
SUBMITTAL TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF RIVERSIOE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

ITEM:151
(D # 26895)

MEETING DATE:
Tuesday, ftIarch 11, 2025

FROM: DEPARTMENT OF WASTE RESOURCES

SUBJECT: DEPARTMENT OF WASTE RESOURCES: Adopt Resolution No. 2025-23,

Considering Addendum No. 2 to the Previously Adopted lnitial Study/Mitigated Negative

Declaration (SCH# 200603'1'122) for Environmental Assessment No. 2015-03 for lvlodifications

to the Robert A. Nelson Transfer Station/Material Recovery Facility lmprovement Project,

District 1. [$0 Total Cost - Department of Waste Resources Enterprise Funds 100%]

RECOMMENDED MOTION: That the Board of Supervisorsi
'l . Adopt Resolution No. 2025-23, considering Addendum No. 2 to the previously adopted

lnitial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (SCH# 2006031122) for Environmental
Assessment No. 2015-03 for L4odifications to the Robert A. Nelson Transfer
Station/Nlaterial Recovery Facility (RAN TS/l\rRF) lmprovement Project (Project), based
on the findings incorporated in Addendum No. 2 concluding that the modifications to the
proposed Project do not cause new significant environmental impacts or increase the
severity of previously identified impacts in the lS/MNDi and

2. Direct the Department of Waste Resources (RCDWR) to file the attached Notice of
Determination (NOD) with the County Clerk and State Clearinghouse for posting within
five days of approval by the Board.

ACTION:Policy

MINUTES OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

On motion of Supervisor Gutierrez, seconded by Supervisor Spiegel and duly carried by
unanimous vote, lT WAS ORDERED that the above matter is approved as recommended.

Ayes: Medina, Spiegel, Washington, Perez and Gutierrez
Nays: None
Absent: None
Date: Ma.ch 11,2025
xc: Waste

Kimberly A. Rector
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SUBMITTAL TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FINANCIAL DATA Current FlscalYear; Next FlscalYear: Total Cost: Onqolng Co3t

cosT $0 $0 $0 $0

NET COUNTY COST $0 $0 $0 $0

SOURCE OF FUNDS: Waste Resources Enterprise Fund
Budget Adjustment: N/A

For Fiscal Year: N/A

C.E.O. RECOMMENDATION: Approve

BACKGROUND:
Summary
The RAN TS/MRF is an existing solid waste transfer station and materials recovery facility,
located within the Agua Mansa lndustrial Park at 1830 Agua Mansa Road that has been in
operation since December 1997. The RAN TS/MRF is operated by Burrtec Waste lndustries,
lnc. (Burrtec) through a lease agreement administered by the RCDWR. The RAN TS/MRF

operates under Solid Waste Facility Permit (SWFP) No. 33-AA-0258 and is permitted lo process

up to 4,000 tons per day (tpd) of municipal solid waste.

The RAN TS/MRF processes mrxed municipal, commercial and industrial solid waste, separated
recyclable materials, green and woody waste, and construction and demolition (C&D) debris,
etc. Up to 700 tons per day of green and woody waste are processed within the Organics
Processing Area to produce a variety of products, including wood mulch, biofuel, alternative
landfill daily cover, compost, and soil amendments.

On June 4, 2019 (Agenda ltem 12.1), the Board of Supervisors adopted lnitial Study/Mitigated
Negative Declaration (lS/MND) for Environmental Assessment (EA) 2015-03 for the RAN

TS/MRF Project. The Pro.ject introduced new technologies to process organic materials
(greenwaste, food waste, woody waste) at the site, this included the GORE@ Cover Aerated

Static Pile (ASP) Composting System, an underground infiltration basin, and a DODA food
waste processing unit, as well as improve environmental conditions by improving storm water
controls.

On February 9, 2021 (Agenda ltem 12.1), the Board of Supervisors adopted IS/MND for EA

2015-03 Addendum No. 1 for the RAN TS/MRF Project. The Project changed the daily
composting area capacity from 100 tpd to 200 tpd (no increase in daily permitted organic
material); and, changed the composting system from the GORE@ Cover Aerated Static Pile
(ASP) Composting System to an Engineered Compost Systems@ (ECS) Biofilter ASP.

Burrtec has proposed minor modifications to the RAN TS/MRF, for which Addendum No. 2 to
RAN TS/MRF lS/MND for EA 2015-03 (Addendum No, 2) was prepared to analyze the following
proposed changes:
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lnstallation of a 7,630 square foot pre-engineered metal building at the RAN TS/MRF
including, but not limited to, footings and foundatrons, structural design, mechanical,
electrical, and plumbing components of the metal building, to house a THOR bio-
separator to process food waste. The THOR bio-separator is a mechanized system that
automatically removes contaminants, such as plastic or paper, for bagged food waste.
The remaining organic material is blended to create a "cake" product and is then moved
to the existing ECS compost facility and blended with ground green waste to produce a

compost feedstock.

Prev. Agn. Ref

SUBMITTAL TO TIIE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

M.O. 12.1 ol6l4h9
M.O. 12.1 ol 219121

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQAI
The RCDWR prepared Addendum No. 2 to the previously adopted lS/MND for EA 20'15-03 for
the RAN TS/MRF Project. The proposed Project would not result in new significant
environmental effects or in a substantial increase in the severity of significant effects previously

identified in the adopted IS/NIND for EA 20'15-03 as it proposes the installation of a 7,630
square foot building, in a previously disturbed area, to house a THOR bio-separator to process

food waste. This modification is consistent with the existing use of the site and does not contain
significant environmental effects beyond those previously analyzed in lS/N4ND for EA 2015-031

therefore, an addendum is the appropriate CEQA document pursuant to Slate CEQA Guidelines
section 15164. Upon approval, a Notice of Determination wall be filed with the County Clerk and
the State Clearinghouse within five (5)days.

lmpact on Residents and Businesses

ATTACHMENTS:

Attachment A. Resolution No. 2025-23

Attachment B. Addendum No.2 to EA 2015-03
Attachment C. Prior Board Approvals for IS/MND for EA 2015-03
Attachment D. Notice of Determination

tD# 26895 15.1

The minor modifications proposed by the Project will work with the existing ECS compost
system at RAN TS/IIRF to assist the local jurisdictions in compliance with the provisions of
S81383 regarding elimination of organics form andfills in California
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SUBMITTAL TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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Boord of Suuervisors Counn' of Riverside

RESOLUTION NO.2025.23

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF RI!'ERSIDE

CONSIDERING ADDENDUM NO.2 TO THE PREVIOUSLY ADOPTED INITIAL

STUDYA,IITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION (SCH#2OO6O3I I22)

FOR ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO,2015-03 FOR MODIFICATIONS TO THE

ROBERT A. NELSON TRANSFER STATION/IUATERIALS RECOVERY FACILITY

IMPROVEMf,NT PROJECT

WHEREAS, the County of Riverside ('County") is the owner of certain real property located in

Jurupa Valley, Califomia, with Assessor's Parcel Numbers 175-180-0lE and 175-190-029, whereby a

portion of which contains the Robert A. Nelson Transfer Station/lr,Iaterials Recovery Facility ('RAN

TS/MRF"); and,

WHEREAS, the County and Agua Mansa MRF, LLC, by its sole Manager, Burrtec Waste

Industries, Inc., ("Burrtec"), entered into the Ninth Amended and Restated Master Lease on June 4, 2019,

whereby Burrtec leased approximately 22.03 acres ofsaid County-owned real property for the purposes of

financing, pcrmitting, design, construction, and operation ofthe RAN TS/MRF; and,

WHEREAS, on June 4,2019, the County, as the lead agency, adopted Initial Study/Ir4itigated

Negative Declaration (IS/MND) (State Clearinghouse [SCH] No. 2006031 122) for Environmental

Assessment (EA) No. 2015-03 for the RAN TS&IRF Facility Improvement Project ('Project") in

accordance with the Califomia Environmental Quality Act (Pub. Res. Code, $ 21000 et seq. ["CEQA"]),

and the implementing State CEQA Guidelines (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, $ 15000 et seq.); and,

WHEREAS, ISA,fND (SCH No. 200603 I 122) for the RAN TS/tvtRF Facility Improvement Project

described and evaluated the previous Project components including the elimination of the 175 tons per day

(tpd) static pile composting operation, addition of a 100 tpd aerated static pile composting facility,

installation of a food waste processing unit in the transfer station, construction of an underground storm

water infiltration system for th€ composting area, and relocation ofthe transfer truck tarping station; and,

WHEREAS, on February 9,2021,the County, as the lead agency, adopted Addendum No, I to the
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IS/MND for EA No.2015-03 for the RAN TS/I4RF Facility Improvement Project in accordance with

CEQA, and the implementing State CEQA Guidelines; and,

WHEREAS, Addendum No. I to the IS/MND for EA No. 2015{3 evaluated the previous Project

components including a change in the daily composting area capacity from 100 tpd to 200 tpd (no increase

in daily permitted organic material), and a change in the composting system from the GORE@ Cover

Aerated Static Pile (ASP) Composting System to an Engineered Compost Systems (ECS) Biofilter ASP;

and,

WHEREAS, Addendum No. 2 to the IS/IvIND for EA No.2015-03 proposes to modify Solid Waste

Facility Permit (SWFP) No. 33-AA-0258, under which the RAN TS/MRF operates, to allow for the addition

ofa new 7,630 square foot pre-engineered metal building at the RAN TSA4RF including, but not limited

to, footings and foundations, structural design, mechanioal, electrioal, and plumbing components of the

metal building, to be constructed on the northeast portion of the RANTS site and to house a THOR bio-

separator to process food waste; and,

WHEREAS, the THOR bio-separator is a mechanized system that automatically rcmoves

contaminants for bagged food waste and creates a cake product which is then moved to the existing ECS

compost facility and blended with ground green waste to produce a compost feedstock, and will work with

the existing ECS compost system at RAN TS/I4RF to assist local jurisdictions in compliance with the

provisions of Senate Bill No. 1383 ('SB 1383") regarding elimination of organics from Califomia landfills;

and,

WHEREAS, the RAN TS/\4RF. organics processing op€ration is described in the Report of

Composting Site Information (RCSI) and permitted under SWFP No. 33-AA-0258, issued bythe local solid

waste onforcement agency (LEA), with concurrence from the Califomia Department of Resources,

Recycling, and Recovery (CalRecycle); and,

WIIEREAS, pursuant to Section 15164(b) of the State CEQA Guidclincs, the lead agency or I
responsible agency may prepare an addendum to a previously adopted negative declaration only if minor

technical changes or additions are necessary to a project, or none of the conditions described in Section

I 5 I 62 of the State CEQA Guidelines calling for the preparation of a subsequent negative declaration have

occurred; and,
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WHEREAS, all the procedurts of CEQA and the County's CEQA implementing procedures have

been satisfied, and Addendum No. 2 is sufficiently detailed so that all the potentially significant effects of

the Project changes have been evaluated in acoordance with CEQA and the County's implementing

procedures; and,

WIIEREAS, in accordance with Section 15164(c) ofthe State CEQA Guidelines, addenda need not

be circulated for public review but can be included in or attached to the adopted negative declaration; and,

WHEREAS, the Riverside County Board of Supervisors fully considered the IS/IvIND for EA No.

2015-03 and Addenda No.'s I and 2 prior to making a decision on the Project changes

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, TOUND, DETERMINED, AND ORDERED bY

the Board of Supervisors of the County of Riverside, State of Califomia ("Board"), in regular session

assembled on March t l, 2025, at 9:30 a.m., or soon thercafter, in the meeting room of the Boerd located on

the first floor of the County Administrative Center, 4080 Lemon Str€et, Riverside, California, that this

Board does hereby determine and declare as follows:

A. The above recitals are true and constitute findings ofthe Board of Supervisors with respect

to the Project, Project changes, and Addendum No. 2.

B. The proposed changes to the RAN TS/MRF Facility and SWFP No. 33-AA-0258 are within

the scope and nature ofthe previously approved Projeot and thcrefore, do not trigger further

environmental review.

BE IT FURTIIER RESOLVED, FOUND, AND DETERMINED by dre Board that:

A. A subsequent Negative Declaration is not required under CEQA because all potential new

or more severc significant effects ofthe Project changes: (a) have been adequately analyzed

in the previously adopted IS/\IIND for EA No.2015-03 for the RAN TS/I,IRF, Facility

Improvement Project (SCH No.2006031122), as supplemented by the proposed Addendum

No. 2 prepared in connection with the Projecl pursuant to applicable legal standards; and

(b) have been avoided or mitigated to the extent feasible pursuant to tlle mitigation measures

referenced in the previously adopted IS/IVIND for EA No. 2015-03 for the RAN TS/MRI

Facility Improvonent Project (SCH No. 2006031122).

B. On June 4,2019, the Riverside County Board of Supervisors approved the adequacy and

3



c

completeness of the IS/MND for the RAN TS/MRF Facility Improvement Project with its

adoption of EA No.2015-03 and its associated Mitigation Monitoring Program.

The proposed Addendum No. 2 reflects minor operational changes to the Project previously

analyzed in IS/MND for EA No. 2015-03 for the RAN TS/MRF, Facility Improvement

Project (SCH No. 2006031122), and is not deemed to be a separate project under CEQA.

The proposed Addendum No. 2 does not constitute a substantial change to the operation of

the RAN TS/MRF organics processing facility, which would require major revisions of

ISA4ND for the RAN TSA,IRF, Facility Improvement Project, due to the involvement of

new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously

identifi ed signifi cant effects.

No substantial changes have occurred with rcspect to tle circumstances under which the

Project will be undertaken which will require major modifioations or revisions of IS/IVIND

for the RAN TSA4RI, Facility lmprovement Project, due to the involvement of new

significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the s€verity of previously

identifi ed signifi canl effects.

No new information of substantial importance which was not known and could not have

been known with the exercise ofreasonable diligence, at the time the ISA,IND for the RAN

TS,{\,IR-F Facility Improvement Project was adopted as complete, has become available

which shows any of the following:

(1) The Project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the IS[r,fND

for the RAN TS/I\4RF Facility Improvement Project;

@ Signifioant effects previously examined will be subsAntially more severe than shown

in the IS.MND for the RAN TS/)vIRF Facility lmprovement Project;

(3) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact

be feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant eff€cts of the

Project, but the Project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measures or

altemativesl or

(4) Mitigation measures or altematives which are considerably different from those
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analyzed in the IS/MND for the RAN TSllr,lRF Facility Improvement Project would

substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the environment, but the

Project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measures or altematives.

G. Based upon these findings, the Board of Supervisors of the County of Riverside hereby

accepts the findings ofAddendum No. 2 and determines that no subsequent or supplemental

environmental impact report or negative declaration is required or appropriate under Public

Resources Code section 21166 and State CEQA Guidelines sections 15162 and, therefore,

that Addendum No. 2 is appropriate under Section 15164 ofthe State CEQA Guidelines in

order to update the IS/\,IND for the RAN TS/.I\4RF Facility Improvement Project.

H. These factual findings are based upon the IS/MND for the RAN TS/MRF Facility

Improvement Project, Addendum No. 2, and the files and records maintained by the

Riverside County Depadment of Waste Resources (RCDWR) with respect to this Project.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board that it has reviewed and considered Addendum No.

2 and the IS/IvIND for EA No. 2015-03 for the RAN TSA,IR-F Facility Improvement Project (SCH No.

2006031122) in evaluating the proposed Project, and that Addendum No. 2, and the IS/lv{ND for EA No.

2015-03 for the RAN TS/MRF Facility Impmvement Project (SCH No. 2006031122) are incorporated

herein by reference in their entirety.

BE IT FURTIIER RESOLVED by the Board that it APPROVES the proposed modifications to

the RAN TS/\4RF Facility Improvement hoject, and ADOPTS Addendum No. 2 to the previously adopted

IS/IVIND for EA No. 2015-03 for the RAN TS/MRF Facility Improvement Project, based on the findings

incorporated in Addendum No, 2 concluding that the proposed modification to SWFP No. 33-AA-0258

does not cause new significant environmental impacts or increase the severity of previously identified

impacts in the IS/MND.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board that the custodians of the documents or oth6r

material which constitute the record ofproceedings upon which this decision is based are the Clerk ofthe

Board of Supervisors and the RCDWR. and that such documents or other material are respectively located

at 4080 Lemon Street, l't Floor, Suite 127, Riverside, Califomia 92501 and 14310 Frederick Street, Moreno

Valley, Califomia 92553.
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Board of Suoervisors

RESOLI]TIO

ROLL CALL

Ayes:

Nays:

Absent:

The foregoing is certified to be a true copy ofa resolution duly adopted by said Board of

Supervisors on the date therein set forth.

By:

25
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NO. 2025-23

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

CONSIDERINC ADDNDT]M NO.2 TO THE PREVIOUSLY ADOPTED INITIAL

STT]DY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION (SCH#2O0603I I22)

FOR Er\-VIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO.20l5-03 FOR MODIFICATIONS TO THE

ROBERT A. NELSON TRANSFER STATIONi MATERIALS RECOVERY FACILITIY

IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Medina, Spiegel, Washington, Perez, and Gutierrez

None

None

KIMBERLY A. RECTOR. Clerk of said Board



RiVERSIDE COUNTY
Drpnnrmetror

Andy C ortez, 6 enero l M anoger-C h ieI Eng in eer

ADDENDUM No.2

ROBERT A. NELSON TRANSFER STATION/MATERIAL RECOVERY FACILITY,
FACILITY IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

FOR

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT No. 2015-03

SUBJECT: Addendum No. 2 to Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Robert A. Nelson
Transfer Station/Material Recovery Facility (RAN TS/MRF), Facility lmprovement
Project, Environmental Assessment (EA) No. 2015-03 (State Clearinghouse ISCH]
No. 2006031 122)

PROJECT SPONSOR:

PROJECT LOCATION: Robert A. Nelson TS/MRF
'1830 Agua Mansa Road
Riverside, CA 92509

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The proposed Project modifies SWFP 33-44-0258, to include a
7,630 square foot pre-engineered metal building at the R.A. Nelson Transfer
Station including, but not limited to, footings and foundations, structural design,
mechanical, electrical, and plumbing componenls of the metal building. The
building is proposed to house a THOR bio-separator to process food waste.

This Addendum to the MND for the RAN TS/MRF EA No. 2015-03 (or EA 2015-
03) is being prepared pursuant to S15'164 of the California Environmental Ouality
Act (CEQA) Guidelines, which allows for the lead agency to prepare "an addendum
to an adopted negative declaration if only minor technical changes or additions are
necessary or none ofthe conditions described in S 15162 calling for preparation of
a subsequent EIR or negative declaration have occurred." RCDWR on behalf of
Riverside County, as lead agency, has evaluated the proposed Project and the
previously adopted MND for EA 2015-03 and determined that a subsequent EIR
or negative declaration is not required, because the proposed Project, as
described, involves minor technical changes and additions, not resulting in new
significant environmental effects or in a substantial increase in the severity of
previously identified significant effects. There have also not been any substantial
changes with respect to the circumstances under which this Project and the EA for
the RAN TS/MRF Facility lmprovement Project were undertaken, nor has there
been any new information discovered of substantial importance that would affect

Riverside County Department of Waste Resources (RCDWR)

-(L
\-Z

PROJECT: The proposed Project includes a 7,630 square foot pre-engineered metal building
at the R.A. Nelson Transfer Station to house a THOR bio-separator to process
food waste.

PURPOSE:



2

the proposed Project. Therefore, an Addendum is the appropriate document
pursuant to the State CEQA Guidelines.

BACKGROUND

The RAN TS/|VIRF is located on approximately 22 acres within the Agua Mansa lndustraal
Park, in the City ofJurupa Valley in northwestern Riverside County. The facility has been in
operation since December 1997 and is operated by Burrtec Waste lndustries (Burrtec)
through a lease agreement with the RCDWR.

The RAN TS/MRF provides for the diversion of recyclable material from the local waste
stream and kansfers municipal solid waste to landfills. The facility includes a MRF capable
of processing commingled and source separated recyclables from residential and
commercial recycling programs, as well as the recovery of recyclable materials from select
commercial waste loads. Likewise, organic materials (food, 9reen, and woody waste) are
ground and processed into useable organic products.

The RAN TS/lrRF operates under SWFP No. 33-A,4-0258, for which the Riverside County
Board of Supervisors (BOS) adopted the following CEQA documents- Environmental lmpact
Reports (ElR) and Mitigated Negative Declaration (N4ND), in support ofthe current operation:

. EIR (SCH No. 92022041), adopted by the BOS on August 2, 1994;

. N4ND for EA No. 40362 (SCH#2006031 122), adopted by the BOS on June 27, 2006;

. N4ND for EA No. RAN 2009-03 (SCH#2006031 122), adopted by the BOS on
February 9,2010i

. N4ND for EA No. 2015-03 (SCH#2006031'122), adopted by the BOS on June 4, 2019.

IVIND for EA No. 2015-03 (SCH#2006031 '122) Addendum No. 1 , adopted by the BOS
on February 9, 2021.

The maximum permitted tons per operating day at the facility is 4,000 tons per day (tpd) for
allwaste materialtypes received onsite (municipal solid waste, food waste, green and woody
waste, recyclables, conskuction/demolition (C&D) debris, etc.).

MND for EA 2015-03 analyzed the implementation of an aerated static pile composting
system known as the GORE@ Cover Compost ASP System. The GORE@ Cover Compost
ASP System allowed for composting of a mixture ofgreen waste and food waste at the RAN
TS/i,4RF. The aerated static pile composting system improvements included the construction
of an infilkation system within the organics processing area of the facility to address the
increase of impervious surface within the organics processing area. ln addition, MND for EA
2015-03 analyzed the implementation of a food waste processing unit to the equipment list
that allowed for the placement of a DODA food waste processing unit within the existing
transfer station building.

Addendum No. '1 to EA 2015-03 analyzed operational and design changes at the RAN
TS/MRF that allowed for 1) the reallocation of daily organac material capacity to allow for up
to 200 tpd for composting operations, with no increase in overall organic material (remains
at 700 tpd) and 2) a change in the composting system from the GORE@ Cover Compost
ASP System to an ECS Biofllter ASP Compost System.
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7 Daily maximum capacity for all greenwaste activities within the organic processing area is
700 tons. This includes the production of compost, soil amendments, and chip & grind
material. Currently, under the existing ECS biofilter aerated static pile (ASP) composting
system, the daily composting capacity is 200 tpd.

Addendum No.2 to EA 2015-03 proposes to install a 7,630 square foot pre-
engineered metalbuildang to house a THOR bio-separator to process food waste. The
THOR bio-separator is a mechanized system that automatically removes contaminants from
bagged food waste and creates a "cake" product which is then moved to the existing ECS
compost facility and blended with ground green waste to produce a compost feedstock. MND
for EA 2015-03 previously analyzed the impacts of the composting of a mixture of green
waste and food waste and the implementation of a food waste processing unit (DODA). A
THOR bio-separator is now proposed to operate within a new pre-engineered metal building
to be installed on the northeast portion of the RANTS site (see exhibit A). The proposed
Project would not result in new significant environmental effects or in a substantial increase
in the severity of significant effects previously identified in the MND for EA 2015-03 for the
RAN TS/MRF Project.

This Addendum captures the changes in the Report of Compost Sile lnformation (RCSI) that
will modify the facility's SWFP. The proposed changes are minor lechnical changes and
additions, not resulting in new signaficant environmental effects or in a substantial increase
in the severity of previously identified significant effects.

SUMMARY FINDINGS ON PROJECT

The daily maximum capacity for processing organic feedstock, which includes production of
compost, soil amendments, and chip & grind material, is 700 tpd. Organic processing
capacities at the RAN TS/MRF are currently allocated at 200 tpd for composting, and 500
tpd for soil amendments and ground green/woody material.

[/ND for EA 2015-03 analyzed the implementataon of an aerated static pile composting
system and the implementation of a food waste processing unit. Addendum No. 1 to EA
2015-03/MND evaluated the ECS Biofilter ASP Compost System. Burrtec is now proposing
to install a 7,630 square foot pre.engineered melal building at the R.A. Nelson Transfer
Station includjng, but not limited to, footings and foundations, structural design, mechanical,
electrical, and plumbang components of the metal building. lnstallation of the building will
also include very minor grading and re-compaction for the new bualding foundation and
conveyor pits. The building is proposed to house a THOR bio-separator to process food
waste that would work with the existing ECS Compost System at the RAN TS/[4RF. Daily
maximum capacity for all organic waste activities will remain at 700 tpd. This includes
existing compost, soil amendments, and chip & grand material production. ln addation, up to
100 tpd offood waste is proposed to betaken to an off-site digestor at a regional wastewater
keatment plant. This change would not increase the daily organic material and would not
result in any new truck kaffic or equipment usage beyond the scope of work previously
analyzed in EA 20'15-03.

Ihe proposed THOR bio-separator installation and operation would not result in new
environmental impacts as it is located on previously disturbed areas of the Project site, the
operation will occur inside the new building and no increase is proposed to the existing 700
tpd maxamum capacity for organics material. As previously analyzed in EA 2015-03, the RAN
TS/irRF does not contain wetlands or jurisdictional slreambeds, including riverine and
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riparian habitat. EA 2015-03 also determined the absence of rare, threatened or endangered
species or their habitats within the Project site. As such, the proposed Project would not
result in physical environmental impacts relating to Biological Resources.

The proposed Project does not propose an increase in daily maximum organics capacity.
Furthermore, the proposed Project is not expected to contribute to violations of any criteria
pollutant thresholds, result in fugitive dust impacts, impact sensjtive receptors or be in
conflict with an adopted Air Quality Managemenl Plan. EA 2015-03 previously analyzed
equipmenl used for composting and food waste processing operations for which impacts
were deemed less than significant. The inslallation of the 7,630 square foot pre-engineered
metal building proposed to house a THOR bio-separator to process food waste would not
result in any additional trips or equipment usage than what was evaluated in EA 20'15-03.
Iherefore, the proposed changes would not result in physical environmental impacts relating
to Biological Resources, Air Quality, Cultural/Paleontological Resources, Hydrology, or any
other potential impact area previously assessed

Mitigation measures identified in the previously adopted Mitigation Monitoring Program for
EA 2015-03 shall remain in effect. No new mitigation is required for the proposed Project.

The proposed Project would not result in new significant environmental effects or in a
substantial increase in the severity of significant effects previously identified in the MND for
EA 2015-03 for the RAN TS/|VIRF Project; therefore, a subsequent EIR or negative
declaration, as described in 515162 ofthe State CEQA Guidelines, is not required, and an
Addendum to the EA can be prepared pursuant to 515164 ofthe State CEQA Guidelines.

ANALYSIS OF PROJECT CHANGES:

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

{1} EANo.20{5-03: EA2015-03 determined that the Projecl was notwithin a State Designated
or Eligible Highway, as indicated on the Scenic Highways section ofthe Riverside County General
Plan; additionally, there were no scenic vislas that were affected by the Project. A no impact
determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Projectwould not result in impacts to a scenic vista(s) for tlvo reasons,
,) there are no scenic highways, with state designation in the surrounding area, and 2) in the
event there were any scenac highways with state designation, or other categorical scenic vistas,
the minor changes as proposed and evaluated in this amendment, would not be of the type that
would impact scenic vistas (skyscrapers, warehouses, or other large structures that would shield
the view of a scenic vista). A finding of no impact will remain.

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

(1) EA No.2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined thal the Project's proposed sate plan changes did
not require removal of kees, rock outcroppings, or historic buildings within a state scenic highway
because the changes would occu. within the already existing and currently developed RAN
TS/N4RF. Therefore, the proposed improvements were not anticipated to impact scenic resources,
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including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcropping, and historic buildings within a state scenic
highway; as such, a no impacl determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The Project's minor changes, which include the installation of the 7,630 square foot
pre-engineered metal building proposed to house a THOR bio-separator to process food waste,
would not result in new environmental impacts. Ihe proposed changes would not alter any
ongoing uses or operations at the facility that would damage scenic resou.ces, including, but not
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway. The minor
changes are proposed within an existing kansfer station/material recovery facility and no
development is proposed outside the existing facility footprint. A no impact determination will
remain.

c) ln non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual character o, quality of
public views ofthe site and its surroundings?

('l) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 identafied that the Pro.ject was proposed on an existing site
currently developed as a solid waste transfer station and materials recovery facility with
administrative offices and a waste collection operations yard. The Project site was zoned for
heavy manufacturing uses, consistent with all adjacent properties and existing development. The
Project was determined to be compatible with the existing surroundings and was determined not
to substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the area. A no impact
determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project would take place within the existing RAN TS/MRF. As
determined under EA 2015-03, the RAN TS/[,lRF is currently located in a highly urbanized area
with industrial land uses surrounding the POect site, as such, lhe existing visual character would
not be changed and public views, nonexistent before the Project, would not be impacted. A no
ampact determinataon will remain.

d) Crcate a new source of substantial light or glare which would advergely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the implementation of the Project included the
addition of minor perimeter lighting for the proposed compost facility. Lighting at the compost
facility would be consistent with existing lighting at the RAN TS/MRF building perimeter and in the
facility's parking lots and outside operation areas. The RAN TS/MRF is located approximately 55
miles northwest of the Palomar Observatory and is located outside Zone A (15 miles f.om the
Palomar Observatory) and Zone B (45 miles from the Palomar Observatory) as deflned in County
of Riverside Ordinance No. 655. Ordinance No. 655.egulates light pollulion which would affect
astronomical observation and research at the Palomar Observatory. The Project is outside of the
area regulated by Ordinance No. 655 and would not add light sources that adversely affect day
or nighttime views. A less than significant impact determinataon was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03 The proposed Project would install a 7,630 square foot pre-engineered metal
building with a maxamum height of 34 feet within the existing RAN TS/MRF. lt will house the THOR
bio-separator within a completely enclosed structure and would not result in new environmental
impacts. As previously analyzed under EA 2015-03, the Project is outside of the area regulated



by Ordinance No. 655 and would not add light sources that adversely affect day or nighttime
views. A less than significant impact determination will remain.

Aoriculture and Forestry Resources

a) Convert Prime Fa.mland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide lmportance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared purauant to the Farmland Mapplng and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agriculture use?

(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the Project was identitied as "Urban and Built-
Up Land" in the California Department of Conservation lmportanl Farmland Finder. The Riverside
County Land lnformation System identifies the eastern portion of the site as "urban-built up land"
and the western portaon as "other lands." No agricultural uses occur at the site. The Project
would not convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide lmportance to
non-agricultural use. A no impacl determanation was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03 The proposed Project willoccur within the existing RAN TS/N4RF, in which EA 20'15-
03 identified the area as Urban and Buiid-Up Land an the Californaa Department of Conservation
lmportant Farmland Finder. As such, the proposed Project would not convert Prime, Unique or
Farmland of Statewide lmportance to non-farming uses. The proposed Project would not result in
new envtonmental impacts. A no impact determination will remain.

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

(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the RAN TS/l\4RF is zoned as l\4anufacturing-
Heavy ([4-H), a non-agricultural zone, and the site is surrounded by non-agricultural I\r-H zones
to the north, east, south, and west, therefore no conflict within existing zoning was anticipated.
Additionally, the Project is not located wathin an agricultural area and there is no agricultural land
subject to Williamson Act Contract as shown in the California Department of Conservation latest
map of the area (Riverside County Williamson Act FY 2008/2009 Sheet '1 of 3). As such, a no
impact determination was made.

(2)Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project would not result in new environmental impacts because all
changes would occur within the existing RAN TS/MRF site. Furthermore, zoning designation and
the surrounding land uses have not changed from what was previously analyzed and determined
underEA2015-03. Assuch, the Project, notzoned for agricultural use, or with a Wiiliamson Acl
contract in place, would not conflict with zoning for agricultural use or a Vvilliamson Act contract.
A finding of no impact will remain.

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning ot, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as derined by the Public Resources Code
section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production {as defined by Government
Code section 51104(g))?

(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 20'15-03 determined that the Project site is zoned Manufacturing-Heavy
(l\4-H) and is surrounded by existing manufacturing and industraal uses to the north, south, east,
and west. The Project would not conflict with forest land, timberland, o. timberland zoned
Timberland Production because no such uses occur atthe Project site. A no impact determination
was made.



(2) Addendum No, 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. Zoning within the Project site, remains the same as previously analyzed under EA
2015-03, which determined that area as l\ranufacturing-Heavy (ir-H), comprised of existing
manufacturing and industrial uses in all directions adjacent to the RAN TS/IrRF. As such, no
forest land or timberland will be converted to non-foresvtimberland as a result of Project
implementation. A no impact determination will remain.

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

(l) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that forest land does not exist in or around the
Project site. The Project site will be developed with the existing RAN TS/MRF; manufacturing
uses occur to the east, south, and north. The Project would not result in the loss or conversron
of forest land. A no impact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project would take place at the existing RAN TS/MRF which was
determined under EA 2015-03 to not exist in or around forest land. As such, the proposed Project
would not result in the loss or conversion of forest land. A no impact determination will remain.

e) lnvolve other changes in the existing enviaonment which, due to their location or nature,
could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-ag.icultural uge or conversion of foaest land
non-torest use.

(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the Project site is within the existing RAN
TS/[4RF which is zoned l\4anufacturing-Heavy (N4-H). The Project, as evaluated under EA 2015,
03 was the development of a GORE@ Cover Compost ASP System and sub-surface infiltration
basin within the existing green waste composvsoil amendment production area ofthe facilaty, and
placement of a DODA food waste processing unit within the Transfer Station building.
lmplementation of the Project was found not to result in the conversion of farmland to non-
agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use because these land uses do not
exist on the site. A no impacl determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project does not propose to convert farmland to non-agricultural use
or conversion of forest land to non-forest use, as it is located within the RAN TS/MRF previously
evaluated under EA 2015-03, and whose zoning has not changed. A no impact determination will
remain.

Air Oualitv

a) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality
plan?

(t) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the Project's generated emissions for criteria
area pollutants were under the established SCAOMD thresholds. Furthermore, it was determined
that the Paoject would not contribute to the frequency or severity of violations or cause or
contribute to new violations, or delay timely attainment of aar quality standards or the interim
emission reductions specified in the Air Quality Management Plan (AQ[rP). Additionally, it was
determined that the operation of a transfer, recycling, and compost facility, which oflers essential
solad waste services to the unincorporated communities and cities in the northwestern portion of
Riverside County, was consistent with the land use designalion and the Riverside County General



Plan. Therefore, the Project was found to be in compliance with the Riverside County General
Plan. As such, the Project was not anticipated to exceed the AQMP regional growth assumptions
for the Project sate and was found to be consistent with the AQ[4P. A less than signiflcant impact
determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Proiect would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 20'15-03. The proposed Project includes the installation of a 7,630 square foot pre-engineered
metal building to house a THOR bio-separator to process food waste. lnstallation of the pre-
engineered building includes, but not limited to, footings and foundations, structural design,
mechanical, electrical, and plumbing components. lnstallation of the building will also include very
minor grading and re-compaction for the new building foundation and conveyor pits. The Project
would not generate conskuction or operation emassions that were not alaeady previously analyzed
in EA 20'15-03. The building will be installed in an area that is currently used for the temporary
storage of inerts removed from the construction/demolition sort line. This staging area will be
relocated to another section ofthe RANTS site. The western one{hird ofthe transfer shop building
will also be removed to make way for the building.

EA 2015-03 planned for and analyzed the implementation of the GOREO Cover Compost ASP
System, constructaon of an infiltration system, as well as implementation of a food waste
processing unit (DODA). As evaluated under EA 20'15-03, the Project was not anticipated to
conkibute to violations of any criteria pollutant thresholds, or to result in fugitive dust impacts. As
evaloated under EA 2015-03, composting would generate 30.3 lbs per day of VOCS and .24 lbs
per day on NH3 emissions at full capacity. VOCS were under the established criteria pollutant
thresholds. The proposed Proiect does not propose an increase in the daily maximum capacjty,
and staying within the maximum of 700 tpd limit. The installation of the THOR bio-separator
building would work with the existing ECS Compost System at the RAN TS/l\,lRF and not result in
a signiflcant change in VOCS or NH3 as the feedstock composition remains the same (mixture of
green waste and food waste). ln addition, up to 100 tpd of food waste is proposed to be taken to
an off-site digestor at a regional wastewater treatment plant to produce methane. This would
require transport of the processed food waste to the offsite plant. EA 2015-03 previously analyzed
the operational-source emissions including the transport of food waste, originally part ofthe waste
stream destined for the landfills. No additional vehicle trips above those previously analyzed
would result in a significant cumulative impact since the food waste would be transported off site
with the same frequency (vehicles per trip) and tonnages of food and waste. As such, no new
emissions are proposed as a result of the Project. A less than significant impact determination
will remain.

b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region in non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard?

(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the Project site emissions were not anticipated
to exceed the criteria area pollutants for which the basin is nonattainment, nor would it exceed
Localized Significance Thresholds (LSTS) of allowable emissions. The Project, as evaluated
under EA 2015-03 was an approximate 22.o3-acre RAN TS/MRF composting processing site.
The LST analysis for EA 2015-03 was conducted utilizing a s-acre site development and
therefore, represented a worst-case scenario as the larger the sate the greater the emission
allowance. The Project's operational-source emissions would nol result in or cause a significant
localized air quality impact. Additionally, the Project would not increase the daily tonnage of
ancoming waste for processing (4,000 tpd for all waste types or 700 tpd for the composting
facility), nor would it increase existing incoming traftic (1,582 vehicles per day). The Project's



operationalsource emissions would not conflict with the Basin AQirP. The Project would meet
SCAQ[.4D regional thresholds and would not result in a significant cumulative impact. A less than
significant impact was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the praor determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project would merely consist ofthe installation of a 7,630 square foot
pre-engineered metal building at the R.A. Nelson Transfer Station including, but not limited to,
footings and foundations, stftrctural design, mechanical, electrical, and plumbing components of
the metal building. This building is proposed to house a THOR bio-separator to process food
waste. These changes do nol propose any major construction related work that would necessitate
the use of construction equipment, or add worker vehicle trips (i.e. vehicle emissions from these
vehicle trips). The Project would not increase the daily tonnage of incoming waste for processing
(700 tpd for the organics processing area), nor would it increase existing incoming traffic. Up to
100 tpd of food waste is proposed to be taken to an off-site digestor at a regional wastewater
treatment plant to produce methane. This would require transport ofthe processed food waste to
the offsate plant. EA 2015-03 previously analyzed the operational-source emissions including the
transport offood waste, originally part ofthe waste skeam destined for the landfills. No additional
vehicle trips above those previously analyzed would result in a significant cumulatave impact since
the food waste would be transported off site with the same frequency (vehicles per trip) and
tonnages of food and waste. As such, emissions from conskuction equipment or additional vehicle
trips would not result in new or additional emissions not already evaluated for criteria pollutants
or LSTS. A less than signiflcant impact determination will remain.

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

(l) EA No- 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined the Project would not expose sensitive receptors to
substantaal pollutant concentrations. The LST analysis, summarized above in Air Ouality section
(b), and evaluated in detail in EA 2015-03, represents the maximum emissions from a Project that
are not expecled to cause or contribute to an exceedance ofthe most stringent applicable federal
or state ambient air quality standard, and are developed based on the ambient concentratjons of
that pollutant for each source receptor area and distance to the nearesl sensitive receptor.

The Project was deemed to be under the established LST thresholds and would not cause any
signiflcant air emissions that will violate any established air quality standards. Additionally, the
Project is an established land use located within an existing industrial park and surrounded by
heavy industrial developments. Avalon Park is the nearest sensitive receptor, located more than
800 meters from the site. A no impact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The Project would not increase the daily tonnage of incoming waste for processing
(700 tpd forthe organics processing area), norwould it increase existing incoming traffic, as such,
the proposed Project would not generate emissions above established AQMD thresholds. The
Project is proposed within the existing RAN TS/MRF, which was determined under EA 2015-03,
lo not be in close proximity to a sensitive receptor, thereby not exposing sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations. A no impacl determination will remain.

d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors adversely affecting a
substantial number of people?



('l) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined the Project's composting odor emissions would not
become a public nuisance, provided that odor Best l\ranagement Practices (BMPS) were
implemented.

The Project evaluated under EA 2015-03 analyzed odor emissions from the GORE@ Cover
Compost ASP System including food waste. GORE@ Cover Compost ASP System provided a
fully enclosed active compost process. The GORETEX coverwas designed to trap emissions that
were then absorbed by condensate on the fabric and returned to the compost to seNe as a
biofilter. The compost piles would then be monitored by a computer system that regulated air
flow into the piles to control temperature.

Furthermore, through the compliance with the site-speciflc Odor lmpact Nlinimizataon Plan (OlN,4P)

as well as State and County BMPs, regulations and requirements, potential odors associated with
the site activities would nol occur, or would be conkolled at the source, in order to comply with
the Title '14 CCR requirements. A less than significant impact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: Ihe proposed Project would not aller the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project would not have a negative effect on odor emissions as it
consists of the installation of the 7,630 square foot pre-engineered metal building proposed to
house a THOR bio-separator to process food waste. The installation of the THOR bio-separator
building would not result in a change of the feedstock composition (mixture of green waste and
food waste) that was previously analyzed under EA 2015-03. The Project would not increase the
daily tonnage of incoming waste for processing (700 tpd for the organics processing area). l\4uch
like the GORE@ Cover Compost ASP System analyzed under EA 2015-03, the THOR bio-
separator will be fully enclosed within the metal building and existing BMP's would be in place to
minimize odor generation. The installation ofthe THOR bio-separator building would not result an

a significant change in VOCS or NH3 as the feedstock composition remains the same (mixture of
green waste and food waste). A less than significant impact will remain.

Biological Resources

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on
any species identitied as a candidate, sensitive, or special stalus species in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife Service?

(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the RAN TS/N4RF, as an existing industrial
facility with no native wildlife habitat or sensitive plant species on-site, or surrounding area would
not have an adverse effect through habitat modiflcation to any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species. A no impacl determination was made

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 20'15-03. The proposed Project will occur within the existing disturbed RAN TS/MRF, which
was determined under EA 2015-03 to have no native wildlife habitat or sensitive plant species on-
site, or surrounding area and would not adversely affect candidate, sensitive or special status
species in local or regional plans. A no impact determination will rcmain.

b) Have a substantial adveEe effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans, policies, .egulations or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or IJS Fish and Wlldlife Service?



('l ) EA No. 2015-03: EA 20'15-03 determined that the Project site is entirely developed, within the
existing RAN TS/MRF with no riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community would not
have a substantial adverse effect on said, habitat, or sensitive natural communities. A no impact
determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: Ihe proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 20r5-03. The proposed Project would take place within the existing disturbed RAN TS/l\4RF,
which was determined under EA 2015-03 to have no riparian habital or other sensitive natural
community and would not have a substantial adverse effect on said, habitat, or sensitive natural
communities. A no impact determination will remain.

c) Have a substantial adverce effect on state or fede,ally protected wetlands (including,
but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct.emoval, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means?

('l) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the Project site is entirely developed and does
not contain Waters of the U.S.; including, federally protected wetlands or applicable water
sources, as deflned by Section 404 ofthe Clean Water Act. A no impact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alte. the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project would take place at the existing RAN TS/[IRF, which was
determined under EA 2015-03 to nol contain Waters of the U.S., as such, no impacts to wetland
habitats as a result ofthe Project would occr]r. A no impact determination will remain.

d) lnterfere substantially with the movement ot any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native residenl or migratory wildlife corridors, oi
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

(l) EA No. 2015-03: EA 20'15-03 determined that the Project site did not have water features that
would support the travel of migratory fish, wildlife species, or established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors. The Project site is entirely developed within the existing RAN TS/MRF
and no native habitat was found to be present on, or within the surrounding area.

The Projecl site is not described for conservation within the Western Riverside Multiple Species
Habitat Conservation Plan (WR^,4SHCP), therefore, implementation o, the Project would not
interfere substantially with the movement ofany native resident or migratoryfish orwildlife species
or with established native residenl or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native
wildlife nursery sites. A no lmpact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project is located at the existing RAN TS/MRF, which was determined
under EA 2015-03 to have no native habitat for resident or migratory fish or wildlife species
present on the Project site. As such, the surrounding urbanazed areas, with heavy industrial land
uses is not conductive to wildlife species and would not ampact their associated migratory wildlife
corridors or impede the use ofthe native wildlife nursery sites. A finding of no impact will remain.

e) Conflict with any local policies o. ordinances protecting biological resources, such as
a trce preservation policy or ordinance?

(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined lhat the Project site did not support any native
habitat including native trees; therefore it was determined that there would be no impact to



biological resources protected under local policies or ordinances. The Project site was located in
Cell 55 of the [rlSHCP within the Jurupa Area Plan; however, the site was not described for
conservation within the MSHCP Reserve Assembly and therefore implementation of the Project
would not conflict with the [,4SHCP. A no impact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The Project is proposed within the existing RAN TS/MRF, which was determined
under EA 2015-03 to have no biological resources present, including trees. Afinding of no impact
will remain.

f) Conflict with the p.ovisions of an adopted Habitat conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, oa state habitat
conservative plan?

(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the Project would not conflict with the provisions
of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan. The Project site is located within Criteria Cell No. 55 of
the Jurupa Area Plan of the Western Riverside MSHCP and within Sub-Unit 3 of the Delhi Sands
Area. The Project site was located within the burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia hypugaea) and
narrow endemic plant species overlays of the IMSHCP. Habitat assessment for nar.ow endemic
plant species included: San Diego ambrosia (Ambrosia pumila), Brand's Phacelia (Phacelia
stellaris), and San Miguel savory (Satureja chandleri). However, because the site is entirely
developed with the existing RAN TS/MRF, no habitat for these species was present on site. The
Project site was not located within the delhi sands overlay and would not impact delhi sand
resources. The Projectwas deemed a covered activity and not in conflictwith the N4SHCP C.iteria
and other Plan requirements. A no impact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project would occur within the existing RAN TS/MRF, which was
determined under EA 2015-03 to have no habitat for species identified in the MSHCP or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan and would not result in conflicts with
the MSHCP Criteria and other Plan requirements. A finding of no impact will remain.

Cultural Resources

a) Cause a substantial adveEe change in the significance of a historical resource
pursuant to S15064.5?

(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that there were no historic structures on-site.
According to the Riverside County General plan, the Project site is not located in an area of
historicalsignificance. Furthermore, the Project as evaluated under EA 2015-03 determined that
no disruption of land would occur, that was not already disturbed. The.efore, no impacts to
historical resources were anticipated. A no impact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The Project is proposed within the existing RAN TS/MRF, which was determined
under EA 2015-03 to not be located in an area of historical significance and would not impact
historical resources A finding of no impact will remain.

b) Gause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological reaource
putsuant to 51506,4.5?



(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that, as indicated on the Relative Archaeological
Sensitivity of Diverse Landscapes section of the Riverside County General Plan the Project site
was not in an archaeological sensitive area. The Projecl was found not to disturb previously
undisturbed landi therefore, no impact to archaeological resources were antacipated.

ln compliance with AB 52 relating to tribal notification of Projects under CEQA, tribes requesting
notification - Pechanga Band of Luisefio lndians, Soboba Eand of Luisefio lndians and Rincon
Band of Luisefio lndians, were mailed letters (September 10, 2015) detailing the proposed
Project. A letter from the Rincon Band of Luiseffo lndians was received on September 15, 2015,
stating that the identified location was not within the Luiseio Aboriganal Territory. No other
correspondence was received from the other two tribes (Pechanga Band of Luisefio lndians or
Soboba Band of Luisefio lndians). The RCDWR did not .eceive any requests for consultation. A
no impact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The Project is proposed within the existing RAN TS/MRF, which was determined
under EA 2015-03 to not disturb previously undisturbed land. As such, the proposed Project
would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to S15064.5 as evidenced by the null response from the Tribes contacted for comment.
A finding of no impact will remain.

c) Disturb any human ,emains, including those interred outside of lormal cemeteaies?

(1) EA No. 2015.03: EA 2015-03 determined that the ProJect site was developed within the
existing RAN TS/MRF with no human remains known to be present at the site, as such impacts
to human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries were not anticipated to
be impacted. However, because earthwork activities related to the construction of the compost
facility and underground inflltration basin would require excavation, Mitigation Measure CR-1 was
required to ensurethat if remains were to be encountered, the operatorwould takethe appropriate
action. A less than significant impact with mitigation determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The Project is proposed within the existing RAN TSil\4RF which was determined
under EA 2015-03 to have no human remains known to be present at the site and would not be
anticipated to disturb any human remaans including those inlerred outside of formal cemeteries.
Therefore, with the existang mitigation, impacts will continue to remain less than significant.

Mitigation [4easures

cR-1 ln the event of an accidental discovery or recognition ofany human remains, PRC Section
5097.98 must be followed. ln this instance, once Project-related earthmoving begins and
if there is accidental discovery or recoqnition of any hLrman remains during excavation in
any location other than a dedicated cemetery, the following steps shall be taken:

There shall be no further excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby area
reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent human remains untilthe County Coroner is
contracted to determine if the remains are Native American and if an investigation of
the cause of death is required. lf the coroner delermanes the remains to be Native
American, then the coroner shall contact the NAHC within 24 hours, and the NAHC
shall identify the person or persons it believes to be the "most likely descendant" of
the deceased Native American. The most likely decedent may make



recommendataons to the landowner orthe person responsible for the excavation work,
for means oftreating of disposing of, with appropriate dignity, lhe human remains and
any associated grave goods as provided in PRC Section 5097.98, or

Vvhere the following conditions occur, the landowner or his authorized representative
shall rebury the Nalive American human remains and associated grave goods with
appropriate dignity either in accordance with the recommendations of the most likely
descendant or on the property in a location not subject to further subsurface
disturbance:

The NAHC is unable to identify a most likely descendent or the most likely
descendent failed to make a recommendation within 24 hours after being notified
by the commission;

The descendant identified fails to make a recommendation; or

The landowner or his authorized representative rejects the recommendation ofthe
descendant, and the mediation by the NAHC fails to provide measures acceptable
to the landowner.

Energy

a) Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during proiect construction oa
operation?

(1) EA No, 2015-03: The question regarding energy conservation, was not a CEQA checklisl
question when EA 2015-03 was prepared and adopted in 2019

(2) Addendum No. 2: A less than significant impacl is identified and no mitigation will be needed
based on the evidence provided below:

Energy efficiency, in general terms, is broadly addressed in the California Green Building Code
(CalGreen) related to residential and nonresidential building construction with energy
conservation measures related to planning and design; energy efficiency; water efflciency and
conservation; and materials conservation and resource efriciency. More specifically, Calcreen
defers mandatory energy efficiency standards to the California Energy Commission (CEC) forthe
adoption of mandatory standards. Furthermore, Appendix F, Energy Conservation of the CEQA
Guidelines states that the means of achieving this goal include:

Decreasing overall per capita energy consumption;

Decreasing reliance on fossilfuels such as coal, natural gas and oil, and;

lncreasing reliance on renewable energy sources.

The proposed Project would consist of the installation of the 7,630 square foot pre-engineered
metal building proposed to house a THOR bio-separator to process food waste. The THOR bio-
separator is a mechanized system that automatically removes contaminants from bagged food
waste. Organic material is blended lo create a "cake" product and conveyed into a roll off box or
end-dump trailer. The organic material is then moved to the existing ECS compost facility and



blended with ground green waste to produce a compost feedstock. All equipment is electric.
Ventilation is provided by wall-mounted ventilation fans. This would not represent wasteful,
inefficaent, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources.

Furthermore, the operation of the THOR bio-separator will serve to enhance energy efficiency in
the region, by assisting the local jurisdictions in compliance with the provisions of 581383
regarding elimination of organics form landfills in California. These waste diversion efforts
preserve landfill capacity and would reduce the amount of energy resources used by equipment
at the landfill to move, bury, and compact waste, as well as during the gas collection system
processes as materials breakdown. The Project would enhance and not conflict with or obstruct
a state or local plan related to energy. As such, the proposed Project would maintaan energy
usage flat and would not increase net energy usage that would be deemed to.be wasteful,
inefficient or unnecessary.

CEC 2025 Buildinq Ene.qy Efficiencv Standards

CEC mandatory energy efficiency standards are designed around newly conskucted buildings,
additions, and alterations to residential and nonresidential buildings. The standards are divided
into three basic sets:

1) Basic set of mandatory requirements that apply to all buildings;

2) Performance standards whose purpose is to establish an "energy budget" in terms of the
consumption per square foot of floor space. The energy budget can vary by climate zone and
building type. Standards include both a prescription option, allowing builders to comply by using
methods known to be effective, and a performance option, allowing builders complete freedom in
their designs provided the buildings achieve the same overall efficiency as an equivalent building
using the prescription option, and;

3) Alternative to the performance standards, which is a set of prescriptive packages that provide
a recipe or a checklist compliance approach.

Because the proposed Project is merely the installataon of the 7,630 square foot pre-engineered
metal building proposed to house a THOR bio-separator to process food waste, no energy
efficiency measures such are lighting, electrical power, water heating systems, insulation and
roofing materials etc. are part ofthe proposed Project. lt can be concluded that the proposed
Project would not result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient,
or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during Project 'building" operation. A less than
significant impacl is identified, and no mitigation will be needed.

b) Conflict with or obstruct a stale or local plan fo. renewable energy or ene.gy efficiency?

(r) EA No. 2015-03: The question regarding energy, was not a CEQA checklist question when
EA 2015-03 was prepared and adopted in 2019.

(2) Addendum No. 2: As mentioned in question (a) above, energy efficiency is codified in the
California Energy Commission through the 2025 Building Energy Efficiency Standards Code and
through the Californla Green Building Code and the Riverside County General Plan.



California Energy Commission

Subchapter 2 - All Occupancies - Mandatory Reqoirements for the lvlanufacture,
Construction and lnstallation of Systems, Equipment and Building Components.

Rivercide County General Plan

Land Use Element -
LU 3.5 (e) - Pursue energy efficiency through streel configuration, building orientation,
landscaping to capitalize on shading and facilitate solar energy, as provided for in Title
24 Pat16 andlot Pat111, of the California Code of Regulations (cCR)

Lu 17.2 - Permit and encourage, in an environmentally and fiscally responsible manner,
the development of renewable energy resources and related infrastructure, including but
not limited to, the development of solar power plants in the County of Riverside.

Calitornia Green Building Code

The Cal Green Building Code is divided in four main areas; planning and design; energy
efficiency; water efficiency and conservationi and materials conservation and resource
efficiency.

The planning and design provision of the Calcreen Building Code outlines planning,
design, and development methods that include environmentally responsible site
selection, building design, building siting, and development to protect, restore and
enhance the environmental quality of the sate and respect the integrity of adjacent
properties.

Conclusion

The proposed Project consists of the installation of the 7,630 square foot pre-engineered metal
building proposed to house a THOR bio-separator to process food waste. The CA Energy
Commission requires mandatory measures for nonresidential buildings, such as outdoor lighting,
indoor lighting, heat pump, etc. The pre-engineered building will be installed within the existing
RA Nelson transfer Station/MRF and does not include new major construction or installation
components that can be selected for improved energy efflcaency, or as renewable energy options
(solar, wind). These changes are immaterial to energy usage, or efficiency. These changes would
not impede, for example the future construction of a solar parklng structure, or the installation of
energy efflcient windows within the RAN TS/[rlRF office building. As such, the proposed Project
would not conflict with or obskuct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency.
A less than signiflcant impact is identified, and no mitigation will be needed.

Geology and Soils

a) Oirectly o. indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of
loss, iniury, or death involving:

i.-iii Rupture ot known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologists for the
area or based on the othe. substantial evidence of a known fault? Seismic-



related ground failu.e, including liquefaction? Landslides? Refer to Division
of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.

(1) EA No.2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the Project was not located in a fault zone or
within % mile of a known fault, according to the Riverside County Land lnformation System
(RCLIS). Although the Project site is not located in a fault zone or within proximity of a known
fault, seismic activity cannot be ruled out. Construction of the aerated static pile composting
facility, as proposed under EA 2015-03 is required to conform to the California Building Code
(CBC) to prevent or minimize loss or damage caused by seismic activity. Compliance with the
CBC is generally applicable to new construction.

The Project was planned to be located in an area identifled as having a low potential for
liquefaction, therefore, the impact was determined to be less than signiflcant. Also, while
liquefaction is not likely to occur, compliance with the CBC will aid in the event of seismic-related
ground failure, including liquefaction.

Landslides generally occur when soil becomes unstable where slopes are present; however, the
Project was planned to be located on a site that was relatively flat with no significant slopes;
therefore, the potential for landslides at the site is less than significant. A less than significant
determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The Project is proposed within the existing RAN TS/MRF, which was determined
under EA 2015-03 to not be located in a fault zone. The Project would continue to adhere to the
CBC which would minimaze impacts related to seismic-related ground failure, liquiflcation, and
landslides. lt is not reasonably foreseeable that the Project would have a negative effect and
therefore cause loss or life or injury in the event of a geological natural disaster. A less than
signrf rcant impact determination will remain.

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

{1} EA No. 20'15-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the Project would not result in soil erosion or
loss oftopsoil. The Project site, as evaluated under EA 2015-03 is currently developed within the
existing RAN TS/MRF. The Project proposed to pave wilh concrete approximately 4.8 acres of
the 7.2-acre organics area. A portion of the facility's organics processing area was planned to be
reconfigured for the development ofthe proposed aerated static pile compost facility, DODA food
waste processing unit, and the sub-surface anflltration basin. The compost facility was planned to
consist of a reinforced concrete pad with eight compost bunkers.

For industrial land uses, unlike farming, or open space conservation land uses, native soil is
engineered for suitability of industrial sites and to undergo soil and floor preparation including
grading, compaction, paving etc., thus the removal of the top soal. Loss of topsoil is not a factor
considered for induskial siles since removal of topsoil is essential for the site to be adequately
prepared for industriai development and to inhibit plant growth in undesired areas. The Project
was found, through compliance with the guidelines of previous site.specific reports and the
grading requirements ofthe County of Riverside to minimize soilerosion, and to address the loss
of topsoil where applicable, a less than significant impact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Projecl would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project would take place within the existing RAN TS/N,RF, as
previously evaluated under EA 2015-03. lnstallation of the building will include very minor grading
and re-compaction for the new building foundation and conveyor pits. The proposed Project would



not result in soil erosion since the land is disturbed and the area was planned to be reconfigured
for the development of the proposed Project. No impact has been identified from the proposed
Project.

c) Be located in a geologic unlt or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as
a resuttofthe project, and potentlally result in on or off€ite landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

(l) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the Projecl site is located in an area identified
as being susceptible to subsidence and as having a low potentaal for liquefaction. The site is
relatively flat which does not promote on or off-site landslides or lateral spreading. Compliance
with the California Building Code (CBC) during construction will aid in the stability of the
development with regards to liquefaction, subsidence, or collapse. A determination of less than
significant impact was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project would take place within the existing RAN TS/N,IRF, as
previously evaluated under EA 2015-03, which determined the area as being susceptible to
subsidence and as having a low potential for liquefaction. lnstallation ofthe 7,630 square foot pre-
engineered metal building, proposed to house a THOR bio-separator to process food waste,
would continue to adhere to the CBC which would minimize impacts related to off-site landslide,
lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse. A finding of less than sagnificant impact
will remain.

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

(l) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the Projecl was not located in an area where
risk to life or property would be at risk due to expansive soils. The original EIR for the RAN
TS/MRF (ElR No. 216) included a soils report prepared by GeoTek, lnc. The soils report
concluded that onsite soils are not expansive. Compliance with the CBC is generally applicable
to new construction and, although not anticipated, the unlikely possibility of expansive soils will
be addressed through compliance with the CBC. A determination of less than sagniflcant impact
was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 20'15-03. The Project is proposed within the existing RAN TS/MRF, as previously evaluated
under EA 20'15-03, which determined that onsite soils are nol expansive within the Project area.
The proposed Project would continue to comply with the CBC which would minimaze impacts
related to expansive soils. The proposed Project would not risk life or property due to expansive
sorls A less lhan srgnificanl rmpact wll remain.

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

(l) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the Project, did not involve changes to the
existing sewage service. The Project located within RAN TS/MRF would not require new septic
or sewage service. A no impact determination was made.



(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior delermination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project would be sited within the existing RAN TSi [4RF and does not
propose changes to the existing sewage service. A no impact determination will rematn.

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource o. site or unique
geologic feature?

('l) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the Project site is in an area of low
Paleontological Sensitavity. The Project was found not to disturb previously undisturbed land.
Therefore, no impact to paleontological resources or unique geologic features were anticipated.
A no impact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project is within the existing RAN TS/[,4RF, which was determined
under EA 2015-03 to be in area of low Paleontological Sensitivity and does not propose changes
that would indirectly destroy unique paleontological resources or site or unique geologic feature.
A no impact determination will remain

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?

('l ) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that direct GHG emissions during grading (155 total
[,lTCOre) and construction (137 total MTCOTe) and indirect, operational (1,430 MTCOT. tpy)
emissions would not exceed the Riverside County CAP significance threshold of 3,000 [.4TCOre
as shown in the analysis above. Further, this GHG emissions calculataon as also below the
SCAQMDS proposed thresholds fora GHG impact. Therefore, as a small Project (less than 3,000
MTCOTe), jt was deemed to be less than significant as per the Riverside County CAP CEQA
Thresholds for GHG. A less than significant determinatjon was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project consists of the installation ofthe 7,630 square foot pre-
engineered metal building proposed to house a THOR bio-separator to process food waste.
lnstallation ofthe building will include very minorgrading and re-compaction for the new building
foundation and conveyor pits. The building will be installed in an area that is currently used for
the temporary storage of inerts removed from the construction/demolition sort line. This staganq
area will be relocated to another section ofthe RANTS site. The western one{hird ofthe transfer
shop building will also be removed to make way for the building. Up to 100 tpd of food waste is
proposed to be taken to an off-site digestor at a regional wastewater treatment plant to produce
methane. This would require transport of the processed food wasle to the offsite plant. EA 2015-
03 previously analyzed the operational-source emissions including the transport of food waste,
originally part ofthe waste skeam deslined forthe landfills. No additional vehicle trips abovethose
previously analyzed would result in a significant cumulative impact since the food waste is still
being transported off site with the same frequency (vehacles per trip) and tonnages of food and
waste. Operation ofthe THOR bio-separator would not increase the total maximum capacity (700
tpd), nor would it increase traffic from the established, permitted maximum of 1,582 vehicles per
day. As such, no GHG emissaons not already evaluated under EA 2015-03 are anticipated.



Because the proposed Project does not include major construction or operations beyond that
analyzed in EA 2015-03, a less than significant impact determination will remain

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted tor the purpose of
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gaseg?

(1) EA No. 2015-03; EA 2015-03 determined that the Project would not conflict with an applicable
plan, policy or regulation for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases. The
Project, as evaluated under EA 2015-03 was a modification to the composting method and
proposed to install a food waste processing unit within the transfer station building, among other
changes. The purpose of the RAN l\4RF is to recycle/recover materials in the waste stream that
would otherwise end up in landfills. One of the many goals ofthe CAP is to ultimately reduce the
volume of solid waste transferred to landfills through education and outreach, provision of
recycling bins and compliance with Statewide regulations on waste reduction, recycling and
composting. As stated above, the GHG emissions generated by the Project would not exceed the
GHG screening threshold o13,000 metric tons per year of COre. Assuch, the implementation of
the Project would not hinder the state's ability to achieve AB 32's goal of achieving 1990 levels of
GHG emissaons by 2020 or be an conflictwith any applicable plan, policy or regulation ofan agency
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases. A less than signiflcant
impact was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: Ihe proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The THOR bio-separator is a mechanized system that automatically removes
contaminants from bagged food waste and creates a cake product that is then moved to the
exisling ECS compost facility and blended with ground green waste to produce a compost
feedstock. The proposed Project would not increase the daily maximum capacity for all organic
waste activities. Operation of the THOR bio-separator would not increase the total maximum
capacity (700 tpd), nor would it increase kaffic from the established, permitted maximum of 1,582
vehicles per day. As previously evaluated under EA 2015-03, GHG calculations deemed the
Project to be less than signiflcant as per the Riverside County CAP CEQA Thresholds for GHG.
Notwithstanding, the Project would still be under the GHG screening threshold of 3,000 metric
tons per year of CO2e and would not conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted
for the purpose of reducing the emissions of g.eenhouse gases. A less than significant
determination will remain.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

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

(l) EA No. 20'15-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the RAN TS/[,4RF used small quantities of
hazardous materials, such as oils and solvents, which are stored consistent with the MRF
hazardous maleaials procedures. Oil and solvents are used as part of the onsite equipment
maintenance program.

The organics processing facility will compost green waste and food waste, both non-hazardous
feedstocks. Minor quantities of solvents and lubricants will be used to maintain the compost
ventilation system. These will be handled and stored in a manner consistent with the N,RF
hazardous materials procedures. ln addition, minor quantjties of household hazardous materials
are removed from the incoming waste stream as part of the facility's hazardous waste exclusion
and load-check program.



The implementation ofthe P.oject was found not to involve substantial changes in operations, nor
would it involve the introduction of new hazardous materials. The solvents and lubricants that are
utilized, would not be in quantities that would pose a significant hazard to the public health and
safety or the environment. A less than significant impact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project merely consists of the installation ofthe 7,630 square foot pre-
engineered metal building proposed to house a THOR bio-separator to process food waste. The
change does not involve the transport, use or disposal of hazardous material not already
discr.rssed and analyzed under EA 20'15-03. A less than significant impact determination will
remain.

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

(l) EA No. 2015-03: EA 20'15-03 determined that the Project did not involve substantial changes
in operations, nor would it involve lhe introduction of new hazardous materials, other than the
routine use of minor solvents and lubricants - as explained above - thal would occur in sufficient
quantities as to pose a significant hazard to the public health and safety or the environment. The
Project operations at the organics processing facility involve the acceptance of green waste
material (feedstock), which is then placed in concrete bunkers. The feedstock is cleaned for
contaminated material (plastics, metal, or other non-greenwaste material), turned, moisture
conditioned and left to cure until it is ready for sale. Once the material is ready for sale, it is loaded
onto customer transport trucks for delivery to their destination. Accidental spills of compost
material, are always possible, but not reasonably foreseeable by the use of proper loading
techniques, maintaining load limits, safe driving etc.

Additionally, all personnel are required to complete haza.dous waste material training as required
by local, State, and Federal regulations. This training, along with amplementation of the haza.dous
materials waste exclusion and load-check program procedures, will reduce the likelihood of
accidents or dangerous conditions involving hazardous materials. A less than significant
determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project, would only involve the installation of the 7,630 square foot
pre-engineered metal building proposed to house a THOR bio-separator to process food waste.
The change does not involve the transport, use or disposal of hazardous material not already
discussed and analyzed under EA 2015-03. Up to four employees will operate the facility. These
will includetwo sorters, one equipment operator and a supervisor. Personnel continue to complete
the required hazardous waste materials training as required by local, State and Federal
regulations. A less than significant impact determination will remain.

c) Emit hazardous emissionE or handle hazaadous matefals, substances, or waste within
one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 20'15-03 determined that the Project was not located walhin one-quarter
mile of an existing or proposed school; the nearest school is located approximately 1.5 miles
southeast of the Project site. The Project was found not to emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one,quarter mile of an
existing or proposed school. A no impact determination was made.



(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project would take place within the existing RAN TS/N4RF, which was
determined under EA 2015-03 to not be located within one-quarter mile ofan existing or proposed
school. As such, the proximity to the nearest school (1.5 miles southeast of the Project) would not
change. A findinq of no impact will remain.

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

(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the Project site is not included on a list pursuant
to Government Code Section 65962.5 that would create a significant hazard to the public or
environment (Department of Toxic Substances Control, Envirostor). All hazardous materials
collected and stored on site will be in accordance wath local, State, and Federal Regulations.
Pursuant to California Government Code Sectjon 65962.5 the California Department of Toxic
Substances Control (DTSC) compiles the Cortese List and updates it at least annually. The
Cortese list includes hazardous waste facilities subject to corrective action, land designated as
hazardous waste property or border zone property, sites included in the abandoned site
assessment program, and qualifying sites pursuant to Section 25356 of the Health and Safety
Code. A no impact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project will only involve the installation of the 7,630 square foot pre-
engineered metal building proposed to house a THOR bio-separator to process food waste. The
Project is proposed within the existing RAN IS/MRF, which was determaned under EA 2015-03
that the Project site is not included on a list pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 that
would create a significant hazard to the public or the environment. A no impact determination will
remein

e) For a project located within an aiaport 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 or excessive noise for people residing or working in
the pro.iect area?

('l ) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the Project, was not located within two miles of
a public airport or a public use airport. The Flabob Airport is located approximately 2.75 miles
southwest of the Project site; the San Bernardino international airport is located approximately
nine miles northeast of the Project site. The Project was found not to result in a safety hazard for
people residing or working in the Project area. A no impact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project changes would only involve the installation ofthe 7,630 square
fool pre-engineered metal building proposed to house a THOR bio-separator to process food
waste. The Project is proposed within the existing RAN TS/|\4RF, which was determined under
EA 2015-03 that the Project is not located within close proximity of a public airport or a public use
airport plan. A no impact determination will remain.

f) lmpair implementation ot or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?



(l) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the Project is an established land use within an
existing industrial park. The circulation system has been designed and constructed to
accommodate heavy traffic associated with industrial development Sight distance at all Project
entrances has been reviewed as part ofthe underlying parcel map (driveway openangs are limited
along Agua l\4ansa Road), during the initial design phase of the existing facility and through
consultation with the Riverside County Transportation Department. Traffic signal and intersectaon
improvements at the facility's main entrance have incorporated geometrics, design features, and
sight distance that enhance traffic safety. Site access modifications were nol included as part of
the Project, nor did it require road closures or detours. lmplementation of the Project was
determined not to interfere with adopted emergency response plans or an emergency evacuation
plan. A no ampact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project will only involve the installation of the 7,630 square foot pre-
engineered metal building proposed to house a THOR bio-separator to process food waste. This
change would not impairthe implementation ofor physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan because the proposed Project would be located on the existing RAN TS/N4RF as
previously evaluated under EA 2015-03. A no impact determination will remain.

g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss,
iniury or death involving wildland fires?

(1) EA No- 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the Project area, in an existing industrial park,
surrounded by jndustrial development, and having undergone Riverside County Fire Department
approvals in conformance with applicable fire standards would not expose people or structures to
a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving waldland fires. Additionally, according to the
RCLIS, this property is not located in a High Fire Area. A no impact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The Project is proposed within the existing RAN TS/MRF located within an existing
industrial park surrounded by existing industrial development to the north, south, and east. As
part oI prior facility approvals, the Riverside County Fire Department determined that the facility
was in conformance with applicable fire standards, pursuant to PRC 44151. The proposed Project
is not anticipated to expose people or skuctures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires. A no impact determination will .emain

Hydrology and Water Quality

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or ground water quality?

{1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determaned that the facility currently implements a Storm Water
Pollution Prevention PIan (SWPPP) in compliance with the current 2015 State lndustrial General
Permit under WDID 8-331024748. The current SWPPP includes operational BMPs to minimize
the release of contaminants into surface runoff. Current BMPs also include site improvements
including five subsurface anfiltration basins designed to treat an 85th percentale storm event with
a three times safety factor that accepts runoff from all areas of the site except for the organics
processing area. Any drainage that leaves the site to the south flows into a 48'inch public storm
drain pipe maintained by the Riverside County Flood Control District. Offsite flows to lhe north are
collected into gutters along Agua Mansa Road that drain into the County-maintained storm drain



system. Development ofthe GORE@ Cove. Compost ASP System added approximately 195,030
square teet of impervious area at the organics processing area.

As evaluated previously in EA 201103 and as described in the preliminary Water Quality
Management Plan (WQ[4P), a 9.423.2 cubic feet inf]ltration system would provide adequate
design capture volume for the organics processing area and no additional compliance measures
would be required. Additional BMPS identified in the preliminary WQMP were incorporated into
the Project in order to avoid and minimize potential impacts to water quality- A determination of
less than significant impact was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project would only consist of the installation ofthe 7,630 square foot
pre-engineered metal building proposed to completely enclose a THOR bio-separator to process
food waste Changes proposed would take place within the existing RAN TS/MRF. The project
does not propose major construction or changes to the existing impervious surface area, as
previously analyzed under EA 2015-03, and would not affect surface or ground water quality.
However, since the project proposes to install a pre-engineered metal building, a revision to the
facility's lndustrial SWPPP will be necessary to add the building to the site plan. As previously
evaluated under EA 2015-03, with the application and compliance ofthe SWPPP, current Bl\,lPs,
and the use of the existing 9,423.2 cubic feet infiltration system would provide adequate design
capture volume lo minimize the release of contaminants into the storm drain. A determination of
less than signiflcant impact will remain.

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interrere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that the p,oiect may impede sustainable groundwaler
management of the basin?

(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined thatthe RAN TS/MRF did not rely on a groundwater
source. EA 2015-03 planned for and analyzed the implementation ofthe GORE@ Cover Compost
ASP System, construction of an infiltration system, as well as implementation of a food waste
processing unit (DODA). The site's water needs are met by the delivery and purchase of water
from the West Valley Water District Therefore, the implementation oI the Project would not
substantially deplete groundwater supplies that would lead to a lowering of the local water table
level. A no impact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project would not draw from a groundwater source for the food waste
processing operational water needs and will continue to purchase water from the West Valley
Water District. Therefore, Project implementation would not substantially deplete groundwater
supplies that would lead to a lowering ofthe localwater table level. A no impact determination will
remain.

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site o, area, including through
the alteration ofthe course of a stream or river, or through the addition of impervious
surfaces, in a manner which would: result in substantial eroslon or siltation on-or off"
site; substantlally increase the rate or amount of surtace runotf in a manner which
would result in tlooding on-or off+ite sites; create or conlribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater d.ainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff; o. lmpede or redirect flood
flows?



(1) EA No. 20'15-03: EA 2015-03 determined that there were no water courses onsite. Therefore,
the Project was found not to alter the course of a stream or river. lmplementation of the Project
included construction of sub-surface infiltration basins along the southern boundary of the RAN
TS/N4RF. The infiltration basin is designed to comply with the 2015 State lndustrial General Permit
and would not alter existing drainage in a manner that would result in substantial eroston on- or
off-site. nor would it increase the rate or amount of surface run-off in a manner which would result
in flooding on-or otf-site. A less than significant impact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The Project is proposed within the existing RAN TS/l\,,lRF, which was determined
under EA 2015-03 to not be located in close proximity to a water course. Neither the installation
ofthe pre-engineered metal building northe THOR bio separator housed within the metalbuilding
would alter existing drainage in a manner that would result in substantial erosion on- or off-site,
nor would it increase the rate or amount of surface run-off in a manner which would result in
flooding on-or off-site or impede or redirect flood flows. A less than significant ampact
determination was made.

(l) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the RAN TS/MRF was located south of a water
impoundment associated with a quarry located on the north side of Agua Mansa Road. The
impoundment is classifled as a "Zone A" flood hazard zone in the FEMA Flood lnsurance Rate
N4ap (FIRM) Number 06065C0045G (August 28, 2008). Areas classified as Zone A do not have
base flood elevations identified. The impoundment is not located in a fault zone or near a volcano,
thereforc, the occurrence of seiches, and tsunamis that could affect the area sur.ounding the
impoundment are not likely and therefore the risk of release of pollutants due to Project site
inundation are less than significant.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project, is located within the existing RAN TS/|\4RF as previously
evaluated under EA 2015-03. The THOR bio separator will operate within a new struclure to be
conslructed on the northeast portion of the RANTS site. The building will be constructed in an
area that is currently used for the temporary storage of inerts removed from the
conskuclion/demolition sort line. This staging area will be relocated to another section of the
RANTS site. The western one-third ofthe transfer shop building will also be removed to make way
for the building. Although the Project is located south of a water impoundment classified as a "Zone
A" flood hazard zone, in the FlRN,l No. 06065C0045G, development is still subject to compliance
with Riverside County's Ordinance No. 458, Regulating Special Flood Hazard Areas and
lmplementing the National Flood lnsurance Program. The proposed Project would merely install a
THOR bio-separator at the RA Nelson transfer Station/l\,,lRF. The THOR bio-separator is a
mechanized system that automalically removes contaminants from bagged food waste and
creates a cake product designed for incorporation inlo composl feedstock batches. A less than
significant determination will remain

e) Conrlict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan?

(1) EA No, 2015"03: This question was not a CEQA checklist question when EA 2015-03 was
prepared and adopted in 2019.

d) ln flood hazard, tsunami, seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to proiect
inundation?



(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not conflictwith or obstructthe implementation
ofa waterquality controlplan orsustainable groundwater management plan. The proposed Project
does not draw groundwater from the groundwater table and the sub-surface infiltration system
designed to capture storm flows from the composting facility coupled with the use of BMPs would
ensure water quality is maintained and in compliance with the preliminary WQ[4P A less than
significant impact was made.

Land Use and Planning

a) Physically divide an established community?

(1) EA No. 20'15-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the Project consisted of operational and
structural changes within an existing industrial facility. The RAN TS/N4RF is located within an
indlrstrial park and is surrounded by similar heavy industrial uses to the east, south, and north. No
established residential community is located in the immediate Project area. A no impact
determination was made.

(2) Addendum No, 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 20'15-03. The Project is proposed within the exasting RAN TS/MRF, which was determined
under EA 2015-03 to be surrounded by similar heavy induskial uses to the east, south, and north
and would not divide an established community. A finding of no impact will remain.

b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan,
policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effecl?

(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the Project was located in Criteria Cell No. 55
ofthe MSHCP. The RAN TS/MRF is an existing facility and is not located in an a.ea identified for
conservation intheMSHCP. Section 7.3.8 ofthe ITSHCP idenlifies the RAN TS/lVlRF as a covered
activity/allowable use under the MSHCP. Per the [rSHCP, operations, maintenance, and public
expansion activities at existing active waste management facilities within the Criteria Area and
Public/Quasi-Public Lands will be Covered Activities if performed within the existing boundaries
(ownership/lease area) ofthese facilities, and subject to all obligations identified in Section 13.6 of
the N,lSHCP lmplementlng Agreement.

The Western Riverside County Regional Conservation Authority completed a Joint Project Review
in December of 2009 (JPR 09-12-07-01); the JPR addressed MSHCP consistency relevant to
development ofthe 3-acre organics processing area. The JPR concluded that development ofthe
organics processing area is consistent with both the MSHCP Criteria and other Plan requirements.

The Project, evaluated under EA 2015-03, proposed to replace the pilot composting system within
the area analyzed in JPR 09-12-07-01 with an aerated static pile composting facility (GORE@
Cover Compost ASP System). Additional Project components (food processing unit, relocation of
the transfer truck tarping station, and development of an infiltration basin) were all p.oposed to
occur within the disturbed facility ownership/lease boundaraes. Consistent with JPR 09-12,07,01
and Section 7.3.8 of the MSHCP, the Projecl, as evaluated under EA 2015-03 was deemed a
covered activity and was found not to conflict with the MSHCP Criteria and other Plan
requirements. A no impact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 20'15-03. The proposed changes at the RAN TS/[IRF, would continue to take place within an



existing industrialsite, and the changes would not alter the EA s prior determination thatthe Project
in question would cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan,
policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. The
supporting evidence for this determination is that the Project site continues to be consistent with
JPR 09-12-07-01 and Section 7.3.8 of the MSHCP, as evaluated previously under EA 2015-03
was deemed a covered activity and was found not to be conflict with the l\4SHCP Criteria and other
Plan requirements. A no impact determination will remain.

Mineaal Resources

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

('l ) EA No. 20'15-03: EA 2015-03 determined that Project site was classified as a mineral resource
zone MRZ-3 in Figwe 4.14.2 of the County of Riverside Environmental lmpact Report No. 521
Public Review Draft. MRZ-3 zones are defined as areas where the significance of deposits is
undetermined and require exploratory work to delermine speciflc categorization and to ascertain
the full potential of the area. Areas of known significant mineral resources and state designated
signiflcant resource areas occur south ofthe Project along the Santa Ana River. The Project would
not conflict wath or result in the loss of avaalability of known mineral resources. A no impact
determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed changes at the existing RAN TS/MRF, installation ofthe 7,630 square
foot pre-engineered metal building proposed to house a THOR bio-separator to process food
waste, would not alter the EA's prior determinataon that it is within MRZ-3, an area undetermined
for the significance of mineral deposits. Notwithstanding, the proposed Project, and the Project
changes would alltake place within an existing industrial facility and no loss of availability of known
mineral resources would occur. A finding of no impact will remain.

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resources recovery site
delin€ated on a local general plan, speciflc plan or other land use plan?

('l ) EA No. 2015-03r EA 2015-03 determined that prior to the development of the RAN TS/MRF,
the Project sate was dry-farmed and was not known to contain any mineral resources (EA RAN
2009-03). The RAN TS/MRF is an established land use, and the Project did not involve any
significant grading or soil excavation that will result in the loss of availability of locally-important
mineral resources because locally-important mineral resources have not been identified as
occurring on the site (Environmental lmpact Report No. 521).

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The Project is proposed within the existing developed RAN TS/MRF which was
determined under EA 2015-03 to not contain any mineral resources. lnstallation of the buildang
will include very minor grading and re-compaction for the new building foundation and conveyor
pits. The Project does not propose any major construction or major excavation and would not
affect the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site. A finding of no
impact will remain.

Noise



a) Generation of a substantial temporary or pernanent increase in ambient noiae levels
in the vicinity of the project in excesr of standards establlghed In the local general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agenciB?

(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the proposed improvements did not represent
a substantial change to operations ofthe RAN TS/l\r1RF. Noise by vehicles and equipment during
operation ofthe facility was not anticipated to result in increased noise generation above existing
conditions. Although the Project was not anticipated to result in new impacts, existing mitigation
measures identified in "RAN 2009-03, related to noise will continue to be implemented. A less
than significant impact with mitigation determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project will merely consist of the installation of the 7,630 square foot
pre-engineered metal building proposed to completely enclose the THOR bio-separator. These
changes would not introduce new noise generation equipment, or processes that were not akeady
analyzed in EA 2015-03 or that are greater an intensity, duration or time of occurrence. Therefore,
with the existing mitigation, impacts wall continue to remain less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

N-1: All equipment used in the operation oI the Robert A. Nelson Transler Station/l\4aterials
Recovery Facility, fixed or mobile, shall be equipped with properly operating and
maintained mufflers to the satisfaction of the Riverside County Health Services Agency,
Occupational Health and Safety Department, and California Occupational Safety and
Health Administration.

N-2 Equipment operators and other facility personnel subject to excessive noase levels will be
provided with hearing protectaon devices (i.e., ear plugs, etc.).

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration of groundborne noise levels?

(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that Project site was located within a developed
industrial corridor and is expected to be subject to vibration from heavy truck traffic, construction
equipment, and the railroad spur located immediately south of the RAN TS/N,4RF property
boundary. lnduslrial land uses are not deemed sensitive land uses, such as schools, hospitals,
residential areas etc. The Proiect, as evaluated under EA 2015-03, was determined to be a less
than significant impact to excessive groundborne vibEtion or groundborne noise levels.
Construction related noise was only temporary and the operational noise did not involve
equipment that caused excessjve groundborne vibrations above exisling vibration generating
sources. A less lhan significant impact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project would only involve the installation of the 7,630 square foot
pre-engineered metal building proposed to house a THOR bio-separator to process food waste.
The THOR bio-separator will completely enclosed within the new metai building on lhe northeast
portion ofthe RANTS site. The metal building will be installed in an area that is currently used for
the temporary storage of inerts removed from the construction/demolition sort line. Groundborne
vabration and goundborne noise would not be affected. A less than significant impact
determination will remain.



c) For a project located within the vicinity ot a private airstrip or an airpo land use plan
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, wlthln two milee of a public airport or
public use airport, would the prorect expose people residing or working in the proiect
area to excessive noise levels?

(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that Project site was not located within an airport
land use plan or within two miles of a public or public use airport. A no impact determination was
made.

(2) Addendum No, 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project would take place within the existing RAN TS/i,4RF, which was
determined under EA 2015-03 to no be located within an airport land use plan or within two miles
of a publac or public use airport. The Project would nol expose people residing or working in lhe
project area to excessive noise levels A finding of no impact will remain.

Population and Housing

a) lnduce substantial unplanned population growth in an a.ea, either directly (for
example, by proposlng new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example,
through extension of roads or other lnfrastructure)?

(t) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the Project was located in an established land
use and would not require additional employees. Therefore, the Project was deemed notto induce
population growth in the area. A no impact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter lhe prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project which consists of the installation of the 7,630 square foot pre-
engineered metal building proposed to house a THOR bio-separator to process food waste. Up
to four employees will operate the facility. These will include two sorters, one equipment operator
and a supervisor The proposed Project is not a population groMh inducing Projecuactivity. A no
impact determination will remain.

b) Displace substantial numbeE of existlng people or housing, necessitating the
construction or replacement housing elsewhere?

(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the Project site was currently developed with
the existing RAN TS/|\4RF in a heavy industrial district in northwestern Riverside County. No
residentaal uses occurred in the vicinity of the Project and implementation of the Project was
deemed not displace any housing or necessitate the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere. A no impact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project will take place within the eriting RAN TS/N4RF which was
determined under EA 2015-03 to be located in a heavy industrial diskict. The Project site is an
existing industrial land use, and no people or housing witl be displaced. A findang of no impact will
remain.

a) Would the proiect result in substantial adveBe physical impacts asaociated wlth the
provisions ot new of physically altered government tacilities, need for new or

Public Services



physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant envlronmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratlons,
response times or other peaformance objectives for any of the public services:

Fire protection

(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the Project, as proposed, would not
necessitate the need for new, or physically altered government buildings, particularly flre
stations to serve the Project. The Project under EA 201 5-03, only proposed modifications to
operations at the RAN TS/[4RF and did not require the construction of new buildings and did
not constitute a substantial change in operations, and was determined not to increase the
risk of fire or the need for additional fire services. A finding of no impact was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made
under EA 2015-03. The proposed Project would merely consist of the installation of the 7,630
square foot pre-engineered metal building proposed to house a THOR bao-separator to
p.ocess food waste within the existing RAN TS/MRF. These minor changes would not require
the need for new or the need to physically alter already existing ,acilities for the purpose of
combating a fire situation. A finding of no impact will remain.

Police protection

(1) EA No. 20't5-03: EA 2015-03 determined that due to its industrial nature (composting
facility), the Projectwas not likely to be a target for criminal activity (theft, burglary, vandalism
etc.) nor would cause or conkibute to an increase in crime levels. Additionally, it was
determined not to be growth inducting and thus would not require additional police services
and their associated police precincts, administration buildings, jails etc. The Project was
determined notto result in substantialphysical impacts associated with the provision ofpolice
protection. A finding of no impact was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made
under EA 2015-03. The proposed Project would merely consist ofthe installation ofthe 7,630
square foot pre-engineered metal building proposed to house a THOR bio-separator to
process food waste within the existing RAN TS/[IRF. As p.eviously analyzed in EA 2015-03,
food waste processing would not likely to be a target for criminal activity. The changes
proposed, would not necessitate the need for increased police protection or associated
facihties A no impact determination will remain.

Schools

(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that due to its industrial nature, the Project
would not result in population groMh or services requiring the alteration of existing school
facilities or result in the need for construction of new facilities.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made
under EA 2015-03. The proposed Project would merely consist of installation of the 7,630
square foot pre-engineered metal building proposed to house a THOR bio-separator to



process food waste within the existing RAN TS/MRF. The RAN TSi MRF is located in a heavy
industrial district. The changes proposed, would not result in population growlh or services
that would necessitate the alterations of existing schools or the need for the conskuction of
new facilities. A no impact determination will remain.

Parks

(1) EA No. 2015.03: EA 2015-03 determined that the Project, as evaluated, would not
generate an increase in population or services requiring the alteration of existing park
facilities or result in the need for construction of new faciiities. A no impact determination
was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determanation made
under EA 2015-03. The proposed Project would merely consist of the installation ofthe 7,630
square foot pre-engineered metal building proposed to house a THOR bio-separator to
process food waste within the existing RAN TS/MRF The RAN TS/M RF is located in a heavy
industrial district. The changes proposed, would not necessitate alterations of existing parks
or the need for the conskuction of new ones. A no impact determination will remain.

Other public facilities

(l) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 delermined that no other public service facilities would be
anticipated to be impacted by the proposed Project. No impact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made
under EA 2015-03. The proposed Project which would merely consist of the installation of
the 7,630 square foot pre-enqineered metal buildinq proposed to house a THOR bio-
separator to process food waste within the existing RAN TS/|\4RF. The Proiect is not
anticipated to necessitate the alteration ofexisting public facilities. A no impact determination
was made.

Recreation

a) Would the p,oject increase the use of exlsting neighborhood and ,egional parks or
other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioratlon of the facillty
would occur or be acceleaated?

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alterthe prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project which would merely consist of a the installation of the 7,630
square foot pre-engineered metal building proposed to house a THOR bio-separator to process
food waste within the existing RAN TS/MRF. The RAN TS/MRF is located in a heavy industrial
district. The Project would nol necessitate demand for neighborhood or regional parks or other
recreational facilities or cause their deterioration to be accelerated. A no impact determination
will remain.

(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the Project was deemed not to have groMh
inducing effects that would increase demand for neighborhood or regional parks or other
recreational facilities or cause their premature deterioration. A no impact determination was
made.



b) 00e3 the p.oject include recreational facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which might have adverse physical effect on the
environment?

(l) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the Project would only involve operational
modifications at an existing facility within an existing industrial park. The Project would not
increase any demand for recreational facilitaes and no impacts to existing recreational facilities
are anticipated. A no impact determination was made

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project changes, by their very nature, would not increase demand
for recreational facilities and no impacts to existing recreational facilities are anticipated. A
finding of no impact will remain.

Transportation

a) Would the project conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addresslng the
circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrlan facilities?

(l) EA No. 20'15-03: EA 20'15-03 delermined that the RAN TS/MRF is an established land use
within an existing industrial park. Access to the site is from Agua l\4ansa Road, a major roadway
as identified in the Riverside County General Plan. The proposed revisions, as evaluated under
EA 2015-03, did not include an increase in daily tonnage of waste received or the number of
vehicles using the facility. The RAN TS/NIRF is permitted to operate at 4,000 tpd for all waste
material types received onsite. The permitted traffic volume for the RAN TS/IVFR is 1,582
vehicles per day.

Because the Project was deemed not to result in changes to the existing permitted trafflc volume
or permitted tonnage it was anticipated not to result in additional ampacts. A no impact
determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project changes would only involve the installation of the 7,630
square foot pre-engineered metal building proposed to house a THOR bio-separalor to process
food waste. The overall permitted tonnage of material accepted at the RAN TS/MRF would
remain the same, at 4,000 tpd and would not increase waste received or the number of vehicles
using the facility. ln addition, up to 100 tpd of food waste is proposed to be taken to an off-site
digestor at a regional wastewater treatment plant to produce methane. This would require
kansport of the processed food waste to the offsite plant. EA 2015-03 previously analyzed the
kansport of food waste, originally part of the waste stream destined for the landfills No additional
vehicle trips above those previously analyzed would resull in a significant cumulative impacl
since the food waste would be transported off site with the same frequency (vehicles per trip)
and tonnages of food and waste. The change in food waste processing would not, by its very
nature result in a conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation
system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities. The proposed changes
would alltake place within an existing RAN TS/MRF and no impacts are anticipated. A no impact
determination will remain.

b) For a land use project, would the proiect conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA
Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (bX'l )?



(l) EA No.2015-03: Ihe CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3 subdivision (b)(1), related to the
Criteria for Analyzing Transportation lmpacts for Land Use Projects was not a CEQA checklist
requirement when EA 2015-03 was prepared and adopted in 2019. This was not a CEQA
requirement until July 1, 2020.

(2) Addendum No.2: Effective July 1,2020, SB 743 required Lead Agencies to evaluate
transportation impacts using the vehicle miles kavelled (VN4T) metric. VMT impacts may occur
when a Project will add to the amount and distance of automobile travel.

The RAN TS/MRF has been located in the same area since the facility opened in 1997 serving
the surrounding area. The proposed changes include the installation of the 7,630 square fool
pre-engineeaed metal building proposed to house a THOR bio-separator to process food waste,
which are minor operational modifications. ln addition, up to 100 tpd of food waste is proposed
to be taken to an off-site digestor at a regional wastewater kealment plant. EA 2015-03
previously analyzed the transport of food waste, originally part of the waste stream destined for
the landfills. No additional vehicle trips above those previously analyzed would result in a
significant cumulative impact. lmplementation of the proposed Project would not generate
additional VMT to or from the facility. Furthermore, lhere is no ancrease in the permitted daily
tonnage (4,000 tpd) or daily kaffic (1,582 vpd) at the facility. Therefore, the Project is deemed
not to have an impact on Vl\4T and a less than significant impact is made.

c) Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.9., sha,p curves
or dangerous intersections) o, incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

(l) EA No. 2015-03: EA 20'15,03 determined that The RAN TS/MRF is an established land use
within an existing industrial park and has been in operation since 1997. Sight distance at all
Project enkances has been reviewed as part of the underlying parcel map, during the initial
design phase of the facility, and through consultation with the Riverside County Transportation
Department. lmprovements proposed in 2006, such as the trafflc signal at the facility's main
enkance were designed and installed to enhance kaffic safety. The Project did not include
changesto the facility's ingress/egress areas. Development ofthe aerated statac pile composting
facility includes conskuction of a 12-foot wide paved service road on the north side of the
composting facility and a paved kansfer truck parking area near the western edge of the
compositing pad. Under existing conditions, the organics processing area consists of compacted
soils with unpaved access roads defined between malerial stockpiles. All proposed operations
areas and drive paths will be paved. The evaluation of the Project determined lhat the proposed
changes to internal circulation would not substantially increase hazards through a design feature
or incompatible uses. A less than significant impact delermination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project will take place within the existing RAN TS/[4RF, and no
changes to the road system, curbs, or intersections are planned. A less than significant impact
will remain.

d) Result in inadequate emergency access?

('l) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that the RAN TS/MRF is an established land use
and no changes are proposed to the existing access. There will be no impact to emergency
access.



(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 20'15-03. The proposed Project does not propose changes to the existing access. There will
be no impact to emergency access A no impact determination will remain.

Tribal Cultural Resources

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the signiticance of a trlbal
cultural rcsource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site,
feature, place, cultural landscape that is geogIaphically defined in te.ms of the size
geographically detined in terms of the size and scope ofthe landscape, sacred place,
or obiect with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is:

Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register or Historical Resources, or
in a local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code
section 5020.1(k), or:

(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that according to the Riverside County
General plan, the Project site was nol located in an area of historical signiticance, as
there are no historic structures on-site The Project was found not to dasturb previously
undisturbed land. Therefore, a no impact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination
made under EA 2015-03. The Projecl is proposed within the existing RAN TS/MRF,
which was determined under EA 2015-03 as an established land use and the proposed
Project would not disturb virgin soil or areas with any c€tegorical cultural or t.ibal
signiflcance (see Tribal Notification information below). A finding of no impact will
remain.

ii. A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by
substantial evidence, to be significant pu.suant evidence, to be significant
pu.suant to criteria set a forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code
Section 5024.'1. Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. ln applying the criteria
set a forth in subdivision (c) o, Public Resource Code Section 5024.1, the lead
agency shall consider lhe significance of the resource to a California Native
American tribe.

(1) EA No.2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that as indicated in the Relative
Archaeologacal Sensitivity of Diverse Landscapes section of the Riverside County
General Plan that the Project site was not in an archaeological sensitive area.
Therefore, it was determined that the Project would not disturb previously undisturbed
land. ln compliance with AB 52 relating to tribal notification o, Projects under CEQA,
tribes requesting notification were notifled of the Project. AB 52 notification resulted in
either no response from the Tribes contacted or a statement identifyang the location not
to be within their respective territory. A no impact determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prio. determination
made under EA 2015-03. The Project is proposed within the existing RAN TS/MRF,
which was determined under EA 2015-03 as an established land use and the proposed
Project would not disturb virgin soil or areas with any categorical cultural or tribal
significance. The proposed Project does not consist of any physical changes to the
surrounding or existing site. A finding of no impact will remain.



a) Require or result in the relocation or constJuction of new or expanded water,
wastewater t.eatment oa storm water drainage, electric powerr natural gas, ot
telecommunications tacilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

Utilities and Service Systems

('l) EA No. 201543: EA 2015-03 determined that the Project location was equipped with the
necessary utility services (natural gas, sanitary sewer service, electrical power and
telecommunications infrastructure) to operate an existing permitted industrial facility. The Project
proposed the construction of a suUsudace infiltration system along the southern property line
designed to comply with the 2015 State lndustrial General Permit issued by the State Water
Quality Control Board. The Project was found to have a less than significant impact on utilities
and other service systems. A less than significant impacl determination was made.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Projectwould not result in the constructaon of new orexpanded water,
wastewater kealment or storm water drainage, electrical power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities. As previously evaluated under EA 2015-03, all the utility services
necessary for operation ofthe industrialfacility already exist. As such, a finding of no impact will
remain.

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to sewe the proiect and reasonably
foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years.

(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined that water service at the RAN TS/t4RF js provided
through an existing distribution system operated by the West Valley Water District. Under
existing conditions, the RAN TS/MRF operation's water demand accounts for an average of
439,824 gallons ofwater per month, while green waste composting operations account for 9,000
gallons per day. The aerated static pile composting system, as evaluated under EA 2015-03
would require approximately 5,000 gallons of water for the initial preparation of 500 tons of
compost feedstock. The proposed GORE@ Cover Compost ASP System uses a micropore
cover system that retains moisture therefore reducing daily water demand associated with
moislore management of the compost stockpiles. ln addition, liquids (up to 5,000 gallons per
week) collected in the bunker trenches, are used to supplement the water supply as compost
process water. lt was determined that the proposed change in composting technology, as
evaluated under EA 2015,03 would reduce the total water demand associated with composting
operations resulting in an overall reduction an water demand at the facility. Therefore,
implementation ofthe Project was not antacipated to have an impact on exiting water entitlements
or resources. A no impact determination was made

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The installation of the 7,630 square foot pre-engineered metal building proposed to
house a THOR bio-separator to process food waste would work with the existing ECS Compost
System at the RAN TS/MRF, which has the same water demand as the GORE@ Cover Compost
ASP System as evaluated under EA 2015-03. The Project does not propose an increase to the
existing 700 tpd maximum capacaty for organics material and would not significantly increase the
amount ofwater use at the facility. A no impact determination will remain.



c) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider whlch serves or may
serve the proiect that it has adequate capaclty to aerve the project's proiected
demand in addltlon to the provider's existing commiknents?

(1) EA No. 2015"03: See section (a) above related to wastewater treatment.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project is proposed within the existing RAN TS/MRF which is already
served by a wastewater keatment provider and the Project does not propose a change to the
current provider. A finding of no impact will remain.

Mandatory Findingg of Significance

a) Does the proiect have thc potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlite
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, reducethe numberor restrictthe range ofa rare or endangered plant or animal
o, eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehiatory?

(1) EA No. 2015.03: EA 2015-03 determined there was less than significant impact to the
indicated resources.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project's minor changes are negligible and would take place in already
existing and previously disturbed RAN TS/MRF, which was determined under EA 2015-03 to have
no native habitat for resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or rare or endangered plant or
animal community is present on the Project site. As such, implementation of the Project would
not degrade the quality of the environment, reduce the habitat offish or wildlife species or cause
their population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threalen 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 major peraods of California history or prehistory. A finding of less
than siqnificant impact will remaan.

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

(1) EA No. 2015.03: EA 2015-03 determined a less than significant impact was anticipated.

(2) Addendum No. 2: The proposed Project would not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project would occur within the existing RAN TS/[rlRF; not involve a
change to the maximum allowable organics capacity; and not increase the number ofvehicle trips
or tonnage associated with the facility. Due to negligible operational changes (installation of the
7,630 square foot pre-engineered metal building proposed lo house a THOR bio-separator to
process food waste) it can be reasonably determaned a less than significant impact would remain.

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

(1) EA No. 2015-03: EA 2015-03 determined a less than significant impact with no mitigation was
anticipated.



(2) Addendum No.2: The proposed Projectwould not alter the prior determination made under
EA 2015-03. The proposed Project will continue 10 facilitate the safe and proper collection of green
and food waste and will help reduce improper disposal methods lhat could result in adverse
impacts to the environment. The organics processing facility promotes compostang of green and
food waste, which would otheMise end up in landfills. Additionally, the production of compost and
mulch materials have a positive net effect on humans, as the compost and mulch produced at the
facility help to conserye water in landscaping and food production applications; provide vital
nutrients to the soil when used as a soil amendment and help in erosion control applicataons. The
Project will comply with all hazardous materials collection regulations and no substantial adverse
environmental effects on human beings, directly or indirectly, are anticipated to occur as a resuft
of this Project. A finding of less than significant impact with no mitigation will remain.

lf there are any questions regarding the above matter, please contact Katherine Avila at the
Riverside County Department of Waste Resources at (951) 486-3200.

Andy Cortez, General Manager - Chief Engineer
Riverside County Department of Waste Resources

By
Kathe.ine Avila

Title: AssociatePlanner Date: 211112025
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Attachment C
Prior Board Approvals

EAIMND No. 2015-03



SUBMITTAL TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF RIVERSIOE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FROIT'I : DEPARTiVIENT OF WASTE RESOURCES

ITIM
121

(D # 6133)

MEETING OATE:
Tuesday, June 4,2019

SUBJECT; DEPARTMENT OF WASTE RESOURCES: Approve the Ninth Amended and
Restated Master Lease, Memorandum of the Master Lease, and First Amended
and Restated Waste Delivery Agreement between the County of Riverside and
Agua Mansa MRF, LLC. District 2 [$O - Oepartment of Waste Resources
Enterprise Fundsl (CEOA- Adopt a Mitigated Negative Oeclaration)

RECOMMENDED MOTIONT That the Board of Supervisors:1 Adopt a Mitigated Negative Decraration for EA No. 2015-03, based on the findings
incorporated in EA No. 2015-03, concluding that with mitigation, th; project does notcause significant envjrcnmental impacts;

2. Adopt the Mitigation Monitorihg prog.am (MMp) for EA No. 20.t5-03 with therequirement that the facility operator subm to the Rivergrde County Department ofWaste Resources (RCOWR) an annual repon detaiting compliance ,nilt t. ll,,tl,,|p, no
- later than 45 days after the begrnnrng of the catendar yeir3 App.ove the Ninth Amended and Restated l4aster Lease (Master Lease), andMemorandum of Master Lease, betwe-en the County of Rivercide a'nd atua l,ansa Unf,LLC., for the continued operation of the Robort A. Netson Transfei Station/Materiat

Recovery Facilityi
4 Approve the First Amended ahd Restated Agreement for Drsposal of Solid Waste

ly:o".-r_r,.r."^O lgl:emenl) between the Coun-ry or nive,sde aiJ-igL,a Mansa MRF,LLU, ror tne dtsposal of residual waste from lhe Roberl A. -Nelson 
TransferStation/Material Recovery Facitityi

Continued on page 2
ACTION:Policy

MINUTES OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

. On motion of Supervisor Jeffries, s€conded by Supervjsor Spiegel and duly cariedby unanimous vote, tT WAs ORDERED that the above matter 
" 

,ppid*J""
recommended.

Ayes:
Nays:
Absent:
Date:
xc:

Jeffries, Spiegel, Washington, perez and Hewitt
None
None
June 4, 2019
WAtte, recorder

ia Harper

B
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SUBMITTAL TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

RECOMMENDED MOTION: That the Board of Supervisors;

5. Authorize the chairman to execute the Master Lease, Memorandum of Master Lease,

- and Waste Delivery Agreement on behalf of the County;6. Authorize the RcDwR Generar Manager-chief Engineer to execute other documentsnecessary to comprete this transaction, subject to approvar as to form oy-60rntyCounsel;
7. Direct the RCDwR to fire the Notice of Determination with the county crerk within five

working days of approval by this Board; and
8. Direcl the crerk of the Board to record the Memorandum of Master Lease with thecounty Recorder, and return the Memorandum of Master Lease to th" RcDWi' d;;recordation.

c.E.o. RECOM

BACKGROUND:
Summarv

MENDATION: Approve

The Robert A' Nelson Transfer station/Material Recovery Facility (RAN TS/MRF) is an existing
solid waste transfer station and materials recovery facirity, rocated within the Agua Mansa
lndustriar Park at r830 Agua Mansa Road that has been in operation since December 19g7The RAN TS/MRF is operated by Burrtec waste rndustries, rnc. (Burrtec) through a rease
agreement with the RCDWR. The RAN TS/MRF operates under sorid waste Fa;rity permit
(swFP) No 33-AA-02s8 and is permitted to process up to 4,ooo tons per day (tpd) of municipar
solid waste.

The RAN TS/MRF processes mixed municipal, commercial and industrial solid waste, separated
recycrabre materiars, green and woody waste, and construction and demorition (c&D) debris,
etc. up to 700 tons per day of green and woody waste are processed within the organics
Processing Area to produce a variety of products, including wood mulch, biofuel, a,ternatiye
landfill daily cover, compost, and soil amendments.

Burrtec has proposed modifrcations to the composti ng/organics operation, as well as other
minor site improvements. Environmentar Assessmenr (EA) No. 2015-03 was prepared toanaryze the proposed changes, which incrude the addition of an aerated static pite'composr
system, remova, of the exjstjng pilot composting system, jnstalletion ot a lood waste processing
unit in the transfer station, and construction of an underground storm water infiltration system forthe compost area (project). The pro,ect arso incrudes amendments to the Master Lease and
waste Derivery Agreement, as we,, as recordation of the Memorand um for the Master Lease.

Page 2 of 4 D#6433 12.1

COST $0 $0 $0 $0
NET COUNTY COST $0 $0 $0 $0

Adjustment:SOURCE OF FUNDS: Waste Resources Enterprise Fund
For Fiscal Year: '18/19

FINANCIAL OATA Curgnt FItc6t Year: Ongolng Co.t

NoBudget



SUBMITTAL TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

ltlaster Leaso and Wasto Oollvorv Aqreoment lKsv Featuresl
. ldentifies the aerated static pile composting operation.

. Provides for a 20 year Term (consistent with Waste Delivery Agreement)

. Offers additional County con(rol to address odors (ifneeded)
. Compliance with County Organics BMPS.

. Requircs a maintenance assruance! clean up/restoration bond.

. Establishes In-County rvaste priority; limils on acceptance ofOut-Of-Counly material.

. Updates materials subject lo or.lt-ot'-county organics processing fees.

. Includes scheduled disposal fee increases (beginning in FY 20121, the contract rate will
increase by $l per ton (above CPI) for four years. ending in FY 2ll24).

. lncreases the minimum load (loads weighing up to 600 lbs) rate to $14.27lton.
o Establishes a self-haul rate surcharge of$10.45/ton.

California Environmental Quality Act (CEOA) Findinqs
EA 2015-03 was prepared to evaluate the potential environmental impacts from the proposed
Projecl and to identity appropriate mitlgation measures to reduce or eliminate these impacts.
The EA was prepared in conformance wath the California Envaronmental Quality Act (CEQA),
Califomia Code of Regulations (CCR) Seclion 15000 et. seq. While the EA identified that the
proposed Project has the potential to impact environmental resources, each of the potential
impacts can be fully mitigated to below a level of significance with implementation of lhe
mitigation measures identified in the EA. A MMP for the P.oject has been prepared

incorporating these mitigation measures. As a resull, the RCOWR prepared a Mitigated
Negative Declaration (MND) and MMP for adoption by the Board of Supervisors (Board).
pursuant io sections 15063 and 15097 of the State CEOA Guidelines

ln accordance with th€ State CEQA Guidelines, the Notice of lntent to Adopt the MND and EA
were posted wilh the State Clearinghouse and the Riversid€ County Clerk. The EA,/MND was
transmitted to responsible and trustee agencies, rnterested parlies, and neighboring properlaes,

for a 30-day comment period Ihat began on March 7, 2017 and ended on Aptil 7 , 2017 . Public
notice, advertising the comment period for the EA/MND, was published in the Press Enterprise.
Copies of the EA werc made avaalable to the pubhc at RCOWR Headquarters, the Riverside
County Clerk, the Glen Avon Library, and the Louis I Rubidoux Branch Library, as well as
made available on the RCDWR'S website.

During the public comment period, comment letlers were received from the Riverside Counly
Flood Control and Waler ConseNation Districl (Dastrict), the California Department of Toxic
Substances Control, CalRecycle, and the South Coasl Air Ouality Management Districl. No

new signiticant environmental jmpacts were identilied as a resull of the comment letters

However in response, RCDWR rnade changes and corrections to the text of the EA for clarily
Furlhermore, as no new signiflcant etfects were Gised, the minor technica, changes prepared

by the RCDWR would not trigger the need for recirculation of the EA/MND, as stated under
State CEQA Guidelines section 15073 5 Additions within the EtutulNo are shown in undedi0e

Page 3 of 4 lD46433 12.1



SUBIUITTAL TO THE EOARO OF SUPERVISORS COUNW OF RIVERSIOE,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

while deletions are shown in strikethr€uC'h. The comment letters along with RCDWR responses
are included as an attachment.

lmpact on Residents and Businesses
Completion of the Proiect will improve operational efficiencres by introducing new technologies
to process green/food waste materials al the site, as well as improve environmental conditions
by reducing air emissions and improving storm water controls. Rate increases proposed in the
revised Waste Delivery Agreement are spread over 4 years and in doing so will minimize the
financial impact on residents and businesses The proposed $1.00/ton rale increases (ftom
2020 lo 2024) will increase the residential monthly rate by approximately $0.10 to $0.15, each
year, above CPl. Depending on the size of a business, level of service and frequency
requested, the commercial disposal rate can vary significantly. Generally speaking, the disposal
component of a trash bill comprises only 2Oo/o to 30% of the overall charge. The proposed

$ 1 .00/ton increases (from 2O2O to 2024) represent approximately 3.50/o ol lhe current per ton
rate. Thus, the increases could result in a 0.7o/o to 1.05% increase to the typical commercial
customer for each of those four years, above CPl.

ATTACHMENTS

ATTACHMENT A:
ATTACHMENT B:
ATTACHMENT C:
ATTACHMENT D:

ATTACHMENT E;
ATTACHMENT F:
ATTACHMENT G:
ATTACHMENT H:

9th Amended and Restated Master Lease
First Amended and Restated Waste Delivery Agreement
EATMND No. 2015-03
Public Agency Comments and RCDWR Responses
MND Form
Mitigation Monitoring Program
Notice of Dete.mination
Memorandum of Master Lease

ounlY t1 19
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Prior Board Approvals

Addendum No. 1 to
EAIMND No. 2015-03



SUBMITTAL TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF RIVERS]DE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

ITEI,: 12.1

(tD # 14384)

MEETTNG DATE:
Tuesday, February 09, 2021

SUBJEGT: DEPARTMENT OF WASTE RESOURCES: Adopt Resolution No. 2020-248,
Considering Addendum No. 1to the Previously Cerlified Environmental
AssessmenvMitigated Negative Declaration (SCH# 2006031122) for
Modifications to the Robert A. Nelson Transfer Station/Material Recovery Facility
lmprovement Project, District 2 [$0-Department of Waste Resources Enterprise
Fundsl

RECOMMENOED MOTION: That the Board of Supervisors:
1. Adopt Resolution No. 2020-248, considering the addendum to the previously certified

Environmental AssessmenVMitigated Negative Declaration (EfuMND) (SCH#

2006031122) for minor modifications to the Robert A. Nelson Transfer Station/Material
Recovery Facility (RAN TS/MRF) lmprovement Project (Project), based on the findings
incorporated in Addendum No. 1 concluding that the modirications to the proposed

Project does not cause new significant environmental impacts or increase the severity of
previously identified impacts in the EA,/MND; and

2. Direct the Department of Waste Resources (RCDWR) to flle the attached Notice of
Determination (NOD) with the County Clerk for posting within five days of approval by
the Board.

ACTION:

MINUTES OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

lD# 14384

FROM : DEPARTMENT OF WASTE RESOURCES:

Page 1 of 3 12.1



FINANCIAL DATA Cu ent FlscalYeer: TotalCost: Ongolng Co3t

cosr $0 $o $o $o

NET COUNTY COST $0 $0 $o $0

SOURCE OF FUNDS: waste Resources Enterprise Fund

For Fiscal Yoar: N/A

C.E.O. RECOMMENDATION: Approve

BACKGROUND:
Summarv
The RAN TS/MRF is an existing solid waste transfer station and materials recovery facility,
located within the Agua Mansa lndustrial Park at 1830 Agua Mansa Road that has been in
operation since December 1997. The RAN TS/MRF is operated by Burrtec Waste lndustries,
lnc. (Burrtec) through a lease agreement administered by the RCDWR. The RAN TS/MRF
operates under Solid Waste Facility Permit (SWFP) No. 33-4A-0258 and is permitted to process

up to 4,000 tons per day (tpd) of municipal solid waste.

The RAN TS/MRF processes mixed municipal, commercial and industrial solid waste, separated
recyclable materials, green and woody waste, and construction and demolition (C&D) debris,
etc. Up to 700 tons per day of green and woody waste are processed within the Organics
Processing Area to produce a variety of products, including wood mulch, biofuel, alternative
landfill daily cover, compost, and soil amendments.

On June 4, 2019 (Agenda ltem 12.1), the Board of Supervisors adopted EA,/MND 2015-03 for
the RAN TS/MRF Proiect. The Project introduced new technologies to process organic
materials (greenwaste, food waste, woody waste) at the site, as well as improve environmental
conditions by improving storm water controls.

Burrtec has proposed minor modifications to the composting operation at RAN TS/MRF, for
which Addendum No. 1 to RAN TS/MRF EA 20'15-03 (Addendum No. 1) was prepared to
analyze the following proposed changes:

Change in daily composting area capacity from 100 tpd to 200 tpd (no increase in daily
permitted organic material); and,

Change in composting system from the GORE@ Cover Aerated Static Pile (ASP)
Composting System to an Engineered Compost SystemsO (ECS) Biofilter ASP.

Prev. Agn. Ref.: M.O. 12.1 of 614119

Page 2 of 3 lD# 14384 12.',|

Budgot AdJustment: N/A

SUBMITTAL TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

California Environmental Qualitv Act (CEQA)



SUBMITTAL TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE,

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

The RCDWR prepared Addendum No.1 to the previously certified EA,/MND 2015-03 for the
RAN TS/MRF Project. County Counsel reviewed Addendum No. I and concurred with
RCDWRS determination that the proposed project would not result in new significant
environmental effects or in a substantial increase in the severity of significant effects previously
identified in the adopted EfuMND 201$03; therefore, an addendum is the appropriate CEQA
document pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines section 15164. Upon approval, a NOD will be
filed with the County Clerk within ,ive (5) days.

lmpact on Residents and Businesses
The minor modifications to the Project will improve operational efficiencies by introducing new
technologies to process green/food waste materials at the site, as well as improve
environmental conditions by reducing air emissions.

Attachment A. Resolution No. 2020-248
Attachment B. Addendum No. 1 to EA 2015{13
Attachment C. Prior Board Approvals for EA/MND 2015-03
Attachment D, Notice of Detormination

2t1t2021

Page 3 of 3 tD* 14384 12.1

ATTACHMENTS:

n



COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
DEPARTMENT WASTE RESOURCES
NOTICE OF DETERMINATION

TO:
_-L

_r_

FRO]U:
Riversidc Countl,
Depanmenl of W&ste Resources
l,l3l0 F'rederick streel
Moreno Valley. CA 92553

Iror ( ount] ( lerk's t se Onll:
Oflice ofPlanning and Rescarch (oPR)
| 400 Tenlh Stre.l
Sacmmcnto, CA 95814

Coun! Clcrk
Count\ ofRi!erside

Subject: Fil ing of Notioe ol lxterm ination in compliance rvi(h Secr ron 2 I I 52 of Publ ic Resources Cod('

Pmje.t Titl.: Minor Modilications al thc Roben A Nelson -lranslcr Station/[4at€rial Rccovcry tasilil} (RAN 'lS/MRl]) to

includc a T.610 squarc lool prc-engineered mehl buildrng wth a TIIOR bio-scparalor lo proccss lbod waslc

Stat.( learirghouse(S( ll)No.:2006011121 (-ontr.t: Katherinc Avila Phonc: 951-48t320o

Proj.ct Applicant/Proparty Addrass: Rumec wa$e lndustrics lnc
9890 Chern Avenue. [-onl,ana. CA 92335

Prop.rly O*n.r & Addrcss: Riversrdc ( ounty Deparunenl of Wasl€ Resourc€s
l,l3l0 Fredcflck S( Moreno Valle) CA 92553

Projact Locrtion i Thc Projecl s nc is located al I 810 Agua lvlansa Road in the City of Jurupa Val ley lt is also described as a

podion ot Riverside Coun|" Assessor Parcel Numbers (APNs) 175-180-Olti and l?5-lqH)29

Projcct Description: '[hc ProJecl involves minor modificalions to the facrliry srtc and iacilit] permits al RAN TS/MRF to
rnclude a 7.630 square lbot pre-engineered melal building at the RAN TS/MRF including. but nol limited to, loolings and

lbundatjons. slructural dcsign. mechanical. eleclrjcal, and plumbrng componenr.s oflhe meral building, to house a lHOR bio-
separator to proc€ss food wasle. 'l hc I HOR bio-separator is a mechanized system lhat automatically removes conlam rnants, such
as plaslic or papcr. fbr bagged lood waste 'l he remaining organic material is blended to crcale a cake" producl and is thcn
moved lo thc cxisling FlnSincered Composl Syslcms (ECS) Riollller Aeralcd Slatic Pile (ASP) Composting Syslem and blcnded
wilh ground grecn \\aste to producc a compost ltcdslock

'l-his is to edris€ thet thc Rhcrside ( ount) Borrd ofSupenisor$ hrs epprov.d the aborc-r€fcrenccd projccl
on llrrch I l, 2025 snd h{s msde the follolling d€lcrminstions regarding thst pmjecr:

I The proJecl rvill nor have a srgnrlicani elIect on the environmenl
2 A Mitigald Ne8alrve llrclaratron (adopled b) the Board ol Supcrvrsors on 6/ffi/19), an Addendum (Add€ndum No

adopted b) rhe Roard o l supervisoB on 02/092 1 ), and a. Addend um (Addendum No 2, adopted E th€ Board of
Supervisors on 0l/l l/25) werc preparcd for thrs project pursuanl to lhc provisions ofCEQA

.l MiljBation measures were previous\' made a condition ofrhe approval tbr lhe project anallz.€d under EA 2{)15-03
4 A mitigat,on monitoring program was prcviousl] adopled for the proJecl analyzed under IIA 2015-03
5. A statement o[Ovcniding Consideratrons was not adoplcd for this project
6. tindin8s were madc pursuant to the Drovisions ofCEQA

'I his is to ccrtify thrt thc Uitigstcd \cgrtile Dc(llrrthn lnd r€cord of projecl rpprorxl is avsihble lo lhe
g€ncrrl puhlic,t: R r\ {:rs rde ( l)unL\ I )cport,ncnt o l \i astc R.i)ure c\

l ll l 0 lt dercl Slrcrt. luorcno Vallc\. ('A ()155.1

Signsture: 'l itle: ,\sn)ciirlc lrl nncr Dite: 2/ I l/?02i


