
ATTACHMENT A
Illustration of Minimum Level of Specificity or Refinement Required for Risk Factors in Order to Adequately Assess an Individual Landfill's Risk
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COMMENTS

5 Proximity to Urban Areas In urban with no/small buffer zone Location by itself does not directly
In urban with large buffer zone translate to a risk
In rural / small town
Remote landfill

10 Amount of Waste in Place Large Tonnage, Low Slope Stability Amount of waste by itself does not
Large Tonnage, High Slope Stability translate to a risk
Average Tonnage, Low Slope Stability
Average Tonnage, High Slope Stability
Small Tonnage

5 Type of Waste Co-Disposal
MSW, Unlined landfill
MSW, Lined landfill
Monofill 
C&D Only

10 Hydrogeology High permeability, High GW table, Unlined landfill
High permeability, High GW table, Lined landfill
Avg permeability, High GW table, Unlined landfill
Avg permeability, High GW table, Lined landfill
Avg permeability, Low GW table
Low permeability, High GW table
Low permeability, Low GW table

10 Seismic Characteristics Next to fault, Frequent, High Ground Acceleration, Low Slope Stability
Next to fault, Frequent, High Ground Acceleration, High Slope Stability
Next to fault, Infrequent, High Ground Acceleration, Low Slope Stability
Next to fault, Infrequent, High Ground Acceleration, High Slope Stability
Far from fault, Frequent, Low Ground Acceleration
Far from fault, Infrequent, Low Ground Acceleration

10 Rainfall High Rainfall, Old Cover, Poor Design Rainfall by itself is not a risk.
High Rainfall, New Cover, Good Design
Avg Rainfall
Arid Climate

10 Flooding High Elevation
Within 100 year flood plain
Within 50 year flood plain
Within less than 50 year flood plain

5 Proximity to Sensitive Habitat Adjacent with no buffer zone
Adjacent with large buffer zone
Within 1 mile, directly downstream
Far

10 Compliance Status Noncompliant gas system and corrective action for groundwater
Noncompliant gas system
Corrective action for groundwater showing improvement
Corrective action for groundwater not showing improvement

5 Waste Fill Methods Canyon Waste fill method by itself does
Area not translate to a risk.
Trench
Side-Hill
Pit/Quarry Fill

5 Presence of LF Bioreactor Unstabilized
Stabilized

10 Slope Stability Low slope stability, ancient landslides present

CONTROLS/MITIGATIONS IMPACTED RESOURCES

RANKED BASED HIGHEST TO LOWEST POTENTIAL
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COMMENTS

CONTROLS/MITIGATIONS IMPACTED RESOURCES

RANKED BASED HIGHEST TO LOWEST POTENTIAL
Low slope stability, no ancient landslides present
High slope stability

5 Fire In fire hazard area
Adjacent to fire hazard area with buffer zone
Not a fire hazard area
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