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SAN JOSE Department of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement

CAPITAL OF SILICON VALLEY JOSEPH HORWEDEL, DIRECTOR

12/14/2011

Eric Kiruja
CalRecycle
801 K Street, MS 19-01
Sacramento, CA 95815

Subject: Response to comments received on the Premier Recycle Project, File No. CPA97-011-
01, dated 12/7/2011.

Dear Mr. Kiruja:

Thank you for your comments on the Premier Recycle project, dated 12/7/2011. Your original
comment letter has been annotated with a numerical key, and the City has attached numbered
responses to your comments. Other comments received by the City during the comment period are
attached to this letter. The Initial Study document has been revised to reflect comments received, and
those changes are also attached in strikethrough / underline format. Updated figures are also attached
to this letter.

The Mitigated Negative Declaration proposed for adoption by the Planning Commission on
December 14 is also attached.

The revised Initial Study can be viewed at: http://www.sanjoseca.gov/planning/MND.asp. If you
have any questions or additional comments, please contact me at 408-535-7895 or by e-mail at
john.davidson@sanjoseca.gov .

Sincerely,

John Davidson
Senior Planner



Natural Resources Agency Edmund G. Brown, Jr., Governor

ﬂalﬂecyclz DEPARTMENT OF RESOURCES RECYCLING AND RECOVERY

801 K STREET, MS 19-01, SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814 * (916) 322-4027 « WWW,CALRECYCLE.CA.GOV

December 7, 2011

Ms. Jod-ie Clark, AICP

City of San Jose } ﬁ;‘"‘CElVF”D

Department of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement

200 East Santa Clara Street {  DEC -8 201

City Hall Tower, 3rd Floor

San José, CA 95113 | STATE CLEAH!NE_HE)_U_S_E:’_

Subject: Mitigated Negative Declaration, State Clearinghouse No. 2011112033 for the
Premier Recycling Facility, Solid Waste Facility Permit (SWFP) No. 43-AN-0023,
City of San Jose

Dear Ms. Clark:

On January 1, 2010, the California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB) became the
California Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery (CalRecycle).

CalRecycle staff has reviewed the Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) cited above and offer
comments under the regulatory purview of CalRecycle and comments on the project, as
proposed in the MND. Our comments are intended to assist the lead agency with information
that may be necessary for evaluation of the project as well as for regulatory oversight by the
Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) and CalRecycle. If the project description varies substantially
from the project as understood by the Lead Agency, the CalRecycle staff requests notification of
any significant differences before adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and approval
of the project. A brief project description from the MND is included below for CalRecycle staff’s
future reference.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION FOR CALRECYCLE STAFF FUTURE USE

Conditional Use Permit Amendment for an existing recycling facility to increase the amount of
material received and/or transferred on site from the previously approved 300 tons to 550 tons
daily, to extend operation hours to 24 hours a day, and to extend operations to Sundays on a
1.75 acre site. No new construction is proposed.
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Project Location and Assessor’s Parcel No.: The site is located in the LI light Industrial Zoning
- District at 260 Leo Avenue in San Jose (South side of Leo Avenue, approximately 400 feet
westerly of South 7" Street) APN No. 477-25-040

CALRECYCLE’S ROLE IN THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) PROCESS

California Environmental Quality Act Review

CEQA compliance is required for the establishment, expansion, or change in operation(s) of a
solid waste facility (SWF) requiring the issuance or revision of a Solid Waste Facility Permit
(SWFP). CalRecycle staff's review of an MND is to help decision-makers (1) identify potential
impacts from proposed projects, (2) determine whether any such impacts are significant, and
(3) ascertain whether significant impacts can be mitigated to a level of insignificance in
compliance with the CEQA Statute and Guidelines. In order for CalRecycle staff to ascertain
that the forthcoming MND is complete and adequate for use in the solid waste facility (SWF)
permitting process, the proposed project should be described in sufficient detail and the
potential environmental impacts must be identified clearly in the environmental
assessment/Initial Study (IS) Section of the MND. Mitigating measures to reduce potentially
significant environmental impacts should be incorporated into the project, when feasible, in
order to avoid potentially significant effects upon implementation of the project. When a
potential significant environmental effect is identified and an argument is made as to why no
mitigation is necessary, the discussion/analysis should be in sufficient detail that the
reviewer/decision-maker can understand the lead agency’s reasoning for their determination.

CalRecycle as a Responsible Agency

CalRecycle will be a responsible agency involved in the discretionary approval process for the
solid waste facility design and operational aspects of the project proposal. Department staff
will need to perform an environmental review and analysis for this project using the MND
developed by the lead agency as required in CEQA Guidelines, Title 14 California Code of
Regulations.

CALRECYCLE STAFF COMMENTS

CalRecycle staff comments are organized by topic, where the issue was found. Page and table
numbers, as well as quoted text, are provided to assist the lead agency in finding the source of
the comment(s).

Project Description
Page 3 of the Project Description: “The proposed project is to increase the processing tons per
day limit of 300 to 550 tons per day, with the ability to accept public drop-off of material not in

roll-off bins. No physical changes to the facility are proposed, other than the installation of a -
conveyor sort line, to improve efficiency.”
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Comment:

e The MND does not indicate the hours the facility is open to the public. Per the state
minimum standards for solid waste handling facilities (Title 14, Section 17409.4), the
operator should post easily visible signs at the main public entrance indicating the name
of the operator, schedule of charges, hours of operation and a listing of general types of
material accepted at the facility.

e Since the facility has the ability to accept public drop-off of waste material not in roll off
bins, the facility should be designed, constructed, operated and maintained so that
contact between the public and solid wastes is minimized. This may be accomplished
through the use of railings, curbs, fences and/or spotter.

e With an 83.3% increase of incoming material (300 tons per day to 550 tons per day) and
no new construction for the expanded operations proposed, the design capacity of the
existing large volume transfer station should be calculated and documented (in the
project description) in support of the tonnage increase.

Initial Study

Page 15, Noise Impacts from the Project: “Noise generated by the project would come
primarily from equipment and recycling activities on site, and particularly from the proposed
conveyor system. According to the Noise Report prepared on September 6, 2011 noise levels,
expressed in DNL, would be up to 73 DNL at the southern property line.”

“Although anticipated noise levels are less than CEQA threshold for significant impacts, noise
levels will be greater than the standard in the Zoning Code. To ensure noise levels do not
exceed the predicted 73 DNL, the project will be conditioned to limit operation of the conveyor
belt system from 7 a.m. in the morning to 9 p.m. at night.”

Comments:
e Since the proposed project will potentially be open to the public, CalRecycle
recommends that the operator should post signs within the facility recommending or
requiring the use of hearing protection by the public during waste drop off.

Environmental Noise Impact Study for Premier Recycle Center

Page 10, second paragraph: “The conveyor sorting system will result in a slight impact to the
north, east and west property lines with 1 dBA or less increase in DNL. The south property line
will be more significantly impacted with an increase of 2.7 dBA DNL due to proximity to the
conveyor system. However, the planned orientation of the conveyor system (figure 5) appears
to be the best design in terms of achieving the minimum noise impact to property lines.”

Comments:

e The MND/IS did not have a map clearly showing the orientation of the proposed
conveyor system; please include the conveyor system orientation on the “Site Map”.
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CONCLUSION

The Environmental Review staff thanks the Lead Agency for the opportunity to review and
comment on the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration and hopes that this comment
letter will be useful to the Lead Agency in carrying out their responsibilities in the CEQA
process.

CalRecycle staff requests copies of and consultation on any subsequent or revised
environmental documents on the proposed project. CalRecycle staff requests that the
Department be noticed of the date, time and location of any meetings or public hearings
regarding the project proposal at least three days in advance.

Please note that correspondence for staff of CalRecycle’s Permitting and Certification Division
should continue to be sent to 1001 | Street, P.O. Box 4025, Sacramento, CA 95812,
Correspondence specifically for the attention of the Director of CalRecycle should be sent to the
address in the letterhead of this letter.

If you have any questions regarding these comments, please contact me at (916) 341-6427,
facsimile at (916) 319-7769, or e-mail me at Eric.Kiruja@ CalRecycle.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Eric Kiruja

Permitting and Assistance Branch

Permitting and Certification Division

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF RESOURCES RECYCLING AND RECOVERY

cc: State Clearinghouse
Office of Planning and Research
P.O. Box 3044
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044

Sharon Clute

Department of Planning, Building, and Code Enforcement
Local Enforcement Agency

200 E. Santa Clara Street, Tower 1-C

San Jose, CA 95113
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RESPONSE TO CAL RECYCLE, dated 12/7/2011

1.

Text will be added to the project description indicating the hours that the facility is open to the
public. In addition, a condition will be added to the permit requiring a sign to be posted that
indicates the hours that the facility is open.

The comment is acknowledged. Contact between the public and solid waste will be minimized
through conditions in the permit issued by the local enforcement agency (LEA).

Text will be added to the project description indicating the maximum potential tonnage capacity
for the facility. In addition, the tonnage capacity calculations have been added to the Initial Study
as Appendix 2.

The comment is acknowledged. A condition will be added to the permit requiring a sign
recommending hearing protection while on site.

A revised site plan more clearly indicating the location of the conveyor line has been incorporated
in to the Initial Study.



Y LY

SAN JOSE Department of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement

CAPITAL OF SILICON VALLEY JOSEPH HORWEDEL, DIRECTOR

12/14/2011

Martin Eber, Attorney at Law
7 Mann Drive
Kentfield, CA 94904

Subject: Response to comments received on the Premier Recycle Project, File No. CPA97-011-
01, dated 12/12/2011.

Dear Mr. Eber:

Thank you for your comments on the Premier Recycle project, dated 12/12/2011. Your original
comment letter has been annotated with a numerical key, and the City has attached numbered
responses to your comments. Other comments received by the City during the comment period are
attached to this letter. The Initial Study document has been revised to reflect comments received, and
those changes are also attached in strikethrough / underline format. Updated figures are also attached
to this letter.

The Mitigated Negative Declaration proposed for adoption by the Planning Commission on
December 14 is also attached.

Sincerely,

John Davidson
Senior Planner
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