
 
 
 
 

Julia Yom, Park Planner 

County of Los Angeles  

Department of Parks and Recreation  

Planning Division 

510 S. Vermont Avenue, Room 201 

Los Angeles, CA 90020 

jyom@park.lacounty.gov 

 

Comments on the Draft Program Environmental Impact Report for the Puente Hills 

Landfill Park Master Plan Project, June 2016.  State Clearinghouse Number 2015121051 

 

Dear Ms. Yom: 

 

The San Gabriel Task Force of the Angeles Chapter of Sierra Club thanks the Los Angeles 

County Department of Parks and Recreation for the opportunity to submit the following 

comments on the proposed new regional park to be created from the now closed Puente Hills 

Landfill as proposed in the Draft Program Environmental Impact Report for the Puente Hills 

Landfill Park Master Plan Project dated June 2016. 

 

The San Gabriel Valley Task Force was organized by the Angeles Chapter of the Sierra Club in 

1999 to work with San Gabriel Valley cities and political leaders to seek ways to create a more 

livable environment for valley residents while preserving or improving natural resources.  Since 

that time, as part of our mission, we have promoted low impact outdoor recreation from the San 

Gabriel Mountains and foothills, along the urban rivers, and in the Puente-Chino Hills. 

 

We have been involved with the development of the plans through attendance at the workshops, 

conversations with the planners, and in meetings with representatives of the Los Angeles County 

Dept. of Parks and Recreation.  We applaud you for the many presentations and community 

meetings held to involve the public in the planning process.   

 

We have reviewed the PHLDEIR and understand some of the constraints under which this park 

will be constructed (i.e. agreements with Rose Hills, traffic problems due to one access road and 

the fact that the LACDPR does not control the slopes, and the need to maintain the gas recovery 

system already in place).  It is with this understanding we offer the following general comments. 

 

The closure of the Puente Hills Landfill presents an opportunity to provide the residents of the 

eastern San Gabriel Valley, and particularly those of the surrounding communities, with a park 

that brings nature closer to urban dwellers.  For disadvantaged populations, this may be the only 

contact with nature they may easily experience.   
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For this reason, the Sierra Club believes this area should best be developed primarily as a place 

for passive recreation with trails for walking, hiking, cycling and riding horses, a place for 

families to picnic and play, and a place of escape from the hustle and bustle of the cities.   

 

We respectfully submit the following comments on the PHLDEIR 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 
 

Joan Licari, D.Env. 

Chair, San Gabriel Valley Task Force 

Angeles Chapter of Sierra Club 

 

 

 

 

Sierra Club Comments on the Puente Hills Landfill Park Master Plan Draft Program 

Environmental Impact Report 

 

 The Sierra Club continues support for the “Low Build Alternative” that emphasizes 
contact with nature, opportunities for walking/hiking, bird watching, bicycling, stair 

climbs, and equestrian activities.  Thus development of trails, connections with the 

Schabarum trail and trails on the east side are strongly encouraged.  We support the area 

designated for equestrian activities in the southern part of the park near to the Schabarum 

trail with provision of adequate parking for horse trailers and restrooms for all who would 

utilize this part of the park.  

 

 We strongly oppose zip-lines, slides, and 2 bike skills areas.  We would prefer to see the 
soils storage area used for some other temporary purpose—perhaps it could be suitable 

for a dog park in the first phase rather than waiting for years for this amenity that is now 

sorely needed in the surrounding communities.   

 

Although we understand the idea of providing these types of activities, the added impact 

to traffic to these areas, when traffic problems are already a major concern, is not 

desirable.  The interaction between park visitors, trucks and maintenance vehicles 

associated with Sanitation District, MRF trucks, and particularly Rose Hills funeral 

processions will invariably cause congestion and undesirable interaction between the 

various users.    

 

We also are concerned with the cost of providing the infrastructure for zip-line and slides 

is high and better used for developing a more natural experience for urban dwellers 



whose only contact with “nature” is a park like this.  Another concern is how concessions 

providing these services will be operated and the cost to users.   

 

 We believe lack of access from surrounding areas, particularly Hacienda Heights, 

will preclude easy use by many residents who have borne the major impacts of the 

operating landfill.   

 

We do not find discussion of potential trail access from Turnbull Canyon Road, Orange 

Grove Ave, or Los Robles.  Connections to trails must somehow be made with trails from 

Hacienda Heights, Whittier and regions east and west.  The limited access will inhibit use 

by many, particularly from the Hacienda Heights area that for many years has dealt with 

the issues associated with the landfill operation—dust, noise, odors, debris—for many, 

many years.   

 

Recent gate closures and limited parking areas at local trailheads have caused severe 

parking problems at remaining available sites.  Thus multiple park access points should 

be investigated.  

 

Canyons 2-8 must be connected to the Park from Hacienda Heights.   Supervisors 

from the 1st and 4th Districts, the County Sanitation District, and the Dept. of Parks 

and Recreation should meet and see if some agreement can be reached to provide 

access from Hacienda Heights to trails, new and old, and to connect the Orange 

Grove region to the top area.   

 

The Skyline trail runs directly along the top of the Landfill; we support the development 

in the buttress area trailhead proposed nearby to provide parking, space for horse trailers, 

restrooms and other amenities for visitors.   

 

The Schabarum Trail crosses through the proposed park area and continues until it 

crosses Turnbull Canyon Road near the crest of the road.  A possible access exists at 

Turnbull Canyon and Skyline Drive.  In addition, the Rio Hondo road to the former Nike 

site could be improved.  This trail is quite easy because it begins at a high elevation and 

traverses the ridge of the Puente Hills for about 1 mile.  It is an easy walk with scenic 

views to the east and west.  This access is already popular and is almost handicap 

accessible.   

 

Some connection from the new park to the Sycamore Canyon Trail should be 

investigated.  However, parking already is an issue in this area and as more people are 

drawn to the park the problem will increase.  A solution to this problem should be 

investigated and included in the final planning.   

 

 The presence of only one access is also problematic because large daytime gatherings are 
proposed for the park.  There is only the one access road up the slope or event 

participants will be required to either drive, take the gondola, or utilize the training stairs.   

 



These access routed will probably inadequate to address the crowds for this type of 

activity.  Planning for shuttle routes from staging points must be included for such events.  

Shuttle routes from surrounding areas must also be investigated before the final plan is 

adopted for transport of visitors to use throughout the week, not just on special event 

days.  Shuttles would be particularly good from local areas around the base of the 

landfill. 

 We have great concern about the single access road the safety of visitors should an 

unexpected event such as fire or methane explosion occur.  The access road is lined with 

eucalyptus trees--notorious fire hazards.  Like many plants native to fire-prone regions, 

eucalyptus trees (aka gum trees in Australia) are adapted to survive — or even thrive — 

in a wildfire. Fallen eucalyptus leaves create dense carpets of flammable material, and the 

trees' bark peels off in long streamers that drop to the ground, providing additional fuel 

that draws ground fires up into the leaves, creating massive, fast-spreading "crown fires" 

in the upper story of eucalyptus forests.  The fragrance of these tree is due to highly 

flammable oil in the leaves.  In recent years, eucalyptus trees were removed from areas of 

the Native Habitat Authority lands along Colima due to fire hazard.   

An event that is similar to what could happen in the Puente Hills occurred in the 

Oakland firestorm of 1991 with disastrous loss of homes and life.  A large 

suburban wildland-urban interface conflagration was fanned by “Diablo Winds” similar 

to our Santa Ana winds.  How would 5000 visitors be able to escape an event should 

something like this happen?  

Page 3.3-6 states: “An uncontrolled landfill gas release could expose on-site employees 

and park users to increased explosion and fire risks. In sufficient quantities and under 

certain conditions, landfill gas, which contains methane, can be flammable or explosive. 

As discussed above, the closed landfill has a landfill gas collection system to prevent 

landfill gas from accumulating on-site and migrating off-site.”  There is need for a second 

access road out of the park. 

 Section 2.81: We understand this document is a long ranging master plan for 

implementation of park facilities in three phases over 30 years due to the settling of the 

landfill.  However, details of project that would be implemented in the later stages of 

Phases II through VI (Years 21-75) become speculative (DPEIR). Planning and 

development for use of Phases I-III should not be isolated from each other.  Development 

of the eastern deck could take place along with Phase I if the plans for the eastern deck 

are flexible to allow for later changes due to subsidence.   

 

Although the eastern and southern areas will be settling over a long period, planting of 

those regions with development of trails and picnic spots in those areas could occur along 

with more permanent development of the western section.  It is stated (pg. 2-43) the 2-
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mile inner loop trail on the western deck would be in Phase I.  However, the remainder of 

the inner loop trail on the Eastern and southern Decks would be built during Phase III.  

We do not agree with the planned phasing over such a long period of time (70 years).  

Only grandchildren of present residents will finally get to use all the 117 acres of the 

park.   That is a long time to wait. 

 

We feel trails and native plantings on the Eastern and Southern Decks could be started 

along with Phase I projects.  Portable toilets could be provided where appropriate that 

could be relocated as necessary, trails can be adjusted as required as subsidence occurs.  

Parking areas could be designated that are not permanent but with temporary surfaces 

such as gravel.    

 

Couldn’t the improvement of the Schabarum/Skyline trailhead, the implementation 

at the eastern entrance from the Habitat Authority Preserve Area take place earlier, 

and connections of the park to regional trails take place along with Phase I? 

 

 Phases IV through VI extend development out to 75 years.  To meet CEQA requirements 

another environmental impact statement must be done as these phases approach 

enactment. 

 

 We support the use of native plantings whenever possible to enhance habitat that can 

connect with the San Gabriel River channel, the Merced Hills, Puente Hill Native Habitat 

managed lands, Puente-Chino Hills State Park and the Cleveland National Forest in the 

Santa Ana Mountains to form a corridor of wildlife movement from the San Gabriel 

Mountains, down the San Gabriel River, to the Merced and Puente Hills.  We also 

support the plans for a native plant nursery for revegetation projects.   We suggest there 

should be a site for a demonstration garden where gardeners could purchase plants for 

their own homes.   

 

 Almost all picnic table should be covered due to the high temperatures common in 
Southern California.   

 

 PDEIR predicts an estimated 25 special events, with up to 5000 visitors, Rose Hills 
Memorial park would generate approximately 1,150 average daily trips plus 2 to 3 

funeral processions with 20-60 vehicles plus truck and other vehicle movements 

associated with construction during phases up to 70 years.  Although we previously 

opposed overpasses for pedestrians, seeing traffic projections suggests these would be a 

welcome addition to visitors and wildlife alike.  

  

 We support the construction of all permanent structures to highest LEED standards 

wherever possible. 

 



 We support comments provided by the Puente Hills Native Habitat Authority on this 
draft regarding the potential impact to wildlife and native vegetation.  Impacts to the two 

nearby Significant Ecological areas (SEAs) must be minimized.   

 

 Mitigation B-3 indicates that prior to issuance of a grading permit, the County shall 

prepare a landscaping plan for the Proposed Project.  The plant palette will be derived 

from the existing Sanitation District approved palette for the landfill.  In the past, 

eucalyptus and pampas grass have been used by the Sanitation District.  Many are 

allergic to pampas grass and eucalyptus trees are a fire hazard.  If these species are 

currently included, they must not be used for park landscaping.   

 

 Impacts to the coastal California gnatcatchers must be avoided.  This species has been 
observed on the project area and in adjacent locations.  Surveys prior to any grading must 

be done during nesting and breeding seasons and if found, must be avoided.  Any 

incidental take must be permitted by the United State Fish and Wildlife Service.  The 

Rose Hills Road Alternative 2 or 3 is preferred so as to avoid impacts gnatcatchers and 

the adjacent Conceptual Significant Ecological Area (SEA).   

 

 Up to 25 events are projected per year.  Events must be limited to daytime hours.  The 
noise, lighting and activities will have a negative impact on nocturnal animals.   
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