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Siib PIan Reviewupdatefor ttrlHer Plan
lffienenhtion at thvis Sffieet Ttarc{er Station

Prqed thsoi$ion
This Site Plan Review proposal describes the planned facilities necessary to fully implement the

Davis Street Transfer Statior{s (DSTS) Master Plan Improvements adopted pursuant to the

Conditional Use Permit (CU-96-1 Agreement) executed and issued by the City of San Leandro
on February 19,1998. Under the CU-96-1, Waste Management of Alameda County, Inc.

(WMAC) was granted zoning approval to accept up to 5,600 tons per day (tpd) of waste per day
at DSTS, and to implement a number of facilities at the DSTS to provide comprehensive solid
waste services benefitting the City of San Leandro (City) and other jurisdictions in the Alameda
County (County) area. Certain improvements have been completed and are in operation, while
business, financial and, in some cases; technological reasons have dictated the timing of other
improvements. This Site Plan Review provides a further description of the remaining facilities
to be built. As part of this Site Plan Review, the maximum permitted tonnage accepted at DSTS

remains at 5,600 tpd.

The following facilities will be constructed and operated as part of the DSTS Master Plan

improvement project of the proposed Master Plan improvements.

o Food Waste/Organics/Green Waste Compost Facility (approximately 200,0ffi square'
feet)

o Food Waste/Organic Recycling Facility (approximately 62,000 square feet)

. Public Receiving (Disposal) Enclosure (approximately 62.000 square feet)

. Employee Building (9,000 square feet)

o Vehicle Maintenance (2000 square feet)

. Single Stream Expansion Line (New SS Expansion) (approximately 13,000 square feet)

A detailed discussion of above facilities is provided in the sections below.

Background

WMAC submitted a Master Plan for the DSTS to the City of San Leandro in1996-97.The
purpose of this master plan was to describe the site improvements and facilities necessary to
provide the processing and landfill diversion services required to meet the mandates of State

and Federal laws, as well as those contracfual requirements under the WMAC's municipal
franchise agreements for the collection and processing of up to 5,600 tpd of municipal solid
waste, organics and recyclables. The primary driver behind these improvements initially was

Assembly Bill (AB) 939 thatwas passed in 1989 and imposed mandates to achieve 50 percent

reduction of waste disposed in landfills through source reductiory recycling, andf or

composting by 2000.
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Since the passage of AB 939, various local and state agencies have considered other legislation
to increase diversion, either by mandating higher diversion rates or by implementingZero
Waste programs. For example, two separate bills, Senate Bill (SB) SB 25 and AB737,were
considered in the California Legislature in2OO9, both of which would have increased the AB 939

waste diversion goals from 50 percent to 75 percent. SB 25 remains before the legislature as a

2-year bill, and A8737 would have required recycling programs in the commercial sector in
addition to mandatingaTS percent diversion rate. Though neither bill has passed as of this
date, they reflect the likelihood that new legislation being introduced would affect the citizens

and businesses of San Leandro and Alameda County by requiring new efforts to reduce waste

and increase recycling and composting efforts in the near future beyond the 50 percent

requirement of AB 939. Moreover, Alameda County's Integrated Waste Management Plan sets a

75 percent diversion goal to be achieved in 2010. Finally, reuse and recycling are recognized key

contributors to the reduction of greenhouse gases (GHGs) and the corresponding reduction in
the affects of global climate change. The additional facilities and improvement in the DSTS

Master Plan Improvements and as part of this Site Plan Review are proposed to assist Alameda

County and its cities and communities to meet the 75 percent diversion goal set by the Alameda

County Integrated Waste Management Plan.

To date, WMAChas already built a single-{rgaq_processing facility at DSTS fol comry"u4gled

recyclable materialslhor,yev_gr.e1p-andi4g thi"',op$lostream processing facility will not be

sufficient to achieve a 75 peicent diveision rate. Indeed, to meet the overall mandates of AB 939

as well as local and future initiatives, it will be necessary to process additional recyclables as

well as other targeted materials contained in the up to 5,600 tpd of mixed waste streams

permitted to be delivered to the DSTS. $pecifically,fardwasb, donstruction an4 de,qtqll$gn 
'

debris, wood waste, and food and commercial organics from the up to5,600 tpd mixed waste 
"

sbeam are targeted for processing at the DSTS and diversion from landfilI. '

The purpose of fuIl implementation of the DSTS Master Plan facilities is to process certain waste

streams using improved technologies and procedures to recover a higher yield of materials that
can be diverted from landfills. As described more fully below, one key element in implementing;
the Mastel Pl4t.p,p pr,ggeed.with recovery of food waste Q1d Other 9rt&3{r.t,lor 

composting in
a fully errctosea itn cture that will not only increase the propoition of waste that is rerycled, but

will minimize odors and other impacts.

Descriilion of Etistirg Facilities

The Project site consists of 53.21acres (Assessor's Parcel Number 79A-475-7-32) and is located at

2615 Davis Street, west of Doolittle Drive (See Figure 1). An improved road at the westerly end

of Davis Street provides access to the site. The site consists of relatively flat topography, with
some portions of the site consisting of minor elevation variations. The steepest slopes on the

property are located in the eastern portion of the site.

The property has been previously developed and disturbed with the existing Davis Street

Transfer Station footprint since1979. The property is designated in the City's General Plan as

"PI" Public/Institutional and as "lG" Industrial General on the City of San Leandro Zoning

Map. These designations allow for a wide range of manufacfuring, transportation,
waiehousing, vehicle storage and distribution uses. Surrounding land uses are primarily
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industrial to the north, east and south, with recreational uses in the Oyster Bay Regional Park
open space and recreational area located west of the project site.

The existing facilities at DSTS (see Figure 2) provide the necessary infrastructure to support the

solid waste and recycling services currently required by the City and County, and neighboring

communities. As noted above, the facility is permitted to accept up to 5,600 tpd, and this daily
tonnage does not change as part of the Site Plan Review. The existing facilities include:

Trarcftr $ation - 65,000 sq ft
This facility allows for commercial collection vehicles and waste delivered by the general public
to be discharged in a building and reloaded into larger trailers for transportation to the ultimate
disposal site. One transfer trailer is capable of hauling 3 to 4 times as much as one collection

truck thus providing efficiency in transporting wastelo the ultimate disposal site. The trans{er i

station receives between 2,200 tons to 3,500 tpd.

SIUARI n RF d€ DyVlffi ll,hterial re@vety Facility-36,m0 sq ft
Dry waste consists primanly o.f p*grials from cornmercial sources thaJ,{orngf,f9ntql!,fo,Sj
waste or large amounts of orgarric materials,;It also includes select loads of constuction and

aemolition (e/D) waste delivered by both WMAC trucks and contractors, The vehicles unload

material on either side of this building. The material is then loaded onto a conveyor and

material is moved through a series of sorting stations and screens to recover recyclables such as

wood, old corrugated cardboard (OCC), metals and plastics. Inert materials (i.e. small rocks,

broken glass and dirt) are separated and sent to the landfill to be used as daily or interim cover

in place of using dirt. This practice contributes to the overall recycling rate of the City and

County. The MRF also accepts select loads delivered by the general public and this waste is

processed through this same equipment line to recover recyclables'

Gmrirpled or Siirgle $ream ll,RF - 55,0m sq ft
Household.p p4d goy1e commercial customers.il.,&e City,,And surrounding cities set out
containers with newipii#i) cardboard, mixed pip"., gLrr, "r* and plastics. WMAC collecb

t}ese containers and delivers the material to the single stream MRF for sorting reryclables.

Ctfprtuildirys
Truck Maintenance Building - L9,000 sq ft - This facility include several maintenance bays for
servicing rolling stock used for transporting waste.

Heavy Equipment Shop - 4,000 sq ft - Includes several service bays for maintaining loaders,

dozers, forklifts and equipment used on site.

Administration Building - 4,000 sq ft - Offices and employee areas for management and

administrative staff.

Education Center - L,500 sq ft - A place where students and groups can gather to learn more

about ways to reduce waste, reuse materials, recycle and contribute to a more sustainable

community.
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In addition to these onsite structures, WMAC also operates an area to receive municipal solid
waste from the general public from activities such as home improvement/remodeling projects,

old appliances, yard cleanup (green material) that exceed the capacity of the residential waste

bins, and a concrete pad and shipping area for green and woody wastes.

Prior Subnithl and G'rrent S-tatus d whshr PIan

lnprwercnb
WMAC submitted to the Crty a Conditional Use Permit (CU) application in1996 that resulted in
approval of a Master Plan development pursuant to a CU, which identified the following
components:

1. The existing DSTS
2. Alternative clean air retrofit
3. Food Waste Recycling (Compostingl.
4. Reuse Salvage Center
5. Construction/Demolition Debris Recycling (separate from sMaRT MRF)

6. Outdated Food Disposal
7. Relocation of the Environmental Education Center
8. Facility Tour Observation area

In additiory the approved CU allows for the DSTS to accept up to 5,600 tpd of waste materials'

This includes both the materials to be processed on-site and those transferred off-site for
processing or disposal.

,ilo date WMAC has built the following elements of the approved Master Plan (see Figure 2 for
the location of the existing facilities).

1.. SMaRT Material Recovery Facility aka Dry Waste MRF'- In the CU it was expected that

800 tpd would be processed tfuough this facility. The first phase of this has been operating

since ZOOZ and pro-cessee between 400 tpd and 500 tpd of dry waste, iircluding some

construction/ demolition debris from small contractors.

Construction /Demolition Recycling - WMAC has designated areas on the DSTS site for

contractors to unload clean loads of dirt, concrete and asphalt. Source-separated wood is

also accepted at the wood waste processing area. Smaller contractors that deliver mixed

loads of C/D waste may dump near the SMaRT MRF, where select loads are processed.

Reuse/ Salvage Center - A cefitral Reuse/Salvage operation was located on the northeast

corner of the site. It has discontinued operatiorU but WMAC continues to operate retail

recycling for soil amendment materials, and decorative bark.

Gi$dated Food Disposal +WMAC has a designated space within the enclosed transfer

station building where outdated food is accepted and transported for processing. This

material may also be received at the Food Waste Recycling Facilities for composting in the

future.

Relocation of the Education Center - The education center was built :or.2002.It is located

on the west side of the entrance road, adjacent to the administration building.

J.

5.
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Tire Recycling - A tire recycling building is located on the east side of the transfer station.
Tires are shipped for recycling.

Green Weste Rerycling - Currently, source-separated green waste is accepted at DSTS.

This material is now unloaded on a concrete pad and reloaded into trailers for
transporting to offsite compost sites. WMAC is planning to construct an enclosure for the
green waste receiving operations. By fully enclosing the operation, odors and dust will be

minimized. T$r{g#ry&,r*.,_het4gjesi$""d to receive between 400 and 600 tpd of greert
waste, *hkh includes grass and othei yard waste, kee trimmings, and food. In addition,
by tipping green and food waste in an enclosed structure with odor controls, the material
can be accumulated throughout the day and unloaded during non-peak or low frafhc
hours to expedite shipping times and thus reduce the carbon footprint associated with
truck travel during peak hours.

These represent the major improvements that have been constructed and are currently in
operatiory or are under construction consistent with the approved CU. Those facilities needed

for full implementation of the Master Plan and are included as part of this Site Plan Review are

described below.

thdabS|b ll,ffirPlan
The Site Master Plan Update represents conceptual building design and sizing information that
is subject to refinement in the final design phase. Therefore, the size of the various buildings is
relatively approximate; some changes in building dimensions will be made as the final
programming and design development phases are completed. The waste flows and material
handled by each unit of operation is represented by a range.

l<ey Features of Siite lvhsbr Plan Inptwercnb
The following is a description of the Site Master Plan improvements proposed. These

improvements are shown on the site layout plan (see Figure 2) and overall floor plan (See

Figures 3 and 4).

Food VlhstdOganics tucydi ry Facil ity

The Site Master Plan Improvemenb includes an enhanced, larger scale Food Waste Recycling'
Facility to better achieve required diversioni(see Figure 4 and 5). Using advanced and improved
technology allows for the processing of these organics in an environmentally sound manner as

opposed to landfilling them. The fuciHty w!! 
.-!9 

c,Epable of receiving an{ Pr.oceseing between
L,000 to 1,300 tpd of waste from residential and cdmmercial generators that currently tip at the
transfer station. Equipment to be used to process the organics/ food waste will be similar to a

typical materials recovery facility. It will include a series of conveyors, screens and manual
sorting to transport and separate material.

An estimated 6m tpd of food and mixed organics are expected to be recovered for composting.
This material will be conveyed to a separate building for mixing with green/woody waste. This
mixing building is adjacent to the Green Waste building and will be used to prepare the food/
greenf mixed organic material for the compost process described below. Material in excess of
the capacity of the Food Waste /Organics/Green Waste Compost Facility will be loaded into
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trailers and transported to an offsite facility for further processing. Residue from the food waste
recycling operation will be conveyed to the transfer station. This new facility will allow WMAC
to recover more recyclables and food waste for composting without increasing the total tonnage

of waste brought into the site. As stipulated in the approved CU, the tipping and processing

area for this operation will be fully enclosed.

Food V\ffi/Oganics/Geen Vlhste Gonpoct Facility

Collection practices have evolved in the Alameda County that now require or allow some

customers to combine green waste and food waste material into one container. As suctu this
material will be received and combined with the materials recovered from the Food
Waste/Organics Recycling Facility for composting on site and/or to be shipped to offsite
locations for composting (see Figure 6). The composting of food waste and organics at the DST$
is included in CU-96-l as amended in February 1998 by the Cit5/s Board of Zonrng.
Adjustrnents.

Under this Master Plan Improvements, the Food Waste/Organics/Green Waste Composting
Facility will Brocess qpprpximately 1.,000 tpd of food and green wastea along with othermixed
organics will be processed. Between 250 and 350 tpd will be composted on site, and the regt ofi
the material will be shipped for composting off site. Consistent with the process approved in
the CU, all material will be handled in an enclosed building with the air being treated either
with bio-fil'ters and/or with a combination of bio-filters and mechanical systerns. Using a series

of in-vessel compost units or tunnels, the time to convert mixed organics to a usable soil
amendment/enrichment product is about 75 days as compared to about L80 or more days if
composted in outdoor windrow units. The composting will be performed in the following three

stag€6:

Stage 1: Anaerobic Digestion - The food and green waste mixture will be loaded into a turmel
unit. Grce the tunnel ir fuIl, it is closed airtight to begin the anaerobic digestion process of the
food waste/green waste f otgaric mixture. This process will accelerate the production of
compos! eliminate pathogens, and reduce the volume of material. The anaerobic decomposition
process will produce methane gas that will be collected and blended with landfill gas (methane)

currently being treated at the Oyster Bay Landfill Gas facility to provide a renewable energy
source. This anaerobic decomposition process is estimated to take between 21, to 28 days to
complete depending on the makeup of the food waste/ green wastef organic material. It is also

estimated that this process will generate between 2,500 mega-watts (MW) and 4,000 MW of
useable power.

Stage 2: Aerobic Digestion - Once stage 1 is complete and the methane gas ls removed, the
material is moved by front loader and placed into a secondary tunnel:'Once full, the tuffiel i$

closed and the aerobic compost process continu<*. This secondary process is estimated to take
'1,4to 2L days to complete depending on the makeup of the material'

Stage 3: Screening / Agrlrp,Caring -After the compost material has been processed through
stage 2it will be taken to the on-site compost processing building,'The material is screened to
separate fines, medium grade and material greater than one.inch. Materials that are ready for
market will be placed into bunkers for aging and sold on site. Somre material will be recycled to
be used as bio-filter media and / or bulking material in the compost procesii'The rernaining -

compost material will be loaded into trailers and taken off site to complete the curing/ a$ng
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process. The offsite curing/aging process can take anywhere from 30 to 40 days to complete.

Tfuough this 3-stage composting process, the volume of the compost will be reduced by 30 to 50

percent. This process will decrease the number of truck trips hauling offsite.

In addition to cdmpost/soil amendment there are two other byproducts generated by thb

process. The first is a percolate liquid, which is collected and sbred in tanks. The percolate i3

then rerycled as part of A" compost process. The second byproduct is methane gas, which will'
be stored in tanks and then used as a renewable energy source. It is estimated that up to four
tanks will be needed to provide the capacity and the required redundancy to support the

compost process.

These tanks could range from 20 feet to 35 feet in height and 25 feet to 50 fget in diamet€8lAsi

shown on the mastercIt" plun these tanks are expectJd to be lbcated on the west side of thb

Compost Facility either on the south or norlh end of the building depending on the final
equipment design.

RrHic tucdviry pispGal) Enclcure
The existing Public Receiving (Disposal) Area will be enclosed to minimize litter and dust, and

to minimize or eliminate probleuis ilu6 to birds and vectors,(see Figure 7). In addition, a fully
enclosed facility will offer a safer and more efficient area for the general public to unload waste.

The enclosure will have a conveyor for sending material through the adjacent SMaRT MRF.

AhnuteFud (GeanAr) Mt
WMAC has an ongoing program to use cleaner burning fuel in its collection fleets and transfer

trucks to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. This will be accomplished by converting a number

of its trucks from diesel fuel to alternative fuels such as compressed natural gas (CNG). In 2010,

WMAC plans to purchase 21new CNG trucks. These trucks will be serviced at the Altamont
Landfill CNG fuel station. At Altamont, where the City's waste is disposed, gas extracted from
the landfill is being converted to CNG. The Master Plan includes the installation of a CNG Fuel

Station to provide the services needed to support a fleet of trucks and reduce the amount diesel

fuel used. The DSTS fuel station will be supplied with CNG from the landfill and will operate in
conjunction with the Altamont fueling facility to provide convenient services. The Alternative
Fuel Retrofit was part of the 1998 CU.

ffiqrcetuilding
The new Food waste /Organic/Green waste recycling and compost facilities at DSTS will create

jobs for additional employees to operate and maintain the equipment. This includes line sorters.

A new building will be constructed to provide an office area for administrative staff and

restrooms,locker space, break area and training/conference rooms for employees. This is

planned to be a two-story structure (9,000 total sq ft) located at the north end of the Food

waste/Organic recycling facility.

Vehicle ltrlhinhmne
WMAC plans to consolidate current on-site product sales into a central retail store/outlet
located in the existing truck maintenance building. To continue to provide for maintenance of
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trucks used for transporf a new set of maintenance bays will be constructed next to the current
Heavy Equipment Maintenance building to replace those currently located in the Truck
Maintenance building. The new truck maintenance building is expected to be about 7,000 sq ft.

$ryle Srearn Eparcion Lirre (NletvSS Etpamtion)

Afr additional sorting line is needed at the Single Skeam MRF (SS MR$ in order to continue to

efficiently p'rocess the commingled/single-stream recycled material delivgtgd.tq"*r9,.1t-rc$9_vF
process line is expected to be built-in a parallel alignment and integral with the existing processi

equipment It will be constructed and enclosed under a separate 13,000 sq ft shucture.

Orcrhead Gorvqruce q/sftem

One key feature of the master plan is to construct an overhead conveyance system to transport

materials between operational units. The eoltv€yance system will be an extension of the current
systenr that currently *u*pore ,euiarr.fr6*U{e SVranf MRF to the"triiibfei:fifrXffiUiiitrii"g.,
ThC networl. *ill gonsist of a system"t?.S-q",y,uJ,rggidue-.,!o1_the Food Waste /Oryantc Rerycling
bqif$1agto tnft.translg qF!..g{,,gAt*rg'*re sime network will also be a cg.f.r.yeyor !o (qnsport'
mixed recvclibies froii fuiFood mfaote/Org6il$ic Recycling building to the SS MRF.,*E 3{$itoru
a nel,rr 

"orrrr"yo, 
will be built to transport r"rid,r" from the SS MRF 6 the tansfer station""''

building.

The conveyor network will have a positive impact from an energy and environmental
standpoint. First, it will minimize the need to have trucks loaded and transporting these

materials onsite, thus reducing use of conventional fuels and reducing emissions. Second, dust

and noise will be reduced by eliminating the need to load and unload trucks with residue and

recyclables. Overall, the conveyor network will have a positive impact on greenhouse gas

emissions and reduce the carbon footprint.

landscafiry
Landscaping is proposed for a swath measuring approximately 10 feet by 960 feet along the

western edge of the Food Waste/Organic/Green Waste Composting Facility. In additiory per

City of San Leandro requirements for updating and augmenting areas that are under-

landscaped (ref Section 5-2512, Article 25 of the ZoningCode), WMAC will work with East Bay

Regional Parks District (EBRPD) to install appropriate landscaping for the benefit of the greater

area around the DSTS, subject to the review and approval of the City's Zontng Enforcement

Official. WMAC will consult with EBRPD in development of final landscape plans for both

areas as well as architectural plans of the Food Waste /Orgaruc/Green Waste Compositing

Facility prior to submittal of building permits for approval by the City of San Leandro.

This Project Description represents the key features to be implemented as part of the Master

Plan. The facilities described are consistent with the concepts and program facilities approved

in the 1998 CU with the exception that the scale of the facilities with respect to organics

processing in particular has increased to address the evolving requirements for diversion and to

take advantage of new and improved technologies.
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Vlffi Elvercion

With the additional facilities at DSTS, it is expected that up to approximately 150,000 tons per
year of food waste and green material will be diverted from landfilling for composting, with an

up to an additional approximately 190,000 tons per year of materials is expected to be diverted
from the landfill for recycling and other higher uses. The Food Waste / Mixed Organic
recycling and compost facility will also produce a certain amount of renewable energy. This will
occur as methane gas that will be withdrawn during the first stage of composting. The gasses

will be blended with landfill gas currently recovered from the closed Oyster Bay landfill and

used to produce electricity.

Frvircrrcntal Gondtions

As part of the in-place conditional use modification process and consistent with the

requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) the City issued a Mitigated
Negative Declaration of environmental impact for the master plan site improvements in 1998

(CU-96-1 Agreement). Through this process, the City considered the impact of executing or

implementing the facilities and operations presented by the WMAC master plan. The Mitigated
Negative Declaration imposed several conditions that are to be met in the implementation of
these facilities.

The following mitigation measures included in the 1998 Mitigated Negative Declaration for the

Master Plan Improvements authorized as part of the CU-96-1, agreement remain applicable to

the overall development of DSTS. As the DSTC Master Plan has and will be been implemented,

these mitigation measures are being and will be implemented. These mitigation measures are as

follows:

O.ffibd Food Dspcal:
1. Outdated or off specification food waste shall be unloaded within the existing main refuse

transfer building, or a similar covered structure, equipped with an odor control system'

2. An odor control product shall be utilized as necessary throughout the operating day to

prevent odors from the Outdated Food Disposal operation from being detectable off-site

of the Transfer Station.

Foodt\ffirucydiq$
1,. Unloading and mixing of food waste with bulking agents shall occur under a covered

structure equipped with an odor control system.

2. An odor control product shall be utilized as necessary throughout the operating day to

prevent odors from the Food Waste Recycling operation from being detectable off-site of
the Transfer Station.

3. Within the same operating day as unloading, food waste shall be mixed with bulking
agents and placed within a fully-enclosed composting system or units.

4. The fully-enclosed composting system or units shall be equipped with a bio-filter or

functionally equivalent odor control device.
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5. Once compost product is removed from the composting unit, it shall be covered during
rainfall events.

Trffic
1. The applicant shall contribute 100 percent of the costs to restripe (i.e. lengthen) the

northbound approach on Doolittle Drive to the intersection of Davis/Doolittle to provide
an exclusive left-turn lane, two exclusive through lanes and one exclusive right-turn lane.

Srrmry d NIS Siite Itrprovetrenb
The improvements included in this Site Plan Review plan are consistent with the conditions
stipulated in the 1998 Mitigated Negative Declaration. The primary conditions pertain to the

Food Waste Recycling facilities. As shown on the drawings the Food Waste Recycling operation
occurs in an enclosed building. This includes the receiving, processing, mixirig and bulking and

compost operations.

Foodl/tffitucydirq
The Organics/ Food Waste Recycling building will be fully enclosed and air handling
equipment will be used to control fugitive dust and appropriately treat to minimize odors. The

material will be conveyed inside the buildings to the mixing and in vessel compost units in a
fully enclosed building. Air will collected and treated using bio filters'or by a comparable air
handling/ treatment process. The compost products will conveyed to a covered area to be

screened and shipped for further processing for sale.

Trffic
No new traffic willbe generated by this operation, as there will be no more waste accepted over

the approved 5,600 tpd limit. In fact, the Food Waste Recycling and Compost operation will
result in reducing the number of transfer tuck trips by 8-10 per day. This is due the reduction in
the volume of food/ green and mixed organic waste stream during the decomposition Process
to produce compost.

An*ribcfunal Treafunt and landscafrru
As part of the projec! architectural treatments and additional landscaping are included to

improve the overall appearance of DSTS. For example, steel wall panels will alternate between a

horizontal and vertical to improve the appearance of the new building, and parapets will vary

in height to conceal rooftop equipment.

With the Oyster Bay Regional Park situated to the west of the site, the west-side of the Food

Waste Rerycling Building will be intentionally low key in color scheme and treatment. Building

materials will include dark hued green metal wall panels to blend in with landscaping on the

park side. Figure 5 provides representative architectural renderings/elevation drawings of the

Food Waste /Organtc/Green Waste Composting Facility and conceptual landscaping (also see

Figure 2 - Site Layout). Figure 8 also provides representative architectural renderings of the

Green Waste Building, Mixed Organics Building, and the Compost Building. The site layout,

architecfural treatment and conceptual landscaping plan have been developed in accordance
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with the requirements of the City's Site Plan Review Standards (Standard 5-2512).The

landscape plan will also meet the requirements of City Code 4-1902-

hib Trffic, Sb Clrculation and PlrkitB
A new traffic circulation plan for the site will provide a safer and more efficient means to move

vehicles tfuoughout the site (see Figure 9). By building additional scales, the overall queue

times for every type of vehicle will decrease, as the scale system will be able to Process more

transactions per hour. In addition, by providing an additional scale designated for the

commercial vehicles, an existing scale can be designated for self haul. By designating a scale for

self haul traffic and using traffic controls, self haul vehicles may enter a channelized circulation
path with limited crossover points and little to no options to enter site operations areas' This

will provide a safer path of travel for self haul vehicles.

In addition, immediately after the entrance, transfer trucks either will use a perimeter road for

access to some facilities or will enter the transfer station for loading. This will help remove large

trucks from other trucks and will allow them to move through the site quicker. In addition, the

circulation plans for these trucks are set up to minimize or eliminate the need for these trucks to

backup.

The additional scale will also help to reduce the amount of waiting time experienced in the

queue by collection trucks. At peak times of the day, some collection trucks may wait in queue

for up to half an hour before being processed. If these queue times were reduced by an average

of 20 minutes for 12trucks, a total savings of four hours of idle time would be realized.

Additional on-site traffic will be eliminated by utilizing conveyors to move material between

buildings.

By performing composting on-site, a total of 48,000 tons per year, or 180 tpd, of compost will be

reaucea in th; composting process. This will result in a decrease of 8-L0 truck trips per day. The

average distance to the composting sites is approximately 60 miles roundtrip, and the material

is shipped in a diesel tractor-trailer, which average between 6 and 8 mpg. This would save

between 60 and 75 gallons of diesel fuel per day, which is equivalent to eliminating the

emissions fuom25to 40 passenger vehicle from the road, as well as saving an estimated 150,000

miles of road use per year by trucks.

The volume and nature of the solid waste use of the site requires a large amount of atea for the

storage, processing and transfer of material. This use and the requisite amount of floor area is

not specifically defined in the Off-Street Parking and Loading Regulations section of the City's

ZontngCode. The followingparugraph defines the method used to best define the parking

requirements for the proposed site plan.

The City's ZoningCode was used as the basis for the analysis of required parking for the

additional building area laid out in this master plan. Vehicle maintenance and office uses are

clearly defined in the zoning code and therefore the corresponding parking ratios were use

(lspace per 300 sq. ft.). The parking ratio for the use classification of Warehousing/
Distribulon / StorageFacilities was used for the remaining proposed structures (not including

the Food Waste/Organic/Green Waste Composting Facility) based on their related use for

storage and transfer of material. The Food Waste / Orgaruc/Green Waste Composting Facility is

an exclusive use for the building. The in-vessel composting in the building requires an large

sco1ru-1010Doc/1@56m03



Davis Sfreet Transfer Station
Master Plan lmprovements

amount of area in comparison to the number of employees needed to occupy the building. The

existing use classifications in the City's ZoningCode do not specifically address an equivalent

or similar use match, however, the City's ZoringCode is useful in providing guidance as to

how to proceed. Therefore, a maximum employee count for the building was used to establish

the parking required for that building. The parking justification mentioned above is

summarized on the Site Layout exhibit included with this package.

Oor@
Both the Food Waste / Orgaruc/ Green Waste Compost and the Food Waste/Organic Recycling

operations will occur in enclosed buildings. To contain odors generated by the unloading and

handling of organic material, the buildings will be designed to minimize the number of

openings and large vehicle access doors will be equipped with high-speed doors' To control

odor, the buildings will be equipped with an air handling and ventilation system to capture

exhaust from the building so that it can be treated for odor prior to release to the atmosphere.

The air will be treated using a bio-filter system andf or a mechanical air handling and treatment

system, such as a misting system. Bio-filters have been proven effective at removing odors from

air that are caused by mixed organics and sulfur compounds, which are the main source of odor

associated with green waste and food waste handling and processing. Bio-filters use biological

and chemical oxidation to remove undesirable compounds in the air by forcing the air through

a porous media (such as wood chips or compost) that contains an optimal environment for

bacteria to grow and consume the odor causing agents in the air.

To properly treat the air generated by the Green Waste Enclosure, the Food

Wastef Organic/Green Waste Compost Facility and the Food Waste /Organtc Recycling Facility,

it is estimated that an area of between 20,000 square feet (SF) and 30,000 SF will be needed for

the bio-filter. The bio-filter is planned to be installed in two phases. The first phase is estimated

to be approximately 10,000 SF and will be sized to treat the air from the Food Waste/Organic

Recycling Facility and the Green Waste Enclosure. The second phase is estimated to be between

14,000 SF and 20,000 SF and will be sized to treat the air from the Food Waste/Organic/Green
Waste Compost Facility including the mixing operations for the composting building' The

proposed Project is required to and will comply with applicable Bay Area Air Quality
Munug"*"nt Distric/s (BAAQMD's) regulations, including the guidelines for composting

facilitils through the collection and control of biogas, and tfuough the use of a bio-filter system

to control odors.

fumaaHe Frergyfiorn ttrlhfhte G
The primary purpose of the Food Waste / Organic/ Green Waste Compost Facility is to produce

u rruii"ty olmarketable soil amendment products for sale. One by-product of the Food

Waste/brganic/Green Waste Compost Facility will be bio-gas that is comprised of about 60

percent rr,utt un" and rougNy 35 percent carbon dioxide. The remaining trace gases may include

nitrogery oxygen, u**o.riu and hydrogery which comprise less than 5 percent of the volume of

bio-gas. In summary, biogas is a clean fuel source and can be used once the moisture is

removed. Bio-gas is geneiated in the enclosed compost tunnels and will be collected and piped

to storage tanks. The tanks are used to store the methane and allow the condensate to drop out

and be collected. The tanks provide the pressure and feed control needed to operate the
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generation sets. It is estimated that between 10,000 cubic feet/hour (CF/hr) and 20,000 CF /ttr of

methane will be generated.

The gas will be combined with the landfill gas collected from the closed Oyster Bay landfill that
is compressed for use in internal combustion units with reciprocating engines and/or gas

turbine generators to produce electricity. The size, number of units, and configuration of
technology will be determined in the final design process of the generation equipment to best

utilize the resource that could produce between 4,000 MWh and 9,000 MWh annually. The

equipment used to generate electricity will be similar to other internal combustion units used

tfuoughout the industry, several of which operate in the Bay Area. Waste Management has

three (3) similar projects in various stages of development in the Bay Area.

The equipment will achieve a destruction efficiency that prevents any risk to health or the

environment through combustion or oxidation of the gas. In additiorU the generating equipment

will exceed the destructive efficiency of the existing flare system for landfill gas. Exhaust gas

produced from the generation equipment will be processed through a series of emission control

technologies designed to meet air quality standards for the Oakland/Alameda County area.

Currently, the Generator Set Technology of several manufacturers is designed to meet EPA's

Tier 4 Interim Emission Standards. These technologies limit emissions of oxides from nitrogen

(NOx), particulate matter (PM), hydrocarbons (HC) and carbon monoxide (CO). Controls can

include electronic air management to lower combustion temperatures thus reducing NOx

output, use of oxidation catalysts and particulate filters. The suite of emission control

technologies for the DSTS project will be tailored to meet optimal performance requirements

and will depend on the ultimate quality of the methane content of the bio-gas and air quality

standards for the area. Many of the Generation Set Technologies are designed to handle a

variety of fuel sources such as diesel, landfill gas and bio gas. Bio gas generated from the

compost operations is expected to be relatively clean compared to other sources. Air permitting

will 
-be 

completed prior to any development activities at the site to verify emissions are below

appropriate levels.

The renewable energy can be used to offset onsite operadonal electrical demand, with any

excess electric power being delivered to the grid for distribution. The project will be located

adjacent to the existing permitted landfill gas flare system. The flare system is used to destruct

landfill gas prior to discharge into the atmosphere. The new system will essentially replace the

gas flare system; however, the flare system will remain in service on a backup basis-
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#,qAffi CITY OF SAN LEANDRO
DEPARTMENT OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

Planning Division

Project title:

Lead agency
name,
address & phone
number:

Project location:

Project sponsor's
Name and
address:

General Plan:

Zoning:

Description of
site and proposed
project:

Surrounding
Iand uses:

INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST FORM

Davis Street Transfer Station Master Plan Improvements

Sally Barros, Senior Planner City of San Leandro
Community Development Department
835 E. l4th Street, San Leandro, CA 94577
(sl0) s77-34s8

2615 Davis Street
San Leandro , CA 94577
Assessors Parcel Number 07 9 A-047 5 -007 -32

waste Management of Alameda county Davis street Transfer Station

2615 Davis Street, San Leandro , CA 94577

Contact: Jack Isola, District Manager

The property is designated in the City's General Plan as 'oPI"

Public/Institutional and as "IG" Industrial General on the City of San

Leandro ZonngMap. These designations allow for a wide range of
manufacturing, transportation, warehousing, vehicle storage and distribution

USCS.

IG - General Industrial

See attached Project Description

Sunounding land uses are primarily industrial in natute, with the OySter Bay

Regional Park open space and recreational area located to the west ofthe
project site.

Other public
agencies
involved:

Alameda County Waste Management Authority (StopWaste.ORG)

East Bay Regional Parks District



ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY Atr'F'ECTED :

The environmental faotors checked below would be potentially afleoted by this project, involving at least one impact that
is a'rPotentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the following piges.

o
o
D
El
tr

tr
tr
tr
tr
tr

tr
tr
tr
tr
tr

Land Use and Planning
Population and Housing
Geological Problems
Water
Air Quality

Transp ortati on/C ircul ation
Biologioal Resouces
Energy and Mineral Resources
Hazards
Noise

Publio Servioes
Utilities and Service
Aesthetics
Cultural Resources
Reoreation

,.-, Mandatory Findings of* 
Significance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed bythe Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

X I find that the proposed project COT LD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATM DECLARATION will be prepared.

tr I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there
will not be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures described on an
attached sheet have been added to the project. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
will be prepared.

fl I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an

n

D

ENVIRONMENTAL MPACT REPORT is required.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect(s) on the environment, but at least
one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal
standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as
desoribed on attaohed sheets, if the effect is a "potentially significant impacf' or "potentially
significant unless mitigated." An BNVIRONMENTAL MPACT REPORT ii required,lo analyze
only the effects that remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a signifioant effeot on the environment, there

IILL N9T be a significant effect in this case because all potentially signifioant effeots (a) have
been analyz*d adequately in an earlier EIR pursuant to applioable standards, and (b) haye been
avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR, including revisions or mitigation measures that
are imposed upon the proposed project,

W
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Environmental Checklist:

The Environmental Checklist and discussion that follows is based on questions provided in Appendix G of the

CEQA Guidelines. The questions focus on individual concems within 17 different broad environmental

categories, such as air quality, cultural resources, land use, and traffic. The CEQA guidelines provide direction for
preparing checklist responses. Each question in the Checklist requires a ooyes" or oono" reply indicating whether or

not the project will have a potentially significant environmental impact of a certain type.

The Checklist table provides other possible replies to the questions, including one which indicates the project

would have a ooless than significant" impact, and another which indicates that the project couldhave a significant

impact but that the impact can be avoided if mitigation measures are applied. The "less than significant" impact

correspond to those where relevant information, reports or studies demonstrate that the impacts would not exceed

a threshold of significance established by the lead agency. Impacts that are "less than significant with mitigation"

include those where it can be demonstrated that the incorporation of clearly defined mitigation measures into the

project would avoid impacts or reduce them to less than significant levels.

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect has

been adequately analyzedin an earlier EIR or negative declaration (Section 15063(cX3)(D) of the Guidelines). In

this case, a brief discussion should identiff the earlier analysis used, the impacts that were previously addressed,

and the mitigation measures that were applied.
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ISSUES
POTENTIALLY
SIGIITF'ICANT

ISSUES

POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

I]NLESS
MITIGATION

INCORPORATEI)

LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT

IMPACT

NO
IMPACT

SOURCES

a. Physically divide an established community? x Lr2

b. Conflict with any applicable land use plan,
policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but not
limited to the general plan, specific plan, local
coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an

environmental effect?

x lr9

c. Conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?

x I

EXPLANATION:
a. The proposed Project would implement the Master Plan Improvements for the Davis Street Transfer Station (DSTS)

pr.ruurt to CU- 9k-1, which includes implementing a number of facility improvements at the DSTS. The composting of
iood waste and organics at the DSTS is included in CU-96-l as amended in February 1998 by the City's Board of
ZoningAdjustments. The proposed Project would not physically divide an established community, as the proposed

improvements occur within the existing facility boundary.

b. The proposed Project would not change existing land uses and would not conflict with existing general plan

designations or zoning ordinances. The property is designated in the City's General Plan as "PI'Public/Institutional and

as "i-G" Industrial General on the City of San Leandro ZonrngMap. These designations allow for a wide range of
manufacturing, transportation, warehousing, vehicle storage and distribution uses.

As part of the project, architectural treatments and additional landscaping are included to improve the overall

appearance ofbSfS. For example, steel wall panels will altemate between ahoizontal and vertical to improve the

uppea.ar"" of the new building, and parapets will vary in height to conceal rooftop equipment. With the Oyster Bay

Regional Park (Park) situated to the west of the site, the west-side of the Food Waste/Organics/Green Waste

Composting Building will be intentionally low key in color scheme and treatment. Building materials will include dark

huedgreen metal wal panels to blend in with landscaping on the Park side of the facility. The site layout, architectural

treatment and conceptual landscaping plan have been developed in accordance with the requirements of the City's Site

Plan Review Standards (Standard5-2512). The landscape plan will also meet the requirements of City Code tL-

"tgo2.

As part of the Project, landscaping is proposed for a swath measuring approximately l0 feet by 960 feet along the

western edge of the Food Wasie/OrganicTGreen Waste Composting Facility. In addition, per the City's requirements for

updating and augmenting areas that are under-landscaped (Section s-2slz,Article 25 of the Zoning Code), WMAC will
work with East Bay Regional Parks District (EBRPD) to install appropriate landscaping for the benefit of the greater

area around the DSTS, iubject to the review and approval of the City's ZoningEnforcement Official. WMAC will
consult with EBRPD in development of final landscape plans for both areas as well as architectural plans of the Food

Waste/Organic/Green Waste Compositing Facility prior to submittal of building permits for approval by the City of San

Leandro..

The DSTC and the Site Master Plan Improvements are not located within an area designated in the San Francisco Bay

Plan, and the proposed Project will not interfere with the implementation of components of the San Francisco Bay Plan

at the Oyster ilay Regionai Park, the Oyster Bay Marine Park, the Oyster Bay Regional Seashore, or the San Leandro

Shoreline Park system.

c. The proposed Project site would not conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community

conservation plan.
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ISSUES
POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

ISSUES

POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

UNLESS
MTTIGATION

INCORPORATEI)

LESS THAN
SIGNINCANT

IMPACT

NO
IMPACT SOURCES

a. Induce substantial population growth in an

area, either directly (for example, by proposing
new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for
example, through extension ofroads or other
infrastructure)?

x

b. Displace substantial numbers of existing
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

x

c. Displace substantial numbers of people,

necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

x

EXPLANATION:
a. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project would not have any appreciable effect on regional or local

residential population and housing or any effect on regional or local residential population and housing. The proposed

Project wo;ld require an additional 3 I employees that are expected to live in the local area, and therefore the proposed

Project would not result in an impact related to inducing population growth.

b. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project would not attract new residents to the area nor necessitate the

construction of replacement housing.

c. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project would have no impact associated with displacing people or

necessitating the construction of replacement housing.

ISSUES
POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

ISSUES

POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

UNLESS
MITIGATION

INCORPORATEI)

LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT

IMPACT

NO
IMPACT

SOURCES

t-1

a. Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as

delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map
issued by the State Geologistfor the area
or based on other substantial evidence of a

knownfault? Refer to Division of Mines
and Geologt Special Publication 42.

x I

iL Strong seismic ground shaking? x I

iii. Seismic-related groundfailure, including
liquefactionT x I

iv. Landslides? x I

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

x 1
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c. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable, or that would become unstable as a

result ofthe project, and potentially result in
on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

x I

d. Be located on expansive soil creating
substantial risks to life or property?

x 1,3

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

x I

f. Any increase in wind or water erosion of soils,
either on- or off-site?

x I

g. Changes in deposition or erosion ofbeach,
sands, or changes in siltation, deposition or
erosion which may modifu the channel of a
river or stream or the bed ofthe ocean or any

bay, inlet or lake?

x I

EXPLANATION:
a. The proposed Project site is located in a seismically active region. Ground shaking is the greatest hazard near the project

site, which would be very strong to violent in the event of a major earthquake on the San Andreas or Hayward Faults,

located l4 miles to the southwest and 3 miles to east, respectively. The proximity of the Hayward Fault makes it the most

significant. The maximum probable earthquake G\PE) along the Hayward Fault has been estimated to range from 7 to

7.5 on the Richter scale. Thi proposed Project area is not within the Alquist-Priolo special study zone designated by the

California Geological Survey. Onsite structures are and will be designed to conform to the San Leandro Building Code

and to adhere to policies in the City's General Plan, which would minimize seismic shaking impacts' Liquefaction

hazards.".ort p.onounced in the industrial areas west of Interstate (I-880) where the project site is located. Landslide

hazards are not present at the project site. The Building Code requires that projects in geologically hazardous areas

complete geoteihnical studies with specific measures incorporated into the project to reduce potential hazards. With the

Projict's Jtructure being designed to conform to the Building Code and the policies in the City's General Plan, potential

seismic impacts to the Project will be less than significant. !

b. The proposed Project would not result in substantial soil erosion or loss of soil. Erosion potential was mapped as part of
the Genlral Plan Update. The proposed Project will incorporate erosion control measures so that no new or increased

impact will result above that documented in the General Plan.

c. The proposed Project would not result in landslides, lateral spreading, subsidence, or collapse. The potential for

lique-faction will be addressed by completion of geotechnical studies with specific measures to reduce potential hazards

as discussed in Response "a" above.

d. The proposed Project is located on expansive soil as identified in the Soil Survey of Alameda County, Western Part. The

nuitAing Code re[uires that projects in geologically hazardous areas complete geotechnical studies with specific

."urr.", incorporated into the project to reduce potential hazards. With the Project's structure being designed to

conform to the-Building Code analne policies inthe City's General Plan, potential impacts to the Project will be less

than significant.

e. The proposed Project would not have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative waste

water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste water.

f. The proposed Project would not cause an increase in wind or water erosion of soils, either onsite or offsite.

g. The proposed Project would not cause a change in deposition or erosion ofbeach, sands, or cause any changes in
- 

siltaiion, deposition, or erosion of a river, stream, or bed of the ocean, or any bay , inlet or lake.
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ISSUES
POTENTIALLY
SIGNI'ICANT

ISSUES

POTENTLA.LLY
SIGNMICANT

UNLESS
MITIGATION

INCORPORATED

LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT

IMPACT

NO
IMPACT

SOURCES

:::::::::.r i'iillii::;:::::

t*::Jheli*
I t( ::::;li"l

a. Violate any water qualrty standards or waste
discharge requirements?

x 1

b. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net deficit
in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local
groundwater table level, for example, the
production rate ofpre-existing nearby wells
would drop to a level which would not support

existing land uses or planned uses for which
permits have been granted)?

x I

c. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattem
ofthe site or area, including the alteration of
the course of a stream or river, in a manner

which would result in substantial erosion or
siltation on- or off-site?

x I

d. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern
ofthe site or area, including the alteration of
the course of a stream or river, or substantially
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in
a manner which would result in flooding on- or
ofI-site)?

x I

e. Create or contribute runoff water which would
exceed the capacity ofexisting or planned

storm water drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of polluted
runof{?

x 1

f. Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? x I

g. Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard

area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map
(FIRM) or other flood hazard delineation map?

x I

h. Place within a 100-year flood hazard area

structures which would impede or redirect
flood flows?

x l'8

i. Expose people or structures to a significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding,
including flooding as a result of the failure of a
levee or dam?

x I

j. Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? x I

k. Exposure of people property to water related
hazards such as tidal waves?

x I
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EXPLANATION:
a. As the proposed Project will be built within the existing facility boundary, the proposed Project includes stormwater

control measures and conforms to the General Plan to minimize siltation and erosion from construction. In May 2010,

WMAC entered into a Stormwater Treatrnent Measures Maintenance Agreement with the City of San Leandro. This

agreement includes Order R2-2003-0021, CAS0029831 issued by the Regional Water Quality Control Board, San

Francisco Bay Region (RWQCB), which is the Alameda Countywide NPDES municipal permit for the Alameda

Countywide Clean Water Program. The existing stormwater quality plan is shown on Figure l. As part of the proposed

Project, WMAC will construct the onsite stormwater treatment measures shown on the Site Plan @igure 2). The
stormwater management strategy is to provide a train of Best Management Practices (BMPs) to the stormwater runoff
prior to its release to the discharge points. The train of BMPs will consist of rainwater capture, bioretention, filtration,
hydrodynamic separation, and bioswales. The construction of the onsite stormwater treatment measures will ensure that

potential impacts to stormwater quality will be less than significant. The onsite stormwater drainage and treatment

system will not affect the right-of-way (ROW) that has been offered for dedication to the City to provide access to the

East Bay Regional Park District.

b. As the proposed Project will be built within the existing facility boundary, the proposed Project would not impact

groundwater recharge areas or have an impact on the water table. General Plan Policy 32.10 protects San Leandro's

groundwater from the potential adverse effects ofurban uses. The proposed Project includes tanks to store the percolate

liquid, which is then used as makeup to initialize the compost process forming a closed loop system. Any excess water

will be conveyed to the sanitary sewer.

c. As the proposed Project will be built within the existing facility boundary, the proposed Project includes stormwater

control measures and conforms to the General Plan to minimize siltation and erosion from construction.

d. The proposed Project would not alter the drainage patterns and would not result in an increased risk of flooding onsite or

offsite as the proposed Project will be built within the existing facility boundary.

e. As the proposed Project will be built within the existing facility boundary, the proposed Project includes stormwater

control measures and conforms to the General Plan to minimize siltation and erosion from construction. In May 2010,

WMAC entered into a Stormwater Treatment Measures Maintenance Agreement with the City of San Leandro. This

agreement includes Order R2-2003-0021, CAS0029831 issued by the Regional Water Quality Control Board, San

Francisco Bay Region (RWQCB), which is the Alameda Countywide NPDES municipal permit for the Alameda

Countywide Clean Water Program. As part of the proposed Project, WMAC will construct the onsite stormwater

treatment measures shown on the Site Plan (Figure 2).The stormwater management strategy is to provide a train of Best

Management Practices (BI\,IPO to the stormwater runoff prior to its release to the discharge points. The train of BMPs

will consist of rainwater capture, bioretention, filtration, hydrodynamic separation, and bioswales. The construction of
the onsite stormwater treatment measures will ensure that potential impacts to stormwater quality will be less than

significant.

f. As the proposed Project will be built within the existing facility boundary, the proposed Project includes stormwater

control measures and conforms to the General Plan to minimize siltation and erosion from construction. In May 2010,

WMAC entered into a Stormwater Treatment Measures Maintenance Agreement with the City of San Leandro. This

agreement includes Order R2-2003-0021, CAS0029831 issued by the Regional Water Quality Control Board, San

Francisco Bay Region (RWQCB), which is the Alameda Countywide NPDES municipal permit for the Alameda

Countywide Clean Water Program. As part of the proposed Project, WMAC will construct the onsite stormwater

treatment measures shown on the Site Plan (Figure 2). The storm water management strategy is to provide a train of Best

Management Practices (BMPs) to the stormwater runoffprior to its release to the discharge points. The train of BMPs

will consist of rainwater capture, bioretention, filtration, hydrodynamic separation, and bioswales. The construction of
the onsite stormwater treatment measures will ensure that potential impacts to stormwater quality will be less than

significant.

g. The proposed Project is not located within a 100-year flood hazard as mapped on a federal Flood Insurance Rate Map- 
(FIRM) The proposed Project would not alter the drainage pattems and would not result in an increased risk of flooding

onsite or offsite.

h. The proposed Project is not located within a 100-year flood hazard as mapped on a federal Flood Insurance Rate Map
(FIRM) The proposed Project would not alter the drainage patterns and would not result in an increased risk of flooding

onsite or offsite. Therefore, the structures as part of the proposed Project will not impede or redirect flood flows.

i. The proposed Project will not expose people or structures to a significant risk due to a failure of a levee or dam as there

are no dams or levees onsite.
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k.

The proposed Project would not result in tsunami hazards as these hazards in San Leandro are minimal due to the City's
distance from the ocean. The proposed project is not located in an area with mudflow hazards. The proposed Project
would not result in seiche hazards, as a body ofwater does not exist on the Project site.

The proposed Project is not located in an area subject to hazards such as tidal waves and therefore would not expose

people or property to tidal waves.

ISSUES
POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

ISSIIES

POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

UNLESS
MITIGATION

INCORPORATED

LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT

IMPACT

NO
IMPACT
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a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan?

x

b. Violate any air qualrty standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation?

x

Result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard (including releasing emissions, which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?

x

d. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?

x

e. Create objectionable odors affecting a

substantial number of people?
x
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EXPLANATION:
a. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the Air

Quality Plans for the San Francisco Bay Area. The proposed Project is required to and will comply with applicable Bay
Area Air Qualrty Management District (BAAQMD)regulations, including the BAAQMD's guidelines for composting
facilities through the collection and control ofbiogas, and through the use of a bio-filter system to control odors,

therefore, the proposed Project will not have significant air quality impacts.

b. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project would not violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation. No new traffic is expected to be generated by the proposed

Project as there will be no increase in the amount of waste accepted over the current permitted 5,600 ton per day limit.
The Food Waste Recycling and Compost operation will result in a reduction of transfer truck trips by 8-10 trips per day.

This is due to the reduction in the volume of food/green and mixed organic waste stream during the decomposition
process to produce compost. This reduction in emissions is equivalent to removing between 25 and 40 cars from the road
per day. Site improvements include additional scale systems to reduce the idle time for vehicles using the facility. The

OrganiclFood Waste Recycling building will be fully enclosed and air-handling equipment will be used to control
fugitive dust and to appropriately heat to minimize odors. Air will be collected and treated using biofilters and/or

mechanical air handling and treatment systems. The compost products will be conveyed to a covered area to be screened.

The applicant will pave the roads and parking areas to reduce fugitive dust.

One of the by-products of the compost operation will be a biogas. The gas will be combined with the landfill gas

collected from the closed Oyster Bay landfill that is compressed for use in intemal combustion units with reciprocating

engines and/or gas turbine generators to produce electricity. The equipment will achieve a destruction efficiency that

prevents any risk to health or the environment through combustion or oxidation ofthe gas. In addition, the generating

equipment will exceed the destructive efficiency of the existing flare system for landfill gas. Exhaust gas produced from

the generation equipment will be processed through a series of emission control technologies designed to meet air quality

standards of the BAAQMD. The emission control technologies for the Davis Street site will be tailored to meet optimal
performance requirements and will depend on the ultimate quality of the methane content of the biogas and air quality

standards for the area.

c. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project would not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of
any criteria pollutant. See Response "b" above.

d. Sensitive receptors, which include residences, schools, and hospitals, would not be exposed to substantial pollutant

concentrations by the proposed Project. The nearest homes are located approximately 0.5 miles southeast of the Project

site. The nearest school is located 0.7 miles southeast of the Project site. The nearest hospital (San Leandro Hospital) is

located approximately 3.5 miles east of the Project site. See Response "b" above.

e. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project would not create objectionable odors affecting a substantial

number of people. The Organic/Food Waste Recycling building will be fully enclosed and air-handling equipment will
be used to control fugitive dust and to appropriately treat to minimize odors. Air will be collected and treated using

biofilters. The compost products will be conveyed to a covered area to be screened. See Response "b" above.

POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

UNLESS
MITIGATION

INCORPORATED

Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications, on
any species identified as a candidate, sensitive,
or special status species in local or regional
plans, policies, or regulations, or by the

Califomia Department of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
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b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian, habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or
US Fish and Wildlife Service?

x 2

Have a substantial adverse eflect on federally
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404

of the Clean Water Act (including, but not
limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.)

through direct removal, filling, hydrological
intemrption, or other means?

x 2

d. Interfere substantially with the movement of
any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

x 2

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

x 2

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

x 2

EXPLANATION:

a. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project will be built within the existing facility boundary and would

not have a substantial adverseiffect on anyspecies identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local

or regional plans, policies, or regulations or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S' Fish and Wildlife

Service.

b. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project will be built within the existing facility boundary and is not

located in a riparian habitat and would not liave a substantial adverse effect on the sensitive natural community in Oyster

Bay Regional Park.

c. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project will be built within the existing facility boundary and is not

located on a federaily protected wetland. fhe p.opor"d Project does not include any direct removal, filling or hydrologic

intemrption and would not cause disruption to marsheso vernal pools, or coastal areas.

d. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project will be built within the existing facility boundary and would

not interfere with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species,

e. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project will not results in conflicts with any local tree protection

ordinances and will likely result in a net-inciease in tiee cover, as trees will be planted to mitigate visual impacts. There

are not conflicts with local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources.

f. As noted in the project Description, the proposed project will be built within the existing facility boundary and does not

conflict with any habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan.
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ISSUES
POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

ISSUES

POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

UNLESS
MITIGATION

INCORPORATED

LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT

IMPACT

NO
IMPACT SOURCES
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a. Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to the
region and the residents ofthe state?

x I

b. Result in the loss of availability of a locally,
important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan or other land use plan?

x I

EXPLANATION:
a. There are no areas within San Leandro by the State Geologist or the Califomia Geological Survey as containing mineral

deposits, which are of statewide significance or the significance of which requires further evaluation. Therefore, the

proposed Project will not result in any impacts to mineral resources.

b. The General Plan confirms there are no mineral deposits of significance in the city limits. Therefore, the proposed

Project will not result in any impacts to mineral resources.

ISSUES
POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

ISSUES

POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

UNLESS
MITIGATION

INCORPORATEI)

LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT

IMPACT

NO
TMPACT

SOURCES
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a. Create a significant hazardto the public or the

environment through the routine transport, use,

or disposal of hazardous materials?

x 7

b. Create a significant hazardlo the public or the

environment through reasonably foreseeable

upset and accident conditions involving the

release of hazardous materials into the
environment?

x 2

c. Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous

or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?

x 2

d. Be located on a site which is included on a list
of hazardous materials sites and, as a result,

would it create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment?

x 2

e. For a project located within an airport land use

plan, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the
project area?

x ,,

f. For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazardfor people residing or working in the
project area?

x 2
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g. Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

h. Expose people or structures to a significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland
fires, including where wildlands are adjacent
to urbanized areas or where residences are

intermixed with wildlands?

EXPLANATION:
a. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project would not result in any transport, use, or disposal ofhazardous

materials. DSTS does accept residential curbside household hazardous waste (HHW) from the general public that is

picked up by designated residential waste hauling trucks. All loads ofwaste brought to the site are checked for toxic
materiali and hazardous waste. Ifhazardous materials are undetected during the initial load checking, once detected, the

hazardous materials are removed to a hazardous waste storage area and then taken offsite by trained personnel. All onsite

hazardous materials and wastes must be used and managed in compliance with the applicable Certified Unified Program

Agency (CUPA) [i.e. Alameda County Environmental Health Department] regulations and the facility hazardous

materials management plan approved by CUPA. The facility does not accept waste oil from the public. Waste oil is
placed in double-walled above ground tanks and removed by a company that recycles the oil.

b. AsnotedintheProjectDescription,theproposedProjectwouldnotresultinanyincreasedriskofupsetoraccident
conditions involving hazardous materials into the environment.

c. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project would not cause the emission of hazardous materials or require

the handling of hazardous materials within one-quarter mile of a school. The nearest school is located 0.7 miles southeast

from the Project site.

d. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project site is not included on a list of hazardous materials sites. The

site did report a gasoline leak in February 1990 and after a field investigation and remedial action, the RWQCB issued a

'No Further Action" letter and closed the case in November 1996. Therefore, the proposed Project site will not create a

significant hazard to the public or the environment.

e. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project will not result in a safety hazards for people residing or

working near areas covered by the Oakland International Airport land use plan.

f. There are no private airstrips near the proposed Project, therefore the proposed Project will not result in a safety hazards

for people residing or working near areas covered by a private airport

g. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project will be built in the existing facility boundary and would have

no effect on emergency response plans or evacuation plans for the City.

h. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project will not expose people or structures to a sigrrificant risk of loss,

injury, or death involving wildland fires. The proposed Project will comply with applicable building and fire codes as

adopied by the City of San Leandro. The proposed Project will have automatic sprinkler systems in the buildings. Fire

hydiants will be initalled prior to verticalionstruction of the buildings. Combustible material storage shall comply with

the San Leandro Fire Code Section 315. Any storage area over six feet shall not be within 10 feet of the property line.

Any storage area less than 6 feet high shall not be within three feet ofthe property line.
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POTENTIALLY
SIGNIF'ICANT

ISSUES

POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

UNLESS
MITIGATION

INCORPORATED

LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT
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NO
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a. Exposure of persons to or generation of noise
levels in excess of standards established in the
local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies?

x

b, Exposure of persons to or generation of
excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

x

c. A substantial permanent increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project?

x

d. A substantial temporary or periodic increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?

x 4

e. For a project located within an airport land use

plan would the project expose people residing
or working in the project area to excessive
noise levels?

x

f. For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project expose people

residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

x
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EXPLANATION:
a. The construction noise from the proposed Project would be less than significant because ofthe attenuating effects of

existing intervening structures. Additionally, construction activities would occur during daytime hours only. Impacts

associated with exposure ofpersons to noise during construction are considered to be less than significant because

construction activities would be temporary, would be limited to daytime hours. Operation of the proposed Project would
be less significant as facility improvements would occur in enclosed facilities.

b. As noted in the Project Description, construction of the proposed Project would not require the substantial duration or
amount of activities commonly known to produce excessive groundbome vibration or noise (e.g., pile driving).
Therefore, the proposed Project would have no impact associated with the exposure ofpersons to or generation of
excessive groundborne vibration or groundbome noise levels.

c. As noted in the Project Description, operation of the proposed Project would not cause a permanent increase in ambient

noise levels in the project vicinity above existing levels. Operation ofthe proposed Project would be less significant as

facility improvements would occur in enclosed facilities. The Food Waste/Organics Recycling Facility, Food

Waste/Organics/Green Waste Compost Facility, and the Public Receiving/Disposal Enclosure, will be enclosed and

insulated; therefore, these facilities will effectively control and reduce the noise levels from the interior operation of
these facilities to ensure the noise levels at the boundary of the DSTS continue to meet the City's industrial facility/land

use noise standard. Landscaping along the west side of the Food Waste/Organics/Green Waste Compost Facility will
reduce the noise level from the transfer trucks hauling organic materials to this building. The Food

Waste/Organics/Green Waste Compost Facility will also act as a noise buffer for the existing trucks and vehicles

accessing the existing facilities at the DSTS.

d. As noted in the Project Description, construction activities would temporarily increase noise levels at the project site.

However, construction would occur during daylight occurs and would not occur between the hours of 7 a.m. and 7 p.m.

on weekdays, or between 8 a.m. and 7 p.m. on Saturday and Sunday.

e. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project will not result in a safety hazards for people residing or
working near areas covered by the Oakland Intemational Airport land use plan.

f. There are no private airstrips near the proposed Project, therefore the proposed Project will not result in excessive noise

levels for people residing or working near areas covered by a private airport.

ISSUES
POITNTIALLY
SIGNII'ICANT

ISSUES

POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

UNLESS
MITIGATION

TNCORPORATED

Lf,SS THAN
SIGNII'ICANT

IMPACT

NO
IMPACT
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a. Cause an increase in traffic which is
substantial in relation to the existing traffic
load and capacity of the street system; that is,
results in a substantial increase in either the
number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity
ration on roads, or congestion at intersections?

x

b. Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a

level of service standard established by the
congestion management agency for designated
roads or highways?

x

c. Result in a change in air traffrc patterns,

including either an increase in trafiic levels or
a change in location that result in substantial
safety risks?

x

d. Substantially increase hazards due to a design
feature, for example, sharp curves or
dangerous intersections or incompatible uses
(farm equipment)?

x
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e. Result in inadequate emergency access?

f. Result in inadequate parking capacity?

g. Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs supporting alternative transportation
(e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

h. Trigger CMA Review? (GPA involving more
than 100 p.m. peak hour trips generated over
exiting GP)?

EXPLANATION:
a. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project would not generate new traff,tc, as there will be no increase in

the amount of waste accepted at the DSTC over the currently permifted 5,600-tpd limit. The Food Waste Recycling and

Compost operation will result in a reduction in the number of transfer truck trips by 8-10 trips per day. This is due to the

reduction in the volume of food/green and mixed organic waste stream during the decomposition process to produce

compost.

b. Davis Street in the vicinity of the DSTC and at the entrance to the DSTC currently operated within an acceptable level

. of service (LOS) as defined by the congestion management agency. Since as noted in the Project Description and in a.

above, the proposed Project would not generated new traffic as there will be no increase in the amount of waste

accepted at the DSTC over the currently permitted 5,600-tpd limit; and as noted in the Project Description and in a.

above, the Food Waste Recycling and Composting operation will result in a reduction in the number of transfer truck
tipsby8-l0tripsperday,theproposedProjectwillnot exceedalevelofservicestandardestablishedbythecongestion
management agency on Davis Street or at the entrance to the DSTS. In addition, as discussed in Section 4a. Hydrology
and Water Qualrty, the onsite stormwater drainage and treatrnent system will not affect the right-of-way (ROW) that has

been offered for dedication to the City to provide access to the East Bay Regional Park District.

c. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project would not result in changes in air traffic patterns, or a change

in location that results in substantial safety risks.

d. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project includes a new traffic circulation plan for the site, which will
provide a safer and more effrcient means to move vehicles throughout the site. Therefore, the proposed Project would
not result in increase hazards due to a design feature.

e. As noted in the Project Description, the inclusion of the new traffrc circulation plan for the site will ensure continued

emergency access to the site is provided.

f. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project includes additional onsite parking (additional 136 parking

stalls), therefore providing adequate parking capacity for the site.

g. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project would not conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs

supporting alternative transportation.

h. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project would not generate new traffic, and therefore would not

trigger Alameda County Congestion Management Agency (ACCMA) Review.

POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

UNLESS
MITIGATION

INCORPORATEI)

a. Fire protection?

b. Police protection?
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c. Schools? x

d. Parks? x

e. Other public facilities? x

EXPLANATION:
Police and fire protection services are provided by the City of San Leandro Police Department an! lhe 

Alameda County Fire

Department. As noted in the Project Discription, the proposed Project would require an additional 3.1 employees. The

additional employees would notiequire new or physiial[y altered fire stations or govemment facilities. Therefore, the

proposed Project would have no impact associated with public services.

ISSUES
POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

ISSUES

POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

UNLESS
MITIGATION

INCORPORATED

LDSS THAN
SIGNIFICANT

IMPACT

NO
IMPACT SOURCES
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a. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of
the applicable Regional Water Quality Control
Board.

x

b. Require or result in the construction of new
water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the

construction ofwhich could cause significant
environmental effects.

x 2

c. Require or result in the construction of new

storm water drainage facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental effects.

x

d. Have sufficient water supplies available to
serve the project from existing entitlements
and resources, or are new or expanded

entitlements needed.

x

e. Result in a determination by the wastewater

treatment provider which serves or may serve

the project that it has adequate capacity to

serve the project's projected demand in

addition to the provider's existing
commitments.

x

f. Be served by a landfill with sufficient
permiued capaclty to accommodate the

project's solid waste disposal needs.

x

g. Comply with federal, state, and local statutes

and regulations related to solid waste.
x

h. Comply with federal, state, and local statutes

and regulations related to discharge of storm

waters.

x
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EXPLANATION:
a. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project would not include any components that will alter existing

wastewater conditions onsite.

b. The existing facility currently generates wastewater subject to relevant wastewater requirements, waste discharge

regulations, and other relevantiequirements for discharges into sewer systems or from the site. As noted in the Project

Description, the proposed Project would not alter existing conditions.

c. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project includes construction of new storm water drainage facilities to

support the facilityimprovemints (see Figure 2). The construction of the new storm water drainage facilities would not

cause an expansion ofexisting facilities.

d. As noted in the Project Description, the Project site has sufficient water supplies available to serve the project.

e. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project would not alter existing wastewater conditions and would not

result in a determination by thi wastewiter ireatment provider that the projects projected demand would alter the

existing commitments.

'f. Solid waste produced by the proposed project would be disposed of at a properly permitted facility in accordance with

federal and state laws.

g. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project would comply with federal, state, and local statutes and

regulations related to solid waste.

h. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project would comply with federal, state, and local statutes and

regulations related to discharge of storm water.

ISSUES
POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

ISSUES

POTf,NTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

UNLESS
MITIGATION

INCORPORATEI)

LESS THAN
SIGNTFICANT

IMPACT

NO
IMPACT

SOURCES
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a. Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility would
occur or be accelerated?

x

b. Does the project include recreational facilities
or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an

adverse physical effect on the environment?

x

EXPLANATION:
a. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project would not increase the use of parks or other recreational

facilities such that substantial physical diteiioration ofthe facility would occur or be accelerated.

b. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project would not increase the use of existing parks or recreational

facilities or involve constructi;n o. e*pansion of newrecreational facilities that might have an adverse physical effect

on the environment. The proposed Project would have no impact on the use ofexisting neighborhood and regional parks

or other recreational facilities.

TSSUES
POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

ISSUf,S

POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

UNLESS
MITIGATION

INCORPORATEI)

LESSTHAN
SIGNIF'ICANT

IMPACT

NO
IMPACT SOURCES
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a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic
vista?

x lr9

b. Substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a

state scenic highway?

x
5,6,7

c. Substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality ofthe site and its
surrounding?

x
5r 617r9

d. Create a new source of substantial light or
glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

x
5,617

e. Create significant shadow effects on adjacent
buildings?

x 5,6,7

EXPLANATION:
Setting

The Project site is the DSTS on the westem edge of the City of San Leandro adjacent to the San Francisco Bay (see Figure

3). The DSTS is currently an active waste transfer site that contains an industrial yard, heavy machinery, and a series of
buildings. On the north, east, and south sides of the Project site is an industrial corridor characterized by manufacturing
plants, warehouses, storage lots, and heavy truck traffic. The San Leandro Rifle and Pistol Range is adjacent to the Project

site, the San Leandro Water Pollution Control Plant is approximately 0.25 miles north and the Oakland International Airport
is approximately 0.5 miles north. The Project site is accessible from Davis Street which connects the industrial corridor with
I-880 (see Figure 3).

West of the Project site is a former solid waste landfill site that was closed in the early 1980s and is undergoing conversion

to parkland by East Bay Regional Parks District (Parks District) as Oyster Bay Regional Shoreline Park. To complete the

conversion, the Parks District is hauling in soil, contouring the site, and planting native trees and shrubs. Currently, the park

may only be accessed on foot through the southern entrance on Neptune Drive but will eventually be accessible by car and

will contain parking lots. The San Francisco Bay Trail, a regional hiking and biking trail that, when complete, will encircle

San Francisco and San Pablo Bays, has been established on the westem edge ofthe park. A bike and pedestrian bridge has

been built to connect the Bay Trail within the park to a stretch ofplanned trail to the north that has not yet been developed.

As the park conversion is completed, the park will offer views of the bay, hiking and bike trails, picnic areas, and inigated
play meadows, the largest of which may also include a performance area.

The closest residential area is the Mulford Gardens and Davis West neighborhood located 0.5 miles southeast of the Project

site. Other residential neighborhoods are clustered around the I-880 corridor approximately 0.8 miles east of the Project site.

Aside from Oyster Bay Regional Shoreline Park, there are other recreational areas in the Project vicinity. A quarter of a mile

north of the Project site is Metropolitan Golf Links in the city of Oakland. Three quarters of a mile south of the Project site

is the San Leandro Recreation Area which includes the San Leandro Marina, the Marina Park, and Monarch Bay Golf Club.

Methodology

Field Visits, Selection of Key Observation Points, and Modeling

On June 24,2OlO,CH2MHILL visited the Project site and potentially sensitive locations in the Project surroundings to

determine potential project visibility. CH2M HILL project staff determined that the Project would not be visible from the

San Leandio Recreational Area or the Mulford Gardens neighborhood due to topography and screening by trees on the south

edge of the Project site. CH2M IilLL project staff was accompanied around Oyster Bay Regional Shoreline Park by Sofia

Zander from East Bay Regional Parks and Sally Banos from the City of San Leandro. Photographs were taken from
representative viewpoints within the park and global positioning system (GPS) points were recorded. All photographs were

taken with a single lens reflex digital camera set to take photographs that are the equivalent of photos taken with a

35-millimeter (mm) camera with the lens set at a 50-mm focal length.
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From the photographs taken at Oyster Bay Regional Shoreline Park, two were selected as Key Observation Points (KOPs)

by CFI2M HILL in consultation with the East Bay Regional Park District and the City of San Leandro. KOPs are views that
are representative of the types of views that general public has of the Project, The two KOPs were selected based on
observations made during the field visit to represent a range of views toward the Project site from Oyster Bay Regional
Shoreline Park including close-up and more distant views, views from future recreational areas within the park, and views
from the entrance road. Based upon an in the-field visit, it was determined the two selected KOPs are appropriate and

adequate to represent the types of views visitors to the Oyster Bay Regional Shoreline Park will have of the Project, and to
allow for the analysis of potential visual impacts to be analyzed and addressed in the Initial Study/Irlegative Declaration.

For this analysis, CH2M HILL prepared a visual simulation for each KOP using computer modeling techniques to depict the

view as it would appear with the Project completed. A combination of computer-aided drafting, GIS, and rendering
programs were used to produce the images of the project facilities that are superimposed on photographs. To produce the

simulations, a digital site model was created using topographic and site data. Next, three-dimensional (3-D) models of
project features were prepared using Project plans, and these were superimposed on the digital site model. For each KOP,
viewer location was digitized from topographic maps, using l.5 meters (5 feet) as the assumed eye level. Computer "wire
frame" perspective plots were overlaid on the photographs of the KOPs from the simulation viewpoints to veriff scale and

viewpoint location. Digital visual-simulation images were produced based on renderings of the 3-D model combined with
the high-resolution digital base photographs. The process ofcomputer modeling techniques ensures the proposed Project
facilities are accurately simulated in the existing setting.

Key Observation Point Evaluation

To assess the existing visual quality of the views from the KOPs and to establish the degree to which the Project would alter
visual quality levels, CH2MHILL rated the images using a scale summarized in Table 1. This scale incorporates landscape

assessment concepts applied by the U.S. Forest Service, the U.S. Department of Transportation, and Buhyoff el al. (1994).

In the rating the levels of scenic quality of the KOPs, a broad spectrum of factors was taken into consideration including:

o Natural features, including topography, water courses, rock outcrops, and natural vegetation

o The positive and negative effects of cultural alterations and built structures on visual quality

o Visual composition, including an assessment of the vividness, intactness, and unity of patterns in the landscapel

TABLE 1

Landscape Scenic Qualiry Scale

Rating Explanation

Outstanding
Visual Quality

High Visual
Quality

Moderately High
Visual Quality

Moderate Visual
Qua.lity

Moderately Low
Visual Quality

Low Visual
Quality

Landscapes ofexceptionally high visual quality that are signifrcant nationally or regionally. They usually
contain exceptional natural or cultural features. They are what we think ofas "picture post card" landscapes.

People are attracted to these landscapes to view them.

Landscapes that have high quality scenic value. This may be due to cultural or natural features that cause the
landscape to be visually interesting or particularly comfortable. These landscapes have high levels of
vividness, unity, and intactness.

Landscapes that have above average scenic value but are not ofhigh scenic value. Levels ofvividness,
unity, and intactness are moderate to high.

Landscapes that are common or typical with average scenic value. They usually lack significant cultural or
natural features. Levels ofvividness, unity; and intactness are average.

Landscapes that have below average scenic value but not low scenic value. They may contain visually
discordant man-made alterations, but these features do not dominate the landscape. They often lack spaces

that people will perceive as inviting and provide little interest in terms of two-dimensional visual attributes
ofthe landscape.

Landscapes that have below average scenic value. They may contain visually discordant man-made
alterations, and often provide little. Levels ofvividness, unity, and intactness are below average.

Note: Rating scale based on Buhyoff et al., 1994-US DOT, 1988; and USDA, 1995

I Vividness is the memorability of landscape elements. lntactness is the inteqrity of visual order in the natural and built landscape, and the extent to
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Existing Environment

KOP 1

KOP I (Figure 5) is a view from Oyster Bay Regional Shoreline Park, approximately 0.3 miles southwest of the Project site.
KOP I was taken from the area that, as part of the Park District's plans for the park, will in the future be a large play
meadow including a broad grassy area for recreational activities with picnic tables around the edge. This meadow will
feature views of the bay and may contain a performance space. This area is intended to become a destination for many of the
park's visitors. KOP I also is representative of the views from the San Francisco Bay Trail, which is located 0.2 miles west
along the park's San Francisco Bay shoreline.

The duration of the view from KOP I could vary from short to long depending on the amount of time a visitor spends in the
play meadow. Sensitivity to this view is likely to be relatively high because though may visitors will be engaged in
recreational activities such as picnicking or playing Frisbee, park goers tend to expect relatively scenic views. However, the
primary view from KOP lwill not be this view eastward toward the project site and the East Bay Hills, but the view
westward toward the bay.

The view from KOP I is toward the northeast, with a portion of the planned meadow area and the bermed area that defines
its eastern edge in the foreground, and the East Bay Hills in the background. Though the view from KOP I will change as

the park is developed, the cunent view is that of a clearing covered in weedy plants backed by two hill-like berms that are
covered in grasses and native shrubs and trees. Between the low hills, existing transfer station facilities, a fenceo and piles of
green waste (residential yard waste) and wood waste are visible though not readily distinguishable from this distance. The
top of a warehouse is visible behind the hill on the right. Hills in the foreground and trees in the middle-ground substantially
block views toward other existing DSTS facilities and toward structures in the industrial zone beyond the transfer station.
Houses are scattered across the hills in the background though they are not very visible due to distance.

Applying the scale presented in Table l, the existing view can be rated as having a moderate to moderately high level of
visual quality. The vividness of the view is moderately high due to the row of berms in the foreground and the range of high
hills in the background. The intactness of the existing view is moderately low due to the weedy plants in the foreground and
visibility of existing transfer station facilities. Many other built elements are visible on the hills in the background but do not
intrude upon the existing view because of their distance. The unity of the existing view is moderately high due to the
harmonious composition created by the field in the foreground backed by the repeating forms of the berms and the hills.

The character of the existing view is one of a somewhat natural appearing landscape set within a larger urban environment.

KOP 2

KOP 2 (Figure 6) is a view from Oyster Bay Regional Shoreline Park, approximately 0.1 miles southwest of the Project site.
KOP 2 was taken from the site of the future entrance road at the turn off to a parking area on the east side of the park. KOP
2 presents a view that many park visitors who access the park by car will see and since this KOP is so close to the Project
site, it represents a potential worst case scenario for views from other parts of the park.

The duration of the view from KOP 2 would be relatively short, representing the view of motorists along the roadway on the
east side ofthe park. Sensitivity to this view may not be as high as it would be from the parts of the park dedicated to
recreational activity, though views from KOP 2 are likely to affect the overall experience of the park.

Though the view from KOP 2 will change as the park is developed, the current foreground view is that of a gravel road
flanked by weedy plants. On the right side of the view, the existing transfer station is visible. The view includes piles of
green waste, wood waste and heavy machinery. Beyond it is the San Leandro Rifle and Pistol Range, Metropolitan Golf
Links, and several buildings in vicinity of Doolittle Drive in the City of Oakland. The East Bay hills form the background.

Applying the scale presented in Table 1, the current view can be rated as having a moderately low to low level of visual
quality. The vividness of the existing view is moderately low because no element of the view aside from the hills in the
distance could be considered memorable. The intactness of the existing view is low due to the visibility of the transfer
station. The unity of the existing view is low because the image does not form a harmonious composition.

The character of the existing view is one of an undeveloped foreground with industrial and commercial structures in the
middle and background.

which the landscape is free from visual encroachment. Unity is the degree to lvhich the visual resources of the landscape join to form a coherent,
harmonious visual pattern. Unity refers to the compositional harmony of compatibility between landscape elements. (US DOT, 1988)
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Impacts Discussion

Assessment of Visual Effects

KOP I

Figure 5 presents a photo of the existing view toward the Project site from Oyster Bay Regional Shoreline Park (Photo A)
approximately 0.3 miles southrrest of the Project site, and a simulation of the view as it would appear after Project
construction (Photo B). Comparison of the images indicates that although the Project has the potential to affect the quality
and character ofthe view, the degree ofchange would not be considered substantial and is less than significant.

From KOP l, the Project would be visible as a structure between the berms in the foreground and would also be visible as a

roofline above the hill on the right. Though the berms would block most views of the Project from KOP 1, the portion that is
visible would draw attention due to its scale and proximity to KOP l. The Project has potential to affect the character of the

view from KOP 1 because it makes the proximity to the industrial corridor more apparent. However, because the view
already includes some encroaching elements and because the Project would affect a somewhat small portion of the view, the

degree ofcharacter alteration would not be considered substantial and is less than significant. The Project also has the
potential to affect the quality of the view from KOP 1, reducing its level of quality to moderate from moderate to moderately
high because the Project could be considered an encroaching element in the view. However, this degree of change in visual
quality would not be considered substantial and is less than significant.

KOP 2

Figure 6 presents a photo of the existing view toward the Project site from Oyster Bay Regional Shoreline Park (Photo A)
approximately 0.1 miles southwest of the Project site, and a simulation of the view as it would appear after Project
construction @hoto B). Comparison of the images indicates that when the Project is in place, it would not degrade either the

character or quality of the view, and the project's impact would be less than significant.

From KOP 2, the Project would be visible as a structure in the foreground on the right side of the view. Though the Project
would be highly visible and would to some extent dominate the view, it would not degrade the character or quality of the

existing view. The character of the view would not change because the Project is being built in an area that is in an industrial
zone and is already being used for as a waste hansfei station, therefore the use ofthe project site does not represent a change

in use ofthe site. The quality ofthe existing view would not be degraded and has the potential to be improved because the

Project would reduce visual clutter by blocking views from the park toward the interior of the existing transfer station.

Impact Significance

a. The two publically accessible places which provide scenic vistas toward the Project site are Oyster Bay Regional
Shoreline Park and the San Francisco Bay Trail. Although the Project would be screened from much of Oyster Bay
Regional Shoreline Park due to trees and topography, the Project would be visible from certain places as represented by
KOPs I and 2. From parts of the park, such as KOP l, from which the existing DSTC is barely visible, the Project has

the potential to create some visual effects because the Project is larger than the existing transfer station facilities and is

closer to the park. This change would not be considered substantial because the view already includes some

encroaching elements and because the Project would affect a somewhat small portion of the view. From parts of the

park, such as KOP 2, from which the existing transfer station facility is very visible, the Project would not have a

substantially adverse visual effect on the existing view and has the potential to reduce visual clutter by blocking views
toward the interior of the transfer station from the park. Therefore, the Project will not result in a significant impact, and

no mitigation is required.

The Project has the potential to be visible from portions of the San Francisco Bay Trail in the Project vicinity, but most,

if not all, of these views would be blocked by trees and topography. Therefore, the Project will not result in a significant
impact, and no mitigation is required.

As part of the Project, architectural tr€atments and additional landscaping are included to improve the overall
appearance of DSTS. For example, steel wall panels will alternate between a horizontal and vertical to improve the

appearance of the new building, and parapets will vary in height to conceal rooftop equipment. With the Oyster Bay
Regional Park situated to the west of the site, the west-side of the Food Waste/Organics/Green Waste Composting
Building will be intentionally low key in color scheme and treatment. Building materials will include dark hued green

metal wall panels to blend in with landscaping on the Park side of the facility. The site layout, architectural treatment
and conceptual landscaping plan have been developed in accordance with the requirements of the City's Site Plan

Review Standards (Standard 5-2512). The landscape plan will also meet the requirements of City Code {1902.
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c.

As part of the Project, landscaping is proposed for a swath measuring approximately l0 feet by 960 feet along the

western edge of the Food Waste/Organic/Green Waste Composting Facility. In addition, per the City's requirements for
updating and augmenting areas that are underJandscaped (Section 5-2512, Article 25 of the Zonirrg Code), WMAC will
work with East Bay Regional Parks District (EBRPD) to install appropriate landscaping for the benefit of the greater

area around the DSTS, subject to the review and approval of the City's ZoningEnforcement Official. WMAC will
consult with EBRPD in development of final landscape plans for both areas as well as architectural plans of the Food

Waste/Organic/Green Waste Compositing Facility prior to submittal of building permits for approval by the City of San

Leandro.

No. The project would not be visible from any State Scenic Highway. The closest OfEcially Designated State Scenic

Highway is Interstate 580 located a minimum of 3 miles east of the Project site and does not offer views of the Project

site. Therefore, there is no impact to scenic resources and no mitigation is required.

The Project would be constructed within a pre-existing industrial corridor on the DSTS prope(y; therefore, the Project

does not represent a change to the industrial corridor or to the existing industrial use of the site. On the west side of the

Project site, Oyster Bay Regional Shoreline Park is being developed from a former landfill site. As is discussed in
question a, while the Project has the potential to degrade the quality or character ofviews from parts ofthe park, the

visual impact of the Project is less than significant. From parts of the park, such as KOP l, from which the existing

transfer station facility is barely visible, the Project has the potential to degrade views because the Project is bigger and

closer to the park than existing transfer station facilities. From these areas, the Project has the potential to dominate

views. However, this change would not be considered substantial because the view akeady includes some encroaching

elements and because the Project would affect a somewhat small portion of the view. From parts of the park, such as

KOP 2, from which the existing transfer station facility is already very visible, the Project would not substantially
degrade views and has the potential to reduce visual clutter by blocking views toward the interior of the transfer station

from the park. Therefore, the Project visual impact will be less than significant and no mitigation is required.

The Project has the potential to be visible from portions of the San Francisco Bay Trail in the Project vicinity, but most,

ifnot all, ofthese views would be blocked by trees and topography. Therefore the Project will not substantially degrade

the character or quality of views from the San Francisco Bay Trail and the Project's visual impact will be less than

significant. The Project would not be visible from other surrounding recreational or residential areas due to distance,

screening by buildings, vegetation, and topography.

As the Project will not result in a significant visual impact, no mitigation is required.

As discussed in c. above, part of the Project, architectural treatments and additional landscaping are included to improve

the overall appearance of DSTS. For example, steel wall panels will alternate between a horizontal and vertical to

improve the appearance of the new building, and parapets will vary in height to conceal rooftop equipment. With the

Oyster Bay Regional Park (Park) situated to the west of the site, the west-side of the Food Waste/Organics/Green Waste

Composting Building will be intentionally low key in color scheme and treatment. Building materials will include dark

hued green metal wall panels to blend in with landscaping on the Park side of the facility. The site layout, architectural

treatment and conceptual landscaping plan have been developed in accordance with the requirements of the City's Site

Plan Review Standards (Standard 5-2512). The landscape plan will also meet the requirements of City Code 4-

1902.

Also, as discussed in c. above, as part of the Project, landscaping is proposed for a swath measuring approximately 10

feet by 960 feet along the westem edge of the Food Waste/Organic/Green Waste Composting Facility. In addition, per

the City's requirements for updating and augmenting areas that are under-landscaped (Section 5-2512, Article 25 of the

ZoningCode), WMAC will work with East Bay Regional Parks District (EBRPD) to install appropriate landscaping for
the benefit of the greater area around the DSTS, subject to the review and approval of the City's ZofiigEnforcement
Official. WMAC will ionsult with EBRPD in development of final landscape plans for both areas as well as

architectural plans of the Food Waste/Organic/Green Waste Compositing Facility prior to submittal of building permits

for approval by the City ofSan Leandro.
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d. No. The Project would not create a new source of substantial light. The Project would be built within a pre-existing

industrial zone which already contains nighttime lighting. Nighttime lighting at the Project site would be limited to that

necessary for safety and security. The Project's contribution to the nighttime light in the area would be limited.
Publically accessible areas from which the Project has the potential to be seen such as Oyster Bay Regional Shoreline

Park would be closed at night so Project night lighting would not adversely affect nighttime views from the park.

Therefore, the Project would not create a new source of light that would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the

area and the visual impact would be less than significant.

Light fixtures associated with the Project would not create a source of glare. They would be fully shielded and directed

downward. Therefore, the Project would not create a source of glare and there would be no visual impact.

As the Project will not result in a significant impact, no mitigation is required.

e. No. The Project site is located within the DSTS. The only adjacent buildings are other transfer station facilities. Any
shadow effect created on other transfer station facilities would be less than significant, and no mitigation is required.

Mitigation and Residual Impacts

As discussed above, the Project visual impacts will be less than significant and no mitigation is required., The Project

facilities would be screened in views from the San Francisco Bay Trail and other nearby areas of the Oyster Bay

Regional Shoreline Park, assuring that the Project's impacts on those views under significance criteria a and c would be

at a level that would be less than significant and not mitigation is required.

ISSUES
POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

ISSUES

POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

I]NLESS
MTTIGATION

INCORPORATf,D

LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT

IMPACT

NO
IMPACT SOURCES

a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as defined
in section 15064.5?

x 2

b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to section 15064.5?

x 2

c. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

x 2

d. Disturb any human remains, including those
interred outside of formal cemeteries?

x 2

EXPLANATION:
a. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project will be built within the existing facility boundary and would

have no direct impact on historical resources.

b. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project will be built within the existing facility boundary and would

have no direct impact on archaeological resources.

c. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project will be built within the existing facility boundary and would

have no direct impact on a unique paleontological resources or unique geologic features.

d. As noted in the Project Description, the proposed Project will be built within the existing facility boundary and it is not

anticipated that human remains will be encountered during construction. In the event, such remains are discovered during

construction, appropriate measures would be taken.
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ISSUES
POTENTIALLY
SIGNTFICANT

ISSUES

POTENTIALLY
SIGNTFICANT

UNLESS
MITIGATION

INCORPORATEI)

LESS TIIAN
SIGNIFICANT

IMPACT

NO
IMPACT

SOURCES

i,ii(iirii itiii 
=:::::::::::::::::::::pfci

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland),
as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program
of the Califomia Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

x I

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

x I

c. Involve other changes in the existing
environmento which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland,
to non-agricultural use?

x I

EXPLANATION:
a. The proposed Project site is not located in any areas of Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide

Importance. Therefore, the proposed Project would have no impact on any areas of Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland,
or Farmland of Statewide Importance.

b. The proposed Project site is not zoned for agricultural use and is not under a Williamson Act contract. Therefore, the
proposed Project would not conflict with zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract.

c. The proposed Project would not affect agricultural resources including the conversion ofFarmland to non-agricultural

use. Therefore, the proposed Project would not involve other changes in the existing environment, which, due to their
location or nature, could result in the conversion ofFarmland to non-agricultural use.

ISSUES
POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

ISSUES

POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

UNLESS
MITIGATION

INCORPORATf,,I)

LESS THAN
SIGNTFICANT

IMPACT

NO
IMPACT SOI]RCES

lis,iiiiiii#iiBiis::i;::i ::,:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::

ill'Hwryullti{ ],si """" ".}l:::nN 1 I

: : : : :::::::::+]]is]l|'lj|. .li:::]:::::::::: ::::: :: :: :: :

a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either
directly or indirectly, that may have a

significant impact on the environment?
x

b. Conflict with any applicable plan, policy or
regulation of an agency adopted for the
purpose of reducing the emissions of
greenhouse gases?

x
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EXPLANATION:
a, The Califomia legislature passed Assembly Bill 32 in2006, requiring that the state reduce GHG emissions to 1990

levels by 2020. An enforceable statewide cap on GHG emissions will be phased in starting in20l2.In addition, Senate

Bill374 seeks to curb GHG emission by reducing vehicle miles traveled. The proposed Project will control odors and
reduce traffic. Through implementation of the improved facilities and operations, the amount of waste that the Davis
Street facility sends to landfills will decrease, and more material will be recycled. The proposed Project will result in
reducing the waste currently be disposed between 1,000 and 1,200 tpd, or a reduction of 40 to 50 percent. Methane gas

generated during the compost operation will be blended with gas from the Oyster Bay Landfill Gas facility to produce
electricity. The Compressed Natural Gas (CNG) for use as a vehicular fuel shall comply with Chapter 22 of the CFC,
NFPA 52, and the California Mechanical Code.

Through the proposed Project's new facilities and operations, the amount of waste that the DSTS sends to landfills will
decrease and more material will be recycled. In addition to the benefits of reducing the waste disposed at landfills, fully
implementing the Master Plan as updated will contribute to sustainability for preserving natural resources. As such, the
improvements address many of the key items adopted in the City's Climate Action Plan (CAP). The following a list of the
environmental benefits of the facilities as identif,red in the CAP:

Greenhouse Gas Emissions
1. Reduced Greenhouse gases athibuted to landfilling

o The facilities will result in reducing the amount of waste currently being disposed at the landfill between 1,000

to 1,200 tpd, or areduction of40% to 50%o.

o Methane gas generated during the compost operation will be blended with gas from the Oyster Bay Landfill
Gas facility to produce electricity.

2. Reduced air emissions and fuel use from truck traffic
o Site improvements include additional scale systems to reduce the idle time for vehicles using the facility. A

rough estimate suggests the reduced idle time for commercial trucks will be equivalent to eliminating the

emissions from I to 2 passenger vehicles currently on the road.
. Using conveyors to efficiently move material on-site will save on-site truck traffic, which may save between 5

and l0 gallons of diesel fuel per day, and would result in a net reduction in emissions equivalent to removing 2
to 4 cars from the road.

r The Food Waste/ Organic Recycling and Compost Operations will reduce the number of truck trips required to
haul green waste by 8-10 trips per day, which saves 480 to 600 miles of transfer truck traffic per day. This
reduction in emissions is equivalent to removing between 25 and 40 cars from the road.

3. Renewable Energy
o The Food Waste Recycling processing and compost units will produce renewable energy to offset use of other

fossil fuels (est. over IMW)
r Waste from the City of San Leandro is disposed at the Altamont Landfill where methane gas collected from

the landfill is converted to CNG and used to fuel a number of trucks. This will reduce the number of trucks
using diesel fuel.

b. The proposed Project will not conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or regulation of an agency adopted for the
purpose ofreducing the emissions ofgreenhouse gases. See Response "a" above.
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POTf,NTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT

UNLESS
MITIGATION

INCORPORATEI)

a. Does the project have the potential to degrade

the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species,

cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to
eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce
the number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?

b. Does the project have impacts that are

individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable"
means that the incremental effects of a project
are considerable when viewed in connection
with the effects ofpast projects, the effects of
other current projects, and the effects of
probable future proj ects.)

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

EXPLANATION:
a. The proposed Project will be built in the existing facility boundary and the does not have the potential to degrade the

quality of th" .n ri.on-ent, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to decrease below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the

number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important periods of California history

or prehistory.

b. The proposed Project does not have impacts that are individually limited or cumulatively considerable of past projects,

the effects ofother current projects, and the effects ofprobable future projects.)

c. The proposed project does not have any environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human

beings, either directly or indirectly.
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View along Davis StBEt tomrd th€ w8t frcm the intEBection of Davis Slr€et and Doolittle Drive
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A. KOP-I: Exisiing viEw toMrd the Prcjoct site from the tulure main play meadow of Oyslgr Bay Regional Shorcline Park.

B. KOP-I: Simulated viewlowrd the Prcjoct site frcm the fulure main play meadow ofOyster Bay Regional Shorcline Park.
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A. KOP-2; Exisling view toward the Prcject site from the future entEnG road ofOyster Bay Regional Shoreline Park

B. KOP-2: Simulated viewtoward lho Prcject sile from the tuture eniran@ rcad of Oyster Bay Regional Shoreline Park
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I
City of San Leandro

Civic Center, 835 E. 14th Street
San Leandro, California 94577

NOTICE OT AVAILABILITY AND INTENT TO AI}OPTA NEGATIVD DDCLARA'I'ION }'OR THD
DAVIS STREDT TRANST'ERSTATION MASTER PLAN IMPROVEMENTS

PLN20!0-00026

Notlce ls Hereby Glven that the City of San Leandro is considering a reconrmendation ttrat the projcct hercin

identitied will have no significant environmental irnpacto in cornplianco with Seclion 15070 of thc Statc CEQA
Guidelines. A copy of th proposcd Negativc Declaration (fidings) ond Initial Surdy aro on file in tho San Loandro

Community Developmcnl Departnrenl, 835 East 14fi Shect, San l.candro, CA 95477. 'fhis document is availablo
for public rcvicw bctween tlre hours of 8:30 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. Moday tluough Friday.

A copy of the Inlthl Study and Nogatlvc Declrratlon ls evrlleble ln the City's wob clte st:

hfEl' or ln the Communlty
Dcvelopmcnt lXpartment oltrces rt 835 Eaot 14't Slreet, San Leandro rCA 94517

REVIEW PERIOD: The 3O-dayreviewpcriod is fromNovernber23,20lo through December 22,2010.
Comments on thc proposcd Negative Declaration should be provided in writing to the San Lcandro Community
Dcvclopment Dcpartrrrnt, 835 Eaet l4o Street, San Lcandm, CA 94577 by Deoembcr 22,2OlO by 4:00 p.m. or
email sb.nJros@sanlcandro.org

This proposed Iinding doce nCt constituto approval or dcnial of tlrc projcct itsclf, it only dctcrmines if the project

could have s significant onvironmental impact. Projccte that could have a significant impact must hcve an

Bnvitonmental Impact Rcport preparod to evaluate thoac poesiblc inpacts in compliance with Scction 15064 of tbo

State CBQA Ctuidelincs.

If you wish to challenge the City'a action oa this Negative Declaration in court, you may be limited to raising only
lhosc issucE you or sorrcone else raised in writtcn conocpondence.

For further informrtion concorning this projecg plearc contact Sally Barroe at (510) 577-3458.

Thc Davis Sipet Transfcr Sation Master Plan proposal includes new built facilitics nccessary to fully implomcnt thc
Mastor Plan Irrprovcrucnts adopted pureuant to thc Conditional Us€ Permit (CU-96-l Agrcerrent) oxccuted and
irrucd by the Crty of San {.eandro on Febnrary I 9, 1998 to accept up to 5,600 tons per day (tpd) of waete pcr day at
DSTS. The new faoilitics included in tho Site Plan Review proposal are:

ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBERS:

PROJECT LOCATION:

PROJECTDESCRIPfiON:

Tony Santos, Mayor .

City Council: Michael l. Crcgory;
Diana M. Souza;

079A-0475-007-32

2615 Dovio Shoet, San Lcandro, CA
(Wcstern terminus of Davie Street)

Davis Street Transfcr Station Mastcr Plan Improvemenls

...,r "\f 
lter.,

i .. ;;l
, i)iri -1. t,

;.".ri .):. j :'
''.. :.rr!fim Prcla;

foyce R. Starosciak;
Ursula Reod;

Bill Stephens



o Food \4raote/Organico Recycling Facility: 63,000 squoro fcct
o Food lVaste/Organicr/Grtcn \Yarte Corrpost Facility: 200,000 rqurre fcet
r Public Rccoiving (Dicpocal) Bnclosure: 62,000 sqarc fea
o Enployec Building: 9,000 squarc feet
o VohicleMainhnancc: 7,@0 squore fea
o Single Sbeom Bxprnrion Linc (Ncw SS B:rpcruion): 13,000 equrrc feet

o OvcrhordConvclnnccSyrbm
r Albrnate Fucl (ClcanAir) Rctofit

DECISION MAKING .AUTHORITY:

HEARINGDATE:

Slgnrturc of l*rd A8ency Rcprercntrtlvo:

Zfrn@ Bnforcelrent Off icial

Tuesday, January 4, 201 I at 2 p.m.

Sistor Citi$ Gallcry Confcrcnce Room

San l*ardro Civic Centar

t35 East l4r Stro*
Srn Leondro, CA 94577


