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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
INTRODUCTION

The proposed project evaluated in this EIR consists of the expansion and eventual
closure of the Union Mine Disposal site, and the development of a leachate/septage
treatment plant on the landfill property, which is located in the western portion of
El Dorado County, California. The existing landfill is expected to reach capacity
within 5 years. The proposed expansion would provide the county with additional
disposal capacity for over 22 years. The proposed treatment plant would treat any
leachate generated at the landfill plus approximately 5-7 trucks per day of septage
brought to the site from throughout the county.

The environmental issues are discussed in Section 3 of this report, and include
biological resources, water resources, geology/soils, air quality, traffic and
circulation, hazardous materials/infectious waste, human health and safety, noise,
public services, aesthetics/visual resources, land use, and cultural resources.
Section 3 addresses each issue in detail, including a description of existing
conditions, a discussion of associated potential impacts, and required and
recommended mitigation measures to lessen identified significant impacts.
Alternatives to the proposed project are discussed in Section 5, including the No
Project alternative, alternative configuration/design, alternative location, and
alternative waste management techniques,

SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION

This section summarizes the impacts and mitigation measures associated with the
proposed project.

‘Biological R IC
Impacts. Implementation of the proposed project would result in the overall loss of

21.0 acres of native and non-native habitat which is considered to be a significant
impact. No impacts are expected to sensitive animal or plant species.
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Mitigation. Mitigation measures outlined in the EIR, including project design
mitigation, and the preservation of oak woodland and while alder forest habitat
through acquisition of off site acreage for designation as habitat preserve will
mitigate impacts to below levels of significance.

TR T

Impacts. The potential degradation of groundwater quality due to leachate
migration from the existing landfill and the presence of numerous mine workings
under the site are considered to be potentially significant impacts. Potential surface
water impacts are not considered significant due to the facilities proposed drainage
control plans.

Mitigation. The proposed groundwater monitoring program and associated
contingency plans will mitigate potential groundwater impacts to below levels of
significance.

Geology/Soils

Impacts. No impacts are expected due to topographic concerns, stratigraphy,
seismicity, slope stability and the presence of underground mine workings. The
potential for significant impacts exists due to erosion, expansive soils, reactive
soils, which can all be mitigated through standard engineering and construction

measures.

Mitigation. Use of standard construction and engineering measures, such as use of
erosion control measures, excavation of unsuitable materials, soil additives, or
corrosion resistant building materials will mitigate potential impacts to below levels
of significance.

Air Quali
Impacts. Potential air quality impacts.associated with the proposed project include

dust generation, odors and gaseous emissions from the organic matter decay
processes.
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Mitigation. All potential impacts related to air quality could be reduced to below
levels of significance through use of watering or other appropriate dust control
measures, revegetation, proper operational procedures including use of sufficient
cover and repairing cracks, fissures and settling and if necessary, by the
construction of landfill gas collection facilities.

fic and Circulat

Impacts. No impacts to traffic and circulation are directly attributed to development
of the proposed project.

Mitigation. The ﬁxitigation measures outlined in the EIR are those needed on a
cumulative level, and are not required as part of the proposed project.

ials/Infections W

Impacts. Asbestos disposal at the site is not expected to result in significant impacts
due to the required disposal procedures and relative immobility of asbestos material.
Hazardous waste immpacts are expected to be adverse but not significant.

Mitigation. Mitigation to ensure the effects of hazardous/infectious waste and kept
below significant levels includes minor medifications to the county's load screening
program.

Human Health and Safety

Impacts. Impacts associated with vectors and pests, public exposure to hazardous/
infectious wastes, and human health and safety due to contaminated water are not
considered significant. Impacts associated with waste- and septage-hauling
~vehicles are considered insignificant. Impacts associated with gases buildup of
landfill are also considered insignificant.

Mitigation. Mitigation measures proposed in the EIR Sections on Air Quality,
Water Resources, Hazardous Materials and Traffic/Circulation are adequate to
reduce health and safety impacts. However, it is recommended that vents for
landfill gas be sited away from landfill traffic areas.
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Noise

Impacts. The landfill expansion would not increase onsite activities, nor would it
increase the number of vehicle trips to the site. The noise associated landfill
expansion would not be significantly different from existing conditions. No
significant impacts are expected.

Mitigation. All impacts would be mitigated through compliance with county and
EID noise standards.

Impacts. The proposed landfill expansion project is not expected to have significant
impacts on the area's public services.

Mitigation. No mitigation measures are required.
Aesthetics/Visual Resources

Impacts. The expansion of the landfill would result in significant, unmitigable
impacts associated with landform alteration. Impacts associated with views of the
site are considered significant undl closure, and partially mitigable through
revegetation measures. The impacts associated with visibility of the treamment plant
and ancillary facilities is not considered significant.

Mitigation. Impacts associated with landform alteration are permanent and

nonmitigable. Revegetation measures must be completed in a timely manner, and
must be sufficiently planned and maintained.

Land Use

Impacts. No significant land use impacts were identified either for the expansion
project or the final closure of the site.
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Mitigation. No significant impacts were identified, therefore no mitigation
measures are required.

Cultural Resources

Impacts. No prehistoric cultural resources were found within the projects site, and
none are known to have been previously recorded. Impacts associated with
destruction of historic resources (mines and associated facilities) are considered
mitigated through the documentation contained in the cultural resources technical
report prepared for the project.

Mitigation. No additional mitigation is required.
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