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Meeting of the Central Valley Flood Protection Board 
May 26, 2011 

Staff Report – Encroachment Permit 

Shasta Ranch, LLC 
Shasta Ranch Aggregate Project, Shasta County 

 
 
1.0 – ITEM  
 
Consider approval of Permit No. 18017 (Attachment B) 
 
 
2.0 – APPLICANT  
 
Shasta Ranch, LLC 
 
 
3.0 – LOCATION  
 
The project is located within Shasta County in the Sacramento River Designated 
Floodway approximately two miles upstream of the Balls Ferry Bridge; see 
Attachment(s) A 1thru5 
 
 
4.0 – DESCRIPTION  
 
The applicant proposes to excavate approximately 834,000 tons of material from within 
the Sacramento River Designated Floodway and backfill the resulting excavation prior 
to the flood season each year the project is in operation. 
 
 
5.0 – PROJECT ANALYSIS 
 
The area to be mined within the Sacramento River Designated Floodway is 
approximately 375 feet wide by 2,500 feet long (21.5 acres) by 20 feet deep which 
equals approximately 556,000 cubic yards of material.  This mining operation will be 
accomplished over a period of 2-1/2 years.  The entire borrow operation includes 
excavating approximately 12 million tons of material from approximately 268 acres 
(246.5 acres of which lies outside of the designated floodway) over a period of 
approximately 30 years.
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5.1 – HYDRAULIC ANALYSIS 
 
Any void created by removal of material from the floodway shall be backfilled with 
overburden/spoils from adjacent mining operations outside the floodway prior to the 
flood season each year that material is mined. Since the void created by mining will be 
backfilled with overburden/spoils from adjacent operations and compacted to densities 
equal to adjacent undisturbed material and contoured to pre mining conditions a 
hydraulic analysis is not required. 
 
 
5.2 – GEOTECHNICAL ANALYSIS 
 
A geotechnical analysis is not called for as there are no project works in the vicinity of 
this project. 
 
 
6.0 – AGENCY COMMENTS AND ENDORSEMENTS 
 
 

• The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 208.10 comment letter has been received for 
this application and will be incorporated into the permit as Exhibit A.  It should be 
noted that the original application description was for a project located both within 
and outside the Sacramento River Designated Floodway and the U.S. Army 
Corps response addresses the entire project, not just the portion within the 
Sacramento River Designated Floodway. 

 
• There is no maintaining agency. 

 
 
7.0 – PROPOSED CEQA FINDINGS  
 
Board staff has prepared the following CEQA Findings: 
 
The Board, acting as a responsible agency under CEQA, has independently reviewed 
the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR, July 2006, SCH No. 2005102134), Final 
Environmental Impact Report (FEIR, March 2007), and Shasta County Resolution 2007-
052 (which includes a Statement of Facts, Findings, and Mitigation Measures, 
Statement of Overriding Considerations, and Mitigation Monitoring Program) for the 
Shasta Ranch Mining and Reclamation Plan prepared by the lead agency, the County 
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of Shasta. These documents, including project design and County resolutions, may be 
viewed or downloaded from the Central Valley Flood Protection Board website at 
http://www.cvfpb.ca.gov/meetings/2011/5-26-2011.cfm under a link for this agenda item.   
 
7.1 – Impacts that can be Mitigated 
 
The following are the significant impacts and the mitigation measures to reduce them to 
less than significant: 
 
• Aesthetics and Visual Resources:  All mining material shall be stored at least 200 

feet away from the natural waterway unless screened by a berm and/or vegetation to 
be screened from off-site views.  Additionally, all lighting on site shall meet the 
Illuminating Engineering Society of North America requirements for 
reduction/illuminations of light trepass as set forth in Recommended Practice 
Manual.   

 
• Earth Resources:  Implement erosion control and slope stability measures, including 

storm water runoff control systems, hydro seeding, and timing vegetative clearing to 
avoid the rainy season.   

 
• Hydrology and Water Quality:  Surface runoff generated within the proposed mining 

operation area will be prevented from discharging into the river.          
 
• Biological Resources: Prior to construction, conduct a biological resources education 

program for construction crews and enforce construction restrictions.  Conduct 
preconstruction surveys for fox sedge, northwestern pond turtle, California red-
legged frog, ring-tailed cats, protected bird species and nesting raptors. The project 
proponent will retain a biologist inspect buffer area fences around blue elderberry 
shrubs and other sensitive biological resources.  Invasive plant species will be 
controlled with annual monitoring and manual eradication for two years.      

 
• Air Quality: Fugitive dust and emissions during construction will be controlled with 

best available mitigation measures so that the amount of such dust and emissions 
are reduced, as required by Shasta County Air Quality Management District and the 
Department of Resource Management. The project proponent will develop and 
implement a fugitive dust control plan and reduce on-site mobile-source emissions 
during mining operational period.     

 
• Noise: Mining equipment shall be maintained and equipped with noise control 

devices in accordance with manufacturer specifications.  The project proponent will 

http://www.cvfpb.ca.gov/meetings/2011/5-26-2011.cfm�
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construct a sound barrier to shield nearby residential dwellings from line-of-sight to 
nearby mining operations.     

 
• Hazards and Hazardous Materials:  The project proponent will include trenches and 

exclusion fencing around stockpiles containing hazardous materials that could 
potentially result in an adverse impact to both public and environmental health within 
the vicinity of the mining and reclamation activities. The project proponent will also 
consult with the Shasta Mosquito and Vector Control District in designing and 
developing the settling basins to minimize habitat for mosquito breeding. To address 
the potential impact of wild land fire, the project proponent will comply with the 
standard requirements and recommendations of the Shasta County Fire 
Department. 

 
• Cultural Resources:  Ground disturbing project activity should not be conducted 

within the boundaries of registered site CA-SHA-779.  Work shall be stopped in 
affected areas if new cultural or paleontological resources are discovered during 
project construction and appropriate measures will be implemented.  All significant 
cultural materials recovered shall be subject to scientific analysis, professional 
museum curation, and a report prepared by the qualified archaeologist according to 
current professional standards and CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5. 

 
• Transportation and Circulation: The project proponent will require that all haul trucks 

entering or leaving the quarry not operate in the morning at the same time as the 
local school buses and avoid the Bowman/Interstate 5 north bound off-ramp 
intersection to avoid traffic conflicts.  In addition, the project proponent shall 
contribute a pro-rata share of the improvements at this intersection. 

 
Based on its independent review of the DEIR, FEIR, Addendum, and the Shasta County 
Resolution 2007-52, the Board finds that for each of the significant impacts described 
above, changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project 
which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in 
the FEIR.  Moreover, such changes or alterations are within the responsibility and 
jurisdiction of another public agency, the County of Shasta, and such changes have 
been adopted by that agency.   
 
7.2 – Significant Unavoidable Adverse Impacts of the Project 

 
• The conversion of existing agricultural land, Prime Farmland, and Farmland of 

Statewide Importance to mineral resource extraction. 
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• Increased PM10 concentrations at nearby sensitive receptors that would exceed 
state or federal standards. 

 
• Predicted airborne concentrations of diesel exhaust particulate matter that would 

result in predicted cancer risks that would exceed applicable standards. 
 

• Increase in haul truck traffic along area roadways that could exceed applicable 
cancer risk thresholds at nearby sensitive receptors. 

 
• The proposed project could contribute, on a cumulative basis, to increased 

emissions of ozone precursors and particulate matter, thereby exacerbating the 
existing exceedance of state ambient air quality standards for ozone and respirable 
particulate matter.    

 
• The proposed project and cumulative projects could combine to increase emission 

levels of mobile and fugitive source particulate matter at nearby sensitive receptors 
that would exceed applicable standards. 

 
• During temperature inversions and windy conditions, predicted onsite operational 

noise levels would result in noticeable increases in ambient noise levels at nearby 
receptors that would exceed County noise standards. 

 
• Noticeable increase in traffic noise that exceed the County’s noise standard of 

60dBA Ldn/CNEL (Community Noise Equivalent Level) at receptors located along 
proposed truck routes. 

 
• The future cumulative traffic noise level as a result of increased traffic noise levels 

that could potentially exceed the County’s noise standards of 60dBA CNEL/Ldn at 
some receptors located along truck haul routes. 

 
The Board further finds that none of the significant unavoidable adverse impacts of the 
project are within the Board’s jurisdiction.  The Board also finds that the specific 
economic, legal, social, technological or other benefits of the project, as listed above, 
outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental effects, which are thus considered to 
be “acceptable.” 
  
7.3 – Statement of Overriding Considerations 
 
The County of Shasta adopted Resolution 2007-052 including the Statement of 
Overriding Considerations.  The Board concurs with this Statement. 
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The Board has independently considered the significant and unavoidable environmental 
impacts of the proposed project.  The Board has also considered the benefits of the 
project.  The proposed project will provide opportunities within the County to 
accommodate the General Plan Agricultural and Mineral Resource Land Use 
designation; provide opportunities for the County to expand mineral resources available 
for future growth and development in the southern portion of the County; reduce 
environmentally adverse impacts to incompatible land uses in densely populated areas 
of the County; and ensure site reclamation activities to provide usable land that will 
enhance biological diversity and sustainable agricultural production.  The Board finds 
that economic, legal, social, technological, or other benefits of the proposed project 
outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental effects of the project, and the adverse 
environmental effects are considered acceptable when these benefits of the project are 
considered. 
 
The documents and other materials which constitute the record of the Central Valley 
Flood Board’s proceedings in this matter are in the custody of Jay Punia, Executive 
Officer, Central Valley Flood Protection Board, 3310 El Camino Ave., Rm. 151, 
Sacramento, California 95821. 
 
 
8.0 – SECTION 8610.5 CONSIDERATIONS 
 
The comments and endorsements associated with this project, from all pertinent 
agencies are shown below: 
 
1. Evidence that the Board admits into its record from any party, State or local public 

agency, or nongovernmental organization with expertise in flood or flood plain 
management: 
 
The Board will make its decision based on the evidence in the permit application and 
attachments, this staff report, and any other evidence presented by any individual or 
group. 

 
2. The best available science that related to the scientific issues presented by the 

executive officer, legal counsel, the Department or other parties that raise credible 
scientific issues. 

 
The accepted industry standards for the work proposed under this permit as 
regulated by Title 23 have been applied to the review of this permit. 
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3. Effects of the decision on the entire State Plan of Flood Control: 
 

This project does not have any significant impact on the State Plan of Flood Control 
as the project does not impair structural or hydraulic functions of the system. 

 
4. Effects of reasonable projected future events, including, but not limited to, changes 

in hydrology, climate, and development within the applicable watershed: 
 

There are no foreseeable and/or projected events that would impact this project. 
 
 
9.0 – STAFF RECOMMENDATION  
 
Staff recommends that the Board adopt the CEQA findings, approve the permit, and 
direct staff to file a Notice of Determination with the State Clearinghouse. 
 
 
10.0 – LIST OF ATTACHMENTS  
 

A. Location Maps and Photos 
B. Draft Permit No. 18017 

 
Design Review:  Sterling Sorenson 
Environmental Review:  Andrea Mauro  
Document Review:  Mitra Emami P.E., Curt Taras, P.E. Len Marino P.E. 
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