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AMENDMENT TO SAN Couhcll was apprised that the San Joaquln
JOAQUIN COUNTY County Solid Waste Policy Committee voted to

SOLID WASTE recommend the amendment of the County's Solia ~—
MANAGEMENT PLAN Waste Management Plan by the deletion of the
» APPROVED Plan's requirement that the search for a Central

County landfill site be confined to an area
RES. NO. 81-117 within a ten mile radxus of the Lovelace Transfer
' ‘ Station.
o Following discussion, on motion of Councilman \\\\‘

'\\\‘ Pinkerton, Murphy second, adopted Resolution
No. 81-117 approving an amendment to the San
Joaquin County Solid Waste Management Plan
heretofore set forth.
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City Council City Council

City of Escalon City of Ripon

‘P. O. Box 248 311 west First
Escalon, CA 95320 Ripon, CA 95366
‘City Council City Council

City of Lodi City of Stouckton
221 West Pine 425 North El Dorado
odi, CA 95240 Stockton, CA 95202
City Council "~ City Council

City of Manteca City of Tracy

1001 West Center Street P. O. Box X029
‘Manteca, CA 95336 Tracy, CA 95376

Dear Council Members:

AMENDMENT TO SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

As you are no doubt aware, the Solid Waste Policy Committee voted
to recommend the amendment of the County's Solid Waste Management
Plan by the deletion of the Plan's requirement that the search
for a Central County landfill site be confined to an area within
a ten mile radius of the Lovzlace Transfer Station. That recom-
mendation is found on page 10-9 of the Plan. Technically, the
amendment would consist of the deletion of the fourth full para-
graph under the section entitled "Recommendations for Central
County.”

Although this proposed amendment affects only the Central County
area, it would be best if all City Councils participated in the
approval of this amendment. The amendment requires the approval
of the County and the cities within the County having a majority
.of the population of the County's incorporated areas to approve,
by resolution, the proposed amendment. Such approved amendment
would then be sent to the State Solid Waste Management Board for
that Board's approval. Upon the final approval by the State
Board, the search for a new Central County landfill site can
continue.
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’ESanitary City proposal does.
rjni@aeem nt of such proposal by San

:"i?aeccnmeﬁdéticnSa£cr¥ceﬁ£zaiéeonnty

) ‘A new central,count¥x1~ 1 ~~3;€cftepiace current operations
1:at Lovelace and Foothill is-reccmmended (Alternative B).

‘fThe City of Stockton Itself"nax implement the alternative
involvzag joint use of the Austin Road'and Forward, Inc.
)qndﬁiIISa -y

_#fThe search for a new‘site-shouid»proceeaAin»a manner similar
;.to that for the north county, i.e., (1) form a citizen
;advisory committee, if necessary: (2) conduct detailed site

}ftudies, and (3) institute a public information program.

'he search for the new site should initially be in an area
_thin approgimately a 10 mile radius of the Lovelace

ransfer Station in accordance with the constraints shown in
~Eigu:e;8—4 and listed in Table 10-1.

L]

“fAs the site i~ developed and put into operation, the
Lovelace Transfer Station would be phased out and eventually




‘gwithin a]ten mile radius of the Levelace Transfer Station:
ROH,L TBBREFORE,‘ BE" I‘I!Z:RESQLV:E& -that ‘this-Council hereby appro.ves

wran amendment ‘to: the San: Joaquin ‘County Solid Waste Management Plan
Aevwhich ‘would delete the’ fcnrth full paragraph of the section entitled

‘Recommendations fcr Centr&ireeunty , found at page 10-9 of thu e

San Joaquin County Solid- thteﬁnanagement Plan, which paragraph

» -

;reads as follows:

-

*The-search. foxr. the_meﬁ:e should initially be in RS
an area within approximately a 10 mile radius of the Love- R
lace Transfer Station in-—-accordance with the,constraints .
-shown in Figure B‘#»an&ffftte&rin Table 10-X.*

kBB IT FURTKER RBSOLVED’-'that this Council finds that:
(a) this amendment wii1~not 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
’edrOp.below self sustain levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
, vanimal community. reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare o
v‘reor endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples ot T
the major perxods of California history or prehistory; - »
‘ , _(b) this amendment will not have the potenrial to achiever_?? 
1;shor€-term environmental goals to the disadvantage of long-ceruw::

environmental goals;

1(0) this amendment will not have possible environmental eff cts

iwhich ‘are individually limited but cumulatively considerable.

'\'Cunulatively considerable” means that the 1ncremental effecte 02-

an individual project are considerable when viewed in connection

1th__he effects of past projects, the effects of other current

projects, and the effects of probable future projects;






tlng was.called to order at 7:15 p.m. by Supervisor Barber,
. of ‘the Policy Committee,

haed ————

it fé‘ranafiII‘site.Selection.4:== zee: aining to t o8

ntral andfill site. ccpiessef—the:Central Landfill site
Seiection Committee's recommendations were distributed to the members .
‘offfhe Pdliqy'Cbmmittee and.members‘of'the audience.

Mr. Dixon explained that if it were4the*intention of the Policy
_“5 mmittee to:-go beyond the l0-mile radius
- Station (recommended by the SOIidTw&steaManagement Plan) to select
- axentral Yandfill site, then the Committee would have to recommend
. amending the Solid Waste Management Plan and in effect decide to
ﬁj'cretain a transfer station and transfer~£heurefuse to 2 landfill. BHe
: : A - th 3 t of ating a transfer station/
,landﬁill as-compared to operating>soleig;a—landfill, is about three
SR -5 —as much sed. on p: ope -costs, the operation of
*J,;a;transfer station is appro “"fy$EEG,GBB—per year plus $400,000
<. for a landfill, whereas a 1andfill anne would cost about $400, 000
s per-year.

It was moved by Councilman Madden (Stockton) that the
Policy Committee recommend amending the Solid Waste
Management Plan and expand the area for location of
a central landfill site bgyondfthe 10-mile radius.

- At this point, Mayor Feichtmeir (Ripon), asked a question regarding

.7 the.advantage of relocating the transfer station so that it would be

. ~closer to the landfill. Mr. Dixon explained that it is most economi-

. ‘cal-to locate a transfer station close to the center of the area
where the refuse is generated, and depending upon the location of
‘the landfill, the favorable location of the transfer station could
~help reduce costs.

Mayor McCarty (Lodi) then seconded Councilman Madden's
motion.

It was approved by a unanimous vote of the Policy Committée;
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~August 31, 1981

222' E. ‘Weber Ave

3&.,.);&83;: Jaetterl:ithe sample resolntimx
"Resolution Approving Amendme_nt to .
- ﬂanagemem: Plan"--m wbe&

on the matter ; -the city Ccmncil aéopted
*we have attached hereto a certifi,e . copy

!‘o).lowing diect:ssi 2
said resolntion;’- :

__»;.iié"are:this date fo ,',rding a certified copy of this resolutf on
to Mr. Frank Angelini.’«f‘ Senior Deputy. Cmmty Administrator - as; pexr

Alice M. R
City Clerk




NOW, THEREFORB, ‘BB.. ITRESOLVED that this Council hereby
) qpproves an amendment . to the SaanoquinnCounty'Solid Waste
“-.Management Plan which would d 1 léte ‘the fourth full paragraph
-of the section entitled ‘"Recommendations for Central County*,
-found at page 10-9 of the San Joaquin County Solid Waste Manage--
; wxnent Plan, which paragraph readsfas follows:

'The»search>for—thernewrstte'shouia
ninitially be in4an~a:ea within -approximately a
X0 mile radius.-of o Pra ;-a.ihgudon

in -accordance with the cons :
, Fignre»s-d and- listeéftnxmable 0-1."

BB IT FURTHER RESOEVED—that this Council finds that:

s (a) this amendment will not have the potential to )
4degrade 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 sustain levels, " threat”

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 Californi
phistory or prehistory;

S (b)  this amendment will not. have the potential to"'A
‘achieve short-term environmental goals to the disadvantage of..
-long-term environmental goals; ’

cbnnection with the effects of past projects. the - o
'therﬁcurrent projects, and the effects of probable future projects




]»:xaen - None

(’:ouncilmen - Hughes




