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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C1 

 C1-1 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C2 

 C2-1 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C3 

C3-1 Comment noted. 

C3-2 See response comments to B3-5 and COB-2. 

C3-3 See response comments to CDHS-1, B-3, and B-5. 

C3-4 See response comments to CDHS-1, B-3, and B-5. 

C3-5 The concentration and quantity of pathogens that would leave the site during that type of 
windstorm is not known. 

C3-6 See response comment to COB-8. 

C3-7 See response comment to COB-8. 

C3-8 The project does not include landspreading of sludge.  Therefore, the ordinance is not 
applicable.   

C3-9 Comment noted. 

C3-10 See response comment to RWQCB. 

 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

 W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C04.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG C4-1 

C4-1 

COMMENTS C4 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C4-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C04.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

C4-2 

C4-3 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

 W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C04.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG C4-3 

C4-4 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C4-4    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C04.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

C4-5 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

 W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C04.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG C4-5 

C4-6 

C4-7 

C4-8 

C4-9 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C4-6    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C04.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

 
 

C4-9 
CONT’D 

C4-10 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

 W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C04.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG C4-7 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C4 

C4-1  The cited Rule 1133.2 was adopted by the South Coast Air Quality Management District 
(SCAQMD), and is not part of any statewide regulatory program of the California Air 
Resources Board.  The project site is located in the Mojave Desert Air Quality 
Management District (MDAQMD), which does not have a similar rule, or any rule, that 
applies to composting operations.   See pages 4-3 and 4-12 for additional discussion of 
the MDAQMD. 

C4-2 The Executive Summary of the EIR contains a brief summary of the Project and 
background information, and includes a tabulated summary that identifies for each 
environmental topic the “Potentially Significant Impact,” “Mitigation Measures,” and 
“Level of Significance After Mitigation.”  In addition, the text of the Executive Summary 
(on page ES-1) clearly explains that the Project will have a significant and not mitigable 
impact on air quality (related to the release of ozone precursor compounds), and identifies 
those issues for which remaining impacts can be mitigated or were not considered 
significant.  These are the consequences of the project.  The word “consequences” is not 
mentioned in PRC 21061.  The CEQA Guidelines (14 CCR 15123) state, “An EIR shall 
contain a brief summary of the proposed actions and its consequences.”  The remaining 
language in the Guidelines describes how a Summary should be prepared, and was 
followed for this EIR. 

C4-3 The cited CEQA Guidelines section (14 CCR 15129) states, “The EIR shall identify all 
federal, state, or local agencies, other organizations, and private individuals consulted in 
preparing the draft EIR, and the persons, firm, or agency preparing the draft EIR, by 
contract or other authorization.”  This information is provided in Sections 8 and 9 of the 
EIR.  Section 1.6 lists agencies with approval or review authority over the Project.  The 
referenced letter from the Desert Tortoise Protective Committee was prepared prior to the 
release of the Draft EIR for this Project.  The EIR and its Biology Appendix include a 
thorough discussion of desert tortoise issues.  

C4-4 The general environmental setting is discussed in Section 2 dealing with the Project 
Description (see section 2.1.1).  As stated at the beginning of Section 4, the discussion of 
each environmental topic also includes additional information regarding the setting and 
existing conditions applicable to that topic.  For example, Section 4.3.1 describes the 
broader environmental setting for air quality.  Section 4.3.3.4 reviews potential health 
effects using accepted procedures, and concludes that they would not be significant at the 
location of the nearest residence, much nearer to the project that the school or other 
residences in Hinkley.  The referenced San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District 
rule was adopted after release of the Draft EIR for this Project, and does not apply in the 
geographic area of the MDAQMD.  The referenced report by the National Research 
Council (2002) deals with the land application of biosolids, not composting as proposed 
by the Project.  See the following response (C4-5) for identification of where the EIR 
discusses various air quality issues. 
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C4-5 The EIR projects air emissions from the Project, and compares them to adopted 
thresholds in Section 4.3  Specifically, Table 4.3-6 identifies construction effects, Table 
4.3-7 deals with equipment operations, Table 4.3-8 identifies emissions from composting 
reactions, Table 4.3-9 summarizes transportation emissions, Table 4.3-11 identifies odor 
effects, and Table 4.3-12 deals with ammonia (for health effects).  Furthermore, the EIR 
identifies a significant and not mitigable air quality impact related to the production of 
ozone precursors that would be released from the composting process.   

C4-6 The EIR identifies a significant impact in air quality from the generation of precursor 
compounds that will add to regional ozone levels.  This impact is stated in the text on 
page ES-1, in the summary Table E-1 on page ES-4, in the Air Quality section on page 4-
18, in the statement of cumulative effects on page 6-3 and in the statement of significant 
effects that cannot be avoided on page 6-4. 

C4-7 The presence of and potential for transmittal of fungal material or other human pathogens 
is discussed on pages 4-48 and 4-49 of the EIR.  The discussion includes reference to the 
federal requirements related to controlling pathogen levels in biosolids, which may be 
used in composting.  In addition, state regulations (14 CCR 17868.3) specify pathogen 
limitations and treatment standards related directly to composting operations. 

C4-8 The referenced CEQA Guidelines section (14CCR 15125(b)) relates to the determination 
of baseline conditions for projects involving reuse of a military base.  14CCR 15124 
relates to an EIR Project Description, and was followed in the composition of this EIR.  
The Project size is 160 acres, but it will be phased as discussed in section 2.3, with the 
first phase somewhat smaller than 80 acres.  A reduced scope or reduced capacity 
alternative is also discussed in the EIR, in part as a way of reducing potential effects on 
tortoise habitat.  It is in this context that the 80 acre figure is mentioned.  

C4-9 PRC 21100(b)(5) requires that EIRs identify the growth inducing impact of a project (not 
growth reducing).  The relevant section in the CEQA Guidelines is 14 CCR 15126(d).  
The EIR discussion of growth inducement is in Section 6.2, which explains that the 
project will not have a significant effect on increasing growth in the region.  Although not 
a CEQA related issue, the County also does not anticipate that the project would retard or 
diminish growth in the region.    

C4-10 Mitigation measures are identified throughout Section 4 in each environmental topic 
section, and summarized in the Executive Summary (Table E-1 starting on page E-4).  As 
noted above in response C4-1, there is no requirement in the MDAQMD that composting 
facilities be enclosed.  The AirLance technology referenced in the comment is typical of 
in-vessel operations, which were discussed in the EIR Alternatives Section 3.2.3.  
AirLance uses a series of long needles to inject air into a homogeneous mixture of 
biosolids and wood chips, moved through the composting vessel on a screw mechanism.  
Existing AirLance facilities are relatively small, processing less than 50,000 tons per year.  
The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power evaluated the AirLance technology, 
along with dozens of other waste conversion technologies, considering a facility capable 
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of handling up to 100,000 tons per year.  Their lower through-put and much higher unit 
costs make in-vessel composting alternatives much less capable of meeting the Nursery 
Products Project objectives, so they were not analyzed throughout the EIR.    
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C5 

 C5-1 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C6 

C6-1 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C7 

C7-1 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C8 

 C8-1 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C9 

 C9-1 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C10 

 C10-1 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C11 

 C11-1 The land surrounding the site is vacant for at least a mile in all directions.  An evaluation 
of impacts to property value from the project would be speculative and is not included in 
the EIR. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C12 

 C12-1 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C13 

 C13-1 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C14 

 C14-1 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C15 

C15-1 See response to comments COB-2 and B3-5. 

C15-2 See response to comments COB-2 and B3-5. 

C15-3 The NAHC was consulted during the preparation of the EIR. 

C15-4 See response to comment CIWMB-5. 

C15-5 See response to comment B5-6. 

C15-6 Please refer to Section 5.8 Public Services of the EIR. 

C15-7 There is no existing railroad in the vicinity of the site. 

C15-8 The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  However, odors 
at the nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by 
the Air Quality Management District.  In addition, see comment for B6-4. 

C15-9 See response to comment RWQCB-8. 

C15-10 See response to comment RWQCB-8. 

C15-11 Comment noted. 

C15-12 See response to comments COB-2, B3-3, and B3-5. 

C15-13 Comment noted. 

C15-14 Please refer to Section 6.1 Cumulative Impact Assessment of the EIR. 

C15-15 Please refer to Section 6.1.1. (Air Quality) of the EIR. 

C15-16 Comment noted. 

C15-17 See response to comments COB-2, B3-3, and B3-5. 

C15-18 The compost that is being produced is a Class A compost and is safe for all applications.  
Cumulative Impacts were discussed in Section 6.1 of the EIR. 

 



[This page intentionally left blank] 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

 W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C16.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG     C16-1 

 
 

C16-1 

COMMENTS C16 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C16-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C16.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C16 

 C16-1 Groundwater, see response to comments COB-22 and RWQCB-7. 

Air quality, see response to comments CDAS-4, B6-4 and Section 4.3 of the EIR. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C17 

 C17-1 See response to comments CDHS-4 and B6-4. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C18 

 C18-1 Air quality; see comments to CDFG-4, CDHS-4, and B6-4.  The potential for odor from 
the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on Table 4.3.11, odors at the site 
boundary would be significant.  However, odors at the nearest house (1.5 miles away) 
would be well below the thresholds established by the Air Quality Management District.   

Water quality; see response to comments MWA-2 and RWQCB-9. 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

 W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C19.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG     C19-1 

 
 

 

C19-1 

COMMENTS C19 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C19-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C19.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C19 

 C19-1 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C20 

 C20-1 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C21 

 C21 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C22 

 C22 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C23 

C23-1 See response to comments B3-2 and COB-8. 

C23-2 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C24 

 C24-1 Comment noted. 

C24-2 Comment noted. 
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C25-2 

C25-3 

C25-4 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C25 

C25-1 See response to comments B6-4 and CDHS-4.  The potential for odor from the facility 
was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary 
would be significant.  However, odors at the nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be 
well below the thresholds established by the Air Quality Management District. 

C25-2 See response to comments MWA-2, CIWMB-3, and B4-28. 

C25-3 As indicated in Appendix C, the agency databases were reviewed to identify special status 
species that are present in the project area.  The species known to occur in the area are 
included in the EIR analysis. 

In addition, see comment to USFWS-8. 

C25-4 See response to comments USFWS-3, USFWS-6, USFWS-9, USFWS-12.  In addition, 
see comments CDFG-4 and USFWS-8. 

C25-5 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C26 

 C26-1 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C27 

C27-1 Comment noted. 

C27-2 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C28 

C28-1 See response to comments RWCQB-8. 

C28-2 Air quality; see comments to CDFG-6, CDHS-4, B6-4, B3-1, and Section 4.3 of the EIR.  
The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant.  However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District. 

C28-3 See response to comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 
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C29-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C29.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C29 

C29-1 See response to comments B6-4 and CDHS-4. 

C29-2 See response to comments COB-22 and RWQCB-7. 
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COMMENTS C30 
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C30-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C30.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C30 

 C30-1 See response to comments B3-2 and COB-8. 
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COMMENTS C31 
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C31-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C31.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C31 

 C31-1 Air quality; see comments CDFG-6, CDHS-4, B6-4, B3-1, and Section 4.3 of the EIR.  
The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant.  However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District. 

Water quality; see comments to MWA-2 and RWQCB-9. 
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C32-6 

 
C32-7 

C32-8 
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C32-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C32.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C32 

C32-1 Mitigation measures implemented as part of the project are expected to reduce both short 
term and long term impacts to a level of less than significance. 

C32-2 See response to comments CDHS-1, B3-3, and B3-5. 

C32-3 See response to comments CDHS-1, B3-3, and B3-5. 

C32-4 See response to comment C32-4. 

C32-5 See response to comments CDFG-6, B6-4, and CDHS-4.   

C32-6 See response to comments RWQCB-8, CIWMB-5, COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 

C32-7 Please refer to Section 3.3.3 of the EIR 

C32-8 The land surrounding the site is vacant for at least a mile in all directions.  An evaluation 
of impacts to property value from the project would be speculative and is not included in 
the EIR. 
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COMMENTS C33 
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C33-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C33.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C33 

 C33-1 Trucks are to arrive at the facility site by appointment only.  Therefore, there will always 
be an employee present at the time of a pickup/delivery.  Eight employees will be 
working at any give time depending on the pickup/delivery schedule. 
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COMMENTS C34 
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C34-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C34.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C34 

 C34-1 See Mitigation Measure HM-7.  Vehicle and equipment washdown waste water will be 
collected in the onsite retention basin. 
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COMMENTS C35 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C35-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C35.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C35 

C35-1 Please refer to Section 5.11 of the EIR. 
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COMMENTS C36 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C36-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C36.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C36 

C36-1 See response to comment USFWS-3, USFWS-6, USFWS-9, and USFWS-12. 
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COMMENTS C37 
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C37-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C37.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C37 

 C37-1 See response to comment B2-2 
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COMMENTS C38 

 
 
 
 
 C38-1

 
 
 
 
  C38-3  
 
 
 
  C38-4 
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C38-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C38.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C38 

C38-1 Comment noted. 

C38-2 See response to comment USFWS-3, USFWS-6, USFWS-9, and USFWS-12. 

C38-3 Please refer to Section 4.3, Air Quality, of the EIR.  

C38-4 See response to comment USFWS-10. 
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COMMENTS C39 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C39-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C39.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C39 

 C39-1 See response to comment B6-4 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C40-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C40.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C40 

 C40-1 Comment noted. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C41-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C41.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C41 

 C41-1 Comment noted. 
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COMMENTS C42 

 
 
  C42-2 

 
 
  C42-3 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C42-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C42.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C42 

C42-1 See response to comment B4-29. 

C42-2 Appendix A indicates that noise from the facility would not be significant.  A noise 
analysis was completed specifically for this project and is included in Appendix A. 

C42-3 See response to comment COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 
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COMMENTS C43 

   
 
 
  C43-1 

   
 
 
  C43-2 

   
 
 
  C43-4 
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C43-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C43.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C43 

C43-1 The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant. However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District. 

C43-2 See response to comment COB-22, RWQCB-7, and MWA-2. 

C43-3 Flies can occur at composting operations, especially if excessive grass clippings are 
present in the green material.  As indicated in Section 2.3.1, loads of green material with 
excessive grass clippings will be rejected. Additionally, Mitigation Measure HM-9 
includes fly control measures when they become necessary. 

C43-4 See response to comment COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 
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COMMENTS C44 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C44-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C44.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C44 

 
C44-1 See response to comment B6-4 and CDHS-4. 
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COMMENTS C45 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C45-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C45.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C45 

 C45-1 All herbicides used will be in coordination with the USFWS and the CDFG. 
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COMMENTS C46 

 
 
C46-2 

 
 
C46-3 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C46-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C46.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C46 

C46-1 See response to comment B6-4 and CDHS-4 

C46-2 The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant. However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District. Flies can occur at composting operations, especially if 
excessive grass clipping are present in the green material.  As indicated in Section 2.3.1, 
loads of green material with excessive grass clippings will be rejected. Additionally, 
Mitigation Measure HM-9 includes fly control measures when they become necessary. 

C46-3 Comment noted. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C47-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C47.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C47 

C47-1 See response to comment B3-2, COB-8 

C47-1 Comment noted. 
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COMMENTS C48 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C48-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C48.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C48 

 C48-1 Comment noted. 
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COMMENTS C49 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C49-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C49.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C49 

C49-1 See response to comment COB-20 
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COMMENTS C50 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C50-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C50.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C50 

 C50-1 Comment noted. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C51-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C51.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C51 

C51-1 Comment noted. 

C51-2 See response to MWA-2. 
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COMMENTS C52 

C52-2 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C52-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C52.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C52 

C52-1 See response to comment B6-4 and CDHS-4.  
Flies can occur at composting operations, especially if excessive grass clipping are 
present in the green material. As indicated in Section 2.3.1, loads of green material with 
excessive grass clippings will be rejected. Additionally, Mitigation Measure HM-9 
includes fly control measures when they become necessary. 

C52-2 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C53 

 C53-1 Nursery products has an existing facility in Adelanto.  Please see response to comments 
B3-2 and COB-8. 

C53-2 A spill prevention plan will be implemented onsite as part of the terms and conditions of 
operation.  Spills taking place outside of the facility are the responsibility of the biosolid 
generating entity, and are not addressed in this EIR.   

C53-3 The detention basin is designed to accommodate floodwater from a 24-hour 100 year 
storm event.  Please see revisions B-15 and B-16 in Section 4.0 Revisions to the EIR in 
the Final EIR for discussion of the transportation of biosolids.      

C53-4 The detention basin will be open and lined.  Any water remaining in the basin 30 days 
after a storm event will be pumped out.  The soil underneath the basin will be tested 
regularly.  Please see revision W-3 in Section 4.0 Revisions to the EIR in the Final EIR 
for a description of this testing.   

C53-5 See response to comments COB-22 and RWQCB-7.   

C53-6 The site will be fenced to exclude desert tortoises from the facility.  Full descriptions of 
fencing will be included in the final project drawings.   

C53-7 The storm water diversion channel will be compliant with requirements RWQCB for this 
structure.   

C53-8 As indicated in Section 4.6.3.1, rodents are not attracted to biosolid/green material 
composting facilities.  Flies can occur at composting operations, especially if excessive 
grass clipping are present in the green material.  As indicated in Section 2.3.1, loads of 
green material with excessive grass clippings will be rejected. Additionally, Mitigation 
Measure HM-9 includes fly control measures when they become necessary. 

C53-9 The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant. However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District. 

C53-10 A 2000 gallon water truck will be located on the property in case of fire.  Fires will be 
extinguished using water.  Please see response to comment MWA-2.   

C53-11 See response to comment B4-29.   

C53-12 Please see the revision B-13 in Section 4.0 Revisions to the EIR in the Final EIR for a 
discussion of invasive plant prevention measures.  Potentially occurring invasive plant 
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C54-4    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C54.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C54 

C54-1 See response to comment B3-1.   

C54-2 Windrows will be water to reduce the amount of material that will be blown off-site 
during large wind events.  See response to comment CDFG-6.   

C54-3 See response to comment B4-43. 

C54-4 See response to comment B3-1. 

C54-5 See response to comments COB-22 and RWQCB-7.   

C54-6 See response to comment B4-24.  Project will be compliant with all EPA regulations for 
surface composting facilities.   

C54-7 A 2000 gallon water tank truck will remain onsite to extinguish any fires if they occur 
until local firefighters can arrive.   

C54-8 Please see the response to the previous comment describing water storage devices.   

C54-9 See response to comments B3-2 and COB-8. 

C54-10 See response to comments B3-2 and COB-8. 

C54-11 All agency responses to the Draft EIR are included as part of the Final EIR.   

C54-12 See response to comment B4-24. 

C54-13 This can be granted if the RWQCB determines there is minimum potential for discharge 
to groundwater.  

C54-14 See response to comments B-3-3, B3-4, B3-5, and COB-2.   

C54-15 Comment noted.  This is not a part of the EIR analysis.   

C54-16 See response to comments B-3-3, B3-4, B3-5, and COB-2.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C-55 

 C55-1 See response to comment RWQCB-2, RWQCB-8, MWA-2. Any contamination to soil 
would be on the surface or very shallow and could be readily remediated. Contamination 
of groundwater would not be expected. 

C55-2 See response to comment B6-4, CDHS-4. Please refer to Section 4.3, Air Quality of the 
EIR. The Barstow and Victorville monitoring stations air data was utilized in the analysis 
provided in Section 4.3 of the EIR. 

C55-3 See response to comment CDFG-6.  Please refer to Section 4.3, Air Quality of the EIR. 

C55-4 See response to comment B6-4. 

C55-5 See response to comment B6-4. 

C55-6 See response to comments USFWS-3, USFWS-6, USFWS-9, and USFWS-12.   

C55-7 See response to comments USFWS-3, USFWS-6, USFWS-9, and USFWS-12.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C56 

C56-1 Comment noted. The Barstow monitoring station air data was utilized in the analysis 
provided in Section 4.3 of the EIR.  

C56-2 Comment noted. See response to comment B6-4 and CDHS-4. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C57 

 C57-1 This comment expresses clear opposition to the Project, but does not raise any questions 
regarding the analysis or conclusions in the EIR.  The Project does not propose the 
dropping of 400,000 tons of human sludge on the ground in Hinkley.  The proposed 
composting operation would be located approximately seven miles west of Hinkley, and 
would be subject to regulation by the County Environmental Health Division, acting as 
the Local Enforcement Agency for the California Integrated Waste Management Board, 
and by the County Land Use Services Department Conditional Use  Permit.  Trucks 
would not be carrying semi-treated raw sewage, they would be carrying biosolids—
treated and stabilized sewage sludge, dried to the point where it yields no free moisture.  
The EIR concluded that emissions of ozone precursors from the composting operations 
would be a significant and not mitigable impact.  All other effects of the Project were 
determined to be either less than significant, when compared to applicable thresholds, or 
to be mitigated through conditions that will be imposed on the Project.   

The remaining information in the comment promotes the use of in-vessel composting 
technology.  This alternative was generally reviewed in Section 3 of the EIR, but would 
not provide the capacity or economy of the proposed Project. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C58 

 C58-1 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C59 

 C59-1 See response to comment B3-2 and COB-8. 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

 W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C60.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG     C60-1 

 
 

 

C60-1 

COMMENTS C60 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C60-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C60.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C60 

 C60-1 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C61 

 C61-1 Comment noted. The land surrounding the site is vacant for at least a mile in all 
directions.  An evaluation of impacts to property value from the project would be 
speculative and is not included in the EIR. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C62 

C62-1  Comment noted. See response to comment B-3-3, B3-4, B3-5, and COB-2. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C63 

C63-1 Comment noted. 

C63-2 See response to comment CIWMB-5. 

C63-3 See response to comment B4-29. 

C63-4 See Mitigation Measures HM-3 and HM-6 identified in Section 5 of the Final EIR. 

C63-5 See response to comment B3-2, COB-8. 

C63-6 See response to comment RWCQCB-2 and RWQCB-8. Also, see Mitigation Measures 
identified in Section 4.6, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of this EIR. 

C63-7 See response to CDFG-6. No turning of windrows during episodes of high wind speeds 
(30mph or higher) will occur. 

C63-8 The applicant is responsible for controlling visible dust from any part of the operation. 
See Mitigation Measures A-3 identified in Section 5 of the Final EIR.  

C63-9 Comment noted. 

C63-10 See response to comment USFWS-8. 

C63-11 See response to B6-4 and CDHS-4. 

C63-12 See response to comment USFWS-3, USFWS-6, USFWS-9 and USFWS-12. As 
indicated in Appendix C, the agency databases were reviewed to identify special status 
species that are present in the project area.  The species known to occur in the area are 
included in the EIR analysis. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C64 

 C64-1 See response to comment letter C63 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C65 

 C65-1 See response to comment B3-2, COB-8 and B2-2. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C66 

C66-1 Flies can occur at composting operations, especially if excessive grass clippings are 
present in the green material.  As indicated in Section 2.3.1, loads of green material with 
excessive grass clippings will be rejected. Additionally, Mitigation Measure HM-9 
includes fly control measures when they become necessary. 

C66-2 See response to comment B3-2 and COB-8. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C67 

C67-1 See response to comment CDHS-4 and B6-4. 

C67-2 An evaluation of impacts to property value from the project would be speculative and is 
not included in the EIR. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C68 

 C68-1 Comment noted. See response to comment B3-2 and COB-8. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C69 

 C69-1 Comment noted. 

C69-2 See response to comment CDHS-4 and B6-4. 

C69-3 See Section 5 of the Final EIR; Mitigation Measures B-15 and B-15.    

C69-4 See response to comment CDHS-4 and B6-4. 

C69-5 See response to comment CDHS-4 and B6-4. An evaluation of impacts to property value 
from the project would be speculative and is not included in the EIR. See Section 5 of the 
Final EIR. Mitigation measures implemented as part of the project will reduce both short 
term and long term impacts to less than significant levels. 

C69-6 See response to comment RWQCB-8 and CDFG-6. 

C69-7 See response to comment USFWS-3, USFWS-6, USFWS-9, USFWS-12 and CDFG-4. 

C69-8 Appendix A indicates that noise from the facility would not be significant.  A noise 
analysis was completed specifically for this project and is included in Appendix A. In 
addition, see response to comment COB-30, COB-31 and B6-2. 

C69-9 See response to comment COB-30, COB-31 and B6-2. 

C69-10 Comment noted. 

 

C69-4    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C69.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

 

COMMENTS C70 

C70-1 

 

 W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C70.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG C70-1 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C70 

C70-1 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C71 

C71-1 The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant. However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District. 

C71-2 See response to comment USFWS-3, USFWS-6, USFWS-9, USFWS-12. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C72 

 C72-1 Endangered species surveys were conducted as part of the EIR.  Please see Section 4.4 of 
the EIR for a review of surveys conducted.   See also comments USFWS-3, USFWS-6, 
USFWS-9, and USFWS-12. 

C72-2 See comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2.    
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C73 

C73-1 See response to comment B6-4. 

C73-2 See response to comment B4-24. 

C73-3 See response to comments B3-2, COB-8. 

C73-4 See response to comment B6-4. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C74 

C74-1 Comment noted.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C75 

C75-1 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C76 

 C76-1 See response to comment B4-24.  The windrow process is described in Section 2.3.2 of 
the EIR, and will conform with requirements of 14 CCR 17866. 

C76-2 See response to comment RWQCB-8.    Section 2.3 describes the maximum quantity of 
compostable material (greenwaste and biosolids) that may be delivered to the site in any 
one day—2,000 wet tons per day—and estimates the average rate of 1,100 wet tons per 
day. 

C76-3 See response to comment B6-4. 

C76-4 See response to comment B4-29.  The quantity of water to be used by the Project is 
considered small by the Mojave Water Agency. 

C76-5 See response to comment B6-4. 

C76-6 Haul trucks will not be cleaned at the site. 

C76-7 See response to comments USFWS-3, USFWS-6, USFWS-9, USFWS-12.   

C76-8 See response to comment USFWS-10.   

C76-9 See response to comments B3-2, and COB-8. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C77 

 C77-1 Comment noted.  See response to comment B3-2, COB-8.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C78 

C78-1 South Coast Air Quality Management District Rule 1133.2 was adopted in January 2003, 
and is in effect.  It requires all new co-composting operations, which blend greenwaste or 
wood waste with biosolids or similar concentrated organic materials, to be conducted in 
enclosed vessels or structures with control systems to reduce ammonia and volatile 
organic emissions.  The Project site is not located in the SCAQMD.  Rule 1133.2, 
therefore, does not apply. 

C78-2 Control of ozone and ozone precursors is planned on an air basin-wide strategy, and is 
described in the Mojave Desert AQMD Ozone Attainment Plan (2004) and subsequent 
planning documents.  Within the air basin, composting operations are not yet a major 
source of ozone precursors, and the MDAQMD planning documents do not identify any 
pending rules or strategies to control these emissions.  
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C79 

C79-1 Comment noted. See response to comments COB-30, COB-31, B6-2, and B6-4. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C80 

C80-1 The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant. However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District.  Also see comment B4-43.    
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C81 

C81-1 See response to comment B3-2, COB-8.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C82 

C82-1 See response to comments B3-1,COB-22, and RWQCB-7. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C83 

C83-1 Based on the analysis in the EIR, potential health effects from the project due to airborne 
emissions are not expected to be significant.  There is no special treatment involved in the 
County review of this application.  Thresholds and regulations of air emissions are 
developed by the Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District.  At this time, 
composting operations in the air basin are not regulated by the AQMD.  The identification 
of a significance threshold and a significant environmental impact to air quality relates 
only to review of the project under CEQA by the County.  Section C of WRCB Order 
2004-0012-DWQ (the General Order related to the application of biosolids within the 
state) sets forth standards for the transport of biosolids which must be met by all 
generators.  These apply to the entities transporting biosolids to the Project site. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C84 

C84-1 See response to comment COB-22, RWQCB-7. 

C84-2 Septic tank wastes are not included in the Project, only biosolids from wastewater 
treatment plants. 

C84-3 Biosolids originate from several different processes at wastewater treatment plants, but do 
not include primary grit and screenings from inlet works.  State regulations (14 CCR 
17868.1-.5) detail the sampling and monitoring requirements for composting operations.    

C84-4 See response to comments B3-2, and COB-8.  Load checking will be performed by 
Project staff, with review of records and spot checks by the Local Enforcement Agency 
(County Environmental Health Services). 

C84-5 The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant. However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District.  See also response to comments B-3-3, B3-4, B3-5, COB-2.  

C84-6 See response to comment C84-6, and comments B3-2, COB-8. 

C84-7 Mitigation measures are discussed in the Environmental Impact Analysis (Section 4) of 
the EIS.  Mitigation measures cannot be finalized until public and agency comments have 
been received and appropriate changes made to the draft EIR.  A final version of the 
Mitigation and Monitoring Program is incorporated into the FEIR.  Please see comments 
B3-2, and COB-8 for discussion of enforcement measures and agencies. 

C84-8 The land surrounding the site is vacant for at least a mile in all directions.  An evaluation 
of impacts to property value from the project would be speculative and is not included in 
the EIR. 

C84-9 Receptors for the odor and health analyses were chosen to represent the nearest 
residences.  No significant impacts were identified at these locations.  Hinkley is several 
miles farther from the project site.  

C84-10 See response to comment C84-5.   

C84-11 The Project will pay any applicable fees under the Western Mojave Plan. 

C84-12 See response to comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2.   

 



[This page intentionally left blank] 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

 W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\c85.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG     C85-1 

C85-1 

COMMENTS C85 

C85-2 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C85-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\c85.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

C85-3 

C85-4 

C85-5 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

 W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\c85.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG     C85-3 

C85-6 

C85-7 

C85-8 

C85-9 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C85-4    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\c85.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

C85-10 

C85-11 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

 W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\c85.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG     C85-5 

C85-12 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C85-6    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\c85.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

C85-13 

C85-14 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

 W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\c85.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG     C85-7 

C85-15 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C85-8    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\c85.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

C85-16 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

 W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\c85.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG     C85-9 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C85-10    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\c85.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

 W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\c85.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG     C85-11 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C85-12    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\c85.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

 W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\c85.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG     C85-13 

 
 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C85-14    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\c85.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C85 

 C85-1 Code sections cited in the comment do not match the current County Code, and may be 
taken from the Draft of the Development Code Update, which is underway in conjunction 
with the County General Plan Update process.  The commenter is confusing the 
“Minimum Area for Designation,” with a zoning requirement for minimum lot size.  In 
the vicinity of the Project, the RC designation extends for a very large area around the 
project site, well in excess of 200 acres. The Land Use Services Department has 
determined that the Project application for a Conditional Use Permit may be processed for 
review. 

C85-2 The Project itself is not on or near a neighborhood or shopping area.  The truck route to 
and from the facility would use SR 58, which in the vicinity of the project does not pass 
through any neighborhoods or shopping areas.  As shown in Figure 2.1, the community of 
Hinkley is about seven miles to the east of the project site. 

C85-3 The description in the Land Use Application was preliminary.  The project site is 
generally flat, and no significant topographic modifications are necessary for the 
proposed composting operation. 

C85-4 Mitigation Measure HM-3 addresses fire protection, adequate water for fire protection, 
and other measures including consultation with the local fire agency. 

C85-5 The issues of public services and transportation/traffic are included in the EIR (Sections 
5.8 and 5.10), but in both topics the effects of the project were found to be less than 
significant. 

C85-6 The Project operations will include the use of front end loaders, for spreading and moving 
materials, and a water truck—equipment that is also useful in fighting fires. 

C85-7 Section 307 of the Federal Clean Water Act defines a list of priority pollutants for which 
the U.S. EPA must establish ambient water- quality criteria (the basis of state water-
quality standards) and effluent limitations (rules controlling environmental releases from 
specific industrial categories based on the "best available technology economically 
achievable").  Implementation of the section occurs in conjunction with permitting for 
wastewater treatment plants, and the establishment of “pre-treatment” discharge 
requirements so that industrial users pre-treat their effluent before discharging to a public 
sewer system.  These protocols do not apply to the operations of composting facilities—
they are implemented by wastewater treatment plants. 

C85-8 California WRCB Order 2004-0012-DWQ is the statewide General Order that permits the 
land application of biosolids, with conditions.  Finding 21 h. of the Order identifies the 
areas within the Lahontan Water Quality Control Plan where waste discharges are 
prohibited (unless an exception is granted by the Lahontan RWQCB).  Only certain 
subareas within the Mojave River basin are subject to the prohibition in the General 
Order, which means for these areas the Lahontan RWQCB would have to review an 
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application. The project site is not located in any of these subareas. In their comment 
letter on this Project, the Lahontan RWQCB made no mention of any applicable 
prohibition of processing at this project site (see letter A-RWQCB). 

C5-9 This comment is a restatement of a similar comment, C4-8.  Please see Response C4-8.  
Handling and storage of all materials within the Project would occur within the 160-acre 
project site.  Bulking agents would be mixed with biosolids and greenwaste, which 
contain sufficient moisture to minimize the potential for fugitive dust.   

C85-10 The Project is not expected to have any releases that would reach groundwater; therefore, 
it will not contribute towards groundwater pollution from other sources that may exist in 
the region.  The EIR identifies the significant air quality impact arising from the 
generation of ozone precursors that will add to the existing non-attainment status for 
ozone in the MDAQMD.  The EIR does not have to address how this addition can be an 
acceptable burden—the environmental findings required by PRC 21081 and 14 CCR 
15091 must address this issue.  County notices concerning the public comment period and 
the community meeting were in both English and Spanish.  Response B4-37 contains 
more information on the notice issue. 

C85-11 The Project does not propose any dumping or disposal of biosolids at the site.  The 
standards in 40 CFR 503 apply to the direct application of biosolids to land, which is not 
proposed in this project.  State regulations (14 CCR 17868.2) set forth the maximum 
allowable metals concentrations in compost material. 

C85-12 As with the previous comment, the regulations in 40 CFR 503 deal with the land 
application of biosolids, which is not proposed here.  All wastewater treatment plants 
must test and report on the composition of their biosolids material.  All composting 
operations must also test and report on the composition of their compost material.  The 
testing protocols for both disciplines are set forth in their respective regulations, and both 
involve self-monitoring, where the operator is responsible for testing and reporting.  
Regulatory agencies also perform reviews and spot checks to confirm the self-monitoring 
results. 

C85-13 As noted above in response C85-10, the Project will not contribute towards cumulative 
groundwater impacts related to the PG&E plume or other sources.  The SCAQMD rule 
regarding composting operations in its jurisdiction was not “waived,”—it never applied 
and does not apply in the MDAQMD.  The selection of the project site location is 
explained on page 1-6, and relates to balancing proximity to market areas relative to 
current travel distances with sufficient remoteness to minimize land use conflicts.  None 
of these reasons or the goals and objectives of the Project relate to socio-economic 
conditions.  Response B2-2 provides additional information. 

C85-14 Responses C85-10 above, and B4-37 contain information related to the noticing processes 
for this Project. 
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C85-15 This declaration supports the comment made in C85-14, and does not require any 
additional response. 

C85-16 The remaining comments in this letter repeat those made in letter C4.  Responses C4-1 
through C4-10 address these issues. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C86 

C86-1 All agencies that have jurisdiction over the land use and resources of the property, 
including BLM and USFWS, were contacted as part of the EIR process.  These agency 
comments are incorporated into the FEIR.   

C86-2 See response to comments USFWS-3, USFWS-6, USFWS-9, and USFWS-12. 

C86-3 See response to comments B4-37 and B2-2. 

C86-4 See response to comments B3-2, COB-8.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C87 

C87-1 Comment noted.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C88 

C88-1 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C89 

C89-1 Comment noted.  
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C90 

C90 Comment noted.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C91 

C91-1 Comment noted.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C92 

C92-1 As indicated in Section 4.6.3.1, rodents are not attracted to biosolid/green material 
composting facilities.  Flies can occur at composting operations, especially if excessive 
grass clippings are present in the green material.  As indicated in Section 2.3.1, loads of 
green material with excessive grass clippings will be rejected. Additionally, Mitigation 
Measure HM-9 includes fly control measures when they become necessary.   

C92-2 See response to comment B6-4. 

C92-3 See response to comment B4-29. 

C92-4 See response to comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C93 

C93-1 Comment noted.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C94 

C94-1 See response to comment B6-4.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C95 

C95-1 See response to comment B3-1.   

C95-2 See response to comments B5-6 and B6-4. 

C95-3 See response to comments B3-2 and  COB-8. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C96 

C96-1 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C97 

C97-1 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C98 

C98-1 Comment noted.  Please see response to comment B4-24, and comments B3-2 and  
COB-8. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C99 

C99-1 Comment noted.   

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

 

 W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\c100.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG C100-1 

C100-1 

COMMENTS C100 

  C100-2 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C100-2  W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\c100.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

C100-3 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

 

 W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\c100.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG C100-3 

C100-4 

C100-5 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C100-4  W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\c100.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

 
 
C100-6 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

 

 W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\c100.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG C100-5 

 
 
C100-7 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C100-6  W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\c100.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

C100-8 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C100 

C100-1 As indicated in Appendix C, the agency databases were reviewed to identify special status 
species that are present in the project area.  The species known to occur in the area are 
included in the EIR analysis. 

C100-2 See response to comments USFWS-3, USFWS-6, USFWS-9, and USFWS-12. 

C100-3 See response to comment B6-4.   

C100-4 See comments B6-4 and RWQCB-8.  

C100-5 See comment RWQCB-8. 

C100-6 See response to comment B3-1and  B4-29. The on-site equipment inventory on page 4-19 
of the EIR, includes two off-highway trucks.  One of these is a water truck. 

C100-7 As indicated in Section 4.6.3.1, rodents are not attracted to biosolid/green material 
composting facilities.  Flies can occur at composting operations, especially if excessive 
grass clipping are present in the green material.  As indicated in Section 2.3.1, loads of 
green material with excessive grass clippings will be rejected. Additionally, Mitigation 
Measure HM-9 includes fly control measures when they become necessary. 

C100-8 If flies become a problem, the Project will place fly bait/trap devices at appropriate 
locations.  If any insecticide use were necessary, it would not be sprayed uniformly over 
the entire project site. 

C100-9 See response to comment B6-4.  If used, lime would be blended into compost material, 
which is expected to have sufficient field moisture to minimize the potential for 
windblown dust.  A water truck will be on-site to dampen windrows if necessary for 
improved dust control. 

C100-10 Regular monitoring of composting windrows will occur, and lime or other additives may 
be used to balance the pH, moisture, nitrate, and organic composition of the windrows, to 
improve the composting process. 

C100-11 See response to comment MWA-2.   

C100-12 See response to comment MWA-2.   

C100-13 See response to comment MWA-2.   

C100-14 See response to comment MWA-2.   

C100-15 See response to comments B3-2 and COB-8. 

C100-16 The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant. However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C101 

C101-1 Please see response to comment B4-37.   

C101-2 Please see response to comment CDFG-6.  The details of the operation of water trucks on 
the project property is detailed in Section 2 of the EIR.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C102 

C102-1 See response to comments CDHS-4 and B6-4. 

C102-2 Employee training and safety programs are discussed in Section 4 of the EIR. 

C102-3 See response to comments COB-30, COB-31and B6-2.    

C102-4 Impacts to endangered species are discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIR.  See also response 
to comments USFWS-3, USFWS-6, USFWS-9, and USFWS-12. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C103 

C103-1 See response to comment B5-6. 

C103-2 Comment noted.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C104 

C104-1 See response to comments CDHS-4 and B6-4. 

C104-2 Comment noted.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C105 

C105-1 See response to comments USFWS-3, USFWS-6, USFWS-9, and USFWS-12. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C106 

C106-1 Please refer to Section 4.6 Hazards and Hazardous Materials of the DEIR.  In addition, 
please refer to Mitigation Measure HM-8 of Section 5 of the FEIR 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C107 

C107-1 See response to comment RWQCB-8.  Please refer to Section 4.6 Hazards and Hazardous 
Materials of the DEIR. 

In addition, see response to comments COB-22 and RWQCB-7. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C108 

C108-1 As indicated in Section 4.6.3.1, rodents are not attracted to biosolid/green material 
composting facilities.  Flies can occur at composting operations, especially if excessive 
grass clipping are present in the green material.  As indicated in Section 2.3.1, loads of 
green material with excessive grass clippings will be rejected. Additionally, Mitigation 
Measure HM-9 includes fly control measures when they become necessary. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C109 

C109-1 See response to comments CDHS-4, B6-4 and B2-2.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C110 

C110-1 See response to comments CDHS-4, B6-4, USFWS-3, USFWS-6, USFWS-9, and 
USFWS-12. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C111 

C111-1 See response to comments CDHS-4, B6-4 and MWA-2.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C112 

C112-1 See response to comment COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 

C112-2 Please refer to the Mitigation Measure HM2 of the FEIR. 

Truck routes would not pass through the community of Hinkley or Barstow. 

The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant. However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C113 

C113-1 Comment noted.  Please see response to comment B4-43.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C114 

C114-1 See response to comments CDHS-4 and B6-4.   

C114-2 Comment noted.   

The EPA developed the biosolids regulations (40 CFR Part 503) after research on 
biosolids management.  These regulations were based in part on a review of 
epidemiologic data that indicated that with proper controls (specified in Part 503), 
biosolids could be managed, and even applied to land on farms, without a significant risk 
from pathogens to the public or the environment. Composting was identified as one of the 
techniques to safely and properly reduce the pathogens in biosolids.  The proposed 
Project is required to operate in accordance with the guidelines specified in Part 503. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C115 

 C115-1 The comments received during the scoping period were reviewed prior to the preparation 
of the EIR.  The environmental issues presented in the scoping comments were used to 
develop the environmental analysis conducted.  In reviewing these scoping comments 
again, we believe that the EIR addresses all of the environmental issues identified.  We 
are aware that you have also submitted a separate set of comments after your review of 
the Draft EIR (Comment Letter C207) and the responses to that letter are also applicable 
to the environmental issues presented here. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C116 

C116-1 Comment noted.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C117 

C117-1 Please refer to section 5.1 Aesthetics of the DEIR. 

C117-2 See response to comments CDHS-4, B6-4, and RWQCB-8.  Please refer to section 4.6 
Hazards and Hazardous Materials of the DEIR.  In addition, please refer to the Mitigation 
Measures Section for Hazardous and Hazardous Materials in the FEIR. 

C117-3 The land surround the site is vacant for at least a mile in all directions.  An evaluation of 
impacts to property value from the project would be speculative and is not included in the 
EIR. 

C117-4 The EPA developed the biosolids regulations (40 CFR Part 503) after research on 
biosolids management.  These regulations were based in part on a review of 
epidemiologic data that indicated that with proper controls (specified in Part 503), 
biosolids could be managed, and even applied to land on farms, without a significant risk 
from pathogens to the public or the environment. Composting was identified as one of the 
techniques to safely and properly reduce the pathogens in biosolids.  The proposed 
Project is required to operate in accordance with the guidelines specified in Part 503. 

The sludge that will be delivered to the site will be Class A and Class B status.  However, 
after the composting process is complete the final product will be considered a Class A 
status compost.  Furthermore, pathogen concentrations will actively be reduced 
throughout the occurring composting activities onsite. 

In addition, see comments CDHS-4, B6-4, CDF-6, RWQCB-8, and B4-24.  Please refer 
to the Mitigation Measures Section for Hazards and Hazardous Materials in the FEIR. 

C117-5 Please refer to the Mitigation Measures Section for Biological Resources in the FEIR.  In 
addition, please refer to Section 4.4 Biological Resources in the DEIR. 

C117-6 Please refer to Section 2.3.2 Project Description – Processing Operation of the DEIR.   In 
addition, please refer to Section 2.3.3.Project Description – Monitoring and Testing of the 
DEIR. 

C117-7 Please refer to Section 2.3.2 Project Description – Processing Operation of the DEIR.  

C117-8 See response to comment B4-24. 

C117-9 See response to comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 

C117-10 Please refer to Section 5.1 Aesthetics of the DEIR. 

C117-11 Please refer to Section 2.3 Design and Operations of the DEIR. 
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C117-12 The 522 truck trips include 261 return trips. 

C117-13 Comment noted. 

C117-14 Please refer to Section 2.3 Design and Operations of the DEIR. 

C117-15 See response to comment B4-43. 

C117-16 Please refer to Section 4.6.3.1 of the DEIR. 

C117-17 Predominantly native soil will be used in the development of the berm. 

C117-18 Air Quality Management Districts have their own standards and regulations which pertain 
to their specific covered areas. 

C117-19 Monitoring of the composting process will be conducted periodically by the LEA (County 
of San Bernardino Health and Services).  Air quality standards will be monitored by the 
MDAQMD. 

C117-20 See response to comment B3-1. 

C117-21 Please refer to Mitigation Measure A2 of the FEIR. 

C117-22 See response to comment C117-17. 

C117-23 See response to comment USFWS-10. 

C117-24 See response to comment CDHS-1, B3-3, and B3-5. 

C117-25 As indicated in Appendix C, the agency databases were reviewed to identify special status 
species that are present in the project area.  The species known to occur in the area are 
included in the EIR analysis. 

C117-26 Please refer to Section 1.4 Basics of a Composting Process and the Project in the DEIR. 

C117-27 The applicant had to prepare and submit a Land Use Application along with a Preliminary 
Report of Composting Facility Information to the County of San Bernardino.  The County 
of San Bernardino then forwarded the package to URS for the preparation of the EIR. 

C117-28 Please refer to Section 2.3.1 and 2.3.2 of the DEIR which discuss receiving and 
processing operation standards. 

C117-29 See response to comments CDFG-6, USFWS-3, USFWS-6, USFWS-9, and USFWS-12. 

C117-30 See response to comment USFWS-9. 

C117-31 Please refer to Section 4.5 Cultural Resources of the DEIR.  In addition, please refer to 
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the Mitigation Measures Section for Cultural Resources in the FEIR. 

C117-32 The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant. However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District. 

C117-33 Please refer to Section 2.2 Site Description of the DEIR. 

C117-34 Please refer to Mitigation Measure HM3 in the FEIR. 

C117-35 See response to comments RWQCB-8.  In addition, please refer to Mitigation Measure 
HM3 in the FEIR. 

C117-36 See response to comments CDHS-4, B6-4, CDFG-6, and RWQCB-8. 

The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant. However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District. 

C117-37 Please refer to Section 2.3.2 Receiving Operation in the DEIR. 

C117-38 See response to comment B4-43. 

C117-39 The proponent does not intend to incorporate any waste that has been illegally dumped 
onsite into the composted material.   If any contaminated material is found onsite it will 
have to be properly removed and prepared for proper disposal. 

C117-40 See response to comments B4-29, MWA-2, RWQCB-7, RWQCB-9, COB-22, and 
CIWMB-3, and B4-28. 

C117-41 See response to comments CDHS-4, B6-4, and CDFG-6. 

As indicated in Section 4.6.3.1, rodents are not attracted to biosolid/green material 
composting facilities.  Flies can occur at composting operations, especially if excessive 
grass clippings are present in the green material.  As indicated in Section 2.3.1, loads of 
green material with excessive grass clippings will be rejected. Additionally, Mitigation 
Measure HM-9 includes fly control measures when they become necessary. 

The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant. However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District. 

C117-42 The applicant will provide potable water and chemical toilets for their workers.  Water 
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will be provided by an on-site well or be purchased and stored, or a combination of both. 

C117-43 See response to comments B3-2 and COB-8. 

C117-44 See response to comment C117-4. 

C117-45 See response to comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2.   

The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant. However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District. 

C117-46 Please refer to Section 4.6.3.1 Impacts of the DEIR.  In addition, please refer to the 
Mitigation Measures for Hazards and Hazardous Materials in the FEIR. 

As indicated in Section 4.6.3.1, rodents are not attracted to biosolid/green material 
composting facilities.  Flies can occur at composting operations, especially if excessive 
grass clippings are present in the green material.  As indicated in Section 2.3.1, loads of 
green material with excessive grass clippings will be rejected. Additionally, Mitigation 
Measure HM-9 includes fly control measures when they become necessary. 

C117-47 The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant. However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District. 

As indicated in Section 4.6.3.1, rodents are not attracted to biosolid/green material 
composting facilities.  Flies can occur at composting operations, especially if excessive 
grass clippings are present in the green material.  As indicated in Section 2.3.1, loads of 
green material with excessive grass clippings will be rejected. Additionally, Mitigation 
Measure HM-9 includes fly control measures when they become necessary. 

The facility is closed to the public and “no trespassing” signs will be posted surrounding 
the property. 

C117-48 The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant. However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District. 

C117-49 Comment noted. 

C117-50 See response to comment COB-15. 

C117-51 Please refer to section 2.3.2 Processing Operation of the DEIR. 
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C117-52 See response to comment USFWS-10. 

C117-53 The project is designed to properly withstand a 100 year flood in a 24 hr. period. 

See response to comments MWA-2, CIWMB, and B4-28.  

C117-54 See response to comment BLM-1. 

C117-55 Please refer to Mitigation Measure A2 of the Air Quality in the FEIR. 

C117-56 The applicant is required to comply with all regulations and requirements set forth by the 
Conditional Use Permit authorized by the San Bernardino County Department of Health 
and Services. 

C117-57 The applicant is required to comply with all regulations and requirements set forth by the 
Conditional Use Permit authorized by the San Bernardino County Department of Health 
and Services. 

C117-58 The applicant is required to comply with all regulations and requirements set forth by the 
Conditional Use Permit authorized by the San Bernardino County Department of Health 
and Services. 

C117-59 Please refer to the Mitigation Measure HM-9 for Hazards and Hazardous Materials in the 
FEIR which requires all vehicles and equipment for onsite operations to be washed 
regularly.  This mitigation measure does not require trucks leaving or arriving from the 
site to be washed. 

C117-60 See response to comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 

C117-61 See response to comments B3-1. 

C117-62 The applicant is required to comply with all regulations and requirements set forth by the 
Conditional Use Permit authorized by the San Bernardino County Department of Health 
and Services. 

C117-63 Please refer to Section 2.6 Site Improvement of the DEIR.  In addition, see response to 
comments MWA-2 and RWQCB-9.  All washdown water from onsite vehicles and 
equipment will be contained in the onsite retention basin. 

C117-64 See response to comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 

C117-65 See response to comments RWQCB-8 and CIWMB-8. 

C117-66 Trucks will be required to comply with all Federal, State, and Local agency requirements 
in identifying cargo. 
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C117-67 Please refer to the Mitigation Measure HM-9 for Hazards and Hazardous Materials in the 
FEIR which requires all vehicles and equipment for onsite operations to be washed 
regularly.  This mitigation measure does not require trucks leaving or arriving from the 
site to be washed. 

See response to comments MWA-2 and RWQCB-8. 

C117-68 The Project is designed to withstand a 100 year flood in a 24 hr. period with runoff 
flowing into a retention basin for collection.   

In addition, please refer to Section 5.3 Geology and Soils of the DEIR. 

C117-69 The lengths of the windrows are not to exceed 1,000 feet.  The composting will take place 
on natural terrain and any runoff will be designed to flow into the onsite retention basin. 

In addition, see response to comments MWA-2 and RWQCB-9. 

C117-70 See response to comments CDFG-6, CDHS-4, and B6-4.   

As indicated in Section 4.6.3.1, rodents are not attracted to biosolid/green material 
composting facilities.  Flies can occur at composting operations, especially if excessive 
grass clippings are present in the green material.  As indicated in Section 2.3.1, loads of 
green material with excessive grass clippings will be rejected. Additionally, Mitigation 
Measure HM-9 includes fly control measures when they become necessary. 

The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant. However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District. 

In addition, please refer to Section 4.6.3.1 of the DEIR. 

C117-71 There will be 4 front end loaders to assist in the windrow turning.  The size of each 
windrow-shaped pile may vary, with the height not to exceed 12 feet, the width not to 
exceed 30 feet, and the length not to exceed 1,000 feet.  The number of windrows will 
fluctuate per supply and demand.  The use of actinomycetes is not part of the Project but 
might be included with modified static piles with approval from the LEA 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C118 

C118-1 See response to comments CDHS-4 and B6-4. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C119 

C119-1 See response to comment RWQCB-8.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C120 

C120-1 Please refer to Mitigation Measure HM-7 of the FEIR.   

In addition, washdown water from the vehicles and equipment will be collected in the 
onsite retention pond. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C121 

C121-1 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C122 

C122-1 See response to comments RWQCB-8 and CIWMB-5. 

The maximum capacity of biosolids/green material received at the facility will not be 
allowed to exceed 400,000 tons a year with a daily capacity of 2,000 tons a day.  

Standards will be set forth in the Composting Facility Permit authorized by the County of 
San Bernardino Department of Health and Services. 

C122-2 See response to comment B5-6.  In all cases, finished compost will not remain on site for 
more than 720 days. 

In addition, please refer to Section 2.3 Design and Operations of the DEIR. 

C122-3 The facility is required to operate with conformance to 14CCR17867. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C123 

C123-1 This comment provides additional information related to the fungus aspergillus.  A 
general concern is expressed over the possibility of remote transmittal of fungal spores by 
wind from the proposed composting operation to residents miles away.  U.S. EPA and the 
State WRCB have regulations that address pathogens in biosolids and composting, 
respectively.  Composting is one of several techniques commonly used to reduce 
concentrations of pathogens.  The commenter notes the remaining potential for untreated 
spores of this pathogen to escape the treatment or composting process, and adversely 
affect workers handling biosolids or compost materials and members of the general 
public. The regulatory agencies define the procedures for pathogen reduction, and the 
Project will comply with these procedures.   Remaining comments express opposition to 
the Project. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C124 

C124-1 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C125 

C125-1 See response to comments CDHS-4, B6-4, and CDFG-6.   

The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant. However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District. 

As indicated in Section 4.6.3.1, rodents are not attracted to biosolid/green material 
composting facilities.  Flies can occur at composting operations, especially if excessive 
grass clipping are present in the green material.  As indicated in Section 2.3.1, loads of 
green material with excessive grass clippings will be rejected. Additionally, Mitigation 
Measure HM-9 includes fly control measures when they become necessary. 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

 W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C126.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG C126-1 

 
 

C126-1 

COMMENTS C126 

C126-2 

C126-3 

C126-4 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C126-2  W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C126.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C126 

C126-1 See response to comment RWQCB-8.  In addition, please refer to the Mitigation Measure 
Section for Hazards and Hazardous Materials in the FEIR. 

C126-2 Dirt roads accessing the site are private roads and will be maintained by the Applicant. 

C126-3 Monitoring of nitrates is not required for composting facilities under the State of 
California Regulations.  

C126-4 Please refer to Section 5.8 Public Services of the DEIR.  In addition, please refer to the 
Mitigation Measure Section of Hazards and Hazardous Materials in the FEIR. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C127 

C127-1 As indicated in Appendix C, the agency databases were reviewed to identify special status 
species that are present in the project area.  The species known to occur in the area are 
included in the EIR analysis.  In addition, please refer to the Biological Resources Section 
4.4.2.1 of the DEIR. 

C127-2 See response to comment USFWS-8.  In addition, see response to comment RWQCB-9. 

C127-3 Please refer to the Biological Resources Mitigation Measure B-9 of the FEIR. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C128 

C128-1 See response to comments CDHS-4, B6-4, and CDFG-6. 

The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant. However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District. 

As indicated in Section 4.6.3.1, rodents are not attracted to biosolid/green material 
composting facilities.  Flies can occur at composting operations, especially if excessive 
grass clipping are present in the green material.  As indicated in Section 2.3.1, loads of 
green material with excessive grass clippings will be rejected. Additionally, Mitigation 
Measure HM-9 includes fly control measures when they become necessary. 

C128-2 See response to comments RWQCB-8. 

C128-3 See response to comments COB-22, RWQCB-7, RWQCB-9, and MWA-2.  In addition, 
please refer to Section 5.8 Public Services of the DEIR. 

Also, please see response to comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 

C128-4 See response to comments USFWS-3, USFWS-6, USFWS-9, USFWS-12, and CDFG-4. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C129 

C129-1 Over 80% of the biosolids from California are currently being shipped to Arizona and the 
San Joaquin Valley.  A facility in San Bernardino for Inland Empire biosolids would be 
considered as local by comparison.  Human health risk was a key factor evaluated in the 
EIR and is specifically addressed in the air, water and hazards analysis. 

C129-2 The Odor Impact Management Plan is a requirement of California regulations, and is 
enforced by the County Environmental Health Division acting as the Local Enforcement 
Agency (LEA) on behalf of the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
(CIWMB).  The Mitigation Monitoring and Compliance Program included in Section 5 of 
this Final EIR provides information regarding the monitoring/reporting action, 
effectiveness, criteria and responsible agency for each mitigation measure.  See response 
to comment COB-8 regarding the enforcement of mitigation measures and permit 
conditions.  

C129-3 The specifics of the training program will be developed in coordination with the wildlife 
resource agencies during the permitting specified in Mitigation Measure B-2. 

C129-4 Trash will be contained in an enclosed dumpster and will be removed from the site at 
least weekly by a trash collection service. Ravens are not expected to congregate in the 
area without a food source. 

C129-5 The wildlife resource agencies will establish the funding requirements during the 
permitting specified in Mitigation Measure B-2. 

C129-6 See Mitigation Measure B-2.  The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is the authority that 
issues permits under the federal Endangered Species Act, and USFWS will consult with 
the Bureau of Land Management and the California Department of Fish and Game in the 
review process.  The HCP will become public record when it is complete and submitted 
to the agencies.  It can be reviewed at the LUSD office or at the wildlife resource 
agencies. 

C129-7 The surveys will be conducted by biologists approved by the wildlife resource agencies at 
a frequency specified by the resource agencies to assure that no individual animals are 
harmed by construction activities.  If a tortoise is detected on the construction site, it will 
be relocated by a permitted biologist under the supervision of the resource agencies.   

C129-8 See Mitigation Measure HM-3. 

C129-9 See response to comment C129-7 and Mitigation Measure B-13. 

C129-10 If the facility operates for 5 years with no evidence of invasive plants, reducing the survey 
interval to once every 4 years is reasonable. 
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C129-11 See Mitigation Measure B-14 and HM-3 

C129-12 See response to comment C129-2. 

C129-13 A qualified archeologist is an individual with the minimum education, training and 
experience required to conduct archeological monitoring. No specific archeologist has 
been identified for this activity.  The archeologist will develop a monitoring strategy that 
will include additional staff as necessary if multiple portions of the site are disturbed at 
the same time.  The archeologist will conduct the training and a translator will be used as 
necessary.  If a discovery is made during construction, work in the area will stop.  The 
archeologist will decide if fencing is needed and what other personnel will be necessary 
to evaluate the site.  This is a standard approach for unanticipated archeological 
discoveries during grading/excavation projects. 

C129-14 The approach for paleontology is similar to archeology.  See response to comment 
C129-13. 

C129-15 See the details for Mitigation Measure HM-1 in Section 5. 

C129-16 See the details for Mitigation Measure HM-2 in Section 5. 

C129-17 See the details for Mitigation Measure HM-3 in Section 5.  Please note that this measure 
has been revised to require consultation with the fire agency regarding the quantity of 
water required on site. 

C129-18 See the details for Mitigation Measure HM-4 in Section 5.  Process water may be added 
to composting materials if necessary to adjust moisture content.  Ordinarily, sufficient 
moisture exists in greenwaste and biosolids, so the addition of process water is not 
necessary. 

C129-19 Leachate is not typically expected to occur in a hot arid environment.  High rainfall may 
result in contact water being released from the compost piles.  Most of this water would 
occur as surface water that would be directed into the retention basin and be captured in 
this fashion.  Groundwater is at a depth of over 200 feet beneath the Project site, and is 
not expected to be affected by the Project.     

C129-20 This objective of this measure is to control visible dust that may contain spores or 
pathogens that are present in green material and biosolids.  The specific spores present are 
not known and can change depending on the source of the material and the control 
measures take this into consideration. No testing is proposed or warranted.  

C129-21 The water truck will be used to wash down equipment that is used on the site.  This will 
be conducted near the windrows and the retention pond.  Any runoff will either evaporate 
or flow into the retention pond.   
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C129-22 See the details for Mitigation Measure HM-8 in Section 5. 

C129-23 Muscadine is a fly bait that attracts and kills flies.  See the details for Mitigation Measure 
HM-9 in Section 5. Also see response to comments B3-2 and COB-8. 

C129-24 As indicated in Section 2.3, clean soil or other inert materials (i.e. sand, gypsum, sawdust) 
will be used as a bulking agent or amendment as needed and will not exceed 200 tons per 
day. 

C129-25 See the details for Mitigation Measure HM-11 in Section 5. 

C129-26 Yes, the Project is within the Lahontan RWQCB jurisdiction.. 

C129-27 The retention basin is shown on Figure 2.3. It is located on the down-gradient portion of 
the site and the site will be graded so that all surface water flow is directed to the basin. 
The retention pond will be sized to handle water from a storm of the size that happens on 
average only every 100 years, and it assumes that the storm will last for 24 hours (24-
hour, 100-year storm event). Also see the details for Mitigation Measure W-1 in Section 5 
and response to comments C207-9, MWA-2, and CDFG-6.   

C129-28 See the details for Mitigation Measure W-2 in Section 5. 

C129-29 See the details for Mitigation Measure W-3 in Section 5. 

C129-30 Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 503 contains the federal regulations for 
biosolids management. 

C129-31 RWQCB is the Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board.  See the details for 
Mitigation Measure W-3 in Section 5. Also see response to RWQCB-9. 

C129-32 Mitigation Measure W-3 has been revised as requested. 

C129-33 The retention basin will be sized to handle the flows from a 24-hour, 25-year storm event.  
The preliminary design size is shown on Figure 2.3. BMPs include any structures, 
operational features or practice that keeps contamination out of storm water flow from the 
site.  The retention basin itself would be considered a significant BMP for the project.  
See the details for Mitigation Measure W-4 in Section 5. 

C129-34 Groundwater sampling is included in Mitigation Measure W-6. 

C129-35 Containment berms and fueling areas lined with a plastic liner are commonly used at 
construction sites.  Absorbent is typically used to soak up spilled fuel and it is sent to a 
hazardous waste treatment or disposal facility. 

C129-36 The EIR concludes (Section 6.1) that cumulative traffic effects will be less than 
significant.  See response to comments C207-34, C207-36, RWQCB-8 and CIWMB-5. 
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C129-37 See response to comments COB-8 and B3-2. 

C129-38 See response to comment B4-37. 

C129-39 Caltrans was contacted during the preparation of the traffic impact analysis for the project  
(Appendix D). 

C129-40 See response to CIWMB-5. Suitable greenwaste currently going to landfills can be 
directed to the Project. 

C129-41 Delivery will occur by appointment only and the source of the materials will be 
confirmed when the appointment is made.  Section 2.3.1 describes the load check process 
and indicates that loads will be rejected if the quality of the green material is poor.  Also, 
staff will be on hand to receive and process the material when they are delivered.    

C129-42 No liquids will be accepted at the facility. See response to comment CDHS-4 with respect 
to regrowth of pathogens. 

C129-43 Section 2.3.1 describes the process for evaluating biosolids to be delivered to the site.  As 
described in Section 1.4, biosolids does not include grit and screenings. 

C129-44 The applicant will be testing the compost.  Solid Waste Facility Permit requirements 
indicate that testing records must be maintained for review of the LEA. 

C129-45 As explained in Section 1.4, the general location was chosen to serve market areas, and to 
provide shorter travel distances relative to current practices.  See response to comments 
B3-3, B3-4, B3-5, and COB-2. 

C129-46 The information is available on the CIWMB web site , and is from the Countywide, 
Regionwide, and Statewide Jurisdiction Progress Report of 2004.  
(www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGTools/mars). 

C129-47 The analysis completed does not indicate that health impacts would result from this 
project.  

C129-48 See response to comments RWQCB-8 and CIWMB-5. 

C129-49 The Project site is vacant in the common sense meaning of containing no structures or 
improvements.  The Biology report includes the results of surveys for plants and animals 
on the site. 

C129-50 The accepted materials would be biosolids green material and bulking agents, delivered in 
enclosed vehicles. 

C129-51 The fire break is not shown on the figure.  See Mitigation Measure HM-3. 
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C129-52 Not retention walls are proposed.  See response to comment C129-33. 

C129-53 Additional water will be stored on site.  See Mitigation Measure HM-3. 

C129-54 See response to comment C129-33. 

C129-55 See response to comment COB-8 and B3-2. 

C129-56 The applicant will be monitoring and testing the compost.  Solid Waste Facility Permit 
requirements indicate that monitoring/testing records must be maintained for review of 
the LEA.  See response to comment SWMD-1. 

C129-57 Compost is commonly used for erosion control. It is placed on loose soil areas to absorb 
rain water and slow down runoff, reducing erosion. 

C129-58 Generators of biosolids are responsible for monitoring and reporting on the content of 
their material. The applicant will check loads delivered to the facility, and reject loads 
containing unacceptable material. Biosolids are generally not classified as a hazardous 
waste—the metal and pathogen concentrations they contain are below thresholds that 
define such wastes.  The State General Order (Order No. 2002-0012-DWQ) requires that 
biosolids transport trucks be fully closed and contain all portions of their load. Biosolids 
are not considered hazardous waste, and no special placard is required on the transport 
trucks.   No delivery will be scheduled for loads that have analytical results indicating that 
they would be hazardous waste.  State law also requires that any finished compost product 
that contains metals or pathogen concentrations above state standards muse be disposed in 
a permitted landfill or disposal facility.  

C129-59 The proposed project will log the rejected load and is not responsible for where the truck 
goes.  Typically, rejected loads are directed to the nearest landfill for proper disposal.  
Grass clipping decompose rapidly resulting in strong odor and potential fly breeding.  No 
testing for fertilizers or pesticides is proposed. 

C129-60 The nine-week period is an average considering most climates.  The California desert is 
hot and dry, even in the winter compared to other geographical areas. 

C129-61 These specific operational details will be part of the solid waste facility permitting 
process are not necessary to complete a CEQA environmental evaluation of the project.  

C129-62 The screening process was included in the air impacts analysis in the EIR (Section 4.3).  
There is adequate space on the parcel for the compost stockpile and windrows.  The 
maximum amount of material would be approximately 800,000 cubic yards. 

C129-63 See responses to comments C129-61, B3-2, and COB-8.  Compost sampling is a 
commonly accepted strategy for analyzing large volume piles, and the sampling protocols 
are established by federal and state regulations. 
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C129-64 The commenter is correct.  The information following this comment is a reproduction of 
some of the state regulations related to composting. 

C129-65 The circumstances of the late delivery are not relevant to the EIR analysis, but might 
include abnormal traffic delays, mechanical difficulties, or similar events. Also see 
response to comment C207-7. 

C129-66 Section 2.6 indicates that water for operations will be provided by an on-site well or be 
purchased and stored. The EIR analysis assumed either case and the timing of the well 
installation does not change the analysis. 

C129-67 See response to comments C129-24. 

C129-68 The OIMP will include a level of detail required for approval by the LEA, following the 
specifications found in 14 CCR 178963.4, which are repeated in the comment.  See 
Mitigation Measure A-1-2 in Section 5. 

C129-69 The berm will be constructed of native soils from the site.  Depending on the physical 
characteristics of the native soils, it may be necessary to import additional earth material 
as an amendment to provide a suitable consistency that can be graded and compacted to 
form the berm.  The height of the berm will vary, since it forms part of the drainage 
control in some areas.  The perimeter berm will help to reduce ground level winds, but 
will not prevent high winds across the property, as noted in the comment.  The water 
truck is one of the two off-road trucks counted in the equipment inventory for the 
Project’s air emission calculations.  Water for dust control would come from an on-site 
well.  Confirmation of site improvements consistent with the Project plans—including the 
use of crushed rock or equivalent paving on access roads to minimize dust—will be done 
by County Land Use Services and Environmental Health (LEA) staff.  Mitigation 
measure A-2 requires the use of water or paving roads to reduce visible dust. See 
response to comment C207-18. 

C129-70 Controlling flies through the proper management of on-site materials will be the focus of 
pest control. Fly bait and traps will be used as necessary.  Widespread use of insecticide 
over the composting area is not proposed.  See response to comment C129-23. 

C129-71 The rodent of concern would be domestic rats, or other non-native species that might be 
present.  Trap type is not known yet, but traps would not need to be placed over the entire 
project site.   

C129-72 Generators of biosolids are responsible for sampling, monitoring, and classifying 
biosolids before they are delivered to the site.  The classification (Class A or Class B) 
depends on documentation of pathogen reduction procedures and on pathogen monitoring 
results.  Greenwaste will be inspected by Project staff to ensure it does not contain 
excessive litter, grass, or other material not acceptable for use.  See response to comment 
C129-4. 
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C129-74 See response to comments B3-3, B3-4, B3-5, COB-2 and CDHS-1. 

C129-75 Comment noted. 

C129-76 Other parameters would include material density and cohesion. 

C129-77 Heterogeneous materials are a mixture of different things with different properties (e.g. a 
mixture of green material and biosolids is heterogeneous. 

C129-78 See response to comment C129-74. 

C129-79 Open window composting can accommodate different percentages of green materials to 
biosolids as well as different types of green materials (e.g. scrubs with lots of leaves 
versus ground tree limbs) easier than in-vessel process.   

C129-80 See response to comment C129-74. 

C129-81 The CEQA Guidelines provide that site suitability, economic viability, and availability of 
infrastructure are among the factors that may be taken into account when addressing the 
feasibility of alternatives. 

C129-82 See response to comments CIWMB-5 and C129-74. 

C129-83 See response to comments B-3-3, B3-4, B3-5, COB-2. 

C129-84 See response to comment C129-27. 

C129-85 See response to comment B4-43. 

C129-86 From a regional perspective, the air emissions from truck traffic would likely be less with 
the proposed project. Fewer trucks traveling through San Bernardino county on there way 
to Arizona and possibly Kern county would likely have a net small decrease in emissions 
to the air basin.  The traffic volume from the proposed project is not large enough to 
result in CO toxic hotspots. 

C129-87 BACT requirements do not exist for a windrow composting facility. The emissions 
analysis is included in Section 4.3. See response to comment C129-86 related to 
emissions from truck deliveries. 

C129-88 The preliminary grading plan is shown on Figure 2.3.  Most of the grading will be done 
on the northern portion of the site. The water will be purchased and delivered to the site 
like most construction projects in areas without water systems.  If a well is installed first, 
the water would come from the well. 

C129-89 See response to comment B3-2 and COB-8. 
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C129-90 Even with the intermittent visitors/monitors during construction, traffic during 
construction would be substantially less than during operation.  The information on Table 
4.3.7 would still depict the worse case emissions scenario.   

C129-91 There are no new CARB thresholds.  The cumulative impacts assessment for air quality 
assumes regional growth. 

C129-92 Emissions from delivery trucks would likely not increase emissions in the air basin.  See 
response to comment C129-86. 

C129-93 Local data from the closest MDAQMD meteorology station was used in the air impacts 
analysis.  It should be noted that project PM10 emissions are well below the significance 
threshold. 

C129-94 Comment noted. 

C129-95 These studies widely used and are the most current and comprehensive data set for 
emissions from biosolids and green material composting operations.   Adjusting for high 
desert or variability in the feedstock would be speculative. CEQA guidelines §15145 
indicates that a Lead Agency should note its conclusion and terminate discussion of the 
impact if it finds that a particular impact is too speculative for evaluation.   

C129-96 As shown on Table 4.3.7, the equipment emissions are all well below the regulatory 
thresholds.  Additional equipment would not change the conclusions in the air analysis.  

C129-96 The reason why this number is so low is because the outgoing empty trucks leaving the 
facility are less than fifty percent of the total trucks arriving with a full cargo to the 
facility.  Many trucks delivering green waste to the facility will be leaving with a full 
cargo of compost.  

In addition, see response to comments RWQCB-8 and CIWMB-5. 

C129-97 Water for operations will be provided by an on-site well or be purchased and stored or a 
combination of both.  The water will be stored in a water truck with a 2,000 gallon 
capacity.  As necessary, the water truck will be filled using the on-site well and/or 
purchased water. 

C129-98 Presently, biosolids and green material are being transported to facilities in Kern County 
and Arizona for processing, disposal, or use. 

C129-99 See response to comment C129-96. 

C129-100 Even with the intermittent visitors/monitors during construction, traffic during 
construction would be substantially less than during operation.  The information on Table 
4.3.7 would still depict the worse case emissions scenario.   
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C129-101 Emissions from the water truck and operational equipment were evaluated and mentioned 
in Section 4.3.3.2 Operational Emission Impacts of the DEIR. 

The applicant must obtain a grading permit from the County of San Bernardino which 
will outline grading conditions and limitations. 

Pleas refer to the Mitigation Measures Section for Air Quality in the FEIR. 

C129-102 Comment noted. 

C129-103 Table 4.3.10 presents the relative contribution towards odors from different materials and 
components of the composting operation.  Finished product, typically in curing piles that 
are older than 60 days, contribute about 3% towards the overall source strength of the 
facility odor.  Screening operations of the final product contribute about 1%.  Diesel 
fumes contribute only intermittently, and so are not significant components of odors that 
may be detected offsite.  In the event that poor site management results in excessive 
odors, the operator is responsible to correct the situation.  Complaints to the County 
(Land Use Services Department or Environmental Health Division, LEA), or to the Air 
Pollution Control District (which usually coordinates with the LEA on such projects) will 
lead to inspection and enforcement actions if not resolved in a timely fashion.  The issue 
of local enforcement is addressed in Responses B3-2 and COB-8.  The word “intense” 
was used in describing newly formed windrows since the largest contributor to overall 
odor is windrows that are younger than 30 days (see Table 4.3.10).  Fats would be present 
if any food products or animal remains were present in greenwaste loads.  That is one 
reason for the green waste load checking program required at the facility.  The source 
strength used to model odor propagation was derived from SCAQMD empirical data that 
included measurements at composting facilities that include representative age ranges of 
materials.  The retention ponds would not contain water for appreciable periods of time, 
and are not expected to be a significant source of odor.  Odors from trucks would be most 
important in the unloading process at the site.  As indicated in Table 4.3.10, feedstock 
tipping and mixing account for only about 2% of the overall odor generation.  As 
indicated in Section 9 of the EIR, the Air Quality analysis was prepared by John Lague of 
URS Corporation.  Mr. Lague has an MS degree in Meteorology from the Massachusetts 
Institute of Technology and over 30 years experience in air quality analysis.  He prepared 
the Air Quality section of the EIR, and the Air Quality Appendix B, which has been 
available since the start of Public Review.  The Air Quality Appendix contains the 
emissions inventories for the project, a discussion of the odor modeling process, the 
assumptions used in the odor modeling, and all results.  The assumptions include full 
operation of the project.  The calculations do not need to be redone since the receptor 
used was the closest residence about 1.5 miles to the east.       
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C129-104 Varying weather conditions are incorporated into the model, and results are chosen to 
reflect the worst case condition.  The results and conclusions are clearly presented in the 
EIR (leading to Table 4.3.11), and indicate that the anticipated odor strengths (as 
expressed in Dilution/Threshold values) at the nearest residence (1.8) would be well 
below the MDAQMD threshold of 10.  This does not mean that odors would not be 
detectable elsewhere.  The D/T result in Hinkley is 0.9.  The EIR also explains the 
uncertainties in this type of modeling.     

C129-105 See response to comment C-94. 

C129-106 Please refer to the Mitigation Measure HM-8 in the FEIR. 

C129-107 See response to comments B3-2 and COB-8 regarding enforcement.  Dust control activity 
will be required on an as needed basis.  Water will be supplied by an on-site well, which 
can be used to fill the water truck as needed.  Cranes will not be used at the facility.  

C129-108 The LEA requires that the OIMP be prepared prior to permit being issued. 

C129-109 See response to comment B4-37. 

C129-110 Comment noted. 

C129-111 See response to comment MWA-1. 

C129-112 See response to comments B3-2 and COB-8. 

C129-113 Suitable chemicals for odor neutralization are surfactants and weak oxidizers.  These 
compounds are safe for the environment, since they must also be used in a work 
environment where worker exposure could be high.    Response to comment C-115 below 
contains more information.   

C129-114 There will be an average of 7.25 trucks per hour arriving at the facility from 7 a.m. to 
7 p.m. In addition, please refer to Section 2.3 Design and Operations of the DEIR. 

C129-115 Odor neutralizers that eliminate the odor producing compounds, or bind with them to 
prevent their detection, are usually preferable to odor masking agents.  Weak oxidizing 
agents (mild peroxide solutions) and surfactants are used.  Commercial formulas are 
typically trade secrets.  One such odor neutralizer is Ecosorb.   

C129-116 The Report of Composting Facility Information, which is part of the application for a 
Facility Permit from the California Integrated Waste Management Board, (CIWMB) will 
document how the facility will comply with operation standards of the state.  The County 
Environmental Health Division acts as the Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) for the 
CIWMB, and will review, require modifications in, and approve the Report of Composting 
Facility Information.  The Facility Permit will require that operations be consistent with 
state standards.   
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C129-117 Commercial odor neutralizers include weak oxidizers and surfactants.  Each task 
mentioned does not require a full time worker. 

C129-118 There is no fixed ratio of green material to biosolids proposed.  The working ratios will 
depend on the texture and nature of both green waste and biosolids in the Project. 

C129-119 Drainage and retention ponds in the project will be designed to the satisfaction of the 
County Engineer, and will address the appropriate model storm (typically, a 24-hour, 100 
year storm event).  The reference to ponding in this context relates to water collecting on 
flat surfaces within the composting, storage, and other work areas of the site.  If such 
ponding occurs, it will be cleaned up and minor grading would be performed with on-site 
equipment to provide drainage. 

C129-120 These comments all deal with reporting and communications regarding potential odor 
complaints.  Both the County Land Use Services Department and the County Health 
Division (Local Enforcement Agency) staff would be contacted with odor complaints.  
They in turn would contact the operator.  Details of the procedures would be finalized 
during review of the Odor Impact Management Plan. 

C129-121 The cited language simply tries to explain the uncertainties and difficulties involved in 
predicting odor impacts.  Based on accepted procedures and thresholds used to evaluate 
odor impacts, the Project as proposed would not create such an impact at the nearest 
residence to the east.  This does not mean that odors would be imperceptible. 

C129-122 The comparison cited deals with the project alternatives analyzed in the EIR and the 
Project itself—not with potential emissions from an enclosed facility.  The range of 
feasible options that involve a reduced capacity may be uncertain, but the fundamental 
objective of providing a large capacity facility remains.  The point of the comparison in 
the EIR is that in order to avoid the identified air quality impact, the reduction would have 
to be very substantial, and would not likely meet the Project objectives.  Source strength of 
the odor used for the odor modeling is not necessarily related to the total volume or size of 
the operation in a linear fashion, and the reduced capacity alternative is still a major sized 
project.   

C129-123 The citation and comment deal with the alternative location for the Project.  No response is 
necessary. 

C129-124 Drainage and retention ponds in the project will be designed to the satisfaction of the 
County Engineer, and will address the appropriate model storm (typically, a 24-hour, 100 
year storm event). 

C129-125 Details of the biological surveys are presented in Appendix C of the EIR.  Potential 
biological impacts of the Project are addressed in the biology section and Appendix C of 
the EIR, and will be subject to additional agency consultation and permitting procedures 
required by the state and federal Endangered Species Acts. 
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C129-126 Additional surveys, both prior to construction and as part of monitoring during Project 
operations, are required parts of the biology mitigation to confirm the results of surveys 
already performed.  Potential impacts have been adequately identified, and mitigation 
measures will be incorporated into the project. 

C129-127 Potential biological impacts from the Project are recognized, and mitigation measures B-1 
through B-14 address them. 

C129-128 Mitigation measure B-13 addresses the issue of potential for non-native plant introduction 
at the Project site. 

C129-129 The retention ponds will not contain water for extended periods of time. 

C129-130 Mitigation measure B-13 addresses the issue of potential for non-native plant introduction 
at the Project site. 

C129-131 Potential biological impacts of the Project are addressed in the biology section and 
Appendix C of the EIR, and will be subject to additional agency consultation and 
permitting procedures required by the state and federal Endangered Species Acts. 

C129-132 The proposed Project is not a landfill.  When the West Mojave Plan is adopted, it will have 
to address pre-existing uses one of which may be the proposed composting facility. 

C129-133 Details of response, and whether any incidental take would be allowed at all, will be 
addressed in the consultation and permitting process regarding effects on desert tortoise.  
Any take in excess of what might be allowed, could result in prosecution of responsible 
individual. 

C129-134 Although the Western Mojave Plan is not yet adopted, the County has considered this 
Project in the context of that plan, and the Biology mitigation measures are intended to 
lead to consistency with that plan.  

C129-135 The Biology report (Appendix C of the EIR) describes survey procedures and results in 
more detail.  Mitigation measures require additional surveys for sensitive species prior to 
the construction of the Project. 

C129-136 Final procedures for employee and driver education relative to protecting desert tortoise, 
and for other requirements of the Project, will be reviewed and approved by the County 
and applicable agencies. 

C129-137 This is recognized as an impact in the EIR, addressed by mitigation measures B-1 through 
B-10. 

C129-138 Details of the Project’s participation in the regional habitat conservation program will be 
determined through the consultation and permitting process related to the desert tortoise.   
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C129-139 The California Department of Fish and Game will be involved in subsequent review of the 
Project and associated habitat management and permitting procedures.  Potential effects to 
other species and to biological habitat in general are considered in these processes. 

C129-140 The Biology report (Appendix C of the EIR) describes survey procedures and results in 
more detail.  Mitigation measure B-5 requires additional tortoise survey work. 

C129-141 Final procedures for employee and driver education relative to protecting desert tortoise, 
and for other requirements of the Project, will be reviewed and approved by the County 
and applicable agencies. 

C129-142 See the previous response. 

C129-143 The applicable survey procedures will be determined by federal and state agencies. 

C129-144 If considered necessary, the County may impose a reduced speed. 

C129-145 Adequacy of funding will be determined by the various federal, state, and local agencies 
involved in the habitat management effort. 

C129-146 Record searches and on-site surveys indicated that there are no significant prehistoric 
resources in the Project area.  Harper Dry Lake is miles from the Project site and any 
resources in that vicinity would not be affected by the Project. 

C129-147 As explained in Section 4.6.1, a preliminary review of the Project site for the presence or 
proximity of hazardous or contaminated materials indicated no record of previous 
contamination, which was confirmed with a site reconnaissance.  The reference to 
“hazardous wood chips” implies that illegal dumping may have occurred in the vicinity of 
the Project site.  It is not known whether any of this material is on the property, but if it is 
then it would have to be removed and properly disposed before the Project could be 
implemented. 

C129-148 The County of San Bernardino operates 24 fire stations dispersed through the North Desert 
Division, which contains the Project site.  The Barstow Fire Protection District in Barstow 
has the station nearest to the Project site, but this District is staffed mostly with volunteers.  
Response form other North Desert locations may take approximately 30 minutes, which 
would not likely be affected by smoke on SR 58.  The spacing of compost rows will 
provide access along the perimeter of the Project for maintenance and response purposes.   

C129-149 Certain types of sludges are considered hazardous wastes, and are regulated as hazardous 
wastes by federal and California law.  Biosolids—treated sewage sludge from a 
wastewater treatment plant—are not considered hazardous wastes.  The increased truck 
traffic was analyzed in the traffic impact analysis (Appendix D of the EIR), and would not 
have a significant effect on state highways.   
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C129-150 If a fire occurs in the composting operation, workers can use on site equipment to move 
material, isolate the problem, spread material, and use the on-site water truck to extinguish 
smoldering material.  This issue is discussed in Section 4.6 of the EIR, and mitigation 
measure HM-3 has been expanded to require additional contact with the local fire agency. 

C129-151 This comment is not clear.  The previous response addressed potential fire hazards. 

C129-152 Both locations are approximately 12 miles from the Project site, in an east (Lenwood) or 
southeast (Hodge) direction.  The Project is not expected to have any substantial effect 
with respect to offsite transport of pathogens.  See the following response to comment 
C129-153.  

C129-153 Composting is a recognized pathogen reduction mechanism, and the Project will comply 
with the prescribed monitoring and operational procedures required by state and federal 
regulations.  This issue is discussed in section 4.6.3.1 of the EIR, and the potential for 
effects related to pathogenic organisms being transported offsite is considered less than 
significant.  More information on this issue is presented in response to comments B6-4, 
CDHS-4, and in response to comment C123-1. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C130 

C130-1 See response to comments C84-8 through C84-12. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C131 

C131-1 The comment letter is the same form letter as comment letter C131 with no additional 
environmental issues raised.  The response to C131 is also applicable to this comment. 

C131-2 See response to comments CDHS-4, B6-4, CDFG-6, and RWQCB-8. 

The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant. However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District. 
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C132-4 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C132 

C132-1 See response comments to RWQCB-8.  In addition, please refer to the Mitigation 
Measures Section for Hydrology and Water Quality in the FEIR.  

C132-2 Please refer to the Mitigation Measures Section for Biological Resources in the FEIR.  
Also, Section 4.4.2 of the DEIR addresses concerns with the movement and migration of 
protected species. 

C132-3 Please refer to Section 4.5 Cultural Resources of the DEIR.   

C132-4 See response to comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C133 

 C133-1 See response to comments CDFG-6, B6-4, and CDHS-4. 
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C134-1 

COMMENTS C134 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C134 

 C134-1 See response to comments B6-4, CDHS-4, and CDFG-8. 
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COMMENTS C135 

C135-1 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C135 

 C135-1 Comment noted. Mitigation measures implemented as part of the project are expected to 
reduce both short term and long term impacts to a level of less than significance. 

In addition, see response to comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 
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C136-1 

C136-2 

COMMENTS C136 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C136 

C136-1 Comment noted. 

C136-2 See response to comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C137 

 C137-1 See response to comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 
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C138-1 
C138-2 

COMMENTS C138 

C138-3 

C138-4 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C138-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C138.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C138 

C138-1 The land surrounding the site is vacant for at least a mile in all directions.  An evaluation 
of impacts to property value from the project would be speculative and is not included in 
the EIR. 

C138-2 See response to comment B4-29. 

C138-3 See response to comments RWQCB-8, CDHS-4, and B6-4. 

C138-4 Mitigation measures implemented as part of the project are expected to reduce both short 
term and long term impacts to a level of less than significance. 
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C139-2 

C139-1 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C139 

C139-1 See comment B6-4 and CDHS-4. 

C139-2 Comment noted. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C140 

C140-1 See comments B6-4, CDFG-6, CDHS-4, and RWQCB-8.   

C140-2 See comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 

C140-3 Comment noted. 
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C141-5

C141-6 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C141 

 C141-1 See comments CDFG-6, B3-1, B6-4, and CDHS-3.  The potential for odor from the 
facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on Table 4.3.11, odors at the site 
boundary would be significant.  However, odors at the nearest house (1.5 miles away) 
would be well below the thresholds established by the Air Quality Management District.  

C141-2 Please refer to Section 5.3 Geology and Soils of the EIR. 

C141-3 See comments USFWS-3, USFWS-6, USFWS-9, USFWS-12, and CDFG-4. 

C141-4 See comments CDFG-6, B6-4, and CDHS-4. 

C141-5 See comments COB-20, COB-22, and RWQCB-7. 

C141-6 See comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C142 

 C142-1 Comment noted.  Please refer to Agency and Organization comments. 
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C143-3 

C143-4 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C143 

C143-1 Comment noted. 

C143-2 The land surrounding the site is vacant for at least a mile in all directions.  An evaluation 
of impacts to property value from the project would be speculative and is not included in 
the EIR.   

C143-3 See comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 

C143-4 Comment noted. 
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COMMENTS C144 

C144-2 

C144-1 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C144 

 C144-1 The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant.  However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District. 

C144-2 Comment noted. 
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COMMENTS C145 

C145-1 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C145 

 C145-1 See response to comments CDHS-1 and B3-5. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

COMMENTS C146 

C146-1 

C146-2 

C146-3

C146-4 

C146-5 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C146 

C146-1 Comment noted.  Please refer to response to comments from Agencies and Organizations. 

C146-2 Comment noted.  Please refer to response to comments from Agencies and Organizations. 

C146-3 Comment noted.  Please refer to response to comments from Agencies and Organizations. 

C146-4 Comment noted.  Please refer to response to comments from Agencies and Organizations. 

C146-5 Comment noted.  Please refer to response to comments from Agencies and Organizations. 
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C147-3 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C147 

C147-1 See response to comments B6-4, CDHS-4, and CDFG-6. 

C147-2 See response to comments COB-20, COB-22, RWQCB-7, RWQCB-9, and MWA-2. 

C147-3 See response to comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

 

COMMENTS C148 

C148-2 

C148-1

C148-3 

C148-4 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C148 

C148-1 See response to comments B6-4, CDHS-4, CDFG-6. 

C148-2 The waste that will be processed at the proposed facility includes biosolids and green 
material. 

C148-3 See response to comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 

C148-4 Comment noted. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C149 

C149-1 See response to comments B6-4 and CDHS-4. 

C149-2 See response to comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 

C149-3 See response to comments COB-22, RWCQCB-7, and RWCQB-9. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C150 

 C150-1 Comment noted. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

COMMENTS C151 

C151-1 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C151 

 C151-1 Comment noted. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

COMMENTS C152 

C152-1 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C152 

 C152-1 Comment noted. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

COMMENTS C153 

C153-1 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C153 

 C153-1 See response to comment B3-2 and COB-8.  In addition, see response to comment 
RWQCB-8. 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

 

C153-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C153.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

 

COMMENTS C154 

C154-1 

C154-2 

C154-3 

C154-4 

C154-5 

C154-6 

C154-7 

C154-8 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C154 

C154-1 See response to comments B6-4 and CDHS-4. 

C154-2 Please refer to Section 4.4.2.1 of the EIR. 

C154-3 See response to comments B6-4 and CDHS-4.  In addition, please refer to Section 5.3 
Geology and Soils of the EIR. 

C154-4 See response to comment RWQCB-8. 

C154-5 Comment noted. 

C154-6 Mitigation measures implemented as part of the project are expected to reduce both short 
term and long term impacts to a level of less than significance. 

C154-7 Appendix A indicates that noise from the facility would not be significant.  A noise 
analysis was completed specifically for this project and is included in Appendix A. 

C154-8 See response to comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 
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COMMENTS C155 

C155-1 

C155-2 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

C155-3 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C155 

C155-1 The land surrounding the site is vacant for at least a mile in all directions.  An evaluation 
of impacts to property value from the project would be speculative and is not included in 
the EIR. 

C155-2 See response to comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 

C155-3 See response to comments B6-4, CDHS-4, and CDFG-6. In addition, the potential for 
odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on Table 4.3.11, odors 
at the site boundary would be significant.  However, odors at the nearest house (1.5 miles 
away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air Quality Management 
District. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C156 

 C156-1 The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown in 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant.  However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C157 

 C157-1 See response to comments B6-4 and CDHS-4. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C158 

 C158-1 See response to comments B6-4 and CDHS-4. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

COMMENTS C159 

C159-2 

C159-1 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

 

C159-5 

C159-4 

C159-3 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C159 

C159-1 See response to comments B6-4, CDHS-4, and CDFG-6. 

C159-2 See response to comments B6-4, CDHS-4, CDFG-6, and B3-1. 

C159-3 See response to comments B6-4, CDHS-4, CDFG-6, and B3-1.  In addition, see response 
to comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 

C159-4 Comment noted. 

C159-5 Comment noted. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C160 

C160-1 See response to comments RWQCB-8, CDFG-8, CDHS-4, and B6-4.  In addition, 
mitigation measures implemented as part of the project will reduce both short term and 
long term impacts to a level of less than significance. 

C160-2 Please refer to Section 5.3 Geology and Soils of the EIR 

C160-3 See response to comments COB-22 and RWQCB-7. 

C160-4 See response to comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2.  In addition, see response to 
comment RWQCB-8. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C161 

 C161-1 The land surrounding the site is vacant for at least a mile in all directions.  An evaluation 
of impacts to property value from the project would be speculative and is not included in 
the EIR.   

As indicated in Section 4.6.3.1, rodents are not attracted to biosolid/green material 
composting facilities.  Flies can occur at composting operations, especially if excessive 
grass clippings are present in the green material.  As indicated in Section 2.3.1, loads of 
green material with excessive grass clippings will be rejected.  Additionally, Mitigation 
Measure HM-9 includes fly control measures when they become necessary. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C162 

 C162-1 See response to comments CDHS-4 and B6-4. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C163 

 C163-1 Comment noted. Mitigation measures implemented as part of the project are expected to 
reduce both short term and long term impacts to a level of less than significance. 

C163-2 See response to comments MWA-2, COB-22, and RWQCB-7. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C164 

 C164-1 Comment noted. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C165 

C165-1 See response to comments CDHS-4, B6-4 and RWQCB. 

C165-2 See response to comments COB-22, RWQCB-7, and RWQCB-9. 

C165-3 See response to comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C166 

C166-1 See response to comments CDHS-4 and B6-4.  In addition, see response to comments 
RWQCB-8, COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 

C166-2 Please refer to Section 5.3 Geology and Soils of the EIR.  In addition, see response to 
comments RWQCB-8. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C167 

 C167-1 This comment letter is the same form letter as comment letter C131 with no additional 
environmental issues raised.  The response to C131 is also applicable to this comment. 

C167-2 See response to comments RWQCB, CDHS-4, and B6-4.   

As indicated in Section 4.63.1, rodents are not attracted to biosolid/green material 
composting facilities.  Flies can occur at composting operations, especially if excessive 
grass clippings are present in the green material.  As indicated in Section 2.3.1, loads of 
green material with excessive grass clippings will be rejected.  Additionally, Mitigation 
Measure HM-9 includes fly control measures when they become necessary. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C168 

 C168-1 This comment letter is the same form letter as comment letter C131 with no additional 
environmental issues raised.  The response to C131 is also applicable to this comment. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C169 

 C169-1 Comment noted.  Mitigation measures implemented as part of the project are expected to 
reduce both short term and long term impacts to a level of less than significance. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C170 

 C170-1 See response to comments CDHS-4 and B6-4.  In addition, see response to comments 
COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

 

C170-2    W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C170.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG  



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 

 

COMMENTS C171 

C171-1 
C171-2 

 

 

 W:\27655137\EIRs\FEIR\C171.doc\20-Nov-06\SDG     C171-1 



SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C171 

C171-1 Please refer to Section 4.3 Air Quality.  In addition, please refer to the Mitigation 
Measures provided in Section 5 of the Final EIR. 

C171-2 Please refer to Section 4.7 Hydrology and Water Quality.  In addition, please refer to the 
Mitigation Measures provided in Section 5 of the Final EIR. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C172 

C172-1 This comment letter is the same form letter as comment letter C131 with no additional 
environmental issues raised.  The response to C131 is also applicable to this comment 

C172-2 The land surrounding the site is vacant for at least a mile in all directions.  An evaluation 
of impacts to property value from the project would be speculative and is not included in 
the EIR. 

As indicated in Section 4.6.3.1, rodents are not attracted to biosolid/green material 
composting facilities.  Flies can occur at the composting operations, especially if 
excessive grass clippings are present in the green material.  As indicated in Section 2.3.1, 
loads of green material with excessive grass clippings will be rejected.  Additionally, 
Mitigation Measure HM-9 includes fly control measures when they become necessary. 

The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant.  However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District. 

Dust;  See response to comments CDHS-4 and B6-4. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C173 

C173-1 This comment letter is the same form letter as comment letter C131 with no additional 
environmental issues raised.  The response to C131 is also applicable to this comment. 

C173-2 See response to comments CDHS, B6-4, and RWQCB-8. 

C173-3 As indicated in Section 4.6.3.1, rodents are not attracted to biosolid/green material 
composting facilities.  Flies can occur at composting operations, especially if excessive 
grass clippings are present in the green material.  As indicated in Section 2.3.1, loads of 
green material with excessive grass clippings will be rejected.  Additionally, Mitigation 
Measure HM-9 includes fly control measures when they become necessary. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C174 

C174-1 This comment letter is the same form letter as comment letter C131 with no additional 
environmental issues raised.  The response to C131 is also applicable to this comment. 

C174-2 The land surrounding the site is vacant for at least a mile in all directions.  An evaluation 
of impacts to property value from the project would be speculative and is not included in 
the EIR. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C175 

C175-1 This comment letter is the same form letter as comment letter C131 with no additional 
environmental issues raised.  The response to C131 is also applicable to this comment. 

C175-2 See response to comments MWA-2, COB-22, and RWQCB-7.  In addition, please refer to 
Section 4.7 Hydrology and Water Quality of the EIR. 

C175-3 See response to comment MWA-2. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C176 

 C176-1 This comment letter is the same form letter as comment letter C131 with no additional 
environmental issues raised.  The response to C131 is also applicable to this comment. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C177 

 C177-1 See response to comments CDHS-4, B6-4, and RWQCB-8. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C178 

C178-1 This comment letter is the same form letter as comment letter C131 with no additional 
environmental issues raised.  The response to C131 is also applicable to this comment. 

C178-2 See response to comments MWA-2, COB-22, and RWQCB-7.  In addition, please refer to 
Section 4.4 Biological Resources of the EIR. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C179 

C179-1 This comment letter is the same form letter as comment letter C131 with no additional 
environmental issues raised.  The response to C131 is also applicable to this comment. 

C179-2 Comment noted. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C180 

C180-1 See response to comments CDFG-6, RWQCB-8, CDHS-4, and B6-4. 

C180-2 See response to comments MWA-2. 

C180-3 See response to comments COB-30, COB-31, B6-2, B3-1, C207-34, and C207-36. 

C180-4 This comment letter is the same form letter as comment letter C131 with no additional 
environmental issues raised.  The response to C131 is also applicable to this comment. 

C180-5 Comment noted.  Mitigation measures implemented as part of the project are expected to 
reduce both short term and long term impacts to a level of less than significance. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C181 

C181-1 See response to comment CDHS-4 and B6-4. 

C181-2 The land surround the site is vacant for at least a mile in all directions.  An evaluation of 
impacts to property value from the project would be speculative and is not included in the 
EIR. 

C181-3 Comment noted. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C182 

 C182-1 See response to comment CDHS-4, B6-4, COB-22, and RWQCB-7. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C183 

C183-1 See response to comment CDHS-4 and B6-4, B3-2, and COB-8. 

C183-2 See response to COB-22, RWQCB-7 and RWQCB-9. 

C183-3 Comment noted. 

C183-4 See comment COB-30, COB-31, B6-2. In addition, Appendix A indicates that noise from 
the facility would not be significant. A noise analysis was completed specifically for this 
project and is included in Appendix A. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C184 

C184-1 See response to comment letter C131. 

C184-2 See response to comment CDHS-4, B6-4. Mitigation Measure AQ-2 has been revised to 
require that windrows be sprayed with water during windy conditions to further reduce 
the potential dust contaminated with heavy metals to migrate off site. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C185 

C185-1 See response to comment letter C131. 

C185-2 See response to comment CDFG-7 and CIWMB-8. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C186 

C186-1 See response to comment letter C131. 

C186-2 See response to comment CDHS-4 and B6-4. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C187 

 C187-1 This comment letter is the same form letter as comment letter C131 with no additional 
environmental issues raised. The response to C131 is also applicable to this commenter. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C188 

C188-1 See response to comment letter C131. 

C188-2 See response to comment CDFG-7 and CIWMB-8. In addition, as indicated in Appendix 
C, the agency databases were reviewed to identify special status species that are present in 
the project area.  The species known to occur in the area are included in the EIR analysis. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C189 

 C189-1 This comment letter is the same form letter as comment letter C131 with no additional 
environmental issues raised. The response to C131 is also applicable to this commenter. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C190 

C190-1 See response to comment letter C131. 

C190-2 See response to comment MWA-2, RWQCB-9, COB-22 and RWQCB-7. In addition, an 
evaluation of impacts to property value from the project would be speculative and is not 
included in the EIR. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To CommentS 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C191 

C191-1  See response to comment CDHS-4, CDFG-6 and B6-4. In addition, please refer to 
Mitigation Measures A-1 though A-4 outlined in Section 5 of the Final EIR. 

C191-2  See response to comment RWQCB-8. In addition, the compost at the site will consist of 
biosolid materials. 

C191-3  As indicated in Appendix C, the agency databases were reviewed to identify special status 
species that are present in the project area.  The species known to occur in the area are 
included in the EIR analysis. In addition, see response to comment CDFG-7 and 
CIWMB-8. 

C191-4  See response to comment MWA-2, COB-22, RWQCB-7and RWQCB-9. 

C191-5  See response to comment COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 

C191-6  See response to comment 191-1. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C192 

C192-1  With regards to water issues, see response to comment MWA-2, COB-22, RWQCB-7and 
RWQCB-9. As indicated in Appendix C, the agency databases were reviewed to identify 
special status species that are present in the project area.  The species known to occur in 
the area are included in the EIR analysis. In addition, see response to comment CDFG-7 
and CIWMB-8. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C193 

 C193-1 Flies can occur at composting operations, especially if excessive grass clippings are 
present in the green material.  As indicated in Section 2.3.1, loads of green material with 
excessive grass clippings will be rejected. Additionally, Mitigation Measure HM-9 
includes fly control measures when they become necessary. In addition, the potential for 
odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on Table 4.3.11, odors 
at the site boundary would be significant. However, odors at the nearest house (1.5 miles 
away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air Quality Management 
District. 

C193-2 Comment noted. Mitigation measures implemented as part of the project are expected to 
reduce both short term and long term impacts to a level of less than significance. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C194 

C194-1 See response to comment letter C131. 

C194-2 See response to comment CDHS-4, RWQCB-8and B6-4. In addition, the potential for 
odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on Table 4.3.11, odors 
at the site boundary would be significant. However, odors at the nearest house (1.5 miles 
away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air Quality Management 
District. 

C194-3 See response to comment CDFG-7 and CIWMB-8. In addition, as indicated in Appendix 
C, the agency databases were reviewed to identify special status species that are present in 
the project area.  The species known to occur in the area are included in the EIR analysis. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C195 

 C195-1 This comment letter is the same form letter as comment letter C131 with no additional 
environmental issues raised. The response to C131 is also applicable to this commenter. 
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C196-1 

COMMENTS C196 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C196 

C196-1 Comment noted. 

C196-2 See response to comment COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. In addition, please refer to section 
5.8, Public Services, in the DEIR. 

C196-3 See response to comment B4-29. 

C196-4 Please refer to Mitigation Measure HM-7 outlined in Section 5 of the Final EIR.  Vehicle 
and equipment washdown waste water will be collected in the onsite retention basin. 

C196-5 See response to comment COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 

C196-6 The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant.  However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District. 

As indicated in Section 4.6.3.1, rodents are not attracted to biosolids/green material 
composting facilities.  Flies can occur at composting operations, especially if excessive 
grass clippings are present in the green material.  As indicated in Section 2.3.1, loads of 
green material with excessive grass clippings will be rejected.  Additionally, Mitigation 
Measure HM-9 includes fly control measures when they become necessary. 

In addition, see response to comments RWQCB-8, CDFG-6, and the Mitigation Measures 
Section for Air Quality in the FEIR. 

C196-7 See response to comment  COB-22, RWQCB-7, RWQCB-9, and MWA-2. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C197 

C197-1 See response to comment letter C131. 

C197-2 See response to comment CDHS-4, B6-4, RWQCB-8, CDFG-6. 
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SECTIONTHREE Response To Comments 
 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C198 

C198-1 See response to comment letter C131. 

C198-2 See response to comment CDHS-4, B6-4 and CDFG-6. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C199 

C199-1 Comment noted. 

C199-2 See response to comment CDHS-4, B6-4, CDFG-6, and RWQCB-8. 

C199-3 

See response to comment RWQCB-8. In Addition, see response to comment USFWS-3, 
USFWS-6, USFWS-9, USFWS-12, CDFG-9 and CDFG-12. As indicated in Appendix C, 
the agency databases were reviewed to identify special status species that are present in 
the project area.  The species known to occur in the area are included in the EIR analysis. 

C199-4 See response to comment COB-15. In addition, please refer to Section 5.3, Geology and 
Soils of the DEIR. 

C199-5 See response C199-3 above. 

C199-6 Comment noted. 

C199-7 
Comment noted. Appendix A indicates that noise from the facility would not be 
significant.  A noise analysis was completed specifically for this project and is included in 
Appendix A. 

C199-8 See response to comment COB-30, COB-31 and B6-2. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C200 

 C200-1 See response to comments B6-4, CDHS-4, and RWQCB-8.  In addition, please refer to 
the Mitigation Measures Section for Air Quality, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, and 
Biological Resources in the FEIR. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C201 

C201-1 As indicated in Section 4.6.3.1, rodents are not attracted to biosolid/green material 
composting facilities.  Flies can occur at composting operations, especially if excessive 
grass clippings are present in the green material.  As indicated in Section 2.3.1, loads of 
green material with excessive grass clippings will be rejected. Additionally, Mitigation 
Measure HM-9 includes fly control measures when they become necessary. 

C201-2 See response to comments MWA-2, COB-22, RWQCB-7, B6-4, and CDHS-4.  In 
addition, please see the Mitigation Measures Section for Biological Resources in the 
FEIR. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C202 

C202-1 See response to comment B2-2. 

C202-2 The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant. However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District. 

As indicated in Section 4.6.3.1, rodents are not attracted to biosolid/green material 
composting facilities.  Flies can occur at composting operations, especially if excessive 
grass clippings are present in the green material.  As indicated in Section 2.3.1, loads of 
green material with excessive grass clippings will be rejected. Additionally, Mitigation 
Measure HM-9 includes fly control measures when they become necessary. 

C202-3 COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C203 

C203-1 See response to comment C196. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C204 

 C204-1 See response to comments B6-4 and CDHS-4. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C205 

 C205-1 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C206 

C206-1 Please refer to section 5.1 Aesthetics of the DEIR. 

C206-2 Please refer to the Mitigation Measures Section 5 of the FEIR. 

C206-3 See response to comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 

C206-4 See response to comments RWQCB-8, CDHS-4, and B6-4. 

C206-5 See response to comments MWA-2, RWQCB-8, COB-22, and RWQCB-7. 

C206-6 See response to comments RWQCB-8 and B5-6. 

In addition, please see the Mitigation Measures Section for Air Quality and Hazards and 
Hazardous Materials in the FEIR. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C207 

C207-1 The purpose of the CEQA process is to provide information related to the environmental 
impacts that may result from a project so that an informed decision can be made.   The 
need for the project is not typically addressed unless it relates to the potential 
environmental impacts that may result from the project. As described in response to 
comment B5-6, permit conditions will avoid large, long-term storage of compost on the 
project site.  The evaluation in the EIR assumed 720 days of storage as specified in 
Section 2.3.2. 

C207-2 There are only two phases proposed as shown on Figure 2.3 and described in Section 2.3.  
The evaluation in the EIR includes both phases. The facility layout is shown on Figures 
2.4 and 2.5. 

C207-3 Berms designed for storm water control would be constructed from soils or other 
engineered fill that would be specified by the hydraulic design specifications. The soil 
excavated for the retention pond would be a likely source.  Soil may be imported to the 
site if needed.  The construction of the berm and the environmental impacts would be 
almost identical to the operations of the project.  (Trucks will bring in the material and it 
will be moved by heavy equipment to form soil berms, instead of windrows.) 
Consequently, the environmental analysis in the EIR encompasses construction of the 
berms.  

C207-4 The project will have a scale to weigh each truck of material delivered to the site.  The 
EIR evaluation was based on the deliveries of 400,000 tons per year, with a maximum of 
2,000 tons per day.  Solid Waste Facility Permit will have a condition that limits 
deliveries to these levels.  Permitted solid waste facilities must maintain scale records and 
these are reviewed by the enforcement agency.  It doesn’t matter if the material is wet or 
dry, once the 2,000 tons limit in any given day is reached (or 400,000 tons in a year) , the 
facility must discontinue receiving new deliveries or it will be in violation of the permit.   

The commentor is correct that if the biosolids entering the site are on the wetter side 
(heavy), there would be fewer cubic yards in a ton of material.  The EIR used the estimate 
of 400,000 cubic yards as a conservative estimate so that the environmental impacts 
would not be underestimated. 

C207-5 As indicated in Section 2.3, clean soil or other inert materials (i.e. sand, gypsum, sawdust) 
will be used as a bulking agent or amendment as needed and will not exceed 200 tons per 
day.   

C207-6 Further processing would include additional screening or mixing to develop a compost to 
a particular customer’s specification.  It would also include use as foundation for new 
windrows. 

C207-7 Section 2.3.1 provides this information.  The reason for delivery by appointment only is 
to assure that staff are on hand to receive and process the biosolids when they are 
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delivered.   Also, as specified in section 2.4, normal delivery and sales operations will 
occur between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m.  

C207-8 Section 2.3.1 states that loads of green material with excessive grass clippings will be 
rejected. 

C207-9 Composting on an unlined pad has the potential to result in contaminating the soil beneath 
the pad.  Because of this potential, Mitigation Measure W-3 is included.  This requires 
annual sampling and monitoring in areas of unlined compost pads.   

C207-10 See response to B4-24. 

C207-11 Composting sampling is a standard methodology used for assessing environmental 
contamination.  Because the tests will focus on heavy metals, nitrates and other chemical 
constituents, the testing capabilities of a California certified hazardous waste laboratory 
would be more appropriate than a laboratory that performs Class A tests.  Once the test 
results are provided to the LEA, they become publicly available under the California 
Public Records Act. 

C207-12 See response to C207-7. 

C207-13 The standard approach to traffic analysis is to convert truck trip into Passenger Car 
Equivalent (PCE).  The analysis used a very conservative ratio of one truck equals 3 cars 
to account for various service vehicles.   Additionally, as shown in Appendix D, the 
roadways and intersections are projected to operate at Level of Service (LOS) A and B 
with the traffic from the project.  The County criteria for significant traffic impacts is a 
LOS of C or better, and this level would not be reached even if 20 additional trucks per 
day were added. 

C207-14 The specific ratio will vary depending on the moisture content of the biosolids.    

C207-15 As indicated in Section 4.7.3.1, the facility would use 1,000 gallons of water per day.  
The biosolids provide adequate moisture to promote composting without the need to add 
water. 

C207-16 Mitigation Measure HM-3 has been modified to require the applicant to consult with the 
local fire agency to determine the quantity of water to maintain on site.  The water would 
be sprayed using the water truck.   

C207-17 Water storage, water trucks and wide fire breaks would be an integral part of the fire 
protection plan at this site. 

C207-18 The water truck would operate when vehicles visit the site which will typically be from 7 
am to 7 pm as indicated in Section 2.4.  The operations of the water truck was included in 
the analysis conducted in the EIR. 
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C207-19 Washing delivery trucks is not a part of the proposed project.  No truck-washing facilities 

are included. 

C207-20 Mitigation Measure HM-4 (see page 4-50) specifically addresses management of standing 
water within the basin. 

C207-21 See response to SWMD-1 and C207-13. 

C207-22 It would be speculation to assume that contaminated soil would be used for berms at the 
site.  Additionally, the Solid Waste Facility Permit will have requirements properly 
closing the facility. 

C207-23 See response to COB-15. 

C207-24 The facility would produce a Class A compost which is considered safe by the US EPA 
and CIWMB.  Considering that the biosolids that would be composted at the facility are 
currently being land applied to agricultural fields in the San Joaquin Valley without 
treatment and subject to run-off and wind erosion, the operation could be viewed as a 
better biosolids management option. 

C207-25 See response to CDFG-6, CDHS-1, B3-3, and B3-5. 

C207-26 The facility will not accept liquid waste.  As previously stated, the US EPA considers 
Class A compost as safe.  It pathogen regrowth was a substantial issue, it is not 
conceivable that home improvement stores would continue to carry bags of packaged 
compost or that it would continue to be widely used in landscaping and site stabilization 
for grading projects.  

C207-27 The surveys conducted, combined with the pre-construction surveys specified in the 
biological resource mitigation measures (see Section 4 of this EIS), provides adequate 
data to understand the biological resources on the project site.  Also see response to  
CDFG-6, USFWS-3, USFWS-6, USFWS-9, and USFWS-12. 

C207-28 The EIR lists the equipment that would operate at the site in Section 2.2.  Equipment that 
is readily available through an equipment rental company could be used for operations 
should a breakdown occur.  

C207-29 See response to C207-9, MWA-2, and CDFG-6.  Additionally, the retention pond will be 
sized to handle water from a storm of the size that happens on average only every 100 
years, and it assumes that the storm will last for 24 hours (24-hour, 100-year storm event). 

C207-30 The air analysis was conducted under the direct supervision and review of John Lague 
who has over 33 years of experience.  The commentor is correct that an enclosed facility 
would reduce emissions.  In fact, the EIR indicates that an enclosed facility would reduce 
air emissions by 80% (page 4-21).  Also see response to comments CDHS-1, B3-3, and 
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B3-5. 

C207-31 See response to CDHS-4 and B6-4. 

C207-32 See response to C207-26. 

C207-33 One of the key objectives of the proposed project is to produce a high-quality compost for 
the nursery and agricultural markets.  The alternatives listed in the comment are 
alternatives for biosolid management, but would not produce compost so they are not 
reasonable alternatives for this project.  Also see response to B3-3, B3-4, B3-5, and COB-
2. 

C207-34 See response to RWQCB-8 and CIWMB-5.  As indicated by the commentor, much of the 
biosolids generated in the Inland Empire and southern California is transported to Kern 
and Kings counties.  In considering accident potential, the most common used benchmark 
is miles traveled.  The proposed project would reduce the miles traveled by trucks with 
biosolids and would consequently reduce the risk of truck spills.  It would also reduce the 
emissions and traffic associated with these truck trips, resulting in a benefit instead of an 
impact. 

C207-35 The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant. However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District.   

Flies can occur at composting operations, especially if excessive grass clipping are 
present in the green material.  As indicated in Section 2.3.1, loads of green material with 
excessive grass clippings will be rejected. Additionally, Mitigation Measure HM-9 
includes fly control measures when they become necessary.  

Also see responses to CDHS-4, B6-4, B3-5, and RWQCB-8. 

C207-36 See response to C207-34.  A truck accident on Highway 58 as a result of this project 
would be a rare event.  Just like any other transportation accident, it is expected that 
cleanup would occur as expeditiously as possible under CalTrans direction.  Due to the 
infrequency and the short-term duration, the impact would not be considered as 
significant. 

C207-37 The analysis in the EIR encompassed an assessment of the impacts on Hinkley.  The air 
analysis displays Hinkley in the results for the air toxics and odor impacts analysis.  The 
groundwater discussion specifically indicates that the basement highs and Lockhart Fault 
form an impenetrable barrier to ground water flow between the Harper Valley Basin 
beneath the property near Hawes Airport, and the groundwater within the Lower Mojave 
River Valley Basin, which underlies the Hinkley area.  
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C207-38 See response to comment B4-37. Also the Draft EIR was available at the Barstow branch 

of the San Bernardino County Library and the Hinkley Senior Center. 

C207-39 Comment noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C208 

C208-1 Please refer to the mitigation measures A-1 through A-4 outlined in Section 5 of the Final 
EIR. 

In addition, see response to comments CDHS-4 and B6-4. 

C208-2 See response to comments MWA-2. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER P1 

P1-1 A general concern is expressed over the possibility of remote transmittal of pathogens by 
wind from the proposed composting operation to residents miles away.  U.S. EPA and the 
State WRCB have regulations that address pathogens in biosolids and composting, 
respectively.  Composting is one of several techniques commonly used to reduce 
concentrations of pathogens.  The commenter notes the remaining potential for untreated 
spores of this pathogen to escape the treatment or composting process, and adversely 
affect workers handling biosolids or compost materials and members of the general 
public. The regulatory agencies define the procedures for pathogen reduction, and the 
Project will comply with these procedures.   Remaining comments express opposition to 
the Project. 

In addition, see response to comments CDFG-6, CDHS-4, and B6-4.  Please refer to 
Section 4.6.3.1 Impacts of the DEIR and the Mitigation Measures Section for Hazards 
and Hazardous Materials of the FEIR. 

The potential for odor from the facility was evaluated in Section 4.3.3.3.  As shown on 
Table 4.3.11, odors at the site boundary would be significant. However, odors at the 
nearest house (1.5 miles away) would be well below the thresholds established by the Air 
Quality Management District. 

P1-2 See response to comments COB-30, COB-31, and B6-2. 

P1-3 Please refer to Section 1.4 Basics of a Composting Process and The Project and Section 
2.3 Design and Operations of the DEIR. 

P1-4 Please refer to Section 1.4 Basics of a Composting Process and The Project and Section 
2.3 Design and Operations of the DEIR. 

P1-5 See response to comments COB-22, RWQCB-7, B4-29, MWA-2, and RWQCB-9.   

Please refer to Section 4.7.3 of the Hydrology and Water Quality Section in the DEIR and 
the Mitigation Measures Section for Hydrology and Water Quality in the FEIR. 

Water for operations will be provided by an on-site well or be purchased and stored, or a 
combination of both.   

P1-6 The land surround the site is vacant for at least a mile in all directions.  An evaluation of 
impacts to property value from the project would be speculative and is not included in the 
EIR. 
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