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RIVERSIDE COUNTY WASTE MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM: INITIAL STUDY 

 
Project Name: El Sobrante Landfill Solid Waste Facility Permit (SWFP) Revision 
Lead Agency Name: Riverside County Waste Management Department (RCWMD) 
Address: 14310 Frederick Street, Moreno Valley, CA 92553  
Contact Person: Ryan Ross, Planner  
Telephone Number: (951) 486-3351 
Date:  August 8, 2007 
  
I. PROJECT INFORMATION 
 
A. Project Background:  
On September 1, 1998, the Riverside County Board of Supervisors (BOS):  1) approved a 
lateral and vertical expansion of the El Sobrante Landfill, a Class III, non-hazardous, municipal 
solid waste disposal facility (refer to Figure 1- REGIONAL MAP) in operation since 1986; 2) 
certified the corresponding EIR, comprised of a Draft EIR, dated April 1994, a Final EIR, dated 
April 1996, and an Update to the Final EIR, dated July 1998; and, 3) entered into the Second El 
Sobrante Landfill Agreement (Second Agreement) with USA Waste of California, Inc., a 
subsidiary of WMI and owner and operator of the landfill.  Pursuant to the Second Agreement, 
which specifies landfill operating conditions and requirements, the El Sobrante Landfill was 
expanded, increasing the project site from 178 acres to 1,322 acres, increasing the overall 
waste disposal capacity from approximately nine million tons to approximately 109 million tons 
or 196.11 million cubic yards, and increasing the daily disposal capacity from 4,000 to 10,000 
tons per day (tpd), with 4,000 tpd reserved for in-County waste and 6,000 tpd for out-of-County.  
A First Amendment to the Second Agreement was approved by the BOS on July 1, 2003, which 
allowed WMI to install electrical generating equipment to convert landfill gas and to grind green 
waste onsite.  The Second Agreement was amended a second time on March 13, 2007 when 
the BOS approved the Second Amendment to the Second Agreement and authorized the 
Chairman to execute the Amendment on behalf of the Board.   
 
B. Project Description: 
The project is a proposal to revise the SWFP for the El Sobrante Landfill pursuant to the Second 
Amendment, which allows for WMI to seek approvals and/or permits as may be necessary to 
authorize the following revisions to landfill operations: 
 
• Extend the hours at the gate for waste delivery.  Currently, the facility is permitted to 

accept waste for disposal 20 hours a day (4:00 AM to 12:00 Midnight).  The project 
proposes to increase this by four (4) hours, thus allowing for acceptance of material for a 
continuous 24-hour period.  The permitted days of operations will remain Sunday 
through Saturday, 7 days a week, except for County landfill holidays. 

 
• Change the maximum disposal tonnage limits from a daily limit to a weekly limit.  

Currently, the facility is permitted to accept 10,000 tons per day (tpd) of waste 7 days a 
week. Instead of using daily tonnage limits (10,000 tpd), the project proposes to 
incorporate a weekly maximum tonnage limit of 70,000 tons per week. 

 
• Update the overall site disposal capacity to reflect 196.11 million cubic yards, as 

specified in the Second Agreement and in certified EIR.  Currently, the SWFP 
reflects 184.93 million cubic yards, which needs to be revised to correspond with the 
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certified EIR and the Second Agreement.  (Note:  Pursuant to the Second Amendment, 
the amount of disposal capacity reserved for the County will change from “47,320,000 
tons” to “52,320,000 tons or 40% of total landfill volume, whichever is greater.”  Capacity 
gains are due to compaction efficiencies, landfill settlement and, to an extent, reduced 
application of daily cover.  El Sobrante is not required to apply daily cover, but is 
permitted to apply soil cover or Alternative Daily Cover at the end of an operating day, 
which, in the case of El Sobrante, is defined as 3:00 AM Monday to 8:00 PM Saturday.)  

 
B. Total Project Area: 1,322 acres (refer to Figure 2- SITE PLAN) 

  
C. Assessor’s Parcel No(s): 283-090-014;283-090-015; 283-080-012; 283-080-013; 286-080-

007;283-120-004; 283-120-016; 283-130-001;283-020-014 
 
D. Street References: The project is located at 10910 Dawson Canyon Rd, Corona, CA- east 

of Interstate 15, Temescal Canyon Road, south of Cajalco Road, and north of Dawson 
Canyon in Western Riverside County  (refer to Figure 3-VICINITY MAP). 

 
E. Section, Township & Range Description or reference/attach a Legal Description:  

Portions of Sections 23, 24, 25, and 26, Township 4S, Range 6W 
Portions of Section 19; Township 4S; Range 5W 
 

F. Brief description of the existing environmental setting of the project site and its 
surroundings:   

 
• Existing Setting 

The El Sobrante landfill is located in western Riverside County within the foothills 
east of the Temescal Valley between Olsen and Dawson Canyons.  The existing site 
is located within the Gavilian Hills area, approximately two (2) miles south of the City 
of Corona. The topography of the site varies from gently to steeply sloping hills, 
knolls, and ridges, to flat mesas.  The primary vegetation of the site is sage scrub, 
though the site is also characterized by annual and disturbed grasslands. Small 
patches of riparian woodland are found along creeks that bisect the site.    
 

• Surrounding Setting 
The surrounding area consists of open space, mining, manufacturing, and residential 
land uses. Lake Matthews, a 2,800 acre fresh water reservoir, lies approximately two 
miles northeast of the site while the City of Corona is located roughly two miles 
northwest of the site.  The following land uses occur within a two mile radius of the 
landfill:  a composting facility to the west, light industrial/manufacturing to the south 
west, pockets of residential land-uses scattered throughout Dawson Canyon to the 
southeast, and open space-conservation habitat blankets the eastern and northern 
boundaries of the landfill.    
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II. APPLICABLE GENERAL PLAN AND ZONING REGULATIONS  
 
A. General Plan Area Plan(s): Partially within the Lake Matthews/Woodcrest and Temescal 

Canyon Area Plans  
 
B. Land Use Designation(s): The vast majority of the Project Site is designated as Public 

Facility (PF), with roughly 11.3 acres located in the northwest corner of APN 280-080-007 
designated as Open Space-Conservation Habitat (OS-CH).  

 
C. Adjacent and Surrounding Land Use Designation(s): the land use designations of the 

surrounding development are as follows: 
 

North: 
Open Space-Conservation Habitat (OS-CH) 
South: 
Open Space Rural (OS-RUR) 
Open Space Mineral Resources (OS-MIN) 
Open Space Conservation (OS-C) 
Rural Mountainous (RM) 
Medium Density Residential (MDR) 
Light Industrial (LI) 
East: 
Open Space-Conservation Habitat (OS-CH) 
Rural Mountainous (RM) 
West: 
Open Space-Conservation Habitat (OS-CH) 
Open Space Rural (OS-RUR) 
Open Space Mineral Resources (OS-MIN) 
 

D. Existing Zoning: The majority of the site is zoned Residential Agricultural-10 acre minimum 
(R-A-10), along with small portions zoned Rural Residential (R-R) and Light Agriculture- one 
acre minimum (A-1-1). 

 
E. Adjacent and Surrounding Zoning: Light Agriculture (A-1) and Rural Agriculture (R-A) to 

the north; Mineral Resources (M-R), SP Zone (SP327), and Natural Assets (N-A) to the 
south; Residential Agriculture (R-A) and SP Zone (SP198) to the east; Mineral Resources 
(M-R), Light Agriculture (A-1), Natural Assets (N-A), and Watercourse, Watershed, & 
Conservation Area (W-1) to the west. 
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III. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED  
The environmental factors checked below (X) would be potentially affected by this project, 
involving at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” or “Less than Significant 
with Mitigation Incorporated” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.  
 

  Aesthetics   Public Health and Safety   Public Services 
  Agriculture Resources   Hydrology/Water Quality   Recreation 
  Air Quality   Land Use/Planning   Transportation/Traffic 
  Biological Resources   Mineral Resources   Utilities/Service Systems 
  Cultural Resources   Noise  
  Geology/Soils   Population/Housing  
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V.  ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES ASSESSMENT  
 
In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources 
Code Section 21000-21178.1), this Initial Study has been prepared to analyze the 
proposed project to determine any potential significant impacts upon the environment 
that would result from construction and implementation of the project. In accordance with 
California Code of Regulations, Section 15063, this Initial Study is a preliminary analysis 
prepared by the Lead Agency, the Riverside County Waste Management Department, in 
consultation with other jurisdictional agencies, to determine whether a Negative 
Declaration, Mitigated Negative Declaration, or an Environmental Impact Report is 
required for the proposed project. The purpose of this Initial Study is to inform the 
decision-makers, affected agencies, and the public of potential environmental impacts 
associated with the implementation of the proposed project.  
 
Sources utilized for each section include the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the 
El Sobrante Landfill Expansion (SCH No.90020076).  When referencing the “EIR”, all of 
the following documents are included: Draft EIR (1994), Final EIR (1996), and update to 
the FEIR (1998). In addition, the Riverside County Integrated Project 2002 General Plan 
Amendment, adopted on October 7, 2003 by Board of Supervisors Resolution No. 2003-
487, and Environmental Impact Report No. 441 (State Clearinghouse No. 2002051143) 
certified on that same date, are incorporated herein by reference. 
 
For each question in the EA Checklist, there are four (4) possible responses: 

 

(1) Potentially Unavoidable Significant Impact, which means that a 
potentially significant impact may not be avoided through the 
implementation of mitigation measures, and an EIR may be required; 

 
(2) Less Than Significant Impact After Mitigation, which means that an 

impact, while potentially significant, can be reduced to below a level of 
significance with the implementation of mitigation measures, as 
established by the County of Riverside or other regulatory agency through 
General Plan, ordinances, or adopted regulations or policies; 

 
(3) Less than Significant Impact, which means that a potential impact is 

below a level of significance, without the implementation of mitigation 
measures; and, 

 
(4) No Impact, which means that the project will not result in any impact to 

the environment. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
 Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No  
Impact 

1.    Land Use and Planning  
       Would the project 

    

a) Conflict with the General Plan or zoning?     
 

b) Conflict with applicable environmental 
plans or policies adopted by agencies 
with jurisdiction over the project? 

    

 
c) Be incompatible with existing land use in 

the vicinity? 
    

 
d) Be affected by a city sphere of influence 

or is it located adjacent to a city or county 
boundary? 

    

 
e) Affect agricultural resources or 

operations?  
    

 
f) Disrupt or divide the physical 

arrangement of an established 
community (including a low-income or 
minority community)? 

    

Sources 
1.  RCIP General Plan, Final Integrated Version. Adopted October 2003. 
2.  Environmental Impact Report for El Sobrante Landfill Expansion. SCH No.90020076.   
3.  Riverside County Land Use and Zoning Ordinance No. 348 
4.  City of Corona General Plan (2004)  
Discussion 
a)  The Project Site is consistent with the Riverside County General Plan, designating the site as 
a “Public Facility.”  The project’s impact upon Land Use and Zoning was evaluated in the 
previous EIR, and the project actions simply implement the existing general plan and zoning, 
and no changes to land-use or zoning are needed; therefore, no additional environmental 
analysis of this topic is required. All mitigation measures relating to Land Use and Zoning as 
proscribed in the previous EIR will remain in effect. 
 
b)  The proposed project to revise the SWFP for the El Sobrante Landfill does not conflict with 
the applicable environmental plans or policies of either the Multiple Species Habitat 
Conservation Plan (HCP) for the El Sobrante Landfill or the Riverside Countywide Integrated 
Waste Management Plan (CIWMP), as follows: 
 
Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) for the El Sobrante Landfill  
The El Sobrante HCP was prepared for, but not limited to, provide the basis for USFWS and 
CDFG to authorize incidental take of Covered Species in the Plan Area, provide the vegetation 
restoration component of the Landfill Closure Plan, the multi-species restoration plan, and the 
implementation plan for habitat mitigation. Since the proposed project does not involve any 
physical expansion of the facility and is not expected to impact any habitats, species, or issues 
addressed in the HCP, the proposed project will not conflict with the existing HCP.  
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Riverside Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan (CIWMP) 
The El Sobrante Landfill is consistent with the goals and policies of the CIWMP.  The goals of 
the Siting Element of the CIWMP address the need for providing long-term disposal capacity and 
economically and environmentally safe operation of the landfill system.  The proposed revisions 
to the SWFP ensure that the landfill site will continue to provide long-term disposal capacity to 
meet the needs of both western Riverside County and outside jurisdictions.  The proposed 
SWFP revisions: Extending the hours the gate is permitted to remain open to accept material by 
four (4) hours, and changing the maximum disposal tonnage limits from a daily limit to a weekly 
limit, will not change the character of the project as designated in the CIWMP.  
 
c)  The previous EIR adequately addressed issues relating to compatibility with surrounding land 
uses, including adjacent land uses, four (4) Specific Plans west of Interstate 15 and two (2) 
Specific Plans located south/southeast of the landfill.  The recently adopted (December 2006) 
Toscana Specific Plan No. 327, located south of the project site, is buffered from the project site 
by 244 acres of open space.  Since the previous EIR evaluated land use compatibility and the 
recently approved SP 327 is buffered from the site by vast acres of open space, any issues 
resulting from the proposed Project on land use compatibility are considered to be less than 
significant. 
  
d)   The western boundary of the Project Site is located within the Sphere of Influence (SOI) for 
the City of Corona. The City of Corona has identified the portion of the project site within its SOI 
as “General Industrial.”  Landfill operations are consistent with the City of Corona’s “General 
Industrial” designation.  Therefore, no further environmental analysis is required. 
 
e)    Since the proposed Project will not physically expand the landfill and the prior environmental 
documentation for the Project determined that there was no impact to agricultural 
resources/operations as a result of the Project, the prior environmental documentation for the 
Project adequately addresses the Project’s impacts to agricultural resources/operations and no 
additional analysis of this issue is warranted. 
 
f)  The Project Site is an existing landfill with no established community on the site. The 
proposed Project will not result in any additional expansion or land disturbance; therefore, the 
Project will not disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an established community.  No 
additional analysis is required. 
 
2.   Population and Housing 
       Would the project       

a) Cumulatively exceed official regional or  
local population projections? 

    

 
b) Induce substantial growth in an area           
      either directly or indirectly, that is,   
      induce growth in an undeveloped area or  
      extension of major infrastructure? 

    

 
c) Displace existing housing, especially      
      affordable housing 
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Sources 
1.  RCIP General Plan, Final Integrated Version. Adopted October 2003. 
2.  Project Materials  
 
Discussion 
a)  The Project is not growth inducing; therefore, it will not contribute to cumulative population 
growth. 
 
b)  The Project will not induce growth, either directly or indirectly, and thus, it will not create a 
need to extend major infrastructure. 
 
c)  The Project will not displace any homes or people inasmuch as the site is an existing landfill 
and thus has no housing on it. 
 
3.   Seisimicity/Slopes 
       Would the project result in or expose people to potential impacts involving:     

a)   Seismicity: fault rupture?     
     

b) Seismicity: groundshaking and   
      liquefaction? 

    

     
c)   Seiche, tsunami, or volcanic hazard?     

     
d) Slope failure, landslides, mudflows, or   
       rockfall? 

    

 
e) Water or wind erosion?     

 
f) Ground subsidence and/or surface 

displacement? 
    

 
g) Expansive soils?     

 
h) Unique geologic or physical features?     

Sources 
1.  Environmental Impact Report for El Sobrante Landfill Expansion. SCH No.90020076.   
2.  RCIP General Plan, Final Integrated Version. “Earthquake Fault Study Zones”, Figure S-2 
3.  Lake Matthews/Woodcrest Area Plan, “Seismic Hazards”, Figure 12 
Discussion  
a-h)  Because the Proposed Project will not result in additional expansion of the Project Site, 
issues relating to Seisimicity/Slopes for the Proposed Project as listed above in questions A thru 
H, have been more than adequately examined in the previous EIR.  The previous EIR for the 
Project concluded that the Project was not located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault 
Zone or an existing County Fault Hazard Zone. Moreover, according to Figure S-2 of the 2002 
RCIP General Plan, the Project is not located in an existing County Fault Hazard Zone, nor is it 
located in a Recommended Fault Hazard Zone.  
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Additionally, the previous EIR concluded that there are no Site conditions indicating the potential 
of ground rupture due to faulting, subsidence, or liquefaction during earthquake ground shaking, 
landslides or lurching of exposed slope faces. The existence of shallow, consolidated bedrock 
exposed on canyon side slopes eliminates the propensity for landslides.  The previous EIR also 
determined that events such as Tsunami and Seiche are precluded by topographic settings, and 
precursors to potential geological hazards such as volcanic activity, collapsible or expansive soil 
conditions, or excessive settlement, have not been identified on-site.   
 
Furthermore, there are no substantial changes to the Project being proposed, substantial 
changes to the circumstances under which the Project will be undertaken or new information 
regarding the Project’s potential impacts related to the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone or 
an existing County Fault Hazard Zone that would require major revisions to the prior 
environmental analysis. Therefore, no additional discussion of this issue is necessary or 
warranted. 
 
4.    Water 
       Would the project result in      

a) Changes in absorption rates, drainage  
      patterns, or the rate and amount of  
      surface runoff? 

    

     
b) Exposure of people or property to water   
      related hazards such as flooding 

    

 
c) Discharge into surface waters or other 

alteration of surface water quality (e.g., 
temperature, dissolved oxygen, or 
turbidity)? 

    

 
d)   Changes in the amount of surface 
      water in any water body? 

    

 
e) Changes in the course or direction of 

water movements? 
    

 
 
 

f) Change in the quantity of groundwater, 
either through direct additions or 
withdrawals, or through interception of an 
aquifer by cuts or excavations? 

    

 
g) Altered direction or rate of flow of 

groundwater? 
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h) Impacts to groundwater quality?     
 

i) Substantial reduction in the amount of  
groundwater otherwise available for 
public water supplies 

    

Sources 
1.  Environmental Impact Report for El Sobrante Landfill Expansion. SCH No.90020076.   
2.  Project Materials 
 
Discussion 
a-i)  Since the Proposed Project will not result in any additional activities that might impact 
absorption rates, drainage patterns, surface waters,  groundwater, or expose people to water 
related hazards, no impacts are anticipated.  Furthermore. there are no changes in the proposed 
Project, no changes in applicable circumstances in which the Project will be undertaken, and no 
new information requiring major revisions to the EIR on this issue. Therefore, the prior 
environmental documentation for the Project adequately addresses the impacts.  
 
5.      Transportation/Circulation 
         Would the project    

a)  Result in increased vehicle trips or traffic 
congestion? 

    

 
b) Result in hazards to safety from design 

features or incompatible uses?  
    

 
c)   Result in inadequate emergency access 

or access to nearby uses? 
    

 
d)   Result in insufficient parking capacity       
      on-site or off-site? 

    

 
e) Result in hazards or barriers for 

pedestrians or bicyclists?  
    

 
f) Conflicts with adopted policies 

supporting alternative transportation 
(e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)? 

    

 
g) Interference with rail, waterborne, or air 

traffic? 
    

Sources 
1.  Environmental Impact Report for El Sobrante Landfill Expansion. SCH No.90020076.   
2.  Project Materials 
Discussion 
a)  Although the proposed Project will not result in an increase in vehicle trips, it will result in a 
re-distribution of existing traffic patterns due to extending the hours the gate is permitted to 
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remain open to accept material.  A traffic analysis will be prepared and summarized in the 
Supplemental EIR, where any minor additions or changes which would be necessary to make 
the previous EIR adequately apply to the Project in the changed situation, will be made. 
 
b)  Since the proposed Project will not involve any physical modifications to the Site or adjacent 
facilities/roads, and will not increase the amount of vehicles above what is currently permitted, 
the Project will not result in hazards to safety from design features or incompatible uses.  
Therefore, the prior environmental documentation for the Project adequately addresses the 
Project impact on this issue and no additional discussion of this issue is necessary or warranted. 
 
c)  The proposed Project will not result in any changes to emergency access or impact access to 
nearby uses. Emergency access will remain the same as analyzed in the previous EIR. In 
addition, the Project will not increase vehicle trips above its current permitted capacity, and the 
Project does not propose any physical expansion or re-design of access roads or facilities.  
Therefore, the prior environmental documentation for the Project adequately addressed the 
impacts.  No additional analysis is needed. 
 
d)  The proposed Project will not result in insufficient parking capacity, either on-site or off.  The 
previous EIR for the Project adequately evaluated this issue and no further analysis is 
necessary. 
 
e)  Although the proposed project may change the hourly distribution of vehicular traffic to take 
advantage of the 24-hour operation, no additional vehicle trips are permitted and waste haulers 
shall continue to use approved hauling routes as analyzed in the previous EIR.  Therefore, since 
the previous EIR for the Project adequately evaluated this issue, no further analysis is 
necessary. 
 
f-g) The proposed Project will not result in any changes that would conflict with adopted policies 
supporting alternative transportation or interference with rail, waterborne, or air traffic.  
Furthermore, the prior environmental documentation for the Project adequately addresses the 
impacts.  No additional analysis is needed. 
  
6.      Air Quality 
         Would the project    

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

    

 
 

b) Expose sensitive receptors to air 
pollutants?  

    

 
c)   Alter air movement, moisture, or 

temperature, or cause any change in 
climate? 

    

 
d)   Create objectionable odors?     
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e) Be consistent with the 2003 Air Quality 

Management Plan (AQMP)? 
    

Sources 
1.  Environmental Impact Report for El Sobrante Landfill Expansion. SCH No.90020076.   
2.  Project Materials 
3.  SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook Table 6-2; 2 
4.  RCIP General Plan, Final Integrated Version. Adopted October 2003. 
 
Discussion 
a)  The proposed Project could potentially have an impact on air quality.  Therefore, this issue 
will be analyzed in the Supplemental EIR, where any minor additions or changes which would be 
necessary to make the previous EIR adequately apply to the Project in the changed situation, 
will be made. 
 
b)  In light of new development adjacent/near the project site, the forthcoming Supplemental EIR 
will identify the location of sensitive land uses and/or receptors near the facility and if necessary, 
provide mitigation measures to mitigate potential air quality impacts to neighboring sensitive 
receptors. 
  
c)  Although the proposed Project will not alter air movement, moisture, temperature, or cause 
any change in climate, the forthcoming Supplemental EIR shall address issues relating to 
Greenhouse Gas emissions at the Project level. 
  
d)  The previous EIR concluded that odorous emissions from the project site would not constitute 
a significant impact due to mitigation measures and existing Best Management Practices at the 
project site.  Since the proposed Project will not increase the maximum allowable tonnage per 
week (currently 70,000 tpw @10,000 tpd), and the previous EIR determined odors were not a 
significant issue, the proposed project will not have a significant impact on odor emissions. No 
further environmental analysis is necessary. 
 
e)  The project is consistent with the Riverside County General Plan. The proposed land uses in 
the General Plan have been included in the modeling of the adopted State Implementation Plan 
(SIP) for the South Coast Air Quality Management District, which is the applicable air quality 
plan.  Therefore, the proposed Project is consistent with and would not obstruct implementation 
of the applicable air quality plan. 
 
7.    Biological Resources   

 Would the project result in impacts to: 
       a)   Endangered, threatened, or rare     
             species or their habitats (including but    
             not limited to plants, fish, insects,        
             animals, and birds)? 

    

 
       b)   Wetlands and/or other sensitive   
             habitats (e.g., marsh, riparian, or vernal    
             pool)? 

    



 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
 Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No  
Impact 

 
       c)   Wildlife dispersal or migration corridors?     
Sources 
1.  Environmental Impact Report for El Sobrante Landfill Expansion. SCH No.90020076.   
2.  Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan for the El Sobrante Landfill. Prepared by USA 
Waste of California, Inc.  July 2001 
 
Discussion  
a-c) Since the proposed Project does not involve any expansion or disturbance of lands not 
previously addressed in the previous EIR, nor does it increase landfill activity above what is 
already permitted, the mitigation measures identified in the previous EIR for the El Sobrante 
Landfill expansion, to include the Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) for the El 
Sobrante Landfill Expansion Project, and the purchase of off-site riparian/wetland habitat, more 
than adequately address the biological impacts listed above in questions A thru C.   
 
Furthermore, there are no substantial changes to the Project being proposed, substantial 
changes to the circumstances under which the Project will be undertaken, or new information 
regarding the Project’s potential impacts to biological resources requiring major revisions to the 
EIR; and therefore the prior environmental documentation for the Project adequately addresses 
the Project’s impact to biological resources. Therefore, no additional analysis of this issue is 
warranted. 
 
8.    Mineral Resources   
       Would the project  
      a)   Result in the loss of availability of a   
            known mineral resource in an area  
            classified or designated by the State      
            that would be of value to the region or    
            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? 

    

 
     c)   Be an incompatible land use located  
           adjacent to a State classified or                 
           designated area or existing surface            
           mine? 

    

 
 

d) Would the project expose people or           
            Property to hazards from proposed,          
            existing, or abandoned quarries or           
            mines? 
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Sources 
1.  RCIP General Plan, Final Integrated Version. Adopted October 2003. 
2.  Environmental Impact Report for El Sobrante Landfill Expansion. SCH No.90020076. 
 
Discussion 
a-b)  According to the Riverside County General Plan, Figure OS-5 (Mineral Resources), the 
project site is located in Mineral Resource Zone 3 (MRZ-3). This designation signifies that 
mineral deposits are likely to exist and the significance of the deposit is undetermined.  However, 
no known mineral deposits are located on the site, and the site is not identified on local plans or 
state plans as a mineral recovery area. Therefore, the Project will not result in the loss of 
availability of a known mineral resource in an area classified or designated by the State that 
would be of value to the region or the residents of the State. The Project will not result in any 
impacts. 
 
c)  Although an existing surface mining operation exists directly south of the landfill, the 
proposed Project is not considered to be incompatible with the surface mining operation because 
the area of the project adjacent to these operations is not, nor will be developed.  Therefore, 
implementation of the proposed Project would not result in an incompatibility with this use.  
 
d)  The Project will not expose people or property to hazards from proposed, existing or 
abandoned quarries or mines. There are no proposed, existing or abandoned quarries or mines 
on the Project site, and thus the Project will not expose people or property to hazards from 
proposed, existing or abandoned quarries or mines. 
 
9.    Public Health and Safety 
       Would the project involve 
    a)      A risk of accidental explosion or release 
             of hazardous substances (including, but  
             not limited to: oil, pesticides, chemicals,  
             or radiation)? 

    

 
    b)     The creation of any health nuisances or    
            potential health hazards, such as litter &    
            vector problems?      

  

    

 
    c)     Possible interference with an emergency   

      response plan or emergency evacuation    
            plan? 

    

 
      d)  Increased fire hazard in areas with  
            flammable brush, grass, or trees? 

    

Source 
1.  Environmental Impact Report for El Sobrante Landfill Expansion. SCH No.90020076. 
2.  Hazardous Waste Load Check Program. (Available at RCWMD, 14310 Frederick St, Moreno   
     Valley. CA) 
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Discussion 
a)  Although the project may increase the daily tonnage above existing levels, not to exceed 
70,000 tons per week, the existing operation has an established series of procedures and 
protocols designed to identify potentially hazardous materials, remove them from incoming 
waste loads, and safely store them until they can be removed from the site by a licensed 
hazardous waste transporter.  Since the previous EIR addressed this issue, and since there are 
existing protocols and procedures to manage hazardous substances, no additional 
environmental analysis is needed. 
 
b)  Since the project will not exceed the currently permitted and previously analyzed 70,000 tons 
per week, no litter or vector problems are anticipated above what was formerly addressed in 
previous EIR; however, the project may require additional heavy equipment to facilitate the 
potential increase in daily tonnage.  This may pose a safety issue for personnel involved with 
landfill operations. In addition, increased nighttime operations may pose an increased risk to 
public health and safety.  Therefore, these issues will be analyzed in the Supplemental EIR, 
where any minor additions or changes which would be necessary to make the previous EIR 
adequately apply to the Project in the changed situation, will be made. 
 
c-d)  Since the previous EIR addressed the public health and safety issues listed above in 
questions C thru D, and because the proposed Project will not result in any interfere with an 
emergency response plan or increase fire hazards in areas with flammable brush, no additional 
environmental analysis is needed. 
 
Furthermore, there are no changes in the proposed Project, no changes in applicable 
circumstances in which the Project will be undertaken, and no new information requiring major 
revisions to the EIR on this issue. Therefore, the prior environmental documentation for the 
Project adequately addresses the impacts. 
 
10.   Noise 
        Would the project result in 
      a)  Increased noise levels?     
 

b) Exposure of people to severe noise        
      levels? 

    

Source  
1.  Project Materials  
Discussion 
The project has the potential to redistribute traffic patterns near the facility as disposal trucks 
take advantage of the 24-hour operation.  This re-distribution may cause significant impacts to 
noise levels for neighboring residents.  In addition, extending the hours for waste acceptance 
also has the potential to elevate noise levels as additional landfill equipment is needed to 
process the waste.  Therefore, a Noise Study will be prepared to address these issues. These 
issues will be discussed in the Supplemental EIR, where any minor additions or changes which 
would be necessary to make the previous EIR adequately apply to the Project in the changed 
situation, will be made. 
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11.   Public Services   
        Would the project have an effect upon, or result in a need for new or altered government  
        services in any of the following areas: 
      a)  Fire protection?     
 
      b)  Police protection?     
 
      c)  Schools?     
 

d) Maintenance of public facilities,              
            including roads? 

    

 
      e)  Health services?     
Sources 
1.  Environmental Impact Report for El Sobrante Landfill Expansion. SCH No.90020076. 
2.  Project Materials 
 
Discussion 
Since the previous EIR addressed the public service issues listed above in questions A thru E, 
and because the proposed Project will not result in any additional need for fire and police 
protection, schools, maintenance of public roads, or health services, no additional environmental 
analysis is needed. 
 
Furthermore, there are no changes in the proposed Project, no changes in applicable 
circumstances in which the Project will be undertaken, and no new information requiring major 
revisions to the EIR on this issue. Therefore, the prior environmental documentation for the 
Project adequately addresses the impacts. 
 
12.   Utilities and Service Systems 
        Would the project result in a need for new systems, or substantial alterations to the    
        following utilities: 

a)  Power or natural gas?     
 

b) Communications systems?     
 

c)   Local or regional water treatment or 
distribution facilities?  

    

 
d)   Sewer or septic tanks?     

 
e)   Storm water drainage?     

 
f) Solid waste disposal system?     

 
g) Local or regional water supply systems?     
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Sources 
1.  Environmental Impact Report for El Sobrante Landfill Expansion. SCH No.90020076. 
2.  Project Materials 
 
Discussion 
a-g)  Since the previous EIR addressed the public service issues listed above in questions A thru 
G, and because the proposed Project will not result in any additional need for power and natural 
gas, communication systems, water treatment, sewer or septic service, solid waste disposal, or 
additional water supply, no additional environmental analysis is needed. 
 
Furthermore, there are no changes in the proposed Project, no changes in applicable 
circumstances in which the Project will be undertaken, and no new information requiring major 
revisions to the EIR on this issue. Therefore, the prior environmental documentation for the 
Project adequately addresses the impacts. 
 
13.   Aesthetics 
         Would the project: 

a)  Affect a scenic vista or scenic highway?     
 

b) Have a demonstrable negative aesthetic 
effect? 

    

 
c)   Create night lighting or glare?      

Sources 
1.  Environmental Impact Report for El Sobrante Landfill Expansion. SCH No.90020076. 
2.  Project Materials 
 
Discussion 
a-b)  The previous EIR for the Project adequately addressed the aesthetic impacts to the overall 
character of the El Sobrante area and for Cajalco Road, a County eligible Scenic Highway 
located approximately two (2) miles north of the project site.  Furthermore, there are no changes 
in the proposed Project, no changes in applicable circumstances in which the Project will be 
undertaken, and no new information requiring major revisions to the EIR on this issue. 
Therefore, the prior environmental documentation for the Project adequately addresses the 
impacts. 
 
c)  Although the proposed Project would extend the hours the gate is open to receive waste, the 
facility currently operates (without accepting waste) during this time.  No additional lighting is 
required as a result of the proposed Project.  However, as a result of the proposed project, a 
minimum of 2,000 tons of import and 400 tons of County waste would be accepted during the 
hours of 9:00 PM and 5:00AM. This change may increase the intensity of glare coming both from 
the landfill site and from waste hauling vehicles.  The forthcoming SEIR shall evaluate potential 
impacts stemming from night lighting or glare, and if necessary, provide mitigation measures to 
mitigate potential impacts. 
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14. Cultural/Paleontological Resources  
       Would the project? 
      a)  Disturb paleontological resources?     
 
      b)  Disturb archaeological resources?     
 
      c)  Affect historical resources?     
 

d)  Have the potential to cause a   
      physical change, which would affect   
      unique cultural values? 

    

 
e) Restrict existing religious or sacred   

uses within the potential impact area? 
    

Sources 
1.  Environmental Impact Report for El Sobrante Landfill Expansion. SCH No.90020076.   
2.  RCIP General Plan, Final Integrated Version. “Historic Resources” – Figure OS-7 
3.  Project Materials 
 
Discussion 
The previous EIR for the El Sobrante Landfill Expansion concluded that the Project would not 
cause any significant impacts to historical resources, and no sites of historical significance are 
shown on RCIP Figure OS-7 on or near the Project site.  However, the El Sobrante area has 
high potential for Archeological and Paleontological resources, which necessitated Archeological 
and Paleontological assessments for the previous EIR.  The mitigation measures stemming from 
these assessments were incorporated into the previous EIR.  Since there are no substantial 
changes to the Project being proposed, substantial changes to the circumstances under which 
the Project will be undertaken or new information regarding the Project’s potential impacts to 
archeological, historical, or paleontological resources, the prior environmental documentation for 
the Project adequately address the proposed Project’s impact to archeological, historical, and 
paleontological resources. Therefore, no additional analyses of these issues are warranted. 
15.   Recreation 
        Would the project: 

a)  Increase the demand for neighborhood or  
      regional parks or other recreational      
      facilities? 

    

 
b) Affect existing recreational 

opportunities? 
    

Source 
1.  Project Materials 
Discussion 
a-b) As an existing landfill, the proposed Project does not generate a need for park services or 
recreational activities. 
 
 



VI.  MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 
 
 Yes No 
a)  Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of      
     the environment,  substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or   
     wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop    
     below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or   
     animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of     
     a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important     
     examples of the major periods of California history or      
     prehistory? 

  

Discussion 
This issue will be addressed in the Supplemental EIR, where any minor additions or changes 
which will be necessary to make the previous EIR adequately apply to the Project in the changed 
situation, will be made. 
 
b)  Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term, to  
     the disadvantage of long-term environmental goals?   

Discussion 
This issue will be addressed in the Supplemental EIR, where any minor additions or changes 
which will be necessary to make the previous EIR adequately apply to the Project in the changed 
situation, will be made. 

 
c)  Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but     
     cumulatively considerable?   

Discussion 
This issue will be addressed in the Supplemental EIR, where any minor additions or changes 
which will be necessary to make the previous EIR adequately apply to the Project in the changed 
situation, will be made. 

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

  

Discussion 
This issue will be addressed in the Supplemental EIR, where any minor additions or changes 
which will be necessary to make the previous EIR adequately apply to the Project in the changed 
situation, will be made. 
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