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Summary of Public Comments Received 
Verbal Comments & Questions 

 

The following is the summary of the verbal comments and questions received at the Public 

Informational Meeting held on July 25, 2013 for Puente Hills Material Recovery Facility permit 

revision: 

 

1. Specific questions/comments pertaining to the permit revision application: 

a. What is the reason for extended hours? 

i. Answered by Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County (SD): To provide 

hours convenient to the companies patronizing the MRF after Puente 

Hills Landfill closes at the end of October this year. 

b. What would be a reason for LEA not to approve this project? 

i. Answer by the LEA: Since the lead agency has approved the project 

(Addendum to FEIR), there is no reason for LEA to reject the application 

as long as the application is consistent with and supported by the 

Addendum to FEIR. Also, the CUP was modified to allow the extended 

hours.  

c. Will permit revision approval result in more waste being transferred to the 

facility? 

i. Answered by the LEA: The permit revision does not increase the 

permitted tons per day. 

d. One person made a statement that operator should be more considerate of the 

residents/community by the facility and should not request for extended hours 

because the residents have had to deal with the facility for long time in the past.  

e. Questions re appeals. 

i. The LEA discussed the appeals process and applicable code sections were 

read and shown on two Powerpoint slides. 

f. Questions were posed to Martin Perez regarding CalRecycle’s approval process & 

a request was made for CalRecycle to mail notices of the upcoming webinar on 

the permit action. 
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i. Martin Perez/CalRecycle briefly discussed next steps in the approval 

process, the availability of a webinar on the action, how to be added to 

the listserv on CalRecycle to be emailed notices regarding upcoming 

permit actions, and what his role was in the LEA’s PIM. 

g. Comments that proper notice was not given for the PIM. 

i. Answered by the LEA: Title 27 requires that a 10 day notice be provided. 

The mailings were done in accordance with this requirement. 

2. Other questions not specific to the permit revision application.  

a. Questions: 

i. What is the Sanitation District and who do they report to? Is the 

Sanitation District a private company/entity? 

1. SD gave an explanation of the organization/ownership of the 

Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County. The Sanitation Districts 

is not a private entity in essence a local governmental agency. 

ii. Questions about the EIR, the Addendum to the FEIR, and CEQA history for 

the site. Who approves the EIR? Shouldn’t there be another EIR as of 

November 1st for changed conditions at the site?  

1. The LEA and SD gave an explanation of CEQA process and CEQA 

history for the facility. The January 2013 Addendum to FEIR 

analyzed for proposed changed conditions as of November 1, 

2013. 

iii. Can the operator process waste on Sunday? 

1. LEA discussed the existing operation of the facility. The facility has 

always been permitted for 24/7 processing. 

iv. Why is the Sanitation District required to divert waste by 15% although 

the State of California requires 50% diversion rate? 

1. The LEA explained the intent and mechanism of AB 939 re 

diversion rates for jurisdictions. 

v. Why is waste “double-handled”?  

1. The LEA gave an explanation of the purpose of transfer station 

(consolidation of wastes for transport). 

vi. Regarding Rule 410 and concerns about dust, odors and the AOMP. 
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1. The LEA discussed the requirement for an Odor Management Plan 

and compliance with an AOMP, the requirements of Rule 410 and 

jurisdiction of South Coast Air Quality Management District 

(SCAQMD). 

vii. When the intermodal facility/waste-to-rail begins operation there will be 

a “co-mingling/linking” between the MRF and that facility. Does this 

permit action consider that linking? Will residents be notified when those 

changes happen?  

1. The LEA and SD explained that CEQA was done for intermodal 

facility/waste-to-rail operations.  

2. The LEA explained that a separate permit will be required for 

intermodal facility/waste-to-rail operations. Notification of any 

permit action will be made (type of notification dependent on the 

type of action). 

 


