California Integrated Waste Management Board

Board Meeting
February 23, 1999
AGENDA ITEM 10
ITEM:

Consideration Of A Revised Solid Waste Facility Permit For Consolidated Volume Transporters (CVT) Regional Material Recovery Facility And Transfer Station, Orange County

I.
SUMMARY 
Facility Facts
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Name:


CVT Material Recovery and Transfer  Station                                                                Facility No. 30-AB-0335

Facility Type:

Existing Transfer Station with MRF operations 

Location:

1131 N. Blue Gum Street                                                                            Anaheim, California 

Area:


11.4 acres 

Setting:

Surrounding land uses are generally designated as mixed commercial and  industrial business park development with Freeways 91 and 57 to the south and west, respectively 

Operational Status:
Active, Permitted 

Permitted Tonnage:
4,168 tons per day




Design Capacity:
8,000 tons per day 

Owner:
Taormina Industries, LLC

Operator:
Taormina Industries, LLC

LEA:
Mr. Jack Miller, Director                                                                    Orange County Health Care Agency, Division of Environmental Health 

Proposed Project

The proposed project is to allow for the following:

· An expansion in the total permitted facility size from 11.4 to 25.0 acres

· An increase in the maximum permitted daily tonnage from 4,168 to 6,000

II. OPTIONS FOR THE  BOARD 

Requirements for Concurrence with the Solid Waste Facilities Permit  Pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 44009, the Board has 60 calendar days to concur with or object to the issuance of a Solid Waste Facility Permit.  Since the proposed permit for this facility was received on December 28, 1998, the last day the Board may act is February 26, 1999.

The Board may decide to:

1. Concur with the issuance of the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA;

2. Object to the issuance of  the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA;

3. Take no action on the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA.  If the Board chooses option three, the Board shall be deemed to have concurred in the issuance of the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA 60 days after the Board’s receipt of the permit.   

III. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommend that the Board adopt option No. 1.

IV. ANALYSIS

Background:  The CVT facility receives municipal solid waste and commingled recyclables and is said to have been operating in the City of Anaheim since 1984.  The primary service areas of the facility include: the cities of Anaheim, Yorba Linda, Fullerton, Placentia, Garden Grove, and Villa Park.  However, the facility also receives residential, commercial, and industrial refuse and materials from a wider area of the surrounding cities and counties in southern California.  The Report of Station Information (RSI) submitted with the permit application package states that the facility operates a full-service recycling center, which includes, a buy back center  where the public can redeem their plastic materials, aluminum cans, etc.  It is also stated that the facility provided the first site for Household Hazardous Material Collection in Orange County.  It is further stated in the RSI that the over-all goal  of the facility is to maximize recovery of as much material as possible, diverting it from landfill and rendering it available for reuse or as secondary material for re-manufacturing. 

The LEA issued the initial permit for the facility in August 1983.  The permit was last revised in December 1992.  The LEA conducted a five year permit review for the facility in September 1997 and determined that the design and operation of the facility were consistent with the 1992 SWFP.  On November 24, 1998, the operator submitted an application to the LEA for the proposed project.

LEA Certification

The LEA has provided the following certification:

· The application package for the permit revision is complete and correct; 

· The RSI meets the requirements of Title 14, CCR, Section 18221;  and

· That the proposed permit revision is supported by the following documents: a 1990 Negative Declaration (ND), an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) of 1993, and the ND approved by the County of Orange on June 17, 1998.

Staff Analysis

The following table summarizes Board staff's review and analysis of the proposed permit application package:

PRIVATE 
30-AB-0335
Accept-able
Unaccept-able
To Be Deter-mined
Not Applic-able
See Details in Agenda Item

CIWMP Conformance (PRC 50001)
X



1

CoSWMP Conformance (PRC 50000)



X


General Plan Conformance (PRC 50000.5)



X


Consistency With State Minimum Standards
X



2

California Environmental Quality Act 
X



3

Closure/Post-Closure Maintenance Plan



X


Funding for Closure/Post-Closure Maintenance



X


Operating Liability



X


RFI Completeness
X





1. Conformance with County Integrated Waste Management Plan
The CIWMB approved the Integrated Waste Management Plan for the County of Orange in March 1996.  Staff of the Board's Office of Local Assistance conducted analysis on the applicability of the requirements of the Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 50001 for the facility.  The staff have determined that the facility is identified and described in the Board approved Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) and therefore, the facility meets the requirement of PRC 50001.

2. Consistency with State Minimum Standards
Staff reviewed the LEA Inspection Reports for the facility from January through November 1998 and found that no violations were cited regarding the design and/or operation of the facility.  On the basis of the finding, staff have determined that the operations of the facility are consistent with the State Standards.  

3.
California Environmental Quality Act

For a project subject to CEQA, state law requires evidence of compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); either through the preparation, circulation, and adoption/certification of an environmental document; or by determining that the proposal is categorically or statutorily exempt prior to project approval.

The Orange County Health Care Agency, acting as the local enforcement agency (LEA) proposes to revise the SWFP for this facility in order to allow an increase in the permitted maximum daily waste tonnage from 4,168 tons per day (tpd) to 6,000 tpd, and an increase in facility acreage from the current 11.4 acres to 25 acres.  The LEA has cited existing CEQA documents (ND SCH #92011017), adopted in 1990; City of Anaheim EIR #317 (SCH #93011041), certified in 1993; and the latest ND (SCH # 98061108), prepared by the LEA acting as Lead Agency, as evidence of CEQA compliance for this latest proposed SWFP revision.

ER staff provided early consultation for the Lead Agency and their consultants during the early stages of the development of the ND (SCH #98061108) for this SWFP revision. ER staff suggestions were general and included information about project description, consideration and discussion of impacts, CEQA findings, citation and enforcement of mitigation measures, incorporation of the most recent RSI, citation of existing CEQA documents, SCH circulation, and the inclusion of project information specifically related to solid waste facilities.

On June 25,1998 ER staff received a copy of an Initial Study (IS) and Negative Declaration (ND) through the State Clearinghouse that had been prepared for this proposed project.  The proposed SWFP revision would allow an increase in permitted daily waste tonnage from 4,168 tpd to 6,000 tpd and an increase in the permitted facility acreage for the existing 11.4 acres to a proposed 25 acres.  No other changes in facility design or operation were proposed as part of this project description.  The IS identified no potential impacts that required mitigation, and a ND was prepared for the project

After review and evaluation of these CEQA documents, a comment letter was sent to the Lead Agency by ER staff, on July 23, 1998.  The letter indicated that ER staff would have no further comments at that time.  The letter reminded the Lead Agency that ER staff's recommendation as to the adequacy of the CEQA document for CIWMB concurrence purposes could only be made after the proposed SWFP was received and compared with the CEQA documents for consistency.

The proposed SWFP was received on December 28, 1998, and included a proposed limitation on the number of vehicles (1,513) per day allowed to access the facility.  This limitation had not been noted in the existing SWFP.  Through review of the cited CEQA document, other information referenced in the CEQA documents, and permit conditions in the proposed SWFP, CIWMB staff are of the opinion that the cited CEQA documents, with the referenced information, including the vehicle limitation, are adequate for the CIWMB's environmental evaluation of this proposed project, for those project activities which are within this agency's expertise and/or powers, or which are required to be carried out or approved by the CIWMB.

V. ATTACHMENTS

1. Permit No. 30-AB-0335

2. Permit Decision No. 99-49

VI.
APPROVALS

Prepared By:
Tadese Gebrehawariat
Phone:
255-4166

Reviewed By:
 Paul Willman
Phone:
(714) 449-5331

Reviewed By:
 Don Dier
Phone:
255-2453

Approved By:
  Julie Nauman
Phone:
255-2431

Legal Review:
___________________________________
Date/Time:
____________

CVT
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