zone-10 N4144013 E663396 Range: 07E 

Radius: 215 mile Mapping PrecisionNON-SPECIFIC Section: 12 Qtr KX 
Elevation: 200 fl Symbol Type:POINT Meridian: M 
- -- - 

Location: TWO MILES SOUTH OF PATTERSON EXIT ON 1-5, ABOUT TWO MILES SW OF PATIERSON. 

Location DehikCOLONY SIZE -1 ACRE. 

Ecologicak HABITAT CONSISTS OF A NLE-LINED DRAINAGE DITCH ALONG FREEWAY IN NONlRRlGATED GRASSLAND. WATER 1-2 FEET DEEP. 

General: COLONY OF 1250 OBSERVED NESTING IN CATTAIVTULE HABITAT; INCUBATION STAGE OF NESTING. 

OwnerlManaaer: UNKNOWN 
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California Department of Fish and Game 
Natural Diversity Database 
Fink Road Landfill In-Fill Project CNDDB Report Full Condensed Rpt 

Athene cunicularia 
burrowing owl Element Code: ABNSB10010 

Status NDDB Element F(mb Other Lists 
Federal: None Global: G4 CDFG Status: SC 

Stato: None State: S2 

H a b i t  Associations 

General: OPEN, DRY ANNUAL OR PERENIAL GRASSLANDS, DESERTS L SCRUBLANDS CHARACTERIZED BY LOWGROWING VEGETATION. 

Micro: SUBTERRANEAN NESTER, DEPENDENT UPON BURROWNG MAMMALS, MOST NOTABLY. THE CALIFORNIA GROUND SQUIRREL 

Occurrence No. 144 Map Index: 22887 

Occ Rank: Fair 
Origin: NaturaVNative occurrence 

Presence: Presumed Extant 
Trend: Unknown 

EO lndex: 19492 - Dates Last Seen - 
Element 1991-10-17 

Site: 1991-10-17 

Record Last Updated: 199503-24 

Quad Summary: Palterson (3712142/424B) 

County Summary: Stanislaus 

LatlLong: 37.4~769~ 1-121.21 I 12' Township: 05s 
UTM: Zone-10 N4149369 E658172 Range: 07E 

Radius: 215 mile Mapping PrecisionNON-SPECIFIC Sectlon: 28 Qtr. NW 
Elevation: 300 R Symbol Type:POINT Meridian: M 

Location: DEL PUERTO CANYON ROAD, 0.75 MILE WEST OF C5.4 MILES WEST OF PATTERSON. 

Ecological: HABITAT CONSISTS OF GRASSLAND WlTH ROLLING HILLS (RANGELAND). 

General: ONE INDlViDUAL OBSERVED STANDING AT BURROW ENTRANCE. 

OwnerlManager. UNKNOWN 

Occurrence No. 588 Map Index: 51393 EO Index: 51393 - Dates Last Seen - 
Occ Rank: None Element 200504-28 

Origin: NaturaVNative occurrence Site: 200504-28 
Presence: Possibtj Extirpated 

Trend: Unknown Record Last Updated: 2003-05-27 

Quad Summary: Patterson (37121421424B) 

County Summary: Stanislaus 

LatiLong: 37.46774.1 -121.14878° Township: 055 

UTM: Zone-10 N4148371 E663707 Range: 07E 
Radius: 80 meters Mapping PrecisionSPEClFlC Section: 25 Qtr. SE 

Elevation: 115 fl Symbol Type:POINT Meridian: M 

Location: JUST EAST OF SALAD0 CREEK, 1 MILE WEST OF DOWNTOWN PATTERSON 

Ecological: HABITAT CONSISTS OF A GRADED LOT WITH RUDERAL VEGETATION, INCLUDING HORDEUM MURINUM. VULPIA MYUROS, ETC.; LOTS ARE 
"INFESTED WlTH GROUND SQUIRRELS. 

Threat THREATENED BY DEVELOPMENT (SITE FENCED OFF TO ALLOW NESTING TO CONTINUE. BUT WILL BE BUILT OUT AS SOON AS YOUNG 
FLEDGE). 

General: MALE OBSERVED DELIVERING FOOD TO FEMALE AT BURROW ON 28 APR 2003. 

OwnerlManagec PVT 
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California Department of Fish and Game 
Natural Diversity Database 
Fink Road Landflll In-Fill Project CNDDB Report Full Condensed Rpt 

BlepharZronia plumosa 
big tarplant Element Code: PDASTlCO11 

Status NDDB Ekment Ranks Other Lists 
Federal: None Glohl: G I  CNPS List 18.1 

StaC: None ststc: $1.1 

Hab i i t  Associations 

Genenl: VALLN AND FOOTHILL GRASSIAND. 

Micm: DRY HILLS 8 PWNS IN ANNUAL GRASSLAND. CLAY TO CLAY-LOAM SOILS; USUALLY ON SLOPES AND OFTEN IN BURNED AREAS. l M 5 5 M  

+ 
Occumnca No. 37 Map Index: 51039 

Occ Rank: Poor 
Origln: NaturaUNatwe occurrence 

Presence: Presumed Extant 
Trend: Unknown 

EO lndex: 51039 Dateshstseen - 
Element 2000-10-20 

s i :  2000-10-20 

Record Last Updated: 2006-1 1-17 

- -- - 

Quad Summary: Patterson (371214214248) 

County Summary: Stanislaus 

W o w :  37.47698.1 -121.20711' Township: 05s 
UTM: Zone-10 N4149296 E658529 Range: 07E 
Area: Mapping PrecisionNON-SPECIFIC Saction: 28 Qtc NW 

Elevation: 300 fl Symbol Typa:POLYGON Meridian: M 

Location: LOWER PART OF DEL PUERTO CANYON. 

Location DetaikSITE MAPPED FROM T-RS PROVIDED IN NE 114 OF NW 114 OF SECTION 28. 

Ecological: NON-NATIVE ANNUAL GRASSLAND, COMPRISED OF 60% HOLOCARPHA HEERMANNII. 15% XANTHIUM STRUMARIUM. 10% HORDEUM MURINUM 
SSP. LEPORINUM. 10% BRASSICA SP .5% EREMOCARPUS SETIGERUS. -5' FROM EPHEMERAL DRAINAGE CHANNEL. 

Threat: CATLE GRAZING, PIPELINE RUNS THRU SITE. REPAIRS NEEDED. SEED COLLECTED. 

General: 2 INDIVIDUALS OBSERVED IN 2000. SlTE WILL BE RESEEDED IN 2001. 

OwnerlManager: PVT 

Occunence No. 50 Map Index: 67023 

Occ Rank: Fair 
Origin: NaturaVNafwe occurrence 

Presence: Presumed Extant 
Trend: Unknown 

EO lndex: 67174 - Dates Last Seen - 
Element: 200510-14 
Ste: 200510-14 

Record Last Updated: 2006-1 1-09 

Quad Summary: Patterson (371214214248) 

County Summary: Stanislaus 

LaULong: 37.4778g01 -121.21893* Township: 055 
UTM: Zone-10 N4149378 E657481 Range: 07E 

Radius: 80 meters Mapping PrecisionSPECIFIC Section: 29 Q k  NE 
Elevation: 245 R Symbol Type:POINT Meridian: M 

Location: LOWER DEL PUERTO CANYON. 1 AIR MILE SW OF 1-5. 

Location Detaik0.3 AIR MILES SE OF DEL PUERTO FlRE CONTROL STATION. ON BOTH SIDES OF DEL PUERTO ROAD. 

Ecological: DEEPLY CRACKED CLAY SOILS IN ANNUAL GRASSLAND WITH LOLIUM MULTIFLORUM. HORDEUM GUSSONEANUM SSP: GUSSONEANUM. 
BROMUS HORDEACEUS, EREMOCARPUS SETIGERUS. HOLOCARPHA SP. 

Threat ROAD MAINTENANCE. 

General: 17 PLANTS OBSERVED IN 2003. 

OwnerlManagez STA COUNTY. PVT 
-- - 

Occurrence No. 51 Map Index: 67024 € 0  Index: 67175 - Dates Last Secn - 
Occ Rank: Good Element: 2003-10-14 

Origin: NaturaUNatnre occurrence S i i :  2003-10-14 
Presence: Presumed Extant 

Trend: Unknown Record Last Updated: 200611-09 

Quad Summary: Patterson (371214214248) 

County Summary: Stantslaus 

LatLong: 37 47503.1 -121 22987. Township: 055 
UTM: Zone-10 N4149043 E656520 Range: 07E 
Area: 5Oaues Mapping PlecisionSPEClFlC Section: 29 Qtc NW 

Elevation: 370 fl Symbol Type:POLYGON Meridian: M 
~p 

iocation: LOWER DEL PUERTO CANYON, 1.5 AIR MILE SW OF 1-5. 

Location Detaik0.3 AIR MlLE SW OF DEL PUERTO FlRE CONTROL STATION, ON BOTH SIDES OF DEL PUERTO ROAD. 

Ecologicat N-FACING SLOPE ON CLAY SOILS. ANNUAL GRASSLAND WITH CARDUUS PYCNOCEPHALUS, LAGOPHYLLA RAMOSISSIMA, HORDEUM 
MURINUM, HIRSCHFELDIA INCANA. GRlNDELlA CAMPORUM. 

Threat ROAD MAINTENANCE: PLANTS ON ROAD CUT SUBJECT TO EROSION. 

General: 300 PLANTS OBSERVED IN 2003. PRESTON STATES. 'THIS IS A LARGE. NATURAL POPULATION THAT IS MORE LIKELY TO BE THE SOURCE FOR 
THE ORIGINAL COLLECTIONS FROM DEL PUERTO CANYON." 

OwnerlManagec STA COUNTY. PVT 
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California Department of Fish and Game 
Natural Diversity Database 
Fink Road Landfill In-Fill Project CNDDB Report Full Condensed Rpt 

Blepharizonia plumosa 

big tarplant Element Code: PDASTICOI 1 ' 

Stabs NDDB Element Ranks Other Lists 

Federak None Global: G I  CNPS L is t  lB . l  

State: None Stah: S1.l 

Habitat Associations 
General: VALLEY AND FOOTHILL GRASSLAND. 

Miom: DRY HILLS & PLAINS IN ANNUAL GRASSLAND. CLAY TO CLAY-LOAM SOILS: USUALLY ON SLOPES AND OFTEN IN BURNED AREAS. 15-455M. 
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California Department of Fish and Game 
Natural Diversity Database 
Fink Road Landfill In-Fill Project CNDDB Report Full Condensed Rpt 

California macrophylla 
roundleaved filaree Element Code: PDGERO1070 

Sbhrr NDDB Element Ranks Other Usts 
Federal: None Globl: G3 CNPS List lB . l  

state: None -(a: S3.1 

H a b i i  Asso*+tions 

General: CISMONTANE WOODLAND. VALLEY AND FOOTHILL GRASSLAND. 

Micm: CLAY SOILS. 15-12wM. 

Occumnce No. 36 Map Index: 45760 EO Index: 45760 - Dates Last Seen - 
Occ Rank: Unknown Element 1940-03-31 

Origin: NaturaVNabve occurrence S i  194003-31 
Pmsence: Presumed Extant 

Trend: Unknown Record Last Updated: 2001-09-04 

Quad Summary: Patterson (37121421424B) 

County Summary: Slantslaus 

LaWLong: 37 4646Z0/ -121 17014O Township: OSS 
UTM: Zone-10 N4147988 E661824 Range: 07E 

Radius: 1 mlle Mapping PmcidonNON-SPECIFIC Section: 26 Qtc XX 
Elevation: Symbol 1ype:POINT Meridian: M 

Location: 2 MILES WEST OF PATTERSON 

Location Detail:EXACT LOCATION UNKNOWN, MAPPED BY CNDDB 2 MILES WEST OF PAlTERSON ALONG SPERRY AVE 

General: ONLY SOURCE OF INFORMATION FOR THIS SITE IS 1940 COLLECTION BY HOOVER NEEDS FIELDWORK 

OwnerlMananer: UNKNOWN 
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California Department of Fish and Game 
Natunl Diversity Database 
Fink Road Landfill In-Fill Project CNDDB Report Full Condensed Rpt 

Caulanthus coulteri vat-. lemmonii 
Lernmon's jewehlower Element Code: PDBRAOMOEO 

Status NDDB Element Ranks Other Lists 

Federal: None Global: G4T2 CNPS Use I B  2 

State: None State: 52.2 

Habitat Associations 
General: PINYON-JUNIPER WDODLAND. VALLEY AND FOOTHILL GRASSLAND. 

Micro: 80-1220~ 

Occurrence No. 33 Map Index: 11768 EO Index: 53732 
- Dates Last Seen - 

Occ Rank: Unknown Element: 1938-03-18 

Origin: NaturaVNative occurrence S i i :  19380518 
Presence: Presumed Extant 

Trend: Unknown Record Last Updated: 2003-12-30 

Quad Summary: Patterson (37121421424B). WesUey (37121521443C) 

County Summary: Stanislaus 

Latk0n9: 37.486870 1 -121.21688' Township: 055 

UTM: Zone-10 N4150377 E657644 Range: 07E 

Radius: 1 mile Mapping PrecisionNON-SPECIFIC Section: 20 Qtr: E 
Elevation: 500 1 Symbol Type:POINT Meridian: M 

Location: MOUTH OF DEL PVERTO CANYON. 

Location Detail:EXACT LOCATION UNKNOWN. MAPPED AS BEST GUESS BY CNDDB, IN THE VlClNlN OF THE MOUTH OF DEL PUERTO CANYON AT THE 
CORRESPONDING ELEVATION PROVIDED BY HOOVER. 

General: UNKNOWN NUMBER OF PLANTS SEEN IN 1935 AND 1938. NEEDS FIELDWORK FERRIS COLLECTION FROM'PUERTO CYN"AiTR1BUTED TO 
THIS SITE. 

OwnerlManager: UNKNOWN 
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California Department of Fish and Game 
Natural Diversity Database 
Fink Road Landflll In-Fill Project CNDDB Report Full Condensed Rpt 

Ceratochrysis menkei 
Menke's cuckoo wasp Element Code: llHYM71050 

S t a b  NDDB Element Rank+ Other lists 
Federal: None Global: G I  CDFG Sfatus: 

state: None Sate: S1 

Habitat Associations 
General: 

Miam: 

Occurrence No. 2 Map Index: 59274 

Occ Rank: Unknown 
Origin: NatunVNative ormrrence 

Presence: Presumed Extant 
Trend: Unknown 

€ 0  Index: 59310 Dates Last Seen - 
Element 18764522 

S i  19764622 

Record Last Updated: 200747-25 

Quad Summary: Palterson (37121421424B). Mt Boardman (37121441425B). Copper Mln. (37121431425A) 

County Summary: Stanislaus 

hULon9: 37.4384~. I -121.3199lD Township: 06s 
UTM: Zone-10 N4144832 E648630 Range: 06E 
Area: Mapping PrecisionNON-SPECIFIC Section: 04 Qtr: XX 

Elevation: 1.450 1 Symbol 1ype:POLYGON Meridian: M 
-- - - -- - - - - - 

Location: DEL PUERTO CANYON. 

Location Detail:UNKNOWN WHERE IN DEL PUERTO CANYON (STANISMUS COUNTY) IT WAS COLLECTED SO ALL OF CANYON WAS MAPPED 

General: ONE FEMALE; 'PRESUMABLY" THIS SPECIES. 

OwnerlManager: PVT 
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Eremophila alpestris actia 
Calbmia homed lark Element Code: ABPATOZOI 1 

Status NDDB Element R a n k  Other Lists 
Federal: None Global: G5T3Q CDFG Status: 

Shta: None State: 53 

Habitat Associations 

General: COASTAL REGIONS, CHIEFLY FROM SONOMA CO. TO SAN D I E M  CO. ALSO MAIN PART OF SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY a EAST TO FOOTHILLS. 

Mim: SHORT-GRASS PRAIRIE, "BALD" HILLS, MOUNTAIN MEADOWS. OPEN COASTAL PWNS. FALLOW GRAIN FIELDS. ALKALI FLATS. 

Occurrence No. 7 Map Index: 34865 

Occ Rank: Unknown 
Origin: NaturaVNative occurrence 

Presence: Presumed Extant 
Trend: Unknown 

EO lndex: 18703 Dates Last Seen - 
Element: 1993-04-13 

Site: 1993-04-13 

Record Last Updated: 1996-07-30 

- - -- - 

Quad Summary: Panenon (3712142/424B) 

County Summary: Stanislaus 

hUL0ng: 37.38938°1-121.13114~ Township: 06s 

UTM: Zone-10 N4139707 E665439 Range: 08E 

Radius: 80 meters Mapping PrecisionSPEClFlC Section: 30 Qtr: NE 
Elevation: 250 R Symbol Type:POINT Meridian: M 
- - 

Location: SOUTH OF PAUERSON; BETWEEN CALIFORNIA AQUEDUCT AND HWY 5; 1.1 KM SSE OF HWY 5 X FINK ROAD. 

Location Detail:MlLEPOST 356.4 OF EXISTING NATURAL GAS PIPELINE. 

Ecological: NON-NATIVE GRASSLAND 

General: 1 ADULT OBSERVED APPROX. 100 FEET WEST OF PIPELINE. 

DwnedMananer: UNKNOWN 
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Eschschohia rhombipetala 
diamond-petaled Cal#omii poppy Element Code: PDPAFUAOW 

Stahn NDDB Element Ranks Other- 

Fadenl: None Glohl :  G l  CNPS Lkk lB. l  
Sbh: None Sbh: S1.1 

Habitat AsEwintions 

General: VALLEY AND FOOTHILL GRASSLAND. 

Micro: ALKALINE. CLAY SLOPES AND FLATS. 0975M 

Occurrence No. 2 Map Index: 11 768 EO Index: 21509 - Dates Last Seen - 
Occ Rank: Unknown Element 194004-13 

Origin: NaturaUNative occurrence Site: 1980XX-XX 

Presence: Presumed Extant 
Trend: Unknown Record Last Updated: 1989-0511 

Quad Summary: Patterson (3712142424B). WesUey (37121521443C) 

County Summary: Stanislaus 

Lamon#: 37.486870 1-121.21688~ Township: 055 
UTM: Zone-10 N4150377 E657644 Range: 07E 

Radius: 1 mile Mappinp PrrcisionNONSPEClFlC Section: 20 Qtc E 
Elevation: 500 ff Symbol Type:POINT Meridian: M 

Location: HILL N OF MOUTH OF DEL PUERTO CANYON. 

General: COLLECTED ON HILL. SEARCHED FOR IN 1980 AND PREVIOUS YEARS BUT NOT REDISCOVERED. 

OwnerlManasec UNKNOWN 
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Falco mexicanus 
prairie falcon Ekment Code: ABNKDffi090 

Status NDDB Element h n k s  Other Lists 

Federal: None Global: G5 CDFG Stalus: 

State: None StpfC: 53 

H a b i i t  Associations 

OeMNI: INHABITS DRY, OPEN TERRAIN, EITHER LEVEL OR HILLY. 

Micro: BREEDING SITES LOCATED ON CLIFFS. FORAGES FAR AFIELD, EVEN TO MARSHLANDS AND OCEAN SHORES. 

Occurrence No. 616 Map Index: 24870 

Dcc Rank: Excellent 
' SENSITIVE ' Origin: NaturaUNatwe ocwrrence 

Presence: Presumed Extant 
Trend: Unknown 

EO lndex: 6505 - Dates Last Seen - 
Element: 1993-04-20 

Site: 1993-04-20 

Record Last Updated: 2008-07-25 

Quad Summary: Patterson (37121421424B) 

County Summary: Stanislaus 

* SENSITIVE ' LaVLong: Township: 

UTM: Range: 

Radius: Mapping Precision: Section: Qtr: 

Elevation: Symbol Type: Meridian: 

Location: 'SENSITIVE' Localion information suppressed. 

Location Detai1:Pleas.e conlact the California Natural Diversw Database, California Department of Fish and Game, for more information: 
(916) 324-3612. 

Ecological: NESTING HABITAT CONSISTS OF A SANDSTONE CLIFF COMPLEX WITH NUMEROUS POTHOLES AND LEDGES. 

Threat: THREATS INCLUDE "SCOOPING" YOUNG'BIRDS FROM THE NEST. 
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Lanius ludovicianus 
loggerhead shrike Element Coda: ABPBROIOJO 

Status NDDB Ekmnt Ranks Other Lists 
Fedenl: None Global: Gq CDFG Status: SC 

State: None Stat4: S4 

H a b u t  Assoaiations 

h-l: BROKEN WOODIANDS. SAVANNAH, PINYON-JUNIPER, JOSHUA TREE, 8 RIPARIAN WOODLANDS, DESERT OASES. SCRUB 8 WASHES. 

b%~m: PREFERS OPEN COUNTRY FOR HUNTING. WlTH PERCHES FOR SCANNING, AND FAIRLY DENSE SHRUBS AND BRUSH FOR NESTING. 

Occurrance No. 15 Map index: 66732 EO Index: 66880 - Dates Last Seen - 
Oec Rank: Excellent Element 2002-05-01 

Origin: NaturaVNative occurrence Site: 200245-01 
Presence: Presumed Extant 

Trend: Unknown Record Last Updated: 2006-10-16 

Quad Summary: Patterson (371214214248) 

County Summary: Stanidaus 

Lamon@: 37.46914. I-121.17391° Township: 05s 
UTM: Zone-10 N4148484 E661481 Range: 07E 

Radius: 80 meters Mapping PrecisionSPECiFlC Section: 26 W. SW 
Elevation: 180 ff Symbol Type:POINT Meridian: M 

-- - 

Location: ABOUT 2 3 MI WEST OF PATTERSON, WESTERN SIDE OF DELTA MENDOTA CANAL 

Location Detaii:MAPPED ACCORDING TO UTM COORDINATES GIVEN. NEST IN TUMBLEWEEDS PILED UP AGAINST FENCE 

Ecological: RUDERAL HABITAT TO WEST. AGRICULTURE EAST OF CANAL. 

General: NEST SITE. 2 ADULTS AND 5 EGGS OBSERVED ON 1 MAY 2002. 

OwnerlManaoec UNKNOWN 
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Lasiurus cinereus 
hoary bat Element Code: AMACC05Q30 

Status NDDB Element W k s  Other Lists 
Federal: None Global: G5 CDFG Status: 

Statc: None State: S4? 

H a b i  Associations 

General: PREFERS OPEN HABITATS OR HABITAT MOSAICS, W H  ACCESS TO TREES FOR COVER &OPEN AREAS OR HABtTAT EDGES FOR FEEDING. 

Micro: ROOSTS IN DENSE FOLIAGE OF MEDIUM TO LARGE TREES. FEEDS PRIMARILY ON MOTHS. REQUIRES WATER. 

Occurrence No. 126 Map Index: 59274 EO Index: 68889 
- Dates Last Seen - 

Occ Rank: Unknown Element: XXXX-XX-XX 

Origin: NaturaVNative occurrence Site: XXXX-XX-XX 

Presence: Presumed Extant 
Trend: Unknown Record Last Updated: 2007-07-25 

Quad Summary: Patterson (37121421424B). Mt. Boardman (37121441425B). Copper Mtn. (3712143l425A) 

County Summary: Stanislaus 

LaVLong: 37.4384~1-121.31991~ Township: 06s 
UTM: Zone-10 N4144832 EM6630 Range: 06E 
Area: Mapping PrecislonNON-SPECIFIC Section: 04 Qtr: KX 

Elevation: 1.450 R Symbol Type:POLYGON Meridian: M 

Location: DEL PUERTO CANYON. 

Location Detail:MANIS GIVES LOCATION ONLY AS "DEL PUERTO CANYON'. STANISLAUS COUNTY. EXACT LOCATION UNKNOWN, ENTIRE CANYON WAS 
MAPPED. 

General: MSU MR.32511-32512,32577-32578 COLLECTED BY DONALD 0. STRANEY ON UNKNOWN DATE. 

OwnerlManager: UNKNOWN 
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Mastjcophis flageIIum mddocki 
San Joaquin whipsnake Element Code. AWU3B21021 

Stahu NDDB Unncnt Ranks Other Lists 
Federal: None Global: G5T2T3 CDFG Status: SC 

Stetc. None shh: 527 

Habitat Associations 
General: OPEN. DRY HABITATS WITH UTILE OR NO TREE COVER. FOUND IN VALLEY GRASSLAND & SALTBUSH SCRUB IN THE SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY. 

Micm: NEEDS MAMMAL BURROWS FOR REFUGE AND OVlPOSllllON SITES. 

Occurrence No. 23 Map Index: 42220 EO Index: 42220 - Dates Last Seen - 
Occ Rank: Good Element: 1998-07-29 

Origin: NaluraVNa*e omrrenur S i i .  199507-29 
Presence: Presumed Extant 

Trend: Unknown Record Last Updated: 2000-01-20 

Quad Summary: Pattenon (371214214248) 

County Summary: Stanislaus 

Lamone: 37.46316°/-121 .I83640 Township: 05s 
UTM: Zone-10 N4147803 E660634 Range: 07E 
Area: Mapping PrecisionNON-SPECIFIC , Section: 34 atr: NE 

Elevation: 280 R Symbol Type:POLYGON Meridian: M 

Location: DEL PUERTO CANYON ROAD, 0.25 MILES WEST OF 1-5. WEST OF PATTERSON. 

Ecological: HABrrAT SURROUNDING ROADWAY CONSISTS OF NON-NATIVE GRASSLAND. 

Threat POSSIBLY THREATENED BY ROAb IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS. 

General: 1 DEAD ADULT FOUND ON DEL PUERTO CANYON ROAD. 

OwnerManeaer: PVT 
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Spea hamrnondii 

western spadefoot Element Code: AAABFOZO20 

Status NDDB Element h k s  Other Lists 
Federal: None Global: G3 CDFG Status: SC 

State: None State: S3 

H a b i i  Associaiions 
General: OCCURS PRIMARILY IN GRASSLAND HABITATS, BUT CAN BE FOUND IN VALLEY-FOOTHILL HARDWOOD WOODLANDS. 

Micro: VERNAL POOLS ARE ESSENTIAL FOR BREEDING AND EGGLAYING. 

Occurrence No. 170 Map Index: 42144 EO Index: 42144 
- Dates Last Seen - 

Occ Rank: Good Element: 1994-0510 
Origin: NaturaVNative occurrence Site: 1994-05-10 

Presence: Presumed Extant 
Trend: Unknown Record Last Updated: 200001-12 

Quad Summary: Patterson (37121421424B). Copper Mtn. (37121431425A) 

County Summary: Stanislaus 

LaVLong: 37.39810~ 1-121.258220 Township: 06s 

UTM: Zone-10 N4140460 E654171 Range: 07E 
Area: Mapping PrecisionNON-SPECIFIC Section: 19 Qtr: YX 

Elevation: 1.100 fl Symbol Type:POLYGON Meridian: M 

Location: SALADO CREEK. ON THE WEST SlDE OF OAK FLAT ROAD, 7 MILES SW OF PATTERSON. 

Location Detail:TADPOLES OBSERVED IN SEVERAL POOLS IN SALADO CREEK AND ADJACENT STOCKPONDS IN OAK FLAT VALLEY. 

Ecological: HABITAT CONSISTS OF AN EPHEMERAL CREEK RUNNING THROUGH A MIXTURE OF NATIVE AND NON-NATIVE GRASSLAND. SCRUB. AND 
WOODLAND. 

Threat THREATENED BY PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT (RESIDENTIAL AND A GOLF COURSE). 

General: 2+ ADULTS AND 100+ JUVENILES OBSERVED ON I 0  MAY 1994. 

OwnirlManager. PVT 

Occurrence No. 175 Map Index: 42146 

Occ Rank: Good 
Origin: NaturaUNative occurrence 

Presence: Presumed Extant 
Trend: Unknown 

EO lndex: 42146 - Dates Last Seen - 
Element: 1994-05-13 

Site: 1994-05-13 

Record Last Updated: 2000-01-12 

Quad Summary: Patterson (37121421424B) 

County Summaw: Stanislaus 
-- - 

LaWLong: 37.42947' I-121.233900 Township: 06s 
UTM: Zone-10 N4143980 E656258 Range: 07E 

Radius: 115 mile Mapping PrecisionNON-SPECIFIC Section: 07 Qtr: NE 
Elevation: 1,100 fl Symbol Type:POINT Meridian: M 

Location: NORTH SlDE OF SALADO CREEK. JUST EAST OF OAK FLAT VALLEY. 6 MILES SW OF PATTERSON. 

Ecological: HABITAT CONSISTS OF A STOCKPOND, SURROUNDED BY A MIXTURE OF NATIVE AND NON-NATIVE GRASSLAND. SCRUB. AND WOODLAND 

Threat THREATENED BY A PROPOSED ROAD IMPROVEMENT PROJECT. 

General: 10+ JUVENILES OBSERVED ON 13 MAY 1994 

OwnerlManager: PVT 

Occurrence No. 176 Map Index: 42148 EO Index: 42148 - Dates Last Seen - 
Occ Rank: Good Element 1994-05-15 

0"gin: NaturaVNaflve occurrence Slte: 1994-05-15 
Presence: Presumed Extant 

Trend: Unknown Record Last Updated: 2000-01-12 

Quad Summary: Patterson (37121421424B) 

County Summary: Stanlslaus 

LatlLong: 37 41712'1 -121 16424O Township: 06s 

UTM: Zone-10 N4142694 E660679 Range: 07E 
Area: Mapping PrecisionNON-SPECIFIC Section: 15 Qtr: NW 

Elevation: 200 fl Symbol 1ype:POLYGON Meridian: M 

Location: SALADO CREEK, ABOUT 1.5 MILES WEST OF 1-5.4 5 MILES SW OF PAlTERSON 

Location DetaikTADPOLES FOUND IN A POOL. AT THE WEST END OF A CHERRY ORCHARD. 

Ecological: HABITAT CONSISTS OF NON-NATIVE GRASSLAND. WITH NUMEROUS NATURAL AND ARTIFICIALLY-CREATED VERNAL POOLS. 

Threat THREATENED BY A PROPOSED ROAD IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

General: 10+ TADPOLES OBSERVED ON 15 MAY 1994. 

OwnerlManager: PVT 
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Taxidea taxus 
American badger Element Code: AMAIF04010 

Status NDDB Element Ranks Other Urg 

Federal: None Global: G5 CDFGShbu: SC 
Shk: None S h e  S4 

H a b i i  Associations 

General: MOST ABUNDANT IN DRIER OPEN STAGES OF MOST SHRUB, FOREST, AND HERBACEOUS HABITATS. WlTH FRIABLE SOILS. 

Miem: NEED SUFFICIENT FOOD. FRIABLE SOILS 8 OPEN. UNCULTNATED GROUND. PREY ON BURROWlNG RODENTS. DIG BURROWS. 

Occumnce No. 71 Map Index: 56586 

Oco Rank: Fair 
Origin: NaturaVNative oulrrrenca 

Presence: Presumed Extant 
Trend: Unknown 

EO lndex: 56602 - Dates Lastseen - 
Element: 1989-04-1 3 

Sita: 198944-13 

Record Last Updated: 2004-09-01 , 

Quad Summary: Palterson (37121421424B) 

County Summary: Stanislaus 

LaVLong: 37.40600.1 -121.17285° Township: 06s 
UTM: Zone-10 N4141479 E661711 Range: 07E 

Radius: 115 mile Mapping PrecisionNONSPEClflC Section: 23 Qtc NW 
Elevation: 400 R Symbol TypePOlNT Meridian: M 
- - 

Location: VICINITY OF L l T L E  SALAD0 CREEK AND POWER TRANSMISSION LINES. 5 MILES SSW OF PATTERSON. 

Ecological: HABITAT CONSISTS OF WALNUT ORCHARD AND ADJACENT RUDERAL GRASSLAND. 

Threat PROPOSED FOR DEVELOPMENT. 

General: 1 ADULT OBSERVED ON 2 CONSECUTIVE NOCTURNAL SURVEYS. 12-13 APR 1989. 

OwnerlManagec PVT 
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Vulpes macrofis mutica 
San Joaquin kit fox Element Code: AMAJA03041 

Shtus NDDB Element Ranks Other Lists 

Federal: Endangered Global: G4T2T3 CDFG Status: 

State: Threatened State: SZS3 

Habitat Associations 

General: ANNUAL GRASSLANDS OR GRASSY OPEN STAGES WITH SCAlTERED SHRUBBY VEGETATION. 

Micro: NEED LOOSE-TEXTURED SANDY SOILS FOR BURROWING, AND SUITABLE PREY BASE. 

Occurrence No. 80 Map Index: 53784 EO Index: 53784 
- Dates Last Seen - 

Occ Rank Unknown Element: 1973-10-13 

Origin: NaturaVNative occurrence S i  1973-10-13 

Presence: Presumed Extant 
Trend: Unknown Record Last Updated: 2004-01-05 

Quad Summary: Panerson (37121421424B) 

County Summary: Stanislaus 

LaULong: 3 7 . 4 7 3 ~ ~  1-121.20704. Township: 05s 

UTM: Zone-10 N4148926 E658542 Range: 07E 

Area: Mapping PrecisionNON-SPECIFIC Section: 28 Qtr: NW 
Elevation: 400 R Symbol Type:POLYGON Meridian: M 

Location: NEAR MOUTH OF DEL PUERTO CANYON, ABOUT 3.5 MI WEST, 0.75 MI N OF PATTERSON (FROM THE INTERSECTION OF J17 a WARD AVE). 

Location Detail:MAPPED ACCORDING TO T-R-S GIVEN (T5S, R7E, SE 114 OF NW 114 OF SEC 28), NOT FROM GENERAL DIRECTIONS. 

Ecological: ANNUAL GRASSLAND 

General: ONE INDIVIDUAL OBSERVED 

OwnerlManager: UNKNOWN 

Occurrence No. 206 Map Index: 62796 EO Index: 62850 - Dates Last Seen - 
Occ Rank: Unknown Elemenk 2004-08-23 

Origin: NaturaVNative occurrence Site: 2004-08-23 

Presence: Presumed Extant 
Trend: Unknown. Record Last Updated: 2005-10-06 

Quad Summary: Patterson (37121421424B) 

County Summary: Stanislaus 

LaULong: 37.46819' I -121.18539D Township: 05s 

UTM: Zone-10 N4148358 €660468 Range: 07E 

Radius: 1110 mile Mapping PrecisionNON-SPECIFIC Section: 27 Qtr: S 

Elevation: 300 fl Symbol Type:POINT Meridian: M 

Location: WEST SHOULDER OF 1-5.3 MILES DIRECTLY WEST OF PAlTERSON. 

Location Detail:LOCATlON MAPPED ACCORDING TO UTM COORDINATES. 

Ecological: WEST SlDE INTERSTATE: ANNUAL GRASSLAND WI RELATIVELY STEEP SOUTHEAST ASPECT 8 AN ANIMAL PATH LEADING DOWN TO 
ROADWAY. EAST SlDE INTERSTATE: PATCHY GRASSLAND, ORCHARDS &AQUEDUCT. CURRISURR LAND USE: INTERSTATE TRAFFIC. 
GRAZING. ORCHARD. 

Threat MORTALITY ASSOCIATED WITH VEHICLE STRIKES. 

General: 1 ADULT FEMALE FOUND DEAD ALONG ROAD ON 23 AUG 2004. LIKELY KILLED EARLY IN THE MORNING OR NIGHT BEFORE BY VEHICLE STRIKE. 

OwnerlManaoer: UNKNOWN 

Occurrence No. 548 Map Index: 67248 ED Index: 67410 - Dates Last Seen - 
0cc Rank: Poor Element: 1989-04-1 1 

Origin: NaturaVNative occurrence Site: 1989-04-11 
Presence: Presumed Extant 

Trend: Unknown Record Last Updated: 200611-28 

Quad Summary: Panerson (371214214246) 

County Summary: Stanislaus 

LaULong: 37.39515°1-121.15118' Township: 065 

UTM: Zone-10 N4140314 E663652 Range: 07E 

Radius: 80 meters Mapping PrecisionSPECIFIC Section: 24 Qtr: XX 
Elevation: 300 fl Symbol Type:POINT Meridian: M 

Location: 0.75 MI WSW OF I-51FINK RD INTERCHANGE. 

Ecological: WALNUT ORCHARD ADJACENT TO NON-NATIVE GRASSLAND. 

Threat: PROPOSED PLANNING COMMUNITY WOULD ELIMINATE ORCHARD AND ADJACENT GRASSLANDS. 

General: FORAGING SITE. 1 ADULT OBSERVED DURING NOCTURNAL SUVERY ON 11 APR 1989: 

OwnerlManager: PVT 
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Striving to be the Best 

DEPARTMEEU . 3F  ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES 
Administration 

Sonya K. Harrigfeld 
Director 

Jami Aggers 
Assistant Director 

3800 Cornucopia Way, Suite C, Modesto, CA 95358-9494 
Phone: 209.525.6700 Fax: 209.525.6773 

Date: September 18,2009 

To: Interested Agencies and Parties 

Re: NOTICE OF PREPARATION AND FILING A MITIGATED NEGATIVE 
DECLARATION FOR THE STANISLAUS COUNTY, FINK ROAD 
LANDFILL IN-FILL PROJECT 

A copy of the recently prepared Mitigated Negative Declaration is provided for your 
review. This Mitigated Negative Declaration has been filed with the State 
Clearinghouse for processing and distribution and a copy of the Public Notice for the 
project has been provided to the County Clerk for posting. A copy of the local agencies 
mailing list and the Public Notice is also provided. Comments should be sent to the 
State Clearinghouse, 1400 Tenth Street, Sacramento, CA, 95812, on or before October 
19,2009. 

Sincerely, A 

W ~ g g e r s ,  ~ssistantSefector 
Stanislaus County, Department of Environmental Resources 

Attachments: 

Public Notice 
Mailing List 
Mitigated Negative Declaration 



NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING, NOTICE OF PREPARATION 
AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Guidelines, Article 6, Section 15072, we are 
providing this Notice of Preparation of an lnitial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration (ISiMND) for the 
Stanislaus County - Fink Road Landfill In-Fill Project located at 4000 Fink Road, Crows Landing, CA, APN 
027-017-040. The project is designed to extend the life of the landfill by using existing space within the landfill 
that is not being used for refuse disposal. This interior expansion of the landfill will not extend beyond the 
currently permitted disposal area boundary of the Fink Road Landfill. The objective of the In-Fill Project is to 
provide approximately 10 - 20 years of additional capacity. The current landfill design life is estimated to 
extend to 2023. An additional objective is to increase the landfill height to provide a final closure design that is 
more conducive to the surrounding terrain than the currently approved final landfill closure configuration. 
Other objectives of the project are to accomplish the In-Fill Project without increasing the daily tonnage, 
vehicle trips, or change in the classification of the non-hazardous municipal solid waste materials currently 
accepted. 

Based on the findings of the Initial Study, Stanislaus County has prepared a Mitigated Negative 
Declaration for the In-Fill Project. The environmental analysis of the proposed project indicates that the In-Fill 
Project will have no significant impacts if mitigation measures are provided to reduce adverse impacts in the 
areas of aesthetics, air resources, and biological resources. In accordance with CEQA, a 30day review 
period during which comments can be provided on the Mitigated Negative Declaration begins on September 
18, 2009, and ends on October 19, 2009. A Public Meeting will be held during which comments can also be 
provided on September 30,2009, at 6:30 p.m. at the Patterson Library, 46 North Salado, Patterson, CA. At 
the time and place provided in this Notice of Public Meeting, interested persons will be given an opportunity to 
be heard. Material submitted to Stanislaus County for consideration (i.e., photos, petitions, etc.) will be 
retained by the County. If a challenge to the above application is made in court, persons may be limited to 
raising only those issues they or someone else raised at the Public Meeting described in this notice, or in 
written correspondence delivered to the Dept. of Environmental Resources. Before the proposed Mitigated 
Negative Declaration is considered for adoption, a Public Hearing would also be held. The date, time, and 
location of the Public Hearing(s) will be published under a separate notice. 

This NOTICE also serves as a NOTICE OF INTENT to adopt a CEQA Mitigated Negative Declaration. 
The review period for the ISIMND is September 18,2009 -October 19,2009. All documents are available for 
review at Stanislaus County, Department of Environmental Resources located at 3800 Cornucopia Way, Suite 
C, Modesto, CA, 95358, and at the Stanislaus County Libraries, Modesto Branch located at 1500 "1" Street, 
Modesto, CA 95354 and the Patterson Branch located at 46 North Salado, Patterson, CA 95363. The 
document can also be found online at www.stancounty.com/er/. 

If you would like to submit written comments, please provide them to Ms. Jami Aggers, Assistant 
Director, Stanislaus County Department of Environmental Resources, at the address noted above, and any 
questions you have can be directed to Ms. Aggers at (209) 525-6700. 



Fink Road Landfill In-Fill Project 
Attachment A 

Distril 

F 
NATURAL RESOURCES CONSERVATION 

ution List 

-- 

PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC 

AGRICULTURE COMMISSIONER 

ALLIANCE 

ANIMAL SERVICES 

BUILDING PERMITS DIVISION: 
STEVE TREAT 

PARKS & FACILITIES 

X 

X 

X PUBLIC WORKS: ANGlE HALVERSON 
JUDY LINDSAY - DRAINAGE 
BILL CARDOZA - TRAFFIC 

CEMETERY DISTRICT: HILLS FERRY 

CENTRAL VALLEY FLOOD PROTECTION 

PUBLIC WORKS - TRANSPORTATION 

RAILROAD: 

REDEVELOPMENT 

1 X I CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICE I X REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL 

I X I CITY OF NEWMAN PLANNING I X SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY APCD I I X I ClTY OF PATTERSON PLANNING I SCHOOL DIST 1 : NEWMANICROWS 
LANDING 

MARSHALL B. KRUPP X 

X 

SHERIFF 

StanCOG 

COOPERATIVE EXTENSION 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

COUNTY COUNSEL 

COUNTY OF: STAN CO ERC I 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION I I Land Resources I Mine Reclamation I STAN CO FARM BUREAU I 
I I DEPT OF FORESTRY I x STANISLAUS FlRE PREVENTION BUREAU I 
I X ( ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES 1 x STATE CLEARINGHOUSE I 

I I FlRE PROTECTION DiST: WEST 
STANISLAUS FlRE DISTRICT 

STATE LANDS COMMISSION 

I X I FISH & GAME I x SUPERVISOR DIST 5: JIM DeMARTlNl 1 I X I HAZARDOUS MATERIALS I SURROUNDING LAND OWNERS 
(on file wlthe Clerk to the Board of Supervisors) 

TELEPHONE COMPANY: AT&T 

TRIBAL CONTACTS 

TUOLUMNE RIVER TRUST 

IRRIGATION DIST: 

I X I MOSQUITO DIST: TURLOCK I x  UNITED STATES MILITARY AGENCIES 
(SB 1462) (5 agencies) 

MEDICAL SERVICES 
US FlSH &WILDLIFE 

WATER DIST: OAK FLAT 1 DEL PUERTO 



MARSHALL B KRUPP WEST STANISLAUS FIRE DlST 
PRESIDENT P 0 BOX 565 
COMMUNITY SYSTEMS ASSOC INC PATTERSON CA 95363 
3367 CORTE LEVANT0 
COSTA MESA CA 92626 

TURLOCK MOSQUITO 
ABATEMENT DlST 
4412 N WASHINGTON 
TURLOCK CA 95380 

OAK FLAT WATER DlST 
P 0 BOX 1596 
PATTERSON CA 95363 

PG&E 
1524 N CARPENTER RD 
MODEST0 CA 95351 

STANISLAUS COUNTY 
FARM BUREAU 
P 0 BOX 3070 
MODEST0 CA 95353 

FORT HUNTER-LIGGETT 
MR PETER RUBlN 
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS COMBAT 
SUPPORT TRAINING CENTER 
B790 5TH ST 
PARKS RFTA DUBLIN CA 94568 

TOM DUMAS 
CALTRANS 
P 0 BOX 2048 
STOCKTON CA 95201 

CA DEPT OF CONSERVATION 
DIVISION OF LAND RESOURCES 
ATTN: BRIAN LEAHY 
801 K STREET MS 13-71 
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814 

HILLS FERRY CEMETERY DlST 
P 0 BOX 657 
NEWMAN CA 95360 

DEL PUERTO WATER DlST 
P 0 BOX 1596 
PATTERSON CA 95363 

STATE OF CA 
REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL 
11020 SUN CENTER DR #200 
RANCHO CORDOVA CA 95670 

REGIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL OFFICER FOR CA 
WESTERN REGION ENVIRONMENTAL OFFICE 
US AIR FORCE 
AFCEE 1 TDW 
50 FREMONT ST STE 2450 
SAN FRANCISCO CA 941 05-2230 

SHEILA DONOVAN 
COMMUNITY PLANS AND LIAISON 
COORDINATOR 
US NAVY 
1220 PACIFIC HWY 
SAN DlEGO CA 921 32-51 90 

NEWMAN - CROWS LANDING 
SCHOOL DlST 
890 0 ST 
NEWMAN CA 95360 

SUSAN JONES 
US FlSH &WILDLIFE OFFICE 
2800 COTTAGE WAY RM W-2605 
SACRAMENTO CA 95825 

DEL PUERTO HOSPITAL DlST 
P 0 BOX 187 
PATTERSON CA 95363 

JULIE VANCE 
CA DEPT OF FlSH AND GAME 
11 30 E SHAW AVE STE 206 
FRESNO CA 93710 

STEVE ANDRIESE EXE DIR 
MOUNTAIN VALLEY 
EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES 
1101 STANDIFORD AVE STE D-1 
MODEST0 CA 95350 

DANIEL BARBER 
SUPERVISING AIR QUALITY SPECIALIST 
SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY APCD 
1990 E GETTYSBURG AVE 
FRESNO CA 93726 

COMMANDER DIRECTORATE OF PUBLIC 
WORKS MASTER PLANNING DIVISION 
ATTN IMWE-IWR-PWI 
P 0 BOX 105097 
BLDG 381 BARSTOW RD 
FORT IRWIN CA 92310-5097 

PATRICK CHRISTMAN DIRECTOR 
WESTERN REGION ENVIRONMENTAL OFFICE 
US MARINE CORPS WRECIGEA 
I ~ ~ S T B L D G  1164 
BOX 555246 
CAMP PENDLETON CA 92055-5246 

ClTY OF PATTERSON 
PLANNING DEPT 
P 0 BOX 667 
PATTERSON CA 95363 

ClTY OF NEWMAN 
PLANNING DEPT 
P 0 BOX 787 
NEWMAN CA 95360 

AT&T 
DENNIS PATALINGJUG 
P 0 BOX 3929 
MODEST0 CA 95352 



NORMAN CROW FARMS 
16325 CROWS LANDING ROAD 
CROWS LANDING, CA 95313 

DANIEL PEREZ ET AL 
P.O. BOX 97 
CROWS LANDING, CA 95313 

FRED BELTRAN JR & SONS 
PRTNR 
BELTRAN FARMS 
701 FINK RD 
CROWS I ANnlNG CA Q5.?1.? 

EDDIE CARMEN COVANTA STANISLAUS, INC. 
P.O. BOX 74 P.O. BOX 278 
CROWS LANDING, CA 9531 3 CROWS LANDING, CA 9531 3 

ALAEDDIN HAKEM & SOUSSAN FRED & JILL VOGEL 2003 TRUST 
FOUDEH P.O. BOX 666 
P.O. BOX 12301 PATTERSON, CA 95363 
BERKELEY, CA 94712 

FRANK M. JR. & LAURA J. DOMPE ROBERT W. & PATRICIA LEE 
P.O. BOX 632 DRAINE TRS 
NEWMAN, CA 95360 960 S. WESTLAKE BLVD., NO. 209 

WESTLAKE VILLAGE, CA 91 361 



OFFICE OF FIRE WARDEN 
FIRE PREVENTION BUREAU 

Striving to be the Best 

November 17,2009 

Gary Hinshaw 
Fire Warden 

Ray Jackson 
Deputy Fire Warden 

Ken Slamon 
Fire Marshal 

3705 Oakdale Road, Modesto, CA 95357 

Jami Aggers, M.A., R.E.H.S. - - 
Assistant Director 
Stanislaus County, Dept. of Environmental Resources 
3800 Cornucopia Way, Suite C 
Modesto, CA 95358 

RE: Fire ppitection Ix:zter Sapply ~t Fi:k F-oac! LmdEll- 4900 FinL Road 

Dear Ms Aggers: 

On behalf of the West Stanislaus Fire Protection District the following recommendations 
for fire protection water supply is made. If you have any questions about these comments 
please contact me or the West Stanislaus Fire Protection District. 

1. There are two water trucks (tenders) at the landfill. It is recommended that the 
two tenders be equipped with a male 2 112 inch national standard thread outlet for 
fire apparatus use. 

2. It is recommended that one of the tenders be kept full of water at all times. That 
will insure the water supply is available for fire apparatus use. It is my 
understanding that the tenders fill up from the water system at 4040 Fink Road. 

3. It is further recommended that a. fixed fire protection water supply be installed 
for the existing structures at the landfill. The building with the highest demand is 
the Office building. Please provide a fixed water supply of 5,000 gallons. The 
water supply shall be equipped with a draft fire hydrant. The hydrant shall have a 
4-112 inch National Stand Thread male outlet. 

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. If I may be of any assistance please tee1 
free to contact me. 

Kenneth Slamon 
Fire Marshal 

Cc West Stanislaus Fire Protection District 
Cal Fire Santa Clara Unit . . , . ,  . 

.' " AmCHMENT 6 



DEPARTMtrdT OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES 
Administration 

Sonya K. Harrigfeld 
Director 

Jarni Aggers 
Assistant Director 

3800 Cornucopia Way, Suite C, Modesto, CA 953559494 
Phone: 209.525.6700 Fax: 209.525.6773 Striving to be the Best 

December 1,2009 

Office of Fire Warden, Fire Prevention Bureau 
Attention: Ken Slamon, Fire Marshal 
3705 Oakdale Road 
Modesto, CA 95357 

RE: FIRE PROTECTION WATER SUPPLY FOR THE IN-FILL PROJECT AT 
THE FINK ROAD LANDFILL, 4000 FINK ROAD, STANISLAUS 
COUNTY, CA 

Dear Ken: 

Thank you for your letters dated October 6 and November 17,2009, regarding the referenced 
project. As a follow-up to them, as well as a meeting I attended together with Chiefs Kinnear, 
Hall, and Barrett on November 3,2009, the Department would like to offer the following 
responses with respect to the recommendations made in the November 1 7 ~  letter, as follows: 

1. The two water trucks at the landfill have as existing equipment, male 2 % inch national 
standard thread (NST) outlets for fire apparatus use. Our water supply currently comes 
from the Crows Landing Community Service District and it is accessed via a fire hydrant. 

2. Our operating days and hours are Mon - Sat, 8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. (the facility is closed 
on Sundays and four major holidays each year). The water trucks begin and end each 
operating day full and it is our practice to rotate them throughout the day so that one 
remains full at all times. Additionally, during the wetter months, it is typically only 
necessary to utilize a single truck which leaves one full on a consistent basis. 

3. Regarding the recommendation that a fixed fire protection water supply be installed, the 
Department will consider as part of ow on-gong capital improvement planning efforts the 
possibility of installing a well. If this is determined to be feasible at some point ih the 
future consideration will be given to installing a fixed water supply of at least 5,000 
gallons, equipped with a draft fire hydrant with a 4 ?4 inch NST male outlet. 

It is our belief that the above information addresses the recommendations made in your 
November 1 7 ~  letter. Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have questions, My number is 
(209) 525-6768. 

Cc: Chiefs Kinnear, Hall, and Barrett 



LETTER # I 

STANISLAUS COUNTY 
CEQA REFERRAL RESPONSE FORM 

, Stanislaus County Department of ~nvironmental ~ e s o u r c e s  TO: 
Attn: Ms. Jami Aggers, Assistant ~ i r e c t o r  
3800 Cornucopia Way, Su,ite C 
Modesto, CA 95358 , 

FROM: S-tnu\is\a,~~g C l r u ~ ~  DiR - ~oiidWmbNllua 
8) .  ,. 

PROJECT: Fink Road Landfill In-Fill Project 

Based on this agency's particular field(s) of expertise, it is our position the above described project: I 
Wiil. not have a significant effect on the environment. 
May have a significant effect on the environment. 

'x No Comments. 

Listed below are specific impacts which support nur determination (e.g., traffic general, carrying 
capacity, soil types, air quality, etc.) - (attach additional sheet if necessary) 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. . . 

Listed below are possible mitigation measures for the abovellisted impacts PLEASE BE SURE TO 
INCLUDE V i N  THE MiTIGATiON OR COidDITiOi\l NEEDS TO BE ~MF~ETL~~EN?ED (PRIOR TO 
RECORDING A MAP, PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF A BUILDING PERMIT, ETC.): 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 

In addition, our agency has the following comments (attach additional sheets if necessary). 

Response prepared by: 

V\ LI<.[, ;To ne - 9 ST. R e ~ o ~ e  M~ndaer/lei# 
Name Title ~ped&lts+ ' Date 

9.22\09 



' LETTER #2 

. STANISLAUS COUNTY 
' CEQA REFERRAL RESPONSE FORM 

TO: Stanislaus County Department of Environmental Resources 
Attn: Ms. Jami Agger's, Assistant Director 
3800 Cornucopia Way, Suite C 
Modesto, CA 95358 

F R0.M : Stanislaus County Department of Agriculture 

PROJECT: Fink Road Landfill In-Fill Project . 

Based on this agency's particular f eld(s) of expertise, it is our position the above described project: I 
Will not have a si.gnificant effect on the environment. 
May have a significant effect on the environment. . 
No Comments. 

Listed below are specific impacts which support our determination (e.g., travic general, carrying 
capacity, soil types, .air quality, etc.) - (attach additional sheet if necessary) 

1. 
<q.; 2. ...- 

3. . 

4. 
Listed belbw are possible mitibation measures for the above-listed ~ ~ ~ ~ C ~ L P L E A S E  BE SURE TO. 
I ~ Y C L ~ ~ D E  ~ f ~ ~ t j  THE M ~ T I G ~ T I O ~ ~  OR CGf\ILjlTION i\IEEDS TO BE iiviFLEMENTED (PRIOR TO 1 
RECORDING A MAP, PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF A BUILDING PERMIT, ETC,): 

1. 

4. 
' ' In addition, our agency has the following comments(attach additional sheets if necessary). 

Stanislaus County Department of Agriculture supports 'projects that use in-fill measures 
rather than expansion into properties zoned for agriculture. 

' ~ e s ~ i n s e  by: 

/d --/-- D$ 
Name Title d Date 



STANISLAUS COUNTY 
CEQA REFERRAL RESPONSE FORM 

TO: ~ t a n i s l a u s ' ~ o u n t ~  Department of Environmental Resources 
Attn: Ms. Jami Aggers, Assistant Director 
3800 Cornucopia Way, Suite C 
Modesto, CA 95358 

FROM: 

PROJECT: Fink Road   and fill In-Fill Project ' 

Based on this agency's particular field(s) of expertise, it is our position the  above described project: I 
Will not haye a sjgiificant effect on theenvircilnent. . 

ay have a significant effect on the environment. 
No Comments. 2 

Listed below a r e  specific' impacts which support our determination (e.g., traffic general, carrying 
capacity, soil types, air quality, etc.) - (attach additional sheet  if necessary) 

1 

. 4. 
In addition, our agency h a s  the following comments (attach.additional sheets  if necessary). 

' 

f' - 4. 
Listed below a r e  possible mitigation measures for the  above-listed impacts PLEASE BE SURE TO 
INCLUDE Vr/HEf\I THE MITIGATION OR COfdEITIOM NEEDS TO BE iWLEKENTED (PRIOR TO 
RECORDING A MAP, PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF A BUILDING P E R ~ I T ,  ETC.): - . . 

Response prepared by: 

3A 

Name Title 



Californi: Legional Water Quality Cor *ol Board 
. . 
Central Valley Region LETTER # 
.Karl  E. Longley, ScD, P.E., Chair 

Linda S. Adams 11020 Sun Center Drive #200, Rancho Cordova, California 95670.61 14 
Arnold . 

Secretaiy for Phone (91 6) 464-3291 FAX (916) 464-4645 Schwarzenegger 
Environmental . http://www.waterbbards.ca.gov/centralvalley 

Protection 

6 October 2009 

Jami Aggers, Assistant Director 
Stanislaus County Department of Environmental Resources 
3800 Cornucopia Way, Suite C 
Modesto, CA 95358-9494 

COMMENTS ON INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATlVE DECLARATION, FINK ROAD 
LANDFILL IN-FILL PROJECT, STANISLAUS COUNTY, SCH #2009092057 

Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board staff has reviewed the ~eptember 2009 
Initial Sfudy/Mifigated Negative Declaration for the proposed Fink Road Landfill In-Fill Project 
in Stanislaus County. The proposed project is to conduct landfilling in areas with-in the 
p.reviously approved landfill footprint that'are not being used for refuse disposal, and to 
increase the final height of the landfill by 160 feet. The purpose of the project is to extend the 
,life of the landfill by 10 to 20 years without increasing the landfill footprint. 

The project will require that Stanislaus County submit an amended Report of Waste 
Discharge (RWD) as part of an amendment to the landfill's Joint Technical Document (JTD). 
The RWDIJTD will need to include all relevant information required by Title 27, California 
Code of Regulations (Title 27) including, but not limited to: 

1. An ,updated preliminary closure plan and closure cost estimate pursuant to Title 27, 
Sections 21750(i) and 21790. 

2. An updated stability analysis' pursuant to Title 27, Section 21750(fj(5). 

. 3. lnformation regarding proposed liner construction in the in-fill .areas including proposed 
phases of construction and tie in with existing liner systems. 

4. lnformation regarding the existing liner system's (LCRS piping, etc.) ability to 
accommodate the proposed increased height and weight'of the waste. I 

WILLIAM BRATTAIN, P.E. 
Water ~esources Control Engineer 
Title 27 Permitting and Mining 

cc list: see next page 
. 

, , Cali$ornia Eizvironmental Protection Agency 

%-? Recycled Paper 



Jami Aggers 2 6 October 2009 

cc: State Clearinghouse, Sacramento 
Troy Weber, California Integrated Waste Management Board, Sacramento 
Jo,hn Oad, 'Stanislaus County Environmental Health, Modesto . 



J.B. ANDERSON 

i 

LETTER # 5 

139 S .  Stockton Avenue, Ripon, CA 95366 Phone: (209) 599-8377 ' . Fax (209) 599-8399 

October 13,2009 

Ms. Jami Aggers 
Assistant Director 
Department of Environmental Resources 
Stanislaus County 
3 800 Cornucopia Way, Suite C 
Modesto, California 95358 

Subject: CEQA Referral: Initial Study an&~otic<of Intent to Adopt 
Negative Declaratibn and ~ o t i c e  of Public Meeting - Fink Road 
Fill Project 

a Mitigated ' 

Landfill In- 

Dear Ms. Aggers: 

Our Firm, J.B. Anderson Land Use Planning, has been retained by the Del Puerto Health Care 
District (hereinafter referred to as the "District") to review various CEQA Referral documents 
released by Stanislaus County. Most recently, our Firm received a CEQA Referral, dated 
September 16, 2009, for the Fink Road Lanfill In-Fill Project (hereinafter referred to as the 
"Project"). It is our understanding that the Stanislaus County Environmental Resources 
Department is accepting written comments on the Project's Mitigated Negative Declaration until 
October 19,2009. 

As you may be aware, the District is located in the western portion of Stanislaus County and was 
established in 1946 to provide health care services to residents and employees living in the City 
of Patterson and unincorporated areas of west Stanislaus County. The Fink Road Landfill is 
located within the area served by the District. 

As noted on Page 5-35 of the Project's Initial Study, "theproposed modiJications would not alter 
or increase the demand for public services and existing levels of service would not be affected by 
the project. " Based on our review of the above-mentioned CEQA Referral document and the 
understanding the project will not increase the demand for public services, we have no com&ent 
on the environmental determinations provided in the Project's Initial Study and Mitigated 
Negative Declaration. 

On behalf of the ~istrict, thank you for the opporhmity to review and provide written comment 
on the Fink Road Landfill In-Fill Project. Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate 
to contact me at the phone number listed above. 

Sincerely, 

Mark Niskanen 
Senior Planner 

cc: Margo Arnold, Del Puerto Health Care District 



San Joaquin Valley 
AIR POLLUTION C O N ~ R O L  DISTRICT 

LETTER # 6 q m w  
HEALTHY AIR LIVINGm 

October 13,2009 

Jami Aggers 
Stanislaus County 
Dept. Environmental Resources 
3800 Cornucopia Way, Suite C 
Modesto, CA 95358 

Project: Fink Road Landfill In-Fill 

District Reference No: 26090576 

Dear M a  Aggers: 

The San Joaquin Valley ~ n i f i e b  Air ~oi lut ion Control District (~istrict) has reviewed the 
Mitigated'Negative Declaration (MND) for the use of currently unused land within iandiill 
boundaries for the purpose of extending the life of the landfill by 20 'years .and 
increasing the ,.landfili;height - ... .. t~.provide.:al final, ,clg:sure : design,.. tmore;:condyciv,e, .lo ihe 
suriround'ing: terrain:: ...~.h? :pr,oj&.~t:.Wjll .b*t _ i n ~ r ~ a ~ ~ . t h e . , . d ~ i i y . t ~ f i ~ a ~ . ~ b r .  _ . % .  ~ehicl&tj-,ip.s and 
will not change .. ihe- ..clas,sifica,tion : of th.e , .n.on7tkzardous. muni,c~pal~ waste: . -  . currently 
accepted:. :The District offers the following ~cornments:,: - . . . . . . .  , . . 

The MND concludes that construction activities could lead to a short.-term significant 
increase in criteria pollutants, particularly PM'iO fugitive dust, and identifies 
mitigation measures that "can be ~lsed" to reduce dust emissions. In order to 
conclude that fugitive dust emissions would have a less-than-significant impact, 
mitigation measures reducing dust emissions must be fully enforceable through 
permit conditi~ns, agresmerrts, or other iega!ly binding instruments (CEQA 
Guidelines §15126.4, subd.(a)(2)). Therefore, the District recommends that those 
measures identified in the MNB that are not requirements of District Regulation Vlll 
be made enforceable and incorporated as conditions of project approval. 

2. ~.on$truction activities will result in NOx emissions from operation of construction 
equipment. The MND does not. identify mitigation measures to reduce MOx 

: emissions.. ~easib le :mitigation .of.,constructio~ exhaust emission includes use of 
construction equipment powered by engines meeting, at a,~minimum,TierJl emission 

.; standa.&, a s  Set ,forthiin $2423 bf Title;l3' of the.Californig ..Cgde.of ,~eglil.atio~s, . . ,- - .* 

and Part.. 89  -of :~ i t ie  - 40. Code o f  Federal- ~e,g'ulatbns.{ ;~he.~is~&t: . ; (~co&mends 
. - 

2 .: . . .  : ' , . \  . : ' . ' . . .1. . . . '  , . . . .  , , . L,' . .. . . . . . .  I '  -. . a  - ,  
, - .  ., - : .. ' . :  . . .... . .  : ' . .  

-. .. -i  . : . . .  . . . . _  . . .  .. , . Seyed Sadredin : . . ' , . .  , . :  . . , .  
. - , . .  . . . , :  . 

.. ~xeci i ive OirectorlAir Pollution Control Officer ' t .  I 

Northern Region 'Central Region (Main Office) Southern Region 

4800 Enterprise Way 1990 E. Geitysburg Avenue 34946 Ryover Court 

' Modesto, ~~'95356.8718 Fresn'o, CA 93726-0244 Bakersfield, CA 93308-9725 
Tel: (209) 557-6400 FAX: (2091 557-6475 Tel: (559) 230-6000 FAX: (559) 230-6061 Tel: 661-392.5500 FAX: 661:392.5585 



Fink Road Landfill In-Fill 
District Reference No. 20090576 

Page 2 

. , . 
incorporating, as a condition of project approval, a requirement that off-road 
construction equipment used on site achieve fleet average emissions equal to or 
less than the Tier II emissions. standard of 4.8 glhp-hr NOx. .This can be achieved 
through any combination of uncontrolled engines and engines complying with Tier II 
and above engine standards,. 

If you have any questions or require further . . information, please call Jessica Willis at. 
(559) 230-581 8. 

Sincerely, 

David Warner 
Director of Permit Services 

I/ 
Arnaud ~ar jo l le t  
Permit Services Manager 

DW:jw 

Cc: File 



LETTER # 7 
CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED 

ARNOLD SCHWAR2E.NEGGP 
GOVERNOR 

- 1001 I STREET, SACMMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814 P.O. BOX 4025, SACRAMENTO, CAL@ORNIA 9581M25 
(916) 341-6000 www.cm~.ck~ov . . 

MARGOREIDBROWN 
CHAR 

MBROWN@CIWMB.C~GOV 
(916) 341-6051 

SHEILA JAMES KUEHL 
SKUEHL@CIWMB.CA.GOV 

(916)34l4039 

JOHN LAlRD 
JIAIRD@CiWMB.CA.GOV 

(916) 341-6010 

CAROLE MIGDEN 
CMIGDEN@CIWMB.CA.GOV 

(916) 341-6024 

R O - M ~  
~ ~ ~ @ c ~ . ~ . G o v  

(916) 341-6016 

. . 
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October 15,2009 

MS. Jami Aggers 
stanislaus' County Department of Environmental Resources 
3800 Cornucopia Way, Suite C. 
Modesto, CA 95358 . 

SUBJECT: SCH No. 2009092057: F,hk Road Landfill In-Fill Project ' 
(SWIS NO. 50-AA-0001) . 

Dear Ms. Aggers: 

Thank you for allowing the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
(CI-) staff to provide comments for this proposed project and f ~ r ' ~ o u r  agency's 
consideration of these comments as part of the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) process. . 

PROJECT DESCmTION . . .  . . . . .:.. . . 2 :  , 

Asstated in the Initial StudyMtigated Negative Declaration for the above 
referenced facility, the proposed project would increase landfiU height and utilize 
existing space within the currently permitted disposal area. The objective of this 
interior expansion is to provide an estimated 10-20 years of additional capacity . . 

(approximately fiom 2023 to 2037-38). The in-fill project will allow for. 
increased disposal volume between existing landfill cells LF-1 and LF-2 and 
between LF-2 and LF-3. The permitted maximum elevation will be extended 
fiom 385 to 545 feet mean sea level. No changes in permitted maximum tonnage; 
.site acreage, ~ E c  volumes, or waste types are addressed in this document, 7B 
Existing project facilities, including the adjacent waste to energy plant, drainage 
basin, surface impoundments, and scalehouse facility will remain the same. Some 
interior roads will be rerouted and additional slope drains installed. 

If this description varies substantially &om the project as understood by the Lead 
Agency, CWME3 requestsnotification of any significant differences. If any 
changes to this project description are anticipated please inform CIWMB 
&mediately. . . 

. . - .  
. . : . . . .  . . . . 

. . 

, . . . 



I I Page 2 of 2 
I .  Fink Road LF In-fill 

CrWMB COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS 

CIWMB is the Enforcement Agency for Stanislaus County. Fink Road Landfill 
operates under a full Solid Waste Facilities Permit (SWFP) originally issued 
December 16,1993. An 'application for revision was received and accepted in 7C 

2007 and a new revised permit was issued August 17,2007. 

The proposed project will require revision of the current permit issued by 
CIWMB. Please have the operator submit an application for permit revision to 
CIWMB. The application (CIWMB Form E-1-77) can be found at 7D 

http://www.ciwmb.ca. ~ovlLEACentral/f;orms/default. htrn#Permit 

In addition, CIWMB staff requests copies of any subsequent environmental 
d ~ c m e a t s  @Cs) incl-riding my Notices of Coili'pletiog my Addeiidtliiis, and/or 
copies of public notices. Also, please notify CIWMB of any public information 7E 

hearings/meetings. 

If you have any questions regarding these comments, please contact me at 
(916) 341-6772 or email me atjisaacson ciwmb.ca.gov. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Joy Isaacson 
Permitting and LEA Support - South Branch 
California Integrated Waste Management Board 



' LETTER # 8. CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICE 
Richard W. Robinson 

Chief Execufive Officer 

Pafricia Hill Thomas 
Chief Operations Officer/ 
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STANISLAUS COUNTY ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW COMMITTEE 

October 16, 2009 

Jami Aggers 
Assistant Director 
Department of Environmental Resources 
3800 cornucopia Way, Suite C 
Modesto, CA 95358 

SUBJECT: ENVIRONMENTAL REFERRAL - FINK ROAD LANDFILL IN-FILL PROJ.ECT 
NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 
AND NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING 

Ms. Aggers: 

The Stanislaus County Environmental Review Committee (ERC) has reviewed the subject 
project and has determined thatit may have a significant effect on the environment. I 
The following comments1conditions are submitted by the Office of the Fire Warden (Fire 1 
Prevention Bureau) dated October 6, 2009. 

This project poses a potentially significant impact which requires mitigations on the West 
Stanislaus Fire Protection District. On behalf of the West Stanislaus Fire Protection District, 
the following mitigation measures are required. If you have any questions about this 
comment, please contact the West Stanislaus Fire Protection District. 

o This project is within the State Responsible Area Fire Severity Hazard Zone. All 
structures must comply with Chapter 7A of the California Building Code. All structures BB 
must have a defensible space of 100 feet per the California Public Resources Code. I 

o A fire protection water supply shall be installed meeting the minimum requirements of 
the California Fire Code and the California Public ~esou'rces Code. 1 8c 

o On page 5-34 please note that the Cal-Fire Del Puerto  ire Station is a seasonal fire 
station and is not staffed year round. The Crows Landing (West Stanislaus Fire 
Protection District) Fire Station is a volunteer station. The five minute response time is 
incorrect. The response time is from seven to ten minutes at best. 

8D 
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ENVIRONMENTAL REFERRAL - FINK ROAD LANDFILL IN-FILL PROJECT NOTICE OF 
INTENT TO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND NOTICE OF PUBLIC 
MEETING 

Page 2 

In addition, the following comments/conditions are provided by the Department of Public Works 
dated October 7, 2009: 

o An encroachment permit must be taken out for any work in Stanislaus County right-of- 
way. 

o Public Works shall approve any traffic control plan that involves County right-of-way. I 
The ERC appreciates the opportunity to comment on this project. 

Sincerely, 

Christine Almen, Senior Management Consultant 
Environmental Review Committee 

cc: ERC Members 
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COMMENTS RECEIVED AND RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
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Fink Road Landfill In-Fill Project 
December 2009 

RESPONSES TO PUBLIC COMMENTS 

This section provides a summary of comments received during the public review 
period for the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) for the 
Fink Road Landfill In-Fill Project. The public review period for this project was 
from September 19, 2009 to October 20, 2009. A total of eight (8) letters were 
received during the public review period. Section A provides a list of all written 
correspondence received during the public review period; Section B provide's a 
written response to individual comments; and Section C contains a copy of each 
correspondence that was received. 

A. AGENCIES, ORGANIZATIONS, AND INDIVIDUALS WHO HAVE 
COMMENTED ON THE DRAFT INITIAL STUDY 1 MITIGATED 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION (ISIMND) 

Letter # I Stanislaus County, Department of Environmental Resources - Solid 
Waste Management, Vicki Jones, Senior Resource Management 
Specialist, September 22, 2009. 

Letter # 2 Stanislaus County, Department of Agriculture, L. Denton Hoeh, Ag 
Manager, October 1, 2009. 

Letter # 3 Stanislaus County, Building Department, Steve Treat, Interim CBO, 
October 5,2009. 

Letter # 4 California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Title 27 Permitting 
and Mining, William Brattain, P.E., Water Resources Control 
Engineer, October 6, 2009. 

Letter # 5 J.B. Anderson Land Use Planning, Mark Niskanen, Senior Planner, 
October 13, 2009. 

Letter # 6 San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, David Warner, 
Director of Permit Services, and Jessica R. Willis for Arnaud 
Marjollet, Permit Services Manager, October 13, 2009. 

Letter # 7 California Integrated Waste Management Board, Permitting and 
LEA Support - South Branch, Joy Isaacson, October 15,2009. 

Letter # 8 Stanislaus County, Environmental Review Committee, Christine 
Almen, Senior Management Consultant, October 16,2009. 

Sfanislaus County Department of Environmental Resources 
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B. RESPONSES TO WRITTEN COMMENTS 

Response to comments submitted by Stanislaus County, Department of 
Environmental Resources - Solid Waste Management, Vicki Jones, Senior 
Resource Management Specialist, September 22,2009. (Letter # I). 

Response to Comment No. 1A: This letter notes that the Department of. 
Environmental Resources - Solid Waste Management Division has no 
comments. Therefore, no response is necessary. 

Response to comments submitted by Stanislaus County, Department of 
Agriculture, L. Denton Hoeh, Ag Manager, October I, 2009. (Letter # 2). 

Response to Comment No. 2A: This letter concurs with the findings of the 
ISIMND that the proposed project would not have a significant impact on 
the environment. Therefore, no response is necessary. 

Response to comments submitted by Stanislaus County, Building 
Department, Steve Treat, Interim CBO, October 5,2009. (Letter # 3). 

Response to Comment No. 3A: This letter notes that the Building 
Department has no comments. Therefore, no response is necessary. 

Responses to comments submitted by the California Regional Water 
Quality Control Board, Title 27 Permitting and Mining, William Brattain, 
P.E., Water Resources Control Engineer, October 6,2009. (Letter # 4). 

Response to Comment No. 4A: This comment does not pertain to the 
adequacy of the ISIND. Therefore, no response is necessary. 

Response to Comment No. 4B: This comment does not pertain to the 
adequacy of the ISIMND, however, as requested, the County will submit 
an amended Report of Waste Discharge as part of an amendment to the 
landfill's Joint Technical Document and will include all relevant information 
required by Title 27, California Code of Regulations as noted in this letter. 

Responses to comments submitted by J.B. Anderson Land Use Planning, 
Mark Niskanen, Senior Planner, October 13,2009. (Letter # 5). 

Response to Comment No. 5A: This letter notes that J.B. Anderson Land 
Use Planning has no comments to provide on behalf of the Del Puerto 
Health Care District since the project will not increase the demand for 
public services. Therefore, no response is necessary. 

Responses to comments submitted by San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution 
Control District, David Warner, Director of Permit Services, and Jessica R. 

Stanislaus County Department of Environmental Resources 
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Willis for Arnaud Marjollet, Permit Services Manager, October 13,2009. 
(Letter # 6). 

Response to Comment No. 6A: This comment does not pertain to the 
adequacy of the ISIMND. Therefore, no response is necessary. 

Response to Comment No. 6B: To further support the finding that the 
project will not have a significant impact as a result of fugitive dust 
emissions, Section 5.3 Air Resources of the IS/MND is revised as follows 
and incorporates the following mitigation measures into the Mitigation 
Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP) to control fugitive dust: 

Mitigation Measures 

As part of the construction specifications for the In-Fill Project, Stanislaus 
County will incorporate the following requirements: 

H The contractor(s) shall monitor dust-generating activities and 
implement including appropriate dust control measures, including 
applying water to unpaved surfaces and areas around the site 
during the construction process; 

H The contractor(s) shall limit or reduce vehicle speed on unpaved 
roads and traffic areas; and 

rn The contractor(s) shall maintain areas in a stabilized condition by 
restricting vehicle access, and ceasing outdoor activities that 
disturb the soil during high winds. 

Response to Comment No. 6C: Section 5.3 Air Resources is revised to 
incorporate the following mitigation measure and this measure has been 
incorporated into the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP) to 
minimize NOx emissions from off road construction equipment emissions: 

Stanislaus County Department of Environmental Resources 
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As part of the construction specifications for the In-Fill Project, Stanislaus 
County will incorporate a requirement that the contractor(s) incorporate 
using off-road construction equipment that achieves fleet average 
emissions equal to or less than the Tier II emissions standard of 4.8 glhp- 
hr NOx through a combination of uncontrolled engines and those 
complying with Tier II and above engine standards. 

Responses to comments submitted by California lntegrated Waste 
Management Board, permitting and LEA Support - South Branch, Joy 
Isaacson, October 15,2009. (Letter # 7). 

Response to Comment No. 7A: This comment does not pertain to the 
adequacy of the ISIMND. Therefore, no response is necessary. 

Response to Comment No. 7B: This comment does not pertain to the 
adequacy of the ISIMND. The County would, however, provide 
notification, as requested, should any significant differences in the project 
scope andlor description are anticipated. 

Response to Comment No. 7C: This comment does not pertain to the 
adequacy of the ISIMND. Therefore, no response is necessary. 

Response to Comment Nos. 7D: This comment does not pertain to the 
adequacy of the ISIMND. The County acknowledges, however, that an 
application for a Solid Waste Facility Permit revision will be required and 
submitted for this project. 

Response to Comment No. 7E: This comment does not pertain to the 
adequacy of the ISIMND. The County acknowledges, however, that any 
subsequent environmental documents including Notices of Completion, 
any addendums, andlor copies of public notices pertaining to the Fink 
Road Landfill have been requested by the lntegrated Waste Management 
Board and will be provided to the agency. 

Responses to comments submitted by Stanislaus County, Environmental 
Review Committee, Christine Almen, Senior Management Consultant, 
October 16,2009. (Letter # 8). 

Response to Comment No. 8A: These comments do not specifically 
pertain to the adequacy of the ISIMND. See Response to Comment Nos. 
8B-8E. 

Response to Comment No. 8B: The Office of the Fire Warden (Fire 
Prevention Bureau) revised their comments in correspondence dated 
November 17,2009, to that of recommendations. These 

Stanislaus County Department of Environmental Resources 
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recommendations were addressed in follow-up correspondence dated 
December 17,2009. 

Response to Comment No. 8C: The Office of the Fire Warden (Fire 
Prevention Bureau) revised their comments in correspondence dated 
November 17, 2009, to that of recommendations. These 
recommendations were addressed in follow-up correspondence dated 
December 17,2009. 

Response to Comment Nos. 8D: The Office of the Fire Warden (Fire 
Prevention Bureau) revised their comments in correspondence dated 
November 17,2009, to that of recommendations. ~ h e s e  
recommendations were addressed in follow-up correspondence dated 
December 17,2009. 

Response to Comment No. 8E: This comment does not pertain to the 
adequacy of the ISIMND. The County acknowledges, however, that an 
encroachment permit must be taken out for any work in a Stanislaus 
County right-of-way and that Public Works shall approve any traffic control 
plan that involves a County right-of-way. 

C. LETTERS RECEIVED 

Copies of the 8 letters that were received during the public review period follow 
this section. 

Stanislaus County Department of Environmental Resources 



California Environmental Quality Act Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP) 
Fink Road Landfill In-fill Project 

Stanislaus County, California 

5.1 Aesthetics 

Reference' 

5.3 Air Quality 

Environmental Resource 
Requirement 

5.1-1 

As part of the construction specifications for the In-fill Project, 
Stanislaus County will incorporate a requirement that the 
contractor(s) monitor dust-generating activities and implement 
appropriate dust control measures, including applying water to 
unpaved surfaces and areas around the site during the construction 
process, limiting or reducing vehicle speed on unpaved roads and 
traffic areas, maintaining areas in a stabilized condition by restricting 
vehicle access, and ceasing outdoor activities that disturb the soil 
during high winds. 

As part of the construction specifications for the In-fill Project, 
Stanislaus County will incorporate a requirement that the 
contractor(s) incorporate using off-road construction equipment that 
achieves fleet average emissions equal to or less than the Tier II 
emissions standard of 4.8 glhp-hr NOx through a combination of 
uncontrolled engines and those complying with Tier II and above 
engine standards 

Stanislaus County will implement limited contour grading as part of 
the project final closure design to achieve a more natural 
appearance of the landfill profile. The landfill cells will be vegetated 
with a mixture of native grasses similar to that which exists in the 
adjoining landscapes as part of final landfill closure. 

To be 
implemented 
during 
construction 

Status Timing 

None required 

Concurrent 
with 
construction 

Stanislaus 

~otif ication or Reporting 

County 

Implementing 
Responsibility 

None required Stanislaus 
County 

Stanislaus 
County 

To be 
implemented 
during 
construction 

I Shaw Environmental, Inc., Sacramento Page 1 of 4 December 18,2009 

None required 



California Environmental Quality Act Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP) 
Fink Road Landfill In-fill Project 

Stanislaus County, California 

Status Reference' 

5.3-2 

5.4 Biological Resources 

Shaw Environmental, Inc., Sacramento 

5.4-1 

5.4-2 

Page 2 of 4 

Environmental Resource 
Requirement 

As part of the landfill's existing regulatory obligations to the 
SJVAPCD (Title V permit and Permit to Operate), Stanislaus County, 
as ownerloperator of the landfill, will work with the SJVAPCD to 
determine what, if any, best performance standards may be needed 
in the future operations to address greenhouse gaseslclimate 
change and will incorporate same. 

December 18,2009 

Project-related vehicles will observe a 20-mph speed limit in all 
project areas, except on country roads and State and Federal 
highways; to limit the possibility of hitting any wildlife. Off-road traffic 
outside of designated project areas will be prohibited. 

Timing 

Concurrent 
with renewal or 
review of the 
landfill's Title V 
andlor Permit 
to Operate 

Pre-construction San Joaquin kit fox surveys will be conducted 2 
weeks to 30 days before construction to ensure no kit foxes or 
special status listed species plants have established territories in the 
project area. Pre-construction surveys for special status listed plant 
species must be completed during the appropriate bloom periods. 
which means that the survey may need to occur well in advance of 
initiation of construction. 

None required 2 weeks to 30 
days prior to 
construction. 

Surveys for 
special status 
plants must be 
completed 
during 
appropriate 
bloom periods. 

During 
construction 

Notification or Reporting 

SJVAPCD 

Stanislaus 
County 

Implementing 
Responsibility 

Stanislaus 
County 

None required Stanislaus 
County 



California Environmental Quality Act Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP) 
Fink Road Landfill In-fill Project 

Stanislaus County, California 

Shaw Environmental, Inc., Sacramento 

Reference' 

5.4-3 

5.4-4 

5.4-5 

5.4-6 

Page 3 of 4 December 18,2009 

Environmental Resource 
Requirement 

To prevent inadvertent entrapment of kit foxes or other animals 
during construction, all excavated, steep-walled holes or trenches 
more than 2 feet deep will be covered at the close of each working 
day by plywood or similar materials, or provided with one or more 
escape ramps constructed of earth fill or wooden planks. Before 
trenches are filled, they will be thoroughly inspected for trapped 
animals. If at any time a trapped or injured special status species is 
discovered, the Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office and the 
California Department of Fish and Game will be contacted 
immediately. If a non-listed animal is entrapped during construction, 
measures to free the animal must be taken, but regulatory contact is 
not required. 

All construction pipes, culverts, or similar structures with a diameter 
of 4-inches or greater that are stored at a construction site for one or 
more overnight periods will be thoroughly inspected for wildlife 
before the pipe is subsequently buried, capped, or moved in any 
way. Caps will be placed on pipes while they are being stored until 
they are ready to be used. 

All food-related trash items such as wrappers, cans, bottles, and 
food scraps will be disposed of in closed containers and removed at 
least once a week from the construction site. 

To prevent harassment, mortality of kit foxes or destruction of dens 
by dogs or cats, no pets will be permitted on the construction site, 

Timing 

During 
construction 

During 
construction 

During 
construction 

During 
construction 

Notification or Reporting 

None required unless 
special status animal 
species is trapped in 
trenches during 
construction. Notification 
to U.S. FWS andlor 
California Department of 
Fish and Game is then 
required. 

None required 

None required 

None required 

Implementing 
Responsibility 

Stanislaus 
County 

Stanislaus 
County 

Stanislaus 
County 

Stanislaus 
County 

Status 



California Environmental Quality Act Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP) 
Fink Road Landfill In-fill Project 

Stanislaus County, California 

Shaw Environmental, Inc., Sacramento 

Reference' 

5.4-7 

5.4-8 

5.4-9 

5.4-10 

Page 4 of 4 December 18,2009 

Environmental Resource 
Requirement 

Upon completion of the project, all areas subject to temporary 
ground disturbances, including storage and staging areas, temporary 
roads, and pipeline corridors will be re-contoured if necessary, and 
revegetated to promote restoration of the area to pre-project 
conditions. 

Pre-construction burrowing owl surveys will be conducted 30 days 
before construction to ensure no burrowing owls have established 
territories in the project area 

Burrows occupied by burrowing owls will not be disturbed during the 
nesting season (February 1 through August 31) unless a qualified 
biologist approved by the Department of Fish and Game verifies 
through non-invasive methods that either: (1) the birds have not 
begun egg-laying and incubation; or (2) that juveniles from the 
occupied burrows are foraging independently and are capable of 
independent survival 

If burrowing owls must be moved away from the disturbed area, 
passive relocation techniques will be used rather than trapping. 

Implementing 
Responsibility 

Stanislaus 
County 

Stanislaus 
County 

Stanislaus 
County 

Stanislaus 
County 

Timing 

During 
construction 

30-day prior to 
construction 

During 
construction 

Prior to or 
during 
construction 

Status Notification or Reporting 

None required 

None required 

None required 

None required but passive 
relocation must be 
approvedlcoordinate with 
U.S.FWS and California 
Department of Fish and 
Game. 



Stanislaus County Dept. of Stanislaus County Dept. of 
Environmental ResourcesEnvironmental Resources

Jami Aggers, Assistant Director
Michael Yacyshyn, Shaw Env.

Kathy Kinsland, Shaw Env.

February 2, 2010

PowerPoint Presentation



InIn--fill Project at the Fink Road fill Project at the Fink Road 
LandfillLandfill

Operated at this location since 1973
Originally 18-acres; later expanded to 219-
acres for both Class III (MSW) and Class II 
waste (ash)
Remaining Class III capacity is currently 13 
years.  PRC: Maintain ≥ 15 years of 
disposal capacity



InIn--Fill Project at the Fink Road Fill Project at the Fink Road 
Landfill contLandfill cont’’d.d.

Established a goal to stay on the existing 
landfill “footprint” as long as possible 
before developing a new landfill
Develop capacity by utilizing the space 
currently taken up by the site access road 
and through additional vertical airspace



InIn--Fill Project at the Fink Road Fill Project at the Fink Road 
Landfill contLandfill cont’’d.d.

Hired consultant Oct. 2006 to prepare 100-year 
site life study 
Nov. 2008: Retained Shaw Environmental to 
prepare a revised SWFP application and prepare 
an Initial Study as required by CEQA
Not considered non-compliant because the County 
began planning to rectify this before capacity fell 
below 15 years



InIn--Fill Project at the Fink Road Fill Project at the Fink Road 
Landfill contLandfill cont’’d.d.

Access road would be relocated onto 
adjoining County-owned property to the 
immediate west
Expand the landfill boundary by approx. 7 
acres, but for roadway only
The elevation is proposed to increase from 
385 ft, MSL (existing), to 545 ft to extend 
capacity from 2023 to 2037 or 14 years



InIn--Fill Project at the Fink Road Fill Project at the Fink Road 
Landfill contLandfill cont’’d.d.

Project does not propose to change:
–

 
Maximum permitted tonnage

–
 

Traffic volumes
–

 
Operating days

–
 

Operating hours
●

 
Prepared some 3-dimensional renderings to 
depict present day, currently permitted 
elevations, and proposed final elevations



Northeast Perspective Northeast Perspective –– Existing Existing 
Conditions (2009)Conditions (2009)
Fink Road Landfill



Northeast Perspective Northeast Perspective –– Currently Permitted Currently Permitted 
Final ClosureFinal Closure
Fink Road Landfill



Northeast Perspective Northeast Perspective –– Proposed Final Closure Proposed Final Closure 
with Inwith In--FillFill
Fink Road Landfill



Southeast Perspective Southeast Perspective –– Existing Existing 
Conditions (2009)Conditions (2009)
Fink Road Landfill



Southeast Perspective Southeast Perspective –– Currently Permitted Final Currently Permitted Final 
ClosureClosure
Fink Road Landfill



Southeast Perspective Southeast Perspective –– Proposed Final Closure with Proposed Final Closure with 
InIn--FillFill
Fink Road Landfill



CEQA ProcessCEQA Process

Informed public agencies thru the County’s 
environmental referral process and the State 
Clearinghouse
Notice of Intent to adopt a Mitigated 
Negative Declaration and a Notice of Public 
Meeting was mailed on Sept. 18, 2009
Also notified property owners within ¼
mile of the landfill



CEQA Process, contCEQA Process, cont’’d.d.

Notice provided a 30-day comment period from 
Sept.19 – Oct.19, 2009, while the Clearinghouse 
closed comments to State agencies on Oct. 20
Published in the Modesto Bee on Sept. 19, 2009
Public meeting was held on Sept. 30, 2009, at the 
Patterson Library, however, there were no 
attendees outside the County org. & its 
representatives



CEQA Process, contCEQA Process, cont’’d.d.

County staff also made a presentation to the 
Env. Review Committee on Oct.7, 2009

The only mitigation measures that were 
requested were from the Office of the Fire 
Warden; later revised to that of 
recommendations



CEQA Process, contCEQA Process, cont’’d.d.

Eight (8) letters were received during the 
30-day comment period

Six (6) of these noted no specific 
comments, or that the Project would not 
have a significant impact, or that certain 
notifications or permit applications were 
required other than mitigation measures



CEQA Process, contCEQA Process, cont’’d.d.

Of the remaining two (2) letters, one was 
from the Fire Warden (mentioned above) 
and the other: the San Joaquin Valley 
APCD

This letter requested the following 
mitigation measures within the construction 
specifications for the Project:



CEQA Process, contCEQA Process, cont’’d.d.

Contractor shall:
–

 
Monitor dust-generating activities and implement 
appropriate control measures, including applying water 
to unpaved areas around the site during construction

–
 

Limit or reduce vehicle speed on unpaved roads and 
traffic areas

–
 

Maintain areas in a stabilized condition by restricting 
vehicle access, and ceasing outdoor activities that 
disturb the soil during high winds



CEQA Process, contCEQA Process, cont’’d.d.

Written responses to the eight (8) comments 
are included in the agenda item and posted 
on the Department’s website
No other State or local agency comments, 
however, the Project has also incorporated 
mitigation measures for aesthetics and 
biological resources, as follows:



CEQA Process, contCEQA Process, cont’’d.d.

Aesthetics: Implement limited contour 
grading as part of the Project’s final closure 
design to achieve a more natural appearance 
of the Landfill profile
The Landfill cells will be vegetated with a 
mixture of native grasses as part of final 
closure



CEQA Process, contCEQA Process, cont’’d.d.

Biological Resources:
-

 
Pre-construction kit fox surveys will be 

conducted to ensure that no kit foxes or 
special status listed species plants have 
established territories in the Project area
-

 
Project-related vehicles will observe a 

20-mph speed limit onsite and traffic 
outside designated areas will be prohibited



CEQA Process, contCEQA Process, cont’’d.d.

Biological Resources, cont’d:
-

 
All excavated, steep-walled holes or trenches 

will be covered at the close of each working 
day and inspected for trapped animals before 
filled.  Proper authorities will be notified if 
any are found
-

 
Construction pipes will be capped whenever 

possible, but inspected before 
buried/capped/moved



CEQA Process, contCEQA Process, cont’’d.d.

Biological Resources, cont’d:
-

 
Food-related trash items will be 

disposed of in closed containers and 
removed at least weekly
-

 
No pets will be permitted on the 

construction site in order to protect 
wildlife



CEQA Process, contCEQA Process, cont’’d.d.
Biological Resources, cont’d:

-
 

At project completion, disturbed areas 
will be re-contoured if necessary and re-

 vegetated to promote restoration
-

 
Pre-construction burrowing owl surveys 

will be conducted to ensure that 
territories have not been established
-

 
Burrows will not be disturbed during the 

nesting season unless approved by Fish & 
Game



CEQA Process, contCEQA Process, cont’’d.d.

Biological Resources, cont’d:
-

 
If owls must be moved, passive 

relocation techniques will be used
●

 
Although not raised by the APCD, based on 
the most recent guidance documents 
available, the Project has also incorporated 
the following greenhouse gas/climate 
change mitigation measure:



CEQA Process, contCEQA Process, cont’’d.d.

●
 

As part of the landfill’s existing regulatory 
obligations to the APCD, Stanislaus County 
will work with the APCD to determine 
what, if any, best performance standards 
may be needed in the future operations to 
address greenhouse gas/climate change, and 
will incorporate same



InIn--fill Project at the Fink Road fill Project at the Fink Road 
LandfillLandfill

No significant impacts were identified 
during the CEQA process that could not be 
adequately mitigated
The Initial Study concluded that a Mitigated 
Negative Declaration for the Project is 
appropriate and the comments support this 
recommendation



InIn--fill Project at the Fink Road fill Project at the Fink Road 
LandfillLandfill

Staff recommends the Board adopt the 
Mitigated Negative Declaration and the 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan 
for the Project and direct staff to order the 
filing of a Notice of Determination with the 
Clerk-Recorder’s Office



Questions?Questions?
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