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70542 
 
 
Russ Mull, Director 
Rick Simon, Assistant Director  
Department of Resource Management 
County of Shasta 
1855 Placer Street 
Redding, CA  96001 
 
 
Re: EIR Addendum Language Draft  
 Shasta Ranch Aggregate Project 
 
Gentlemen: 
 
Attached is proposed draft language for the addendum to the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 
associated with construction during the winter season.  This is provided in Microsoft Word format 
for your modification.  
 
Please call me if you have questions at (530) 223-2585. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
VESTRA Resources, Inc. 

 
Wendy L. Johnston 
Project Manager 
 
 
Attachment 
 
cc:  Lyle Tullis/Shasta Ranch Aggregate 
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INTRODUCTION 
 
This document constitutes an Addendum to the 2007 Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the 
Shasta Ranch Mining and Reclamation Plan, SCH  NO. 2005102134.  The EIR was prepared by the 
County of Shasta pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources 
Code 21000 et seq., circulated for public review and comment, and adopted by the Shasta County 
Board of Supervisors on July 24, 2007. 
 
The County of Shasta Department of Resource Management is proposing to amend the EIR to 
clarify responsibilities for the regulation of erosion control mechanisms and to provide consistency 
with the County Grading Ordinance.  The proposal does not constitute a change to the project, 
which would necessitate a subsequent environmental document under CEQA, and aside from the 
addition of text to provide the clarification noted, no other changes are being proposed.  
 
The County has determined that an Addendum is the appropriate subsequent CEQA document to 
address RWQCB comments because there are no project changes or changes to the EIR that would 
trigger any conditions identified in CEQA Guidelines §15162, as explained in more detail below. 
Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15164(c), an Addendum need not be circulated for public review, 
but can be included in or attached to the adopted EIR. 
 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT:   
Use of an Addendum to Address Proposed Changes 
 
CEQA Guidelines (§15164(a)) allow a lead agency to prepare an Addendum to an EIR if all of the 
following conditions pursuant to §15162 are met: 
 

• Changes to the project do not require major revisions to the previously prepared EIR 
due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase 
in the severity of previously identified significant effects; 

• Changes with respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken do not 
require major revisions to the previous EIR due to the involvement of new significant 
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
significant effects; 

• No new information becomes available which shows new significant effects, or 
significant effects substantially more severe than previously discussed; 

• Only minor technical changes or additions are necessary to make the EIR under 
consideration adequate under CEQA; and, 

• The changes to the EIR made by the Addendum do not raise important new issues 
about the significant effects on the environment. 
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AMENDMENT  
 
Mitigation Measure MM 4.8.3(c) states:   
 

“Soil disturbance, grading, and other site preparation (levee construction, road improvements, and 
construction of the processing area), including vegetative clearance shall occur between May 1 and 
October 15 of any project construction year to avoid the rainy season and reduce soil erosion and 
potential runoff.”  

 
This mitigation measure was included to reduce the potential for soil erosion and runoff from the 
site.  In Shasta County, the Department of Resource Management, Division of Environmental 
Health, is responsible for the regulation of erosion through the issuance of grading permits.  The 
grading permit is the mechanism by which the Division controls erosion mitigation practices.  Work 
is allowed to be completed during the wet weather season if a Wet Weather Operating and Erosion 
Control Plan has been submitted to, and approved by, the Division of Resource Management.  
Specifically, Section 12.12.070 (D) of the Shasta County Ordinance states that: 
 

“If the permit allows work to be done during the wet weather season, the permit shall contain a 
condition requiring a wet weather operating and erosion control plan, which plan shall be approved 
prior to the commencement of any work.  The wet weather plan shall be prepared and certified by a 
professional listed in subsection B of this section.  That plan shall include all necessary temporary 
and permanent erosion control measures, including those to be followed should the work stop at any 
time during the wet weather season.  The permit shall contain a timetable for installation of the 
erosion control measures.”  

 
The Department of Resource Management has determined that the mechanisms currently in place in 
the County provide equivalent, or better, protection of the environment and proposes to amend the 
mitigation measure above to be consistent with the requirements of Shasta County Ordinance 
Section 12.12.070(D).  
 

As follows:  “Soil disturbance, grading, and other site preparation (levee construction, road 
improvements, and construction of the processing area), including vegetative clearance shall occur 
between May 1 and October 15 of any project construction year to avoid the rainy season and reduce 
soil erosion and potential runoff, unless conducted under a grading permit issued by the county 
pursuant to SC Ordinance Section 12.12.070(D). 

 
AMENDMENT TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 
 
No changes to the environmental checklist, or levels of environmental significance, were identified 
to be associated with the revised mitigation measure.  
 
DISCUSSION 
 
An Addendum to the adopted EIR is thus considered the appropriate CEQA document for the 
proposed inclusion of text to Mitigation Measure MM 4.8.3(c) for the following reasons:  
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1. Changes to the project do not require major revisions to the previously prepared and 
adopted EIR or substantially increase the severity of previously identified significant 
effects.  The change is mistrial in allowing the construction activities to be completed IF 
operating under existing County ordinance. 

2. Only minor technical and clarifying changes have been made by the Addendum.  
Erosion and runoff are controlled via existing grading ordinance and the additional 
mitigation is redundant and inconsistent.  The grading ordinance requires planning and 
mitigation to avoid erosion and runoff in a construction setting and will have equivalent 
protection to the mitigation originally proposed. 

3. No substantial changes will occur with respect to the circumstances under which the 
project was undertaken which will require major revisions, such as new areas of 
significance or increases in severity of previously identified effects.  No changes to the 
project have been proposed.  The addendum addresses a modification to a mitigation 
measure, wherein the activities were already covered by existing County ordinance, 
providing equivalent or better mitigation.  

4. The changes to the EIR made by the Addendum do not raise important new issues 
about the significant effects on the environment; no new information was introduced.  
The grading ordinance was in effect at the time of the adoption of the EIR, the project 
has not changed, and the mitigation measure is feasible, but no longer required, as 
equivalent protection to the mitigation measure is provided through existing County 
Ordinance; the mitigation measures are not different than previously proposed.  

 
CONCLUSIONS 
 
As a result of the additional analysis, the County, as lead agency, has made a determination that the 
proposed revisions would not result in: 
 

1. Any new significant effect on the environment, or 
2. A substantial increase in the severity of previously identified effects, or 
3. One or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR, or 
4. Significant effects previously examined being substantially more severe than shown in 

the previous EIR. 
 
An Addendum is the appropriate CEQA document for the proposed modification to the adopted 
EIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15164(b) because only minor technical changes or additions to 
the existing project are necessary, and there are no project changes or changes to the adopted EIR 
that would trigger any conditions identified in CEQA Guidelines §15162.  Consequently, a 
subsequent EIR or supplement to the EIR is required.  
 
The proposed amendment will not alter the conclusions regarding adverse environmental impacts 
contained in the adopted EIR, nor will the amendment result in any new significant adverse impacts. 
This addendum has appropriately disclosed the potential impacts from the proposed modifications 
and will be included as part of the CEQA record for the existing project. 
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188  July 24, 2007 

SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Tuesday, July 24, 2007 

REGULAR MEETING

  9:02 a.m.: Chairman Cibula called the Regular Session of the Board of Supervisors to order 
on the above date with the following present: 

   District No. 1  -  Supervisor Kehoe 
   District No. 2  -  Supervisor Cibula 
   District No. 3  -  Supervisor Hawes 
   District No. 4  -  Supervisor Hartman 
   District No. 5  -  Supervisor Baugh 

   County Administrative Officer  -  Larry Lees 
   County Counsel  -  Karen Jahr 
   Deputy Clerk of the Board  -  Valerie Ibarra 
   Deputy Clerk of the Board  -  Nancy Rupert 

INVOCATION

 Invocation was given by Pastor Mark Smith, Risen King Community Church. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

 Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag was led by Mel Fisher. 

INTRODUCTIONS

 Introductions of the Members of the Board, County staff, elected officials, and County 
department heads were made. 

ITEMS PULLED FROM CONSENT CALENDAR

 Chairman Cibula announced that the minutes of the Board of Supervisors meeting held 
on July 17, 2007 were pulled at the request of the department.  Pulled for discussion were the 
items of the Fall River Mills Airport Expansion Project-Automated Weather Observation System 
and the agreement with MuniFinancial Inc. 

CONSENT CALENDAR

 By motion made, seconded (Kehoe/Baugh), and unanimously carried, the Board of 
Supervisors took the following actions, which were listed on the Consent Calendar 
(Supervisor Cibula voted no on the Personnel Rules based on his views regarding speech): 
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 Approved and authorized the Chairman to sign the County Claims List totaling $3,129.64 
requiring special board action.  (Auditor-Controller) 

Adopted Resolution No. 2007-87, which amends the Personnel Rules, Chapter 21, 
Travel and Other Expenses, regarding online education and Chapter 36, Personnel Files,
regarding maintenance of medical files; and adopted Resolution No. 2007-88, which adds 
Chapter 41, Campaign Activities, to the Personnel Rules to implement rules as allowed under 
Government Code section 3207.  (Support Services) 

(See Resolution Book No. 48)

Approved and authorized the Chairman to sign a cooperative contract with the 
City of Tucson in the amount of seven percent of the gross sale of surplus County equipment to 
utilize the Public Surplus website for online surplus sales for Shasta County.  (Support Services-
Purchasing)

Took the following actions for the In-Home Supportive Services Advisory Committee: 
Appointed Jennifer Church to an unexpired term to March 2010; appointed Roberta Roberts to a 
three-year term to March 2010; and reappointed Cathy Wyatt, Lorna Webb, and Timothy Shell 
to three-year terms to March 2010.  (In-Home Supportive Services Public Authority)

Approved and authorized the Chairman to sign an agreement with Vista Staffing 
Solutions, Inc. in an amount not to exceed $200,000 per fiscal year to provide temporary 
psychiatric services from the date of signing through June 30, 2008, with one automatic one-year 
renewal.  (Mental Health)

Approved and authorized the Chairman to sign a Declaration of Intent notifying the 
California Department of Public Health (DPH) of the County’s intent not to apply for 
Fiscal Year 2007-08 Rural Health Services Program funding in favor of continuing DPH’s 
disbursement of funds directly to area hospitals and physicians for a portion of their indigent 
medical care costs.  (Public Health)

Approved and authorized the Chairman to sign an amendment to the agreement with the 
California Department of Health Services increasing compensation by $80,000 (for a total of 
$124,115) to continue providing activities for the prevention and control of sexually transmitted 
diseases and extending the term of the agreement to June 30, 2009.  (Public Health)

Approved and authorized the Chairman to sign the AIDS Master Grant Agreement and 
Certification Statement with the California Department of Health Services in a total amount of 
$412,827 for all HIV/AIDS activities for the period July 1, 2007 through June 30, 2010; and a 
Prevention Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) ($71,652), an HIV Counseling and Testing 
MOU ($281,175), and an HIV/AIDS Surveillance MOU ($60,000).  (Public Health)

Approved and authorized the Chairman to sign the annual Agreement Funding 
Application with the California Department of Health Services in the amount of $303,909 
($101,303 per year) to allow Public Health to continue providing maternal, child, and adolescent 
health services for the period July 1, 2007 through June 30, 2010; and authorized the Auditor-
Controller to pay claims related to the expenditures of the allocated funds.  (Public Health)

Approved and authorized the Chairman to sign a renewal agreement with the 
City of Anderson in an amount not to exceed $6,600 per month for Opportunity Center 
participants to provide janitorial services at City of Anderson buildings from the date of signing 
through June 30, 2008, with two automatic one-year renewals (no General Fund impact)  
(Social Services)

For the proposed Tract Map No. 1878, Nunes Ranch Permanent Road Division 
(Shingletown area), received the petitions for formation and activation, affidavit verifying 
petition information, maintenance cost estimate, and parcel charge report; and set a public 
hearing for September 18, 2007 at 9:00 a.m. (or as soon thereafter as may be heard) to consider 
formation and activation.  (Public Works)
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Approved and authorized the Chairman to sign an amendment to the agreement with 
Mead and Hunt, Inc. in the amount of $215,000 (for a total of $1,442,000) to add construction 
engineering services to the Scope of Work for Phase III of the Fall River Mills Airport 
Expansion Project and retaining the term to September 25, 2011.  (Public Works)

ACTION ON ITEMS PULLED FROM THE CONSENT CALENDAR

FALL RIVER MILLS AIRPORT EXPANSION PROJECT-
AUTOMATED WEATHER OBSERVATION SYSTEM

In response to a question by Supervisor Kehoe, Public Works Director Pat Minturn 
explained the Federal Aviation Administration objected to the bids as a unit was selected without 
allowing a competitive bidding environment.  By motion made, seconded (Kehoe/Hawes), and 
unanimously carried, the Board of Supervisors rejected all bids; directed the Public Works 
Director to revise the plans and specifications to eliminate the proprietary requirements as 
recommended by the Federal Aviation Administration and re-advertise for bids; and authorized 
the opening of bids on or after August 16, 2007 at 11:00 a.m.  (Public Works) 

AGREEMENT:  MUNIFINANCIAL INC.
DEVELOPMENT FEE IMPACT STUDY

In response to a question by Supervisor Baugh, County Administrative Officer (CAO) 
Lees related that the City of Redding recently provided pertinent data to MuniFinancial, 
requiring the contract to be extended to allow time to complete the study.  By motion made, 
seconded (Baugh/Kehoe), and unanimously carried, the Board of Supervisors approved and 
authorized the Chairman to sign an amendment to the agreement with MuniFinancial Inc. 
extending the term of the agreement to finalize a development fee impact study prior to 
July 25, 2008.  (Resource Management) 

REGULAR CALENDAR

PRESENTATIONS

U.S. FOREST SERVICE
SHASTA-TRINITY NATIONAL FOREST ACTIVITIES UPDATE

Shasta-Trinity National Forest Supervisor Sharon Heywood discussed activities in the 
Shasta-Trinity National Forest, including the possible expansion at Turntable Bay Marina, youth 
summer programs, timber harvest, and the inventory process of roads within the Shasta-Trinity 
National Forest. 

  9:46 a.m.: Supervisor Baugh left the room.

BOARD MATTERS

PROCLAMATION:  CHILD SUPPORT AWARENESS MONTH

 At the recommendation of Child Support Services Director Terri Love and by motion 
made, seconded (Kehoe/Hawes), and unanimously carried, the Board of Supervisors adopted a 
proclamation which designates August 2007 as Child Support Awareness Month in 
Shasta County. 
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  9:48 a.m.: Supervisor Baugh returned to the room. 

PROCLAMATION:  BREASTFEEDING AWARENESS MONTH/WEEK

 At the recommendation of Public Health Director Donnell Ewert and by motion made, 
seconded (Hawes/Kehoe), and unanimously carried, the Board of Supervisors adopted a 
proclamation which designates August 2007 as Breastfeeding Awareness Month in 
Shasta County and August 1-7, 2007 as Breastfeeding Awareness Week in Shasta County. 

GENERAL GOVERNMENT

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE/BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

LEGISLATIVE UPDATE/SUPERVISORS’ REPORTS

 CAO Lees presented an update on specific legislation of importance to Shasta County, 
including the state budget.  He has had discussions with Senator Aanestad regarding potential 
budget cuts and how they affect Shasta County. 

 Supervisor Kehoe reported he recently attended a joint meeting of the 
Mental Health Board and the Alcohol and Drug Advisory Board. 

 Supervisors reported on issues of countywide interest. 

HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES

MENTAL HEALTH

AGREEMENT:  NORTH VALLEY BEHAVIORAL HEALTH
PSYCHIATRIC INPATIENT SERVICES

At the recommendation of Mental Health Director Dr. Mark Montgomery and by motion 
made, seconded (Kehoe/Hawes), and unanimously carried, the Board of Supervisors approved 
and authorized the Chairman to sign a renewal agreement with North Valley Behavioral Health 
in an amount not to exceed $1,228,250 per fiscal year to provide psychiatric inpatient services 
from the date of signing through June 30, 2008, with two additional one-year renewals. 

LAW AND JUSTICE

SHERIFF

AGREEMENT:  GLOBAL TEL LINK CORPORATION
EQUIPMENT AND CARRIER SERVICES
JAIL INMATE PAYPHONES

At the recommendation of Sheriff/Coroner Tom Bosenko and by motion made, seconded 
(Hartman/Hawes), and carried, the Board of Supervisors approved and authorized the Chairman 
to sign a Letter of Agency and an agreement with Global Tel Link Corporation to provide, 
install, and maintain inmate phone equipment and carrier services for jail inmate payphones for 
the period August 2, 2007 through August 1, 2012, with two automatic one-year renewals, with 
compensation to the County of 55 percent of the gross revenues.  Supervisor Cibula voted no as 
he disagrees with spreading the costs to the inmates and because a Request for Proposal was not 
pursued.
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PUBLIC WORKS

AGREEMENT:  INTERNATIONAL SURFACING SYSTEMS
2007 RESURFACING PROJECT

At the recommendation of Public Works Director Pat Minturn and by motion made, 
seconded (Baugh/Hawes), and unanimously carried, the Board of Supervisors awarded to the low 
bidder, International Surfacing Systems, on a unit-cost basis, the contract for construction on the 
2007 Resurfacing Project. 

LONG HAY FLAT ROAD AND LAKE McCUMBER ROAD SPEED LIMITS

Public Works Director Pat Minturn presented the staff report and confirmed that speed 
limits enforceable by State law requires conducting a speed study, determining the existing 
pattern, and then identifying the 85th percentile. 

Frank Galusha requested a 35-mile-per-hour speed limit and expressed his concern that a 
higher speed limit may not be appropriate as the road is traveled by school buses and pedestrians, 
is subject to winter road conditions, and the number of residents in the area. 

Kenneth Burr requested a 35-mile-per-hour speed limit and expressed his concern 
regarding road conditions and number of residents of local roads surrounding 
Lake McCumber Road. 

Battle Creek Subdivision Neighborhood Watch President Gordon Patterson 
recommended a 30- or 35-mile-per-hour speed limit due to children and wildlife in the area. 

Supervisor Baugh moved that this item be postponed for three weeks for further review 
and to confirm calculations collected so as to consider whether a lower speed limit on 
Lake McCumber Road would be appropriate; however, the motion failed for lack of a second. 

By motion made, seconded (Hartman/Hawes), and unanimously carried, the Board of 
Supervisors introduced and waived the reading of an ordinance which establishes a 30-mile-
per-hour speed limit on Long Hay Flat Road and a 40-mile-per-hour speed limit on 
Lake McCumber Road.  Supervisor Baugh voted no as he would rather postpone the matter to a 
later date to review and confirm calculations collected to consider whether a lower speed limit 
than 40-miles-per-hour on Lake McCumber Road would be appropriate. 

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT

COMMUNITY EDUCATION SECTION

FISCAL YEAR 2006-07
LOCAL GOVERNMENT WASTE TIRE CLEANUP AND AMNESTY EVENT GRANT
RESOLUTION NO. 2007-89

At the recommendation of Environmental Health Division Manager Jim Smith and by 
motion made, seconded (Hawes/Baugh), and unanimously carried, the Board of Supervisors 
adopted Resolution No. 2007-89, which authorizes the Director of Resource Management to 
accept a Local Government Waste Tire Cleanup and Amnesty Event grant for 
Fiscal Year 2006-07 in an amount not to exceed $75,000 on behalf of Shasta County and the 
Cities of Anderson and Shasta Lake, appoints the Director of Resource Management as the agent 
for Shasta County for the purposes of this program, authorizes program expenditures to be 
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included in the Supplemental Budget process, and authorizes the Auditor-Controller to pay 
claims for said expenditures. 

(See Resolution Book No. 48) 

1:30 p.m.: The Board of Supervisors reconvened in Open Session with all Supervisors, 
County Administrative Officer Larry Lees, Assistant County Counsel 
Mike Ralston, Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board Glenda Tracy, and Deputy Clerk 
of the Board Linda Mekelburg present. 

AFTERNOON CALENDAR

REPORT OF CLOSED SESSION ACTIONS

 Assistant County Counsel Mike Ralston reported that the Board of Supervisors met in 
Closed Session to discuss existing litigation; however, no reportable action was taken. 

SCHEDULED HEARINGS

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT

PLANNING DIVISION

APPEAL OF USE PERMIT 05-010 AND 
RECLAMATION PLAN 05-001
SHASTA RANCH ESTATES LLC, SOUTHEAST ANDERSON AREA
RESOLUTION NO. 2007-90

  1:31 p.m.: Supervisor Hawes recused himself on advice from the Fair Political Practice 
Commission (FPPC) resulting from business dealings with the project proponent, 
and he left the Chambers. 

 This was the time set to conduct a public hearing and consider the appeal by Joann Moore 
and Gail Mellow on behalf of Shasta County Citizens for a Healthy Environment of the Planning 
Commission's approval of Use Permit No. 05-010, Reclamation Plan No. 05-001, and 
certification of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for Shasta Ranch Estates LLC (Southeast 
Anderson area).  The Notice of Hearing and Affidavit of Publication are on file with the Clerk of 
the Board. 

 Senior Planner Bill Walker presented the board report regarding the proposed gravel 
mining project by Shasta Ranch Estates, LLC in the Southeast Anderson area. 

 Public Works Director Pat Minturn, Director of Resource Management Russ Mull, 
Mr. Walker, and Special Land Use Economic Analysis Joel Ellinwood answered questions posed 
by members of the Board of Supervisors. 

  2:45 p.m. The Board of Supervisors recessed. 

  2:55 p.m. The Board of Supervisors reconvened. 

 Mr. Walker, Mr. Minturn, and Mr. Mull provided information regarding roads and safe 
travel. 

 The public hearing was opened and Joann Moore, Vicki Harris, Kathy Valles, Elaine 
Rutkowski, and Gail Mellow spoke in opposition of Shasta Ranch Estates, LLC because of 

amauro
Highlight
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concerns of surrounding land values, water quality, road conditions, noise, and hazardous 
substances.

  4:25 p.m. The Board of Supervisors recessed. 

  4:40 p.m. The Board of Supervisors reconvened. 

 Lyle Tullis, owner of Shasta Ranch Estates, LLC discussed the lack of available 
aggregate and its importance to Shasta County’s economy; he responded to questions by 
members of the Board of Supervisors, noting that importing aggregate to Shasta County causes 
increased cost of the product and increased air quality issues due to the pollution from transport 
vehicles.

 Earl Allen Beck, Louise Zimmerman, Linda Schreiber, Deon Pollett, Ken Benke, 
Doug Bennett, Lori Pritchett, Mark Franco, Caleen Sisk-Franco, Marie Carr-Fitzgerald, 
Kathy Valles, Patrick Carr, Galen Hopson, John Steiner spoke in opposition to Shasta Ranch 
Estates, LLC. 

 Sally Riley, Brian Crane, John Williams, Randall Smith, and Ed Shaw spoke in favor of 
Shasta Ranch Estates, LLC. 

 Nancy Milton stated she was not in favor or in opposition, but expressed that everyone 
uses aggregate, and aggregates are located in areas where they are found. 

  6:51 p.m. The Board of Supervisors recessed. 

  7:15 p.m. The Board of Supervisors reconvened. 

 Rick Anderson, Dianna Thrasher, Kathy Valles, and Betty Juarez spoke in opposition to 
the project. 

 On behalf of the appellant, Kathy Valles and Gail Mellow spoke of issues regarding 
diminishing quality of life and property values due to noise and traffic conditions. 

 On behalf of the proponent, Lyle Tullis, Wendy Johnston, and Todd Bernhard advised 
that the site for the Shasta Ranch Estates is not a toxic waste site. 

 No one else spoke for or against the proposal, and the public hearing was closed. 

 Supervisor Hartman moved that the intent to deny the appeal be approved, Supervisor 
Kehoe seconded the motion.  Under discussion, Supervisor Baugh requested: (1) realign the 
project access road to connect direct to Kimberly Road and to not use the two proposed southern 
Cottonwood routes; (2) not to include Phase 3; however, Phase 3 be handled for one year of 
notification; (4) additional testings; (5) fencing around the existing trenches; (6) determine the 
days of operation; and (6) tie the road maintenance fee to the Consumer Price Index (CPI). 

 Supervisor Cibula expressed his concern regarding the presence of dioxin. 

 In reply to Supervisor Cibula’s request, Mr. Mull proposed the owner/operator notify the 
Director of Resource Management at least twelve months prior to the initiation of Phase 3, the 
Director may then require additional monitoring by the applicant prior to the initiation and 
during the operation of Phase 3.  Mr. Mull stated that based on a certain segment of the 
economy, the CPI for all urban consumers changes in January every year.  This is the same scale 
used on the changes to fee schedules.  The current amount is ten cents and may increase or 
decrease by approximately one or two percent in January of each year.

 Mr. Mull advised that changing the traffic pattern by eliminating the two southern routes 
would increase traffic on the remaining two routes, which was not evaluated in the EIR, and 
would therefore require a supplemental EIR.   
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 Supervisor Hartman amended her motion of intent to deny the appeal to:  (1) include 
Phase 3 monitoring; (2)  realign the access road at Kimberly Road; (3) tie the annual road 
maintenance fee to the Consumer Price Index; (4) limit days and hours of operation to be 
Monday through Friday, 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m., (hauling 8:30 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. when school is 
in session), with a maximum of 77 round trips per day; (5) install fences around the trenches 
containing the paper mill waste.  Supervisor Kehoe seconded the amended motion, and the 
motion carried.  Supervisor Baugh voted no to respect the wishes of many area residents. 

 By motion made, seconded (Kehoe/Hartman), and carried, the Board of Supervisors 
approved certification of the Environmental Impact Report.  Supervisor Baugh voted no. 

 By motion made, seconded (Hartman/Kehoe), and carried, the Board of Supervisors 
adopted Resolution No. 2007-90, which denies the appeal and upholds the Planning Commission 
approval of Use Permit No. 05-010, with amendments approved to the conditions as set forth in 
the motion of intent to deny the appeal.  Supervisor Baugh voted no. 

 By motion made, seconded (Hartman/Kehoe), and carried, the Board of Supervisors 
adopted the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, adopted the Findings of Fact and 
Statement of Overriding Consideration, and approved Reclamation Plan No. 05-001.  Supervisor 
Baugh voted no.  

(See Resolution Book No. 48) 

  9:00 p.m.: The Board of Supervisors adjourned. 

            Chairman 

ATTEST:

LAWRENCE G. LEES 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

By      
        Deputy 
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SHASTA COUNTY

PLANNING COMMISSION
                                                                                                                                                                                  

MINUTES Special Meeting

Date:  May 31, 2007

Time:  2:00 p.m.

Place: Shasta County Administration Center

Board of Supervisors’ Chambers

Flag Salute

ROLL CALL Commissioners

Present: John Cornelius District 3

Dave Rutledge District 1

Jerry Smith District 2

Roy Ramsey District 4

Shirley Easley District 5

Staff Present: Russ Mull, Director of Resource Management

Mike Ralston, Assistant County Counsel

Bill Walker, Senior Planner

Jim Smith, Environmental Health Division Manager

Jim Diehl, Shasta County Fire Department

Patrick Minturn, Director of Public Works

Al Cathey, Public Works/Subdivision Engineer

Dawn Duckett, Staff Services Manager, Recording Secretary

       

Note: All unanimous actions reflect a 5-0 vote.

Key:  California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA): Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND), Negative Declaration (ND), Categorically Exempt (CE), De Minimis

Finding of Significance (DM).

CONFLICT OF INTEREST

DECLARATIONS: Commissioner Easley disclosed that in the summer of 2006, she toured the subject property and

in the fall of 2006, she was asked to sign a petition regarding the project.  Both events took place

prior to Ms. Easley being appointed to the Planning Commission.

OPEN TIME: No speakers.

PUBLIC HEARING:

R1: Use Permit 05-010 and Reclamation Plan 05-001 (Shasta Ranch Mining and

Reclamation Plan) Continued from March 22, 2007, and May 10, 2007: The project is

located near the Sacramento River, northeast of Balls Ferry Road, between Riverland Drive

and Blue Jay Road approximately 2.5 miles southeast of the City of Anderson. Access to

the project site is gained from Balls Ferry Road by way of a private road located
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approximately 100 yards northwest of the Balls Ferry Road and Kimberly Road intersection.

The project site is located in the following Shasta County Assessor’s Parcels: 091-040-002,

091-050-002 and 091-080-002 (Section 53, 55, 56, 59, 60 of the P. B. Reading Grant).

The proposed project is a request for approval for a Use Permit (UP 05-010) and

Reclamation Plan (RP 05-001) to mine alluvial sand and gravel near the Sacramento River.

The project site encompasses approximately 947 acres, of which 268 acres will be mined

for aggregate material. The mined aggregate (gravel) would be crushed, screened, washed,

stockpiled, and loaded for off-site transport. Approximately 3.43 million cubic yards of

overburden and 6.06 million cubic yards of soil and gravel would be excavated. The project

would generate an average of 60 truck round-trips, and a maximum of 120 truck round-trips,

per day. The project would operate for approximately 30 years until the year 2037. There

are three phases, and each phase would operate for 8 to 10 years. Upon completion of all

mining activities, the areas of disturbance would be reclaimed to agricultural farmland,

ponds, and open space.  

The public hearing will be opened to discuss only those issues pertaining to traffic and

public utilities. Planner: Walker.

Senior Planner Bill Walker presented the staff report.  Mark Teague, from Pacific Municipal

Consultants (Environmental Impact Report (EIR) Consultant), discussed the public

comments received since recirculating the Traffic  and Utilities sections of the EIR, stating

that the majority of responses to comments reiterated or reaffirmed responses given in the

Final EIR.

The public hearing was opened and Lyle Tullis, the applicant, spoke in favor of the project.

Mr. Tullis told the Commission that the traffic study performed for the project stated that

the project would have virtually no impact on the roads in the area and that the haul routes

would be limited to 64 truck round trips per day.   He said that he agreed with the conditions

of approval for the project and that the use of biodiesel fuel will reduce emissions by as

much as 10 percent. 

Speaking in opposition to the project were:

Speaker’s Name Comment/Issue/Concern

Joann Moore Ms. Moore provided a PowerPoint presentation which

included photographs of existing traffic conditions in the

project area.  She discussed the proposed truck routes and

stated that the EIR doesn’t include use percentages of traffic

for each route.  Ms. Moore added that the road conditions

will deteriorate due to truck traffic and stated problems with

road widths being too narrow to accommodate large trucks.

Ms. Moore also discussed health risks related to truck

emissions and recommended denial of the project.

Dale Hansen Mr. Hansen (Superintendent of the Cottonwood School

District) stated that afternoon school dismissal times are
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staggered and that the proposed truck schedules should be

restricted in the afternoons as well as during the morning

hours.

Ken Behnke Mr. Behnke voiced concerns regarding traffic and safety.  He

discussed several bridges and irrigation ditches in the area as

well as truck traffic interfering with garbage collection and

mail delivery.  Mr. Behnke stated that there is a 100-year

supply of gravel available at the Clear Creek gravel plant. 

Lori Pritchett Ms. Pritchett (Cottonwood Enrichment Council) discussed

concerns regarding truck traffic traveling through Tehama

County and parts of historic downtown Cottonwood.  She

asked that the historic integrity of downtown Cottonwood be

maintained.

Rita Frankovich Ms. Frankovich agreed with the previous speaker and added

that truck traffic will have a negative impact to businesses

located in downtown Cottonwood.

Kathy Valles Ms. Valles displayed photos of existing traffic conditions in

the project area and discussed traffic safety issues.  She told

the Commission that there are many accidents in the area due

to the narrowness of the roads.

Michael Hendrix Mr. Hendrix agreed with the previous speakers regarding the

issue of the roads being too narrow to accommodate large

trucks.  He also discussed air pollution, noise, and health

risks related to emissions.

Debra Earhart Ms. Earhart voiced concerns regarding truck traffic through

downtown Cottonwood, noise, dust, and hazards created by

loose gravel on the roads.

Larry Sergent Mr. Sergent discussed traffic/safety issues for cyclists on the

roads and concerns regarding air quality and loose gravel.

Colette Bither Ms. Bither voiced concerns regarding health risks caused by

dust and emissions.  She asked that trucks wait until after the

school busses have completed their routes.

Alexa Bither Ms. Bither discussed health risks, noise, dust, and emissions.

Art Bither Mr. Bither voiced general opposition to the project.

Lloyd Bither Mr. Bither discussed negative impacts to animals in the

project area.
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Karen Bither Ms. Bither agreed with previous speakers and discussed

traffic speeds and low visibility on the area roads.

Gail Mellow Ms. Mellow distributed a petition to the Commission and

discussed road conditions.  She disagreed with the findings

in the EIR that the number of truck trips would have a

limited impact to the roads.  Ms. Mellow also discussed

inconsistencies in the traffic study prepared for the project.

Randy Smith Mr. Smith discussed the importance of gravel and asked for

approval of the project.  He was advised by Chairman

Cornelius that this was the time set for testimony in

opposition to the project.

Elain Rutkowski Ms. Rutkowski agreed with the previous speakers in

opposition to the project.

Gail Mellow Ms. Mellow concluded her discussion of traffic issues and

safety concerns.

Kathy Valles Ms. Valles stated that there are more cyclists on roads due to

rising fuel costs.  She also stated that she wasn’t notified in

1999 when parts of the Balls Ferry Road area were rezoned

to an Interim Mineral Resource district.

Jason Bither Mr. Bither described a previous incident that occurred when

he was run off the road by a truck while he was traveling in

his wheelchair.

Lyle Tullis provided rebuttal remarks stating that truck route test runs had been performed

and that all tests revealed that the trucks had no problem maneuvering safely on the roads.

He added that the gravel plant would not operate during the evening.  Mr. Tullis told the

Commission that an agreement had been signed with Tehama County requiring that the

plant provide aggregate to maintain County roads and that the plant would be paying a per-

ton fee for the use of County roads. He also said that he would agree to a maximum of 64

truck round trips per day for the project.  There being no other speakers for or against the

project, the public hearing was closed.

Bill Walker advised the Commission that Condition 30 for the Use Permit could be revised

to state a maximum of 64 of truck round trips per day, to which the Commission agreed. 
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ACTION: By motion made, seconded (Rutledge/Cornelius), and carried with Commissioners Ramsey,

Easley, Cornelius, and Rutledge voting AYE and Commissioner Smith voting NO, for a 4-1

vote, the Commission by Resolution 2007-050 reviewed and certified the Environmental

Impact Report for the Shasta Ranch Mining and Reclamation Plan and adopted the related

Mitigation Monitoring Program; and by Resolution 2007-051 approved Use Permit 05-010

based on the findings and subject to the conditions, as amended, listed in the Resolution;

and by Resolution 2007-052 approved Reclamation Plan 05-001 based on the findings and

subject to the conditions listed in the Resolution.

ADJOURNMENT: The Planning Commission adjourned at 3:55 p.m.

Submitted by:

                                                               

Dawn Duckett, Staff Services Manager

Recording Secretary
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