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Abbreviations and Acronyms 
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Section 1.0 – Introduction 
 

The environmental review of the Crystal Creek Aggregate Use Permit and Reclamation Plan Amendments 
(Use Permit [UP] 19-0007, Reclamation Plan [RP] 19-0001) (State Clearinghouse [SCH] No. 2019090702) 
(herein referenced as the proposed project) is being conducted by the Shasta County Resource 
Management Department (County) and therefore is regulated by the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) under California law. The intent of the public scoping process under CEQA is to initiate the public 
scoping for the Environmental Impact Report (EIR), provide information about the proposed project, and 
solicit information that will be helpful in the environmental review process. As part of the review process, 
the County will prepare an EIR, which will evaluate the potential environmental impacts associated with 
the proposed project and will identify mitigation measures to reduce these impacts, where possible. 
 
The public scoping report for the proposed Crystal Creek Aggregate Use Permit and Reclamation Plan 
Amendments documents the issues and concerns expressed by members of the public, government 
agencies, and organizations during the previous September 2019 – November 2019 EIR public scoping 
period and the 2021 scoping period (February 2021 – March 2021). The release of the Notice of 
Preparation (NOP) to prepare an EIR on February 19, 2021 initiated the County’s 30-day public scoping 
period under CEQA. The comment period allowed the public and regulatory agencies an opportunity to 
comment on the scope and content of the environmental document, including the alternatives to be 
considered, and issues that should be addressed in the EIR. 
 
This report is intended for use by the County in preparing the EIR as formal documentation of initial input 
received from governmental agencies, Tribes, and members of the public regarding the range of actions, 
alternatives, mitigation measures, and potential significant effects to be analyzed in depth in the EIR. It 
also provides access for other agencies and members of the public to see the comments received during 
the scoping period. 
 

1.1 Scoping Report Organization 

This scoping report includes four main sections and appendices, as described below: 
 

• Section 1.0 provides an introduction to the report and describes the purpose of scoping and a 
brief overview of the Crystal Creek Aggregate Use Permit and Reclamation Plan Amendments. 

• Section 2.0 provides information on the scoping meeting and notification materials, including the 
NOP. 

• Section 3.0 summarizes the comments received and highlights the key issues raised during the 
scoping comment period. 

• Section 4.0 describes the next steps in the EIR process. 
• Section 5.0 contains appendices of this report, including the NOP, handouts and informational 

materials, and a copy of all comments received. 
 

Appendices consist of all the supporting materials utilized by the County during the scoping process. These 
appendices include copies of the NOP and meeting materials provided at the public scoping meeting. They 
also include copies of the scoping comment letters received during the 2019 and 2021 NOP public 
comment periods. 
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1.2 Purpose of an Environmental Impact Report 

CEQA requires the preparation of an EIR prior to approving any project that may have a significant effect 
on the environment.  For the purposes of CEQA, the term “project” refers to the whole of an action, which 
has the potential for resulting in a direct physical change or a reasonably foreseeable indirect physical 
change in the environment (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15378[a]).  Pursuant to CEQA’s definition, the 
County has determined that the proposed Crystal Creek Aggregate Use Permit and Reclamation Plan 
Amendments is a “project,” which has the potential for resulting in significant environmental effects. The 
purpose of the EIR is to review the existing conditions, analyze potential environmental impacts, and 
identify feasible mitigation measures to reduce potentially significant effects related to the proposed 
project. 
 
An EIR is a public information document used in the planning and decision-making process. This project-
level EIR analyzes the environmental impacts of the project. The Shasta County Planning Commission and 
Board of Supervisors will consider the information in the EIR, including the public comments and staff 
response to those comments, during the public hearing process. As a legislative action, the final decision 
is made by the Board of Supervisors, who may approve, conditionally approve, or deny the project. As 
provided in State CEQA Guidelines Section 15021, public agencies are charged with the duty to avoid or 
minimize environmental damage where feasible. The public agency has an obligation to balance a variety 
of public objectives, including economic, environmental, and social issues. The purpose of an EIR is to 
identify:  

 
• The significant impacts of the project on the environment and indicate the manner in which those 

significant impacts can be avoided or mitigated; 
• Any unavoidable adverse impacts that cannot be mitigated; and  
• Reasonable and feasible alternatives to the project that would eliminate any significant 

environmental impacts or reduce the impacts to a less than significant level.  
 

The EIR will also discuss and evaluate a range of project alternatives, potential growth-inducing impacts, 
impacts found not to be significant and cumulative impacts of the project. 
 
CEQA requires an EIR to reflect the independent judgment of the lead agency with respect to impacts, 
disclose the level of significance of the impacts both with and without mitigation, and describe the 
mitigation measures proposed to reduce the impacts. A Draft EIR is circulated to responsible agencies, 
trustee agencies with resources affected by the project, and interested agencies and individuals. The 
review process gives both agencies and individuals an opportunity to share expertise, discuss agency 
analyses, check for accuracy, detect omissions, discover public concerns, and solicit mitigation measures 
and alternatives capable of avoiding or reducing the significant effects of the project, while still attaining 
most of the basic objectives of the project.  
 
Reviewers of the forthcoming Draft EIR for the proposed Crystal Creek Aggregate Use Permit and 
Reclamation Plan Amendments are requested to focus on the sufficiency of the document (i.e., the 
thoroughness of its identification and analysis of possible impacts on the environment as well as ways to 
avoid or mitigate such impacts). Comments are most helpful when they suggest better ways to avoid or 
mitigate significant environmental effects (e.g., through additional alternatives or mitigation measures). 
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1.3 Purpose of Scoping 

The process of determining the focus and content of the EIR is known as scoping. Scoping helps to identify 
the range of actions, alternatives, environmental effects, and mitigation measures to be analyzed in 
depth, and eliminates from detailed study those issues that are not pertinent to the final decision on the 
proposed project. The scoping process is not intended to resolve differences of opinion regarding the 
proposed project or evaluate its merits. Instead, the process allows all interested parties to express their 
concerns regarding the proposed project and thereby ensures that all opinions and comments applicable 
to the environmental analysis are addressed in the EIR. Scoping is an effective way to bring together and 
address the concerns of the public, affected agencies, and other interested parties. Members of the 
public, relevant federal, State, regional and local agencies, interests groups, community organizations, 
and other interested parties may participate in the scoping process by providing comments or 
recommendations regarding issues to be investigated in the EIR. 
 
Comments received during the scoping process are part of the public record as documented in this public 
scoping report. The comments and questions received during the public scoping process have been 
reviewed and considered by the County in determining the appropriate scope of issues to be addressed 
in the EIR. The purpose of the scoping for the Crystal Creek Aggregate Use Permit and Reclamation Plan 
Amendments project was to: 

• Inform the public and relevant public agencies about the proposed project, CEQA requirements, 
and the environmental impact analysis process; 

• Identify potentially significant environmental impacts for consideration in the EIR; 
• Identify possible mitigation measures for consideration in the EIR; 
• Identify potential alternatives to the proposed project for evaluation in the EIR; and 
• Compile a mailing list of public agencies and individuals interested in future public hearings and 

notices. 

1.4 Summary of the Proposed Project 

The existing Crystal Creek Aggregate, Inc. (CCA) quarry is located in the community of Keswick, on the 
west side of Iron Mountain Road, approximately 1.5 miles north of the Intersection of Iron Mountain Road 
and State Route (SR) 299 West, and directly across from the intersection of Iron Mountain Road and Laurie 
Ann Lane (10936 Iron Mountain Road).  
 
CCA was originally permitted in 1990 under Shasta County Use Permit UP-24-90 and Reclamation Plan 1-
90. Subsequently in 2008 the following entitlements were approved; General Plan Amendment 07-005, 
Zone Amendment 07-020, Use Permit Amendment, UP-07-020, and Reclamation Plan Amendment RP- 
07-022. A Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) with findings as specifically set forth in Planning 
Commission Resolution Nos. 2008-066 and 2008-067 was also adopted to approve the various 
entitlements. 
 
2019 Project Application 
 
In September 2019 CCA submitted an application requesting to expand their existing aggregate mining 
operation and add an asphalt batch plant. The project would expand an approved mining use permit area 
of 110.24 acres and an approved reclamation plan area of 108.87 acres to 179.97 acres. The project 
originally requested a General Plan amendment from Natural Resource Protection-Open Space (N-O) to 
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Mineral Resource (MR), and a Zoning Plan amendment from Unclassified (U) to Mineral Resource (MR). 
The following summarizes the 2019 requested actions: 
 

• General Plan Amendment of 28.46 acres from Open Space (N-O) to Mineral Resource (MR) so that 
Zone Amendment could be processed for approval of an area that would allow for expansion of 
the proposed project. 
 

• Zone Amendment of 28.46 acres from Unclassified (U) to Mineral Resource (MR) necessary to be 
consistent with the General Plan Amendment and to allow the processing of a use permit allowing 
operational expansion. 

 
• Amend Use Permit UP 07-20 to expand the mining area by 69.73 acres from 110.24 to 179.97 

acres, expand hours of operation, increase yearly blasting maximums, modify quarry bench 
heights and widths, and to pert the installation and operation of a hot mix asphalt batch plant. 

 
• Amend Reclamation Plan RP 07-022 to expand the Reclamation Plan area by 71.10 acres from 

108.87 to 179.97 acres and to extend the estimated life of the mining operation by 150 years to 
year 2169. 

 
2021 Project Application 
 
The project applicant currently proposes an overall project area of approximately 179.97 acres within 
which the existing approved Use Permit and Reclamation Plan Areas of 110.69 acres will be maintained 
but modified to increase the amount of aggregate to be mined.  The use permit area is proposed to be 
expanded by an additional 69.28 acres referenced as the remaining Mineral Resource Area (MR) to serve 
to buffer lands to the south, west, and north from noise, light, and other mining related activities.   
 
The total amount of aggregate to be processed yearly is proposed to increase from 250,000 to 500,000 
tons and the total estimated amount proposed to be mined will increase from 15.92 million tons to 25.4 
million tons over a period of three phases with an estimated life of the phases varying from 14 to 35 years.  
The estimated life of the mining operation will increase from the currently approved end of Year 2072 by 
27 years to end of Year 2099.  Also proposed is a portable propane powered drum mix asphalt plant.  The 
plant could utilize up to 200,000 tons of the 500,000 tons of aggregate processed yearly for the production 
of asphalt. 
   
No additional structures or operations other than those associated with the asphalt plant are proposed. 
The locations of the existing scales and office, rock crushing, screen and washing operational, primary, 
and secondary entrances/exits, diesel fuel storage tanks, waste oil tank, two motor oil and one lubricating 
oil tank, and five settling and two recycle ponds will remain.  The existing Concrete Recycle Area location 
and operation for which an administrative permit was issued and subsequently reissued by the County 
due to the Carr Fire is proposed as a project component.  The location of the material and topsoil 
stockpiles will also remain in their current general location which will expand and contract as part of the 
mining operation.  The number of full-time employees will increase from eight to 14 with one part-time 
employee. All existing and proposed uses are allowed under the existing General Plan Land Use 
Classifications and Zoning District Designations.  
 
Amending Use Permit UP-07-020 will modify the design of the existing mining area or quarry of 
approximately 57.31 acres and the plant area of approximately 53.38 acres which together total 110.69 
acres that will be maintained as the Reclamation Plan Area with associated boundaries.  However, the 
amount of aggregate mined, as noted, will be increased as will the hours of operation, particularly with 
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respect to the asphalt plant (24 hours per day generally Sunday evenings through Friday afternoons), and 
yearly blasting maximums (24 instead of 12).  The average height of the highwalls will increase from 22 
feet to 40 feet, except for one highwall at 44 feet.  Benches will also be increased in width from 30 feet to 
40 feet, except for the bench along the perimeter of the pond which will be increased to 60 feet in width.   
The pond surface area will increase from 23.49 acres to 32.67 acres.  
 
Project Comparison (2019 vs 2021) 
 

Crystal Creek Aggregate – Project Submission Comparison  

Project Characteristic 09/30/2019 NOP 02/19/2021 NOP 

Project Area 179.97 Ac 179.97 Ac 

Use Permit Area 179.97 Ac 179.97 Ac 

     Mining (Quarry) Area 102.25 Ac 57.31 Ac 

     Plant Site & Stockpiles 46.83 Ac 53.38 Ac 

     Other Lands*  30.89 Ac - 

     Remaining Mineral Resource Area*  - 69.28 Ac 

Reclamation Plan Area 179.97 Ac 110.69 Ac 

General Plan Amendment   

     N-O to MR 28.46 Ac N/A 

Rezoning   

     U to MR 28.46 Ac N/A 

Total Aggregate to be Mined   

     Million Cubic Yards 37.29 12.7 

     Million Tons 74.58 25.4 

Annual Aggregate to be Mined   

     Million Cubic Yards 450,000 250,000 

     Million Tons 900,000 Tons 500,000 Tons 

Mining Phases 11 3 

Mining Termination Date 06/15/2169 12/31/2099 

Years of Operation 150 79 

Blasting Days Per Year 40 24 

Daily Truck Trips 1,912 1,062 

     AM Peak Truck Trips 221 123 

     PM Peak Trips 111 62 

Mining Area Wildlife Escape Routes No Yes 

All Native Species Revegetation No Yes 

Pond #6 Area   

     Area 66.85 Ac 32.67 Ac 

     Depth 100 Ft 60 Ft 

     Pond Bench Width 36 Ft 44 Ft 

     Meandering Drainage Course No Yes 

     Depth 100 Ft 60 Ft 

* Area around the northern, western & southern areas of the mining area. Referenced as "Other Lands" in the 09/30/2019 NOP Project 
Description. 
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Section 2.0 – Project Scoping   

This section describes the methods used by the County to notify the public and agencies about the scoping 
process conducted for the proposed project. It outlines how information was made available for public 
and agency review and identifies the different avenues that were and are available for providing 
comments on the project (i.e., meetings, fax, email, mail, and phone). 
 

2.1 Notice of Preparation 

As required by State CEQA Guidelines Section 15082, the County issued a Notice of Preparation (NOP) on 
September 30, 2019 that summarized the proposed project, stated its intention to prepare an EIR, and 
requested comments from interested parties (refer to Appendix 5.1, 2019 NOTICE OF PREPARATION). The 
NOP was filed with the State Clearinghouse on September 30, 2019 (SCH No. 2019090702), which initiated 
the 30-day public scoping period. The NOP response period was extended for seven (7) days and ended 
on Friday, November 8, 2019. Nineteen (19) copies of the NOP were distributed to federal, State, regional, 
and local agencies. The purpose of the NOP was to formally announce that the County is preparing a Draft 
EIR for the proposed project, and that, as Lead Agency, was soliciting input regarding the scope and 
content of the environmental information to be included in the EIR. Applicable agencies and interested 
members of the public have 30 days to respond to the NOP, indicating, at a minimum, reasonable 
alternatives and mitigation measures they wish to have explored in the Draft EIR, and whether the agency 
will be a responsible agency or a trustee agency for the project. 
 
Based on project revisions that occurred since the 2019 NOP, an Initial Study and NOP was circulated for 
an additional 30-day comment period between February 19, 2021 and March 22, 2021 (refer to Appendix 
5.5, 2021 INITIAL STUDY AND NOTICE OF PREPARATION).  
 
The 2021 Initial Study and NOP and all future proposed project-related documents are available for review 
at the information repository sites listed in Table 2-1, REPOSITORY SITES. The Draft EIR and technical 
appendices, once released for public review, will also be available for inspection at the Shasta County 
Library branches noted below in Table 2-1. 
 

Table 2-1 
REPOSITORY SITES 

 
Repository Site Location Phone Number Hours of Operation 

Shasta County Department of 
Resource Management 

1855 Placer Street, Suite 103 
Redding, CA 96001 (530) 225-5532 Monday – Friday 

8:00 am – 5:00 pm 

Shasta County Library 1100 Parkview Avenue 
Redding, CA 96001 (530) 245-7250 

Monday – Thursday 
10:00 am – 8:00 pm 

Friday – Saturday 
10:00 am – 6:00 pm 

Sunday 
1:00 pm – 5:00 pm 

Shasta County Library – 
Anderson Branch 

3200 West Center Street 
Anderson, CA (530) 365-7685 

Tuesday – Friday 
9:00 am – 6:00 pm 

Saturday 
10:00 am – 2:00 pm 
Sunday – Monday 

Closed 
Shasta County Website https://www.co.shasta.ca.us/index/drm_index/planning_index/eirs/crystal-creek-aggregate 
Note: Repository sites noted above will also contain the forthcoming Draft EIR and supporting technical appendices. 
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2.2 Public Noticing 
 
The County uses a standard 300 foot buffer to generate notification mailing lists for all discretionary 
projects. Due to the size of the project parcel,  the buffer was extended to include all immediately 
surrounding properties. In addition, the 2021 distribution list includes members of the public who 
requested future notifications during the scoping period for the original project in 2019. 
 
The County strives to notify all interested parties of discretionary projects. In this effort, and in addition 
to the notices that were delivered by mail to surrounding property owners, the “REVISED NOTICE OF 
PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (EIR); NOTICE OF 30-DAY EIR SCOPING PERIOD 
AND REQUEST FOR WRITTEN SCOPING COMMENTS; AND NOTICE OF PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING 
REGARDING THE CRYSTAL CREEK AGGREGATE EXPANSION PROJECT” was sent to the Record Searchlight, 
and is posted on the Resource Management website along with the Initial Study pursuant to State CEQA 
Guidelines for early public consultation Section 15083. In addition, the NOP was posted with the County 
Clerk, and on the Office of Planning and Research State Clearing house website, as required pursuant to 
the State CEQA Guidelines Section 15082. 
 
2.3 Public Scoping Meetings 
 
November 2019 Scoping Meeting 
 
The County held a public scoping meeting on Friday, November 1, 2019 in the Public Works Conference 
Room at the Department of Resource Management that provided an opportunity for members of the 
public and government agencies to obtain more information on the proposed project and to ask questions 
regarding the proposed project, and to provide formal scoping comments.  In addition, the scoping 
meeting served as an opportunity for attendees to provide guidance as to the scope and content of the 
EIR, including potential environmental impacts of concern and mitigation measures or alternatives that 
should be addressed. The merits of the project were not discussed at this meeting, nor were comments 
regarding approval or denial of the project. 
 
The notice for the meeting was mailed agencies that received a copy of the NOP and to surrounding 
property owners, including parcels the front Iron Mountain Road (generally from the existing mine to SR-
299). The notice of the public scoping meeting was also posted on the County’s website. The scoping 
meeting was held between 9:00 a.m. and 10:30 a.m. Seven (7) members of the public attended the 
meeting. Handouts and informational materials made available at the scoping meeting are listed below 
(refer to Appendix 5.2, SCOPING MEETING MATERIALS). 
 

• Sign-In Sheet 
• Notice of Preparation 
• Comment Cards 

 
March 2021 Scoping Meeting 
 
The County held a second public scoping meeting for agencies and individuals to learn more about the 
2021 revised project application, and to receive comments regarding the appropriate scope and content 
of the EIR including what potential environmental impacts of the project should be addressed in depth. 
The meeting was held Tuesday, March 9, 2021 at 9:00 a.m. Due to the COVID-19 public health emergency, 
the meeting was held virtually, in order to help protect the health and safety of participants and staff. 
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Approximately 23 members of the public participated in the online meeting. A copy of the presentation is 
provided in Appendix 5.6, 2021 SCOPING MEETING PRESENTATION). 
 
2.4 Tribal Consultation Pursuant to AB 52 
 
Pursuant to the Assembly Bill (AB) 52 Tribal consultation process, CEQA lead agencies consult with tribes 
that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area and that have requested consultation 
pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21080.3.1. The purpose of the consultation is to 
determine whether a proposed project may result in a significant impact to tribal cultural resources that 
may be undocumented or known only to the tribe and its members. As set forth in PRC Section 
21080.3.1(b), the law requires:  
 

Prior to the release of a negative declaration, mitigated negative declaration, or 
environmental impact report for a project, the lead agency shall begin consultation with 
a California Native American tribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the 
geographic area of the proposed project if: (1) the California Native American tribe 
requested to the lead agency, in writing, to be informed by the lead agency through formal 
notification of proposed projects in the geographic area that is traditionally and culturally 
affiliated with the tribe, and (2) the California Native American tribe responds, in writing, 
within 30 days of receipt of the formal notification, and requests the consultation.  
 

The County’s AB 52 contact list consists of Native American tribes that had submitted written requests for 
notification of CEQA projects within their geographic area of traditional and cultural affiliation as of 
October 7, 2019, when the County initiated consultation. The County sent a letter by certified mail on 
October 7, 2019 to the Wintu Tribe of Northern California and Toyon-Wintu Center. Return receipts for 
the certified letters indicate the letters were delivered on October 7, 2019. The County received no 
response to the letter. 
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Section 3.0 – Scoping Comments  

This section summarizes the comments raised by the public and agencies during the scoping process for 
the Crystal Creek Aggregate Use Permit and Reclamation Plan Amendments  EIR. This summary is based 
upon both written and oral comments that were received during the 2019 NOP public review period that 
circulated from September 30, 2019 through November 8, 2019 and the 2021 NOP review period 
(February 19, 2021 – March 22, 2021). All written and oral comments received during the public comment 
period for the NOP were reviewed for this report, including comments received during the public scoping 
meeting, and those comments submitted via email. Section 3.3, below, discusses the key issues that were 
raised during the scoping process. 
 
3.1 2019 Scoping  
 
A total of twelve (12) comment letters were received during the scoping process, and seven (7) individuals 
provided oral comments during the November 1, 2019 scoping meeting.  Five (5) government agencies 
and seven (7) members of the public submitted written comments. Appendix 5.3, COMMENT LETTERS 
RECEIVED IN RESPONSE TO THE 2019 NOP, contains all comment letters from government agencies, 
private organizations, and members of the public received during the scoping period in their original 
format as submitted by the commenter. 
 
Government Agencies 
 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife – October 29, 2019 
California Department of Transportation – November 1, 2019 (email)   
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board – October 29, 2019 
Native American Heritage Commission – October 29, 2019 
United States Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land Management – October 29, 2019 (email) 
 
Members of the Public 
 
Kristy Ortega 
Sandi Shearer 
Robert Richardson 
John Deaton 
Kurt and Nydia Schuhmeier 
Darcy and Ted Goldsmith 
Marci Fernandes 
 
3.2 2021 Scoping  
 
One hundred sixty-six (166) members of the public, government agencies, and other organizations 
provided written comments during the 2021 scoping process. Eighteen (18) individuals provided oral 
comments during the March 9, 2021 scoping meeting.  Appendix 5.7, COMMENT LETTERS RECEIVED IN 
RESPONSE TO THE 2021 NOP, contains all comment letters from government agencies, private 
organizations, and members of the public received during the scoping period in their original format as 
submitted by the commenter. Protest petitions totaling 481 signatures were received. 
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Members of the Public 
 
Alan and Joanne Brady 
Alan Foster 
Alan Ernesto Phillips 
Alya Tucker 
Antoinette C. Perkins 
Beverly Simone 
Bob and Diane Madgic 
Bob Madison 
Bruce and Teresa Muller 
Bruce Webb 
Catherine Jackson 
Celeste White 
Chelsea Dwinell 
Cheri Watt 
Cheryl McKinley 
Chris and Billie Harvey 
Chris Rodriguez 
Christian Gardinier 
Christina Conte 
Christopher A. Gray 
Crystal Stewart 
Dan Bernet 
Dana Silberstein 
Darlene Cornett 
David Zoll 
Dean Holden 
Diane Bell-Gardinier 
Diane Dobbins 
Diane Turner 
Don Barich 
Doug Mandel 
E. Judge 
Elizabeth Jorde 
Ellen Sugg 
Ellen Sweeney 
Emily Celeste White 
Emma Peel 
Eric and Sally Ohde 
Francesca Huntsman-Siemer 
Frank D. Treadway 
Gary Steddom 
Gayleen Gorder 
Jack Baker 
Jacklyn Castellanos 
Jan McEwen 
James Pernell 
Jane Elmore 
Janet Landles 
Janice Hunter 
Jbell429@outlook.com  
Jeannette Logue 
Jim Dowling 
 

Jim F. Milestone 
John Deaton 
Jeannine Gillan and David Vaughn 
Jim and Carol Cowee 
Jim and Donna Dowling 
Jeffrey Stephens 
Jennifer Gibson 
Jennifer Phelps 
Jessica Wilder 
John Springer 
Joseph and Amanda Rowett 
Josh Hoines 
Joy Newcom-Wade, RN, FNP 
Judy McKay-Lifquist 
Judy Smith 
Karin Lilienbecker 
Kate Jewett 
Kathryn Gray 
Kathryn Henderson 
Kathryn McDonald 
Kathryn A. Williams 
Kathy Grissom 
Kit Harvey 
Kristy Ortega 
Kurt Schuhmeier  
Lang Dayton, MD 
Larry Jordan 
Laura Christman Manuel 
Laurie O’Connell 
Laurie Phillips 
Leanne Berlinghoff 
Linda Miller 
Linda Mitchell 
Linda Samuels 
Lori Bridgeford 
Lynn E. Fritz 
Lyra Gray 
Lynne Wonacott 
Maja K Sandberg, MD 
Marci Fernandez 
Margaret Jensen 
Marion and Carole Schmitz 
Mark D. Twitchell 
Mark Endraske 
Mark Jusino 
Mark W. Hansen 
Mary Kaufman 
Mary Speigle 
Mary Ann McCrary 
Marylin Miller  
Melinda Brown 
Michael Berg 
 

Michael Schlosser 
Mike Anderson 
Moira Casey 
Monica Cerimele 
Muffy Berryhill 
Nancy Pernell 
Pat Bunnell 
Patricia Davis 
Patricia Soares 
Patrick and LouAnn Graham 
Paul Hughes 
Rachel and David Tate 
Randy Compton 
Rebecca Cileo 
Rex and Laurie Farley 
Richard Hardie 
Richard Robinson  
Robert Gordon 
Ronald Reece 
Roy Berlinghoff 
Russ Wade 
Sandi Wardall 
Sandy Babcock, RN 
Sandy Harrison, RN 
Shastamermaid819@gmail.com 
Sherry Gifford 
Stacey Gotham 
Stella Prudhomme and Walt Tausch 
Steph Velasquez 
Stephen Hofkin, MD 
Stephen E. Williams 
Steve and Kathy Callan 
Steve Williams 
Sue Taylor 
Susan Bradfield 
Susan Kirmayer 
Susan Taylor 
Susan Tescher 
Tamra Plaga-Heagney 
Terry Healey 
T.M. Arnett  
Trevor Towne 
Tom and Jen McCloskey 
Tom Mac Phee 
Tom Morehouse 
Tom Thomas, MD 
Tyler Martin 
Victoria Bernet 
Virginia Phelps 
Vivi-Anne and Tim Thompson 

Government Agencies 
 
California Department of Conservation Division of Mine Reclamation – March 15, 2021 
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board – March 17, 2021 
City of Anderson – February 23, 2021 (email) 
City of Redding – March 2, 2021 (email) 
Native American Heritage Commission – February 22, 2021 
Shasta County Air Quality Management District – March 16, 2021 
United States Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land Management – March 23, 2021 

mailto:Jbell429@outlook.com
mailto:Shastamermaid819@gmail.com
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Other Organizations 
 
North State Climate Action – Mary Ann McCrary 
Shasta Environmental Alliance – David Ledger 
Shasta Wheelmen, Inc. – Doug Holt, President 
Stream And Greenways Alliance – Mike Jones, President 
Whole Earth and Watershed Festival, Peggy Rebol, Executive Director 
 
Protest Petition  
 

481 signatures 
 
Media Information Requests 
 
KRCR-TV – Mike Mangas 
Redding Record Searchlight – Damon Arthur 
 
3.3 Issues and Concerns Raised During the 2019 and 2021 Comment Periods 

As discussed above, written, and oral comments and suggestions were provided by members of the public, 
organizations, and government agencies. The discussion below presents a broad summary of key issues 
identified from the written and oral comments received on the proposed project during the scoping 
period.  
 
In general, the summary comments noted below have been, in large part, paraphrased with a focus on 
key issues of concern, questions and general comments/suggestions. Where one or more comments 
address a similar issue or concern, those comments were combined together and summarized to minimize 
redundancy. The specific issues raised during the public scoping process are summarized below according 
to topic. Appendix 5.7, COMMENT LETTERS RECEIVED IN RESPONSE TO THE 2021 NOP, contains all 
comment letters from government agencies, private organizations, and members of the public received 
during the scoping period in their original format as submitted by the commenter. 
 
Aesthetics, Light & Glare 
 

• Concerns related to light and glare impacts associated with the proposed asphalt plant. 
• Headlight trespass associated with nighttime truck traffic. 
• Concerns related to the overall visual impacts of the proposed expansion. 
• What will the increased light pollution be?  
• Will there be more flood lights added to their property? 

 
Air Quality, Odors & Health Risks 
 

• Concerns were raised regarding the proposed location and overall operation of the asphalt plant. 
It was recommended that the asphalt plant utilize the latest best available technology to control 
odors. 

• Wind patterns will impact the entire community of Keswick and the surrounding area with odors 
associated with the asphalt process. 
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• Westerly wind patterns blow consistently in late spring, summer, and early fall when the 
temperatures are warmer. This will exacerbate the spreading of particulate matter and sound 
from this 24-hour operation. 

• Questions were raised regarding the methodology for modeling air quality and odor emissions. 
• Fugitive dust control during mining operations. 
• What are the possible forms of cancer that may result from living near an asphalt plant? 
• What impact would the toxic fumes have on air quality for the elementary school students that 

go to school three miles (south west) away in Shasta? 
• What are the possible birth defects that an unborn child could develop due to living in close 

proximity to an asphalt plant? 
• What impact will an asphalt plant have on the air quality for sensitive groups living nearby?  
• What impact will any increased mining/blasting have on the air quality? For sensitive groups, will 

this further impact air quality for them? What are the negative impacts to health for sensitive 
groups living in the area? Sensitive groups include the elderly, immunocompromised, babies, 
those living with existing respiratory issues like asthma, and those with allergies to dust and 
fumes.  

• How significant could the odor of an asphalt plant be for those living in the vicinity? Will this odor 
trigger allergies or asthma?  

• What neurological problems can result from living near an asphalt batch plant? For a developing 
fetus? For a small child?  

• Is there an increased risk of brain illness and dementia as a result of exposure to the chemicals in 
this production? 

• Is there an increased risk of cancer? 
• Is there an increased risk of respiratory illness?  
• What will be the effect on humans from the released pollutants from the asphalt plant?  
• Will the increased dust lead to an increased cost for homeowners to have to more frequently 

change filters in AC and heating units? 
• Odors could stop the rebuilding of the Keswick Community. 
• Adding an asphalt production plant will expose our rivers, environment, local schools, drinking 

water and families to sulfur dioxide, arsenic, benzene, formaldehyde, cadmium, hexane, phenol, 
toluene, lead, mercury, volatile organic compounds, polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, and fine 
particulates.  These are known causes of cancer, lung disease, liver damage, central nervous 
system disorders, high blood pressure, sinus problems, headaches, dizziness, and nausea. 

• Question regarding emission data being self-reported in regard to the current operations and the 
planned addition of an asphalt plant. 

• Impacts to Shasta Elementary school.  
 
Biological Resources 
 

• Middle Creek Watershed is considered Central Valley Steelhead Critical Habitat that will be 
impacted from sediment not captured by the settling ponds. 

• Bright flights disrupting the behavioral patterns of birds, insects, and frogs. 
• What impact will this have on the returning wildlife in the Carr Fire burn area? 
• What impact will the development of this plant, and the fumes have on future vegetation recovery 

in the Carr Fire burn scar area? 
• How might this adversely affect the vegetation that did survive the Carr Fire, near the proposed 

operations?  
• Impacts to streams and drainages that feed into the Sacramento River. 
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• Impacts to Salmon and Steehead in Middle Creek.  
• Will any living vegetation need to be removed? 
• What impact could this have on the air quality for vegetation with regards to pollinators? Could 

this be harmful for bees in the area? To other native pollinators? 
• What will the released pollutants do to the vegetation, including locally grown nearby gardens 

that homeowners grow for their own food?  
• What will the effect of those released pollutants be on the fish, reptiles, amphibians, mammals, 

and birds that live in the area?   
• Spread of non-native invasive species.  
• Also, see October 29, 2019 letter submitted by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

(CDFW). 
 

Cultural Resources 
 

• Concerns related to impacting known and unknown cultural resources.  
• Cultural and spiritual value of salmon in Middle Creek. 
• The importance of coordinating with the Tribes was highlighted. 
• Concerns related to impacts to the adjacent Phu-Rus-Tapi-Wintu Resting Place. 
• Given that there is a federal treaty with the Wintu tribe regarding fishing rights at the mouth of 

Middle Creek, shouldn’t NEPA and the Army Corps of Engineers be involved in assessing this 
proposal? 

 
Hazards & Hazardous Materials 
 

• Concerns regarding the safe storage of onsite hazardous materials and explosives and the need 
to ensure that no environmental impacts (to humans and wildlife) would occur based on the long-
term storage and use of such materials onsite.  

• Concerns regarding exploding propane tanks associated with the asphalt plant. 
• What chemicals could be expected to end up Middle Creek, Rock Creek, and then in the 

Sacramento River from this operation?  
• Will Pollutants such as Benzene, formaldehyde, Arsenic, bitumen, Polynuclear Aromatic 

Hydrocarbons (PNAs) and other toxic cancer causing carcinogens will leach into the nearby creeks 
and the Sacramento River? Will it leach into the water table? 

• What are the long-term impacts when the mine is closed? 
• Will trucks carry toxic, flammable, and dangerous substances such as toluene and benzene 

through residential areas? 
 
Hydrology & Water Quality 

 
• Is the current size of the settling ponds large enough to accommodate the higher amount of dust 

entering into the ponds? 
• Truck traffic tracking dust and dirt offsite and impacting adjacent waterways. 
• Surface water impacts to Middle Creek. Concerns were raised of increased onsite erosion due to 

the Carr Fire as several small onsite tributaries carry surface flows to Middle Creek.  
• Long-term groundwater impacts related to blasting and excavation activities. 
• Concerns regarding blasting to result in long-term groundwater impacts. Do not repeat Iron 

Mountain Mine. 
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• Evaluate the anticipated water quality of the mine pit lake so appropriate water management 
protocols can be designed and implemented. 

• What toxins can be expected to leach into the soil and into the underground water? 
• Impacts to nearby groundwater wells and surface water features. 
• Residents have noted that CCA containment ponds overflow regularly during times of heavy rain. 
• Also, see October 29, 2019 and March 17, 2021 letters submitted by the Central Valley Regional 

Water Quality Control Board (CVRWQCB). 
 
Land Use & Planning 
 

• Asphalt plant in the middle of a residential area is not the best land use. 
• The asphalt plant is not required to be located in the same location as where the aggregate is 

mined. 
 
Noise & Vibration 

 
• Noise pollution causing adverse effects such as anxiety, stress, nervousness, nauseam headache, 

emotional instability, argumentativeness sexual impotence, changes, in mood, increase in social 
conflicts, neurosis, hysteria, and psychosis. Increased use of heavy equipment onsite and no 
vegetation to attenuate the increased noise and dust from more trucks coming and going to the 
site.  

• The current quarry and adjacent lumberyard operations generate elevated noise compared to 
surrounding levels. However, both operations currently only operate during the work weeks, and 
during normal business hours. If the asphalt plant would be constructed, it would introduce new 
noise pollution, not only during the day for normal activity, but also at night when ambient noise 
levels are at their lowest. 

• The analysis should address the impacts of blasting vibrations on adjacent properties, including 
foundations.  

• What will the increased noise pollution be? Will there be added noise on the weekends? Will 
there be added noise in the evenings? 

• General concerns regarding blasting being more intense when compared to existing operations. 
• The existing baseline noise should consider that fact that much of intervening trees were 

destroyed by the Carr Fire resulting in the removal of natural noise barriers. 
• Additional noise from trucks, both from braking and using engine brakes as well as increased noise 

from the engines to pull heavily loaded trucks up hill. 
• The community is concerned that a new asphalt plant operating night would produce more than 

67 decibels and have an increase of 12 dB or more comparted to the current nighttime noise level.  
 

Recreation 
 

• Five trails, including the main River trail are located within a mile from the asphalt plat and will 
be affected by the plant emissions and truck traffic. 

• Fishing on the river and the entire Swasey recreation trail area will be affected by the emissions. 
• Existing trails on adjacent BLM parcels, particularly to the west along French Fry Trail should be 

considered in the analysis, including aesthetics and air quality. 
• Concerns regarding truck/bicyclist interface along Iron Mountain Road. Iron Mountain Road is 

very popular with road bikers, and many mountain bikers use the stretch of Iron Mountain Road 
adjacent to Crystal Creek Aggregate to connect French Fry and Trail 58/Middle Creek in a loop. 
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• The EIR should address potential impacts of the project on recreation in the area, including 
mountain biking, road biking, and hiking. Potential impacts include aesthetic impacts from 
clearing and mining, noise from blasting, odor from the proposed asphalt plant, increased 
runoff/turbidity to Middle Creek or Rock Creek, dust generation, and increased truck traffic along 
Iron Mountain Road.  

• The project should consider potential mitigation measures, such as building and maintaining an 
alternate bike route to Iron Mountain Road that connects the French Fry and Trail 58 trailheads 
(potentially along the historic railroad grade).  

 
Traffic & Circulation 
 

• Will there be an increase for vehicle accidents on Iron Mountain Road, given the increase in large 
vehicles and trucks to haul the materials? The road is narrow and windy in many parts and the 
speed limit is 45 mph. Will adding more on the road cause increased traffic problems?  

• Is the increased traffic going to be a problem for the school buses that have routes along Iron 
Mountain Road? The driveway of CCA is a designated bus stop for the Shasta Union Elementary 
School District. Will this be safe for children to have a bus stop at the driveway of an asphalt plant? 

• Will there be increased traffic crossing Iron Mountain Road near the site? 
• Existing bicycle safety issue along Iron Mountain Road should be considered in the traffic 

assessment and include upgrading of warning signs to better warn and educate the motoring 
public of on-road bicyclists. 

• Increase in truck traffic along Iron Mountain Road. 
• Impacts to cyclists utilizing State Route 299 in the vicinity of Iron Mountain Road. 
• The cumulative truck traffic associated with the recent expansion of the Weyerhaeuser lumber 

yard. 
• Intersection with Salt Creek Heights subdivision is currently presenting problems with cars slowing 

to turn into the subdivision. 
• Dangerous existing condition of the State Route 299 and Iron Mountain Road intersection. 
• The original structural section of Iron Mountain Road was not designed or built to handle to 

increased Traffic Index (TI) that is project to be generated by the new asphalt plant. 
• Heavy truck traffic traveling west of SR-299 could negatively impact traffic coming from Redding 

and the surround areas to Whiskeytown and all the other outdoor recreation areas that residents 
and visitors alike enjoy using.  

• Impacts along truck routes through Redding impacting schools. 
• Recommendation to provide improvements at the State Route 299 and Iron Mountain Road 

intersection that includes widening to accommodate turn pockets and appropriate lane tapers. 
See November 1, 2019 email provided by Caltrans. 

 
Utilities & Service Systems 
 

• Where will this plant get water to run its operation? Will they impact the Shasta Community 
Service District water?  

• The analysis should address increased demands on water services. Can Shasta Community 
Services District (SCSD) provide service to current and future customers with implementation of 
the proposed project? 
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Wildfire 
 

• What steps would be taken to make the area safe from any fires which could be caused by an 
asphalt batch plant given the combustible nature of the materials?  

• Not enough fire breaks surround the current operation. 
• Propane explosions associated with the asphalt plant and increase of fire risk offsite. 

 
Recommended Mitigation Measures 
 

• Recommendation 1. At the existing sign located on northbound Iron Mountain Road (near the 
turnoff from SR-299/Eureka Way) replace the SHARE THE ROAD and BICYCLE LOGO signs with 
California Highway Manual sign R117(CA) PASS 3-FT MIN. The existing signpost should be suitable. 

• Recommendation 2. Install a signpost with the same signage as Recommendation 1, after the 
southbound lane passes through the industrial area (between the industrial area and SR-299). This 
will likely require a new signpost. 

• Recommendation 3. Install SHARE THE ROAD sign with a BICYCLE LOGO sign near and on both 
sides of Rock Creek and Middle Creek bridges. The signs taken down in Recommendation 1 could 
be reused for one of these four installations. Existing signposts might be suitable for all of these 
signs. 

• Recommendation 4. To help mitigate the cumulative effects of traffic on Iron Mountain Road, 
install a signpost with the same signage discussed in Recommendations 1 and 2, close to the 
Keswick Boat Ramp exit, between the exit and SR-299. Existing signposts might be suitable for this 
sign. 

 
Other Questions, Concerns & Comments 
 

• Impacts to the general quality of life in the area. 
• Need for the EIR to balance the analysis and not just highlight the positive aspects of the project. 
• Concerns regarding loss of property values associated with the increased quarry operations. 
• Impacts to mental health in an area where residents are dealing with depression from the Carr 

Fire. 
• Residences along Keswick Dam Road to Lake Boulevard should be notified of the project. 
• The Use Permit for the facility should be revisited every 20 years rather than approving it for over 

100 years. 
• What will the County’s oversight of the CCA be in terms of ensuring mitigation performance? 
• Has CCA ever been penalized for permit violations? 
• Any change or amendments to the CCA use permits should hold the County’s “feet to the fire” 

with more stringent oversight and enforcement requirements. 
• Need for another asphalt plan in the Redding area? 
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Section 4.0 – Next Steps in the EIR Process 

The Draft EIR will be subject to a minimum 45-day review period by responsible and trustee agencies and 
interested parties. Section 15087 of the State CEQA Guidelines lists optional procedures for noticing, 
including publication in a newspaper, posting onsite, or mailing to owners of a property or properties 
contiguous to the site.  In accordance with the provision of Section 15085(a) and Section 15087(a)(1) of 
the State CEQA Guidelines, as amended, the County, serving as the Lead Agency, will: 1) publish a notice 
of availability of a Draft EIR in the Record Searchlight, a newspaper of general circulation, and 2) will 
prepare and transmit a Notice of Completion (NOC) to the State Clearinghouse (SCH) (proof of publication 
will be available at the Shasta County Department of Resource Management, Planning Division).   
 
Any public agency or members of the public desiring to comment on the Draft EIR must submit their 
comments in writing to the individual identified on the document’s NOC prior to the end of the public 
review period.  During the public review period, the County will hold a regularly scheduled public hearing 
regarding the Draft EIR.  The public will be afforded the opportunity to orally comment on the Draft EIR 
at the public hearing.  Such comments shall be recorded and shall have the same standing and response 
requirements as written comments provided during the public review period.  Upon the close of the public 
review period, the County will then proceed to evaluate and prepare responses to all relevant oral and 
written comments received from both citizens and public agencies during the public review period. 
 
4.1 Guidelines for Commenting on the EIR  
 
The purpose of the public review of the Draft EIR is to evaluate the adequacy of the environmental analysis 
in terms of compliance with CEQA. Section 15151 of the State CEQA Guidelines states the following 
regarding standards from which adequacy is judged: 
 
An EIR should be prepared with sufficient degree of analysis to provide decision-makers with information 
which enables them to make a decision which intelligently takes account of environmental consequences. 
An evaluation of environmental effects of a proposed project need not be exhaustive, but the sufficiency 
of an EIR is to be reviewed in light of what is reasonable feasible.  
 
Section 15204(a) of the State CEQA Guidelines provides guidance to assist members of the public and 
public agencies in preparing comments on a Draft EIR. Section 15204.5(a) states: 
 
In reviewing draft EIRs, persons and public agencies should focus on the sufficiency of the document in 
identifying and analyzing the possible impacts on the environment and ways in which the significant effects 
of the project might be avoided or mitigated. 
 
Comments are most helpful when they suggest additional specific alternatives or mitigation measures that 
would provide better ways to avoid or mitigate the significant environmental effects. At the same time, 
reviews should be aware that the adequacy of an EIR is determined in terms of what is reasonably feasible, 
in light of factors such as the magnitude of the project at issue, the severity of its likely environmental 
impacts, and the geographic scope of the project. CEQA does not require a Lead Agency to conduct every 
test or perform all research, studies, or experimentation recommended or demanded by commenters. 
When responding to comments, lead agencies need only respond to significant environmental issues and 
do not need to provide all information requested by reviewers, as long as a good faith effort at full 
disclosure is made in the EIR. 
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Pursuant to the State CEQA Guidelines, and effect is not considered significant in the absence of 
substantial evidence; therefore, comments should be accompanied by factual support. Section 15204(c) 
of the State CEQA Guidelines states: 
 
Reviewers should explain the basis for their comments, and should submit data or references offering facts, 
reasonable assumptions based on facts, or expert opinion supported by facts in support of the comments. 
Pursuant to Section 15064 an effect shall not be considered significant in the absence of substantial 
evidence. 
 
4.2 Summary of EIR Events and Documentation  

While scoping is the initial step in the environmental review process, additional opportunities to comment 
on the project EIR will be provided. The County will provide for additional public input when the Draft EIR 
is released for public review, and during the public meetings for the Draft EIR. Table 4-1, EIR EVENTS AND 
DOCUMENTATION, below presents the proposed timeline for the proposed Crystal Creek Aggregate Use 
Permit and Reclamation Amendments environmental review process and identifies where in the process 
the public and agencies can provide additional input in the environmental review process. Please note 
that the dates below are preliminary in nature and subject to change. 
 

Table 4-1 
EIR EVENTS AND DOCUMENTATION 

 
Event Purpose Date 

Completed Events and Documentation 

Notice of 
Preparation 

Release of NOP Notified interested parties and agencies of the County’s 
intent to prepare an EIR. 

September 30, 2019 
February 19, 2021 

Public Review 
Period 

NOP public/agency review period to provide for public 
comments on the scope of the EIR. 

September 30th to  November 8, 2019 
February 19th to March 22, 2021 

Public Scoping 
Meeting 

Two Public 
Scoping 
Meetings were 
Held 

Presented information on the project and provided 
opportunity for agency comments in a public forum. 

November 1, 2019 
March 9, 2021 

Scoping Report 
for CEQA NOP 
Process 

Submittal of 
Scoping 
Meeting Report 

Reported public and agency comments on the proposed 
project and environmental issues of concern. This report 
includes comments made during the scoping process. 

November 2019 
March 2021 

Upcoming Events, Documentation, and Approximate Dates 

Draft EIR 

Release of Draft 
EIR 

Draft EIR Notice of Completion is filed with the State 
Clearinghouse. EIR presents analysis of impacts and 
proposes mitigation measures for the proposed project and 
alternatives brought forward for analysis. Includes other 
required analysis per CEQA. 

August 2021 

Public Review 
Period 45-day minimum CEQA-required public review period. August – October 2021 

Final EIR 

Release of Final 
EIR 

Final EIR issued by the County, including responses to public 
comments.  December 2021 

Decision on the 
Project 

Should the County certify the Final EIR, a Notice of 
Determination is filed with the State Clearinghouse.  January – February 2022 

Notes: 
1. The NOP was mailed to federal, State, and local regulatory agencies. 
2. Refer to the County’s  website for specific EIR document dates: 

https://www.co.shasta.ca.us/index/drm_index/planning_index/eirs/crystal-creek-aggregate 
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NOTICE OF PREPARATION – CRYSTAL CREEK AGGREGATE EXPANSION PROJECT 
 

 PAGE 1 

 

NOTICE OF PREPARATION  

TO:   State Clearinghouse  FROM:  County of Shasta 
                  State Responsible Agencies 
                State Trustee Agencies 
               Other Public Agencies 

Shasta County Dept. of Resource Management, 
Planning Division 
 

       Interested Organizations CONTACT: Lio Salazar, Senior Planner 
                Members of the Public 1855 Placer Street, Suite 103 
                 Redding, CA  96001 

(530) 225-5532 

SUBJECT:  Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Crystal Creek 
Aggregate Expansion Project (General Plan Amendment 19-0003, Zoning Plan Amendment 19-
0002, Use Permit Amendment 19-0007, and Reclamation Plan Amendment 19-0001) 

Shasta County is the Lead Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and is 
preparing an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the project identified as the Crystal Creek 
Aggregate Expansion Project. 
 
Attached to this Notice of Preparation (NOP) are a description of the probable environmental effects of 
the project (Attachment 1) and a detailed project description (Attachment 2), including a map indicating 
the location of the project area and relevant project related maps and figures. 
 
The EIR will consider all substantive environmental issues which are raised by responsible agencies, 
trustee agencies, other interested agencies, and members of the public or related groups during the NOP 
process, and will analyze these potential effects in detail and to the extent necessary to make a 
determination on the level of significance of such effects. Discussion of those environmental effects 
determined to result in no impact or a less-than-significant impact will be limited to a brief explanation 
in the EIR of why those effects are not considered potentially significant. 

The following agencies may be a Trustee Agency and/or Responsible Agency for the proposed project, 
or have other jurisdiction/interests concerning the proposed project. 

United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) 
United States Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE) 
United States Mine Safety and Health Administration (MSHA) 
United States Bureau of Land Management (BLM) 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (DFW) 
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (Cal Fire) 
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) 
California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) 
California Department of Resources and Recycling and Recovery (CalRecycle) 
California Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) 
California Division of Mine Reclamation (DMR) 
California Division of Occupational Safety and Health (Cal OSHA) 
Shasta County Resource Management Agencies (Air Quality, Environmental Health, Building, Fire) 
Shasta County Department of Public Works (DPW) 
Shasta County Sheriff’s Department (Sheriff) 



NOTICE oF PREPAFATIoN _ CRYSTAL CREEK AGGREGATE ExPANsIoN PRoJECT

Shasta Community Sewices District (SCSD)
Shasta Union High School District (SUHSD)
Redding School District (RSD)
City of Redding (COR)

Whether your agency is or is not listed above we need to lixrow the views ofyour agency or organization
as to the scope and content of the environmental information germane to your agency's statutory
responsibilities or of interest to your organization in connection r{ith the proposed projecL Specifically,
we are requesting the following:

1. Identify potentially significant environmental effects, alternatives, and recommended mitigation
measures that you believe need to be explored in the EIR with supporting discussion of why you
believe these effects may be significanl

2. Describe special studies and other information that you believe are necessary in order for the
county to analyze the potentially significant environmental effects, alternatives, and
recommended mitigation measures you have identified.

3. Provide t}'e name, title, and telephone number of the contact person from your agency or
organization that we can contact regarding your comments.

4' If you are a public agency, state if your agency will be a responsible or tnrstee agenry for the
project and list the permits or approvals from your agency that will be required for the prolecr
and its future actions.

Due to the time limits mandated by state law your response must be received by the county of
Shasta by the following deadlines:

. For responsible and rustee agenclet not later than 30 days after you receive this notice,
' For all other agencies, organlzations, and lndividuals not later than 30 davs from

publication of this Notice of preparation. The 30-day review period ends on fuesday,
october 29, 2019,

If we do not receive a response from you/your agency or organization within the applicable time frame,
we will presume thatyou/your agency or organization has no response.

A responsible agency, trustee agency, or other public agency may request a meeting with shasta county
or its representatives in accordance with Section 15082[c) of the CEQA GuidelineslElectronic copies of
the NoP are available by clicking on the Crystal Creek Aggregate Expansion Prolect link on the'shasta
County Departrnent of Resource Management homepage aii

Please provide your responses and any direct questions to the attention of Lio Salazar, Senior planner,
via mail/delivery to shasta county Department of Resource Management, planning Division, 1g55
Pla^cer Street, Suite 103, Redding CA 96001 or via e-mail to lsalazar@io.shasta.ca.us. pihone (S3O) ZZS_
5532.

Daret 1/ 3s/ | ? Lio salazar, senior planner

PAGE 2
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POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE CRYSTAL CREEK 
AGGREGATE EXPANSION PROJECT 

 

Project Location and Setting: 

The project site is an existing quarry located in the community of Keswick, on the west side of Iron 
Mountain Road, approximately 1.5 miles north of the Intersection of Iron Mountain Road and State 
Highway 299 West, and directly across from the intersection of Iron Mountain Road and Laurie Ann Lane 
(10936 Iron Mountain Road). Detailed location information including coordinates and a map indicating the 
location of the project area provided in the attached detailed project description. 

The existing quarry is located in an industrial area in the community of Keswick. Surrounding land uses 
consist of industrial to the east, low-density residential to the north and southeast, and undeveloped land to 
the south and west. 

The topography of the existing quarry floor has been made relatively flat by the removal of the aggregate 
material. The existing bowl shaped quarry face extends upslope and to the west from the quarry floor with 
horizontal benches having been or to be established as excavation proceeds to the extent of the existing 
quarry boundary. There is an approximate 200-foot change in elevation from the existing quarry floor to 
what would be the top of the quarry face based on the current mining plan. 

The project site is located within the boundary of the 2018 Carr Fire. Prior to the area being impacted by 
the Carr Fire, the primary vegetation type present in unmined portions of the project site and vicinity was 
predominantly knob cone pine and chaparral with scattered oaks and ponderosa pine. In areas where the 
fire burned with lesser intensity, the composition of species remains as it existed prior to the fire. Currently, 
in unmined portions of the project site and vicinity where the fire burned with greater intensity, vegetation 
consists mostly of secondary successional vegetation. 

Project Description: 

Crystal Creek Aggregate (CCA) proposes to expand their existing aggregate mining operation established 
at the project site in 1990 and subsequently expanded in 2008, and add an asphalt batch plant. The proposal 
would expand an approved mining use permit area of 110.24 acres and an approved reclamation plan area 
of 108.87 acres to 179.97 acres, in conjunction with General Plan and Zoning Plan amendments from 
Natural Resource Protection – Open Space (N-O) to Mineral Resource (MR) and from Unclassified (U) to 
Mineral Resource (MR), respectively. The overall Project area within which general plan, zoning plan, use 
permit and reclamation plan amendment approvals are requested is 179.97 acres.  

The attached detailed project description narrative provides background information; an overview of the 
proposed project entitlement application approvals being sought; detailed descriptions of the proposed 
entitlements (including relevant figures); and discussions regarding reclamation plan objectives, phasing, 
prescriptions, additional policies, and CEQA Project Objectives. 
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Aesthetics: 

The project would increase the permitted post-mining bench height from 24 feet to 40 feet and extend said 
benches up to the top of the existing ridgeline exposing a series of 40-foot-high vertical walls of rock, the 
buff color of which would contrast with the adjacent grey-green vegetated area. The bench tops would be 
planted with native trees and shrubs as part of the proposed reclamation plan. Reclamation would occur in 
phases, but for periods of time and/or until reclamation vegetation is established some rock faces would be 
exposed.  

The EIR will provide an assessment and determination regarding the significance of the aesthetic impacts 
of the project. 

Agriculture and Forestry Resources 

The project site may include timberland as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g). If the project 
site includes timberland, the project may result in the conversion of timberland if the proposed post 
reclamation conditions would forestall the ability of said timberlands to be managed for one or more forest 
resources, including timber, aesthetics, fish and wildlife, biodiversity, water quality, recreation, and other 
public benefits.  

The EIR will provide an assessment and determination regarding the significance of Agriculture and 
Forestry Resources impacts of the project. 

Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions: 

The project would generate or increase construction and operational air contaminant and greenhouse gas 
emissions, including dust from construction and mining operations, diesel emissions from on- and off-road 
vehicles and equipment, and diesel and process emissions, including odor, from the asphalt batch plant. 
These emissions would have the potential to impact regional and local air quality in the vicinity of the 
project site and to contribute to impacts on global climate. 

The EIR will provide an assessment and determination regarding the significance of Air Quality and 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions impacts of the project. 

Biological Resources: 

The project may impact terrestrial, avian, and wetland or other hydrologic habitat that survived the Carr 
Fire or is currently recovering from the Carr Fire, including potential habitat for candidate, sensitive, and 
special-status species. 

The EIR will provide an assessment and determination regarding the significance of Biological Resources 
impacts of the project. 

Cultural Resources:  

The project would involve physical disturbance to ground surface and sub-surface components in 
conjunction with aggregate quarrying and mining activities. Such activities have the potential to impact 
cultural resources that may be located within the project site. 

The EIR will provide an assessment and determination regarding the significance of Cultural Resources 
impacts of the project. 
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Energy: 

The project would involve the use of diesel fuel, electricity, and other sources of energy during construction 
and operations. 

The EIR will provide an assessment and determination regarding the significance of Energy impacts of the 
project. 

Geology and Soils: 

The project would expose soils to potential erosion, modify the topography of the site and increase blasting 
to the extent that the geologic stability of the site may be impacted, and would alter geographic features 
present at the site. 

The EIR will provide an assessment and determination regarding the significance of Geology and Soils 
impacts of the project. 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials: 

The project would involve construction and operations that would involve the use and/or transport of 
potentially hazardous materials, including asphalt cement (a product of crude oil), diesel fuel, lubricants, 
and other industrial materials. 

The EIR will provide an assessment and determination regarding the significance of Hazards and Hazardous 
Materials impacts of the project. 

Hydrology and Water Quality: 

The project would alter the drainage pattern upslope of the existing quarry and expand a post reclamation 
open water pond at the quarry floor. Soils exposed and/or disturbed by mining would be a potential source 
of polluted storm water run-off which if discharged from the site could impact downstream surface water 
quality. 

The EIR will provide an assessment and determination regarding the significance of Hydrology and Water 
Quality impacts of the project. 

Land Use and Planning: 

The project proposes General Plan and Zoning Plan amendments from Natural Resource Protection – Open 
Space (N-O) to Mineral Resource (MR) and from Unclassified (U) to Mineral Resource (MR), respectively.  

The EIR will provide an assessment and determination regarding the significance of Land Use and Planning 
impacts of the project. 

Mineral Resources:  

The project would expand the development and extraction of aggregate material, a mineral resource of 
value to the Region and State, and facilitate production of asphalt. These products could provide a public 
benefit to the Region and State through their potential use in public works projects.  

The EIR will provide an assessment and determination regarding the significance of Mineral Resources 
impacts of the project. 

 



NOTICE OF PREPARATION – CRYSTAL CREEK AGGREGATE EXPANSION PROJECT               ATTACHMENT 1 
 

 PAGE 4 

 

Noise:  

The project would introduce new temporary and long-term noise sources (asphalt plant construction and 
operations) and increase production of noise from existing sources (as a result of increased maximum and 
average yearly aggregate production and blasting). 

The EIR will provide an assessment and determination regarding the significance of Noise impacts of the 
project. 

Public Services: 

The project site is served by the Shasta Community Services District (domestic and fire protection water), 
Shasta County Fire Department (fire protection and emergency medical services), and Shasta County 
Sheriff’s Department (law enforcement).  

The EIR will provide an assessment and determination regarding the significance of Public Services 
impacts of the project. 

Transportation: 

The project would increase maximum and annual average production of aggregate material and introduce 
the production of a new product (asphalt), including the import of material to be recycled for use in 
producing asphalt. Transport of materials to and from the site would result in increased use of public roads 
and intersections, including State Highway 299 West.  

The EIR will provide an assessment and determination regarding the significance of Transportation impacts 
of the project. 

Tribal Cultural Resources: 

The project is located within the Wintu Tribe of Northern California’s (Tribe) geographic area of traditional 
and cultural affiliation (GATCA). In accordance with Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1, the Tribe 
has requested formal notice of and information on projects proposed within the Tribe’s GATCA for which 
Shasta County will serve as lead agency in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA).  

The project would involve physical disturbance to ground surface and sub-surface components in 
conjunction with aggregate quarrying and mining activities. Such activities have the potential to impact 
tribal cultural resources that may be located within the project site. 

In accordance with the requirements of Assembly Bill (AB) 52, and more specifically Public Resources 
Code section 21080.3.1, Shasta County will provide notice of, and information regarding, the project to the 
Tribe. If the Tribe requests consultation within 30 days of notification, consultation will be initiated by 
Shasta County and proceed in accordance with the requirements of AB52. 

The EIR will provide an assessment and determination regarding the significance of Tribal Cultural 
Resources impacts of the project. 

Utilities and Service Systems: 

The project would alter the existing drainage pattern of the site which could require or result in the 
relocation, alteration, or new construction of storm water drainage facilities on- or off-site. The project 
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would increase maximum and average annual production. Construction activities and increased production 
could increase the generation of solid waste from the project site. 

The EIR will provide an assessment and determination regarding the significance of Utilities and Service 
Systems impacts of the project. 

Wildfire: 

The project site is located in a very high fire hazard severity zone and would involve the use of heavy 
equipment on steep vegetated slopes and industrial production processes that involve high heat inputs.  

The EIR will provide an assessment and determination regarding the significance of Wildfire impacts of 
the project. 

Cumulative Impacts: 

The probable impacts of the project may be individually limited, but cumulatively considerable when 
viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects 
of probable future projects. 

The EIR will provide an assessment and determination regarding the significance of Cumulative Impacts 
of the project. 
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CRYSTAL CREEK AGGREGATE  
PROJECT DESCRIPTION NARRATIVE 

 
Crystal Creek Aggregate (CCA) proposes to expand their existing aggregate mining operation established 
in 1990 at their current location in Shasta County on Iron Mountain Road, approximately one mile northeast 
of State Route 299 W (refer to Figure 1, Project Location).  The operation would expand from an approved 
use permit area of 110.24 acres and a reclamation plan area of 108.87 acres to 179.97 acres.  The overall 
Project area is 179.97 acres within which general plan, zoning, use permit and reclamation plan 
amendments approvals are requested. This Project Description Narrative provides background information; 
an overview of the proposed project entitlement application approvals being sought; detailed descriptions 
of the proposed entitlements; and discussions regarding reclamation plan objectives, phasing, prescriptions, 
additional policies, and CEQA Project Objectives. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
CCA was originally permitted in 1990 under Shasta County Use Permit UP-24-90 and Reclamation Plan 
1-90.  Subsequently in 2008 the following entitlements were approved; General Plan Amendment 07-005, 
Zone Amendment 07-020, Use Permit Amendment, UP-07-020, and Reclamation Plan Amendment RP-
07-022.1  A California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Mitigated Negative Declaration with findings 
as specifically set forth in Planning Commission Resolution Nos. 2008-066 and 2008-067 was also adopted 
to approve the various entitlements.  A Property Line Adjustment 06-034 was approved on May 17, 2006.  
 
In the early 1990s, CCA recognized that the aggregate reserves remaining within their existing land 
ownership could potentially be depleted by 2010.  CCA began to evaluate the potential of acquiring adjacent 
lands owned by the U.S. Bureau of Land Management (BLM) due to the known geology of the area along 
with the proven quality of the aggregate material.  CCA initiated an exchange for 225 acres owned by BLM 
adjacent to the CCA operation.  The exchange was possible since it conformed to the Redding Resource 
Management Plan (RMP) approved in July 1993. The decision to approve the land exchange was issued on 
May 11, 2004.  An environmental assessment under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) was 
prepared and a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) decision was also made on May 11, 2004. 
 
After CCA was able to obtain the 225 acres from BLM, application was made in July 2007 to Shasta County 
for the following entitlements:   

 Amend the General Plan land use designation of two parcels totaling approximately 115 acres 
from Natural Resource Protection - Open Space (N-0) to Mineral Resource (MR); 

 Rezone the same 115 acres from Unclassified (U) to Mineral Resource (MR) zone district; 
 Amend the Use Permit for an existing quarry mining operation to extend the termination date 

of the operation from February 22, 2010 to December 31, 2072, and to expand the quarry area 
from 53.57 acres to 110.24 acres; and, 

 Amend the Reclamation Plan to include expansion of the quarry by 56.67 acres. 
 While not an entitlement requiring discretionary action by either the Planning Commission or 

Board of Supervisors, the Property Line Adjustment was necessary to separate the Reclamation 
Plan and Use Permit area from other properties owned by the Comingdeer Family. 

 

                                                           
1 All the entitlements were approved by the Planning Commission on June 12, 2008 whereas, the General Plan and Zone   

Amendments were also approved, as required by State law, by the Board of Supervisors on August 5, 2008. 
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Of the 225 acres acquired from BLM, 115 acres were amended from Public Land (PL) to the Mineral 
Resource (MR) General Plan land use classification and rezoned from Unclassified (U) district to Mineral 
Resource (MR) district.  Within the 115 acres, CCA proposed to mine 56.67 acres.   This additional area 
approved to be mined would have extended the life of the operation another 65 years beyond 2007 to 
December 31, 2072.  Production of up to 250,000 tons per year was approved to occur in six phases 
encompassing approximately ten years per phase, except for the last phase which was for 15 years.   
Estimates for completion of each phase were calculated based on the volume which could be sold at 
maximum production during an average ten year period.   However, the actual completion of each phase 
was not time dependent since the depletion of permitted reserves was based on market demand.   
 
CCA sells about twenty aggregate products.  These products include base rock, drain rock, decorative stone, 
riprap, structural backfill, sand, plaster sand and specialty products.  The stone products are desired due to 
their attractive surfaces and the sand is requested for its attractive golden color.  The specialty products are 
utilized by businesses/public agencies for projects such as golf courses, walking paths and landscaping.  A 
local company uses the sand as a component of a product used as substitute pavement for asphalt surfaced 
parking lots.  The market area for some of CCA’s products ranges from Portland, Oregon to the San 
Francisco Bay Area. 
 
CCA plant facilities include a rock crushing/screening plant, washing operation, mobile office trailer (14 
feet by 70 feet), truck scales, diesel fuel storage tanks of 1,000 and 20,000 gallons, one waste oil tank of 
350 gallons, two motor oil and one lubricating oil tanks (90 gallons each), and five settling and two recycle 
ponds.  A Reclamation Plan addresses the reclamation of the existing and proposed mined and processing 
areas.  Based on the County Assessors Annual Production Report submitted by CCA between the year 1990 
and 2017, gravel sold ranged between a low of approximately 48,000 tons in 1990 and a high of 
approximately 270,000 tons in 2001.  CCA employment base is currently comprised of eight full-time and 
one part-time employee.   
 
PROPOSED PROJECT APPLICATIONS 
 
Crystal Creek Aggregate’s proposed project application to Shasta County is for the following actions which 
involves an overall Project area of 179.97 acres: 
 

 General Plan Amendment of 28.46 acres from Open Space (N-O) to Mineral Resource (MR) so that 
a Zone Amendment could be processed for approval of an area that would allow for expansion of 
the current Project (refer to Figure 3). 

 Zone Amendment of 28.46 acres from Unclassified (U) to Mineral Resource (MR) necessary to be 
consistent with the General Plan Amendment and to allow the processing of a use permit allowing 
operational expansion (refer to Figure 3). 

 Use Permit UP 07-20 Amendment to expand the mining area by 69.73 acres from 110.24 to 179.97 
acres, expand hours of operation, increase yearly blasting maximums, modify quarry bench heights 
and widths, and to permit the installation and operation of a hot mix asphalt batch plant (refer to 
Use Permit Maps, 3 Pages). 

 Reclamation Plan RP 07-022 Amendment to expand the Reclamation Plan area by 71.10 acres from 
108.87 to 179.97 acres and to extend the estimated life of the mining operation by 150 years to 
Year 2169 (refer to Reclamation Plan Maps, 6 Pages). 
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PROPOSED GENERAL PLAN AND ZONE AMENDMENTS 
 
To be consistent with the requested General Plan land use classification of Mineral Resource (MR), a zone 
amendment from the Unclassified (U) zone district to the Mineral Resource (MR) zone district is also 
requested for 28.46 acres located within current Assessor Parcel No. 065-250-025 which currently 
encompasses 110.18 acres.  The General Plan and Zone Amendments would be compatible with the existing 
general plan and zoning of the CCA plant operation which is Manufacturing – Interim Mineral Resource 
overlay (M-IMR).  These requested entitlements are supported by the 1997 Mineral Land Classification for 
Shasta County by the State of California Department of Conservation that classified the existing operation 
and adjacent lands to the west and south as Mineral Resource Zone Category MRZ-2 “wherein lands 
classified as MRZ-2 are areas that contain identified mineral resources.”  The classification extends beyond 
the limits of the proposed Reclamation Plan and Use Permit Amendment area.  Approval of the Mineral 
Resource (MR) land use classification and zone district designation also provide for land use compatibility 
with the existing operation.  Furthermore, this action preserves and protects a mineral resource of regional 
and local importance to meet the future needs of the North State and in particular Shasta County. 
 
PROPOSED USE PERMIT & RECLAMATION PLAN AMENDMENTS  
 
As previously discussed, CCA proposes the expansion of CCA operations to 179.97 acres, based on the 
Reclamation Plan and Use Permit Amendments.  However, CCA does not propose additional structures 
other than the hot mix asphalt batch plant; moving the locations of the existing scales and office, crushing 
and screen plant, primary and secondary entrances/exits, or creating new settling or recycle wash ponds; or 
removal of additional aggregate beyond the projected 450,000 CYs (900,000 tons) to be extracted and 
processed per year.    

 
The addition of a hot mix asphalt batch plant is proposed due to anticipated future market demand in the 
area and to provide “one stop” aggregate and asphalt related supply material services at a location where 
access to the west, east south and north is available, particularly for projects along the SR 299 corridor.  
Furthermore, locating aggregate and asphalt concrete materials at one location reduces vehicle miles 
traveled not only in the Redding, Anderson and Shasta Lake areas, but throughout Shasta County since 
aggregate is not hauled to an off-site asphalt plant. 
 
Hot Mix Asphalt (HMA) is created by mixing and heating aggregate with asphalt oil.  The type of asphalt 
plant proposed is a drum mix type that will be powered by propane gas which produces significantly less 
nitrogen oxide (NOX) emissions (approximately 76 percent less), sulfur dioxide (SO2) emissions, and some 
hazardous air pollutants (HAPs) than an oil fired plant. 2    This process is a continuous mixing type process 
whereby the dryer is used, not only to dry the material, but also to thoroughly mix the heated and dried 
aggregates with the liquid asphalt cement.  After mixing, the mixture is discharged at the end of the drum 
and is conveyed to HMA silos where the asphalt is stored.  Use Permit Maps, Page 3 of 3, conceptually 
illustrates an asphalt plant configuration. 
 
The CCA mining, crushing, screening and washing operations will function as they currently do except the 
mining area will be expanded to the west and south to create a quarry area of approximately 102 acres.  The 
pond in the quarry will increase in surface area from 23.5 acres to 66.85 acres.  Likewise, the ponds depth 
will be lowered by 100 feet from the previously approved pond bottom elevation of 700 feet to a proposed 
elevation of 600 feet.  The five existing five settling ponds will remain and the two water recycling ponds 
will be filled in once aggregate from the quarry is depleted and as part of final Project site reclamation.   

                                                           
2 EPA. December 2000.  Tables 5 and 8. Hot Mix Asphalt Plants Emission Assessment Report 
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The additional area to be mined will extend the life of the operation another 97 years beyond the currently 
approved 2072 termination year based on removal of 37,290,000 CYs.  However, CCA requests that there 
be no fixed termination date and instead utilize the removal of up to the 37,290,000 CYs of aggregate as 
the basis for determining when the mining operation would cease.  It is anticipated that extraction will occur 
in 11 phases encompassing approximately ten years per phase, except for the last phase which could be 15 
years.  Estimates of completion of each phase are calculated based on the volume which could be sold based 
on maximum production over a average ten year period.  However, as previously noted, actual completion 
of each phase is not time dependent since the depletion of permitted reserves is based on market demand.   
 
The overburden and topsoil stockpile areas contain material stripped from the quarry as well as reject 
material from the crushing and screening operation which includes fines generated by the wash plant.    
Since reclamation is dependent on the availability of finished benches, there could be up to five years’ 
worth of material stored at any given time.  Both topsoil and overburden stockpile areas will be subject to 
best management practices for erosion control to be specified in the Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 
(SWPPP) for the operation.  The topsoil and overburden stockpile area will be sited to facilitate reclamation.   
 
Table 1, Reclamation Plan & Use Permit Amendments, Current & Proposed Uses & Operational 
Changes provides a synopsis of the current operational requirements and those proposed by the 
Reclamation Plan and Use Permit amendments.  Table 1 provides a comparison between the existing and 
proposed uses and associated areas, hours of operation, annual and total volume of aggregate extraction, 
and the proposed asphalt batch plant yearly output, etc. 
 

TABLE 1 
RECLAMATION PLAN & USE PERMIT AMENDMENTS 

CURRENT & PROPOSED USES & OPERATIONAL CHANGES & REQUIREMENTS 
Current  Proposed  

Reclamation Plan area – 108.87 acres 
Use Permit area – 110.24 acres3 
Quarry Mining area – 47.2 acres 

Reclamation Plan area – 179.97 acres 
Use Permit area – 179.97 acres 
Quarry Mining area – 102 acres 

Uses: 
1. Aggregate mining  
2. Aggregate crushing, screening, and washing4 
3. Loading & off-site sale of sand, gravel & rock 
4. Material stockpiling 
5. Importation of topsoil to the Project site 
6. Blasting 

 Uses: 
1. Aggregate mining  
2. Aggregate crushing, screening, and washing 
3. Loading & off-site sale of sand, gravel & rock 
4. Material stockpiling 
5. Importation of topsoil to the Project site 
6. Blasting 
7. Asphalt plant – Manufacture 200,000 tons of asphalt 

concrete (AC) 
8. Use of reclaimed asphalt pavement (RAP) when 

required5 
9. Use of rubberized asphalt concrete (RAC) when 

required6 
10. Importation and recycling of 50,000 cubic yards (CY) 

of used concrete or AC when required 

                                                           
3 The difference in acreages is due to the June 12, 2008 Staff Report for UP 07-020 to the Planning Commission identifying an 

area of 110.24 acres, whereas, the Reclamation Plan Maps identify a 108.87 acre area. The difference is insignificant. 
4 Use Permit Minor Modification UP 07-020 M1 and Reclamation Plan Minor Modification RP 07-002 M1, dated May 16, 2012 
5 Caltrans may require a certain percentage of RAP in the production of AC.  
6 Caltrans and some cities and counties may require a certain percentage of RAC in the production of AC.  
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TABLE 1 
RECLAMATION PLAN & USE PERMIT AMENDMENTS 

CURRENT & PROPOSED USES & OPERATIONAL CHANGES & REQUIREMENTS 
Current  Proposed  

Volume of aggregate to be mined – 7.96 MCYs or 
15,92 MTs 

Volume of aggregate to be mined – 37.29 million cubic 
yards (MCYs) or 74.58 million tons (MTs) 

Maximum permitted annual tonnage of processed 
aggregate is limited to 125,000 CYs (250,000 tons) 

Maximum annual tonnage of processed aggregate to be 
limited to 450,000 CYs (900,000 tons) 

Average volume of aggregate mined – 100,000 CYs 
(200,000 tons) – not a permit requirement 

Average volume of aggregate mined – 250,000 CYs 
(500,000 tons) 

Importation of material restriction 
50,000 CYs (100,000 tons) of topsoil/year 

Importation of material restriction 
50,000 CYs (100,000 tons) of topsoil/year 

Mining termination date – December 31, 2072 Mining termination date – June 15, 2169 
Maximum quarry bench size – 22 ft. high by 30 ft. 
wide 

Maximum quarry bench size – 40 ft. high x 40 ft. wide 

Employees – 8 full-time & 1 part-time Employees – 14 full-time & 1 part-time 
Mining hours of operation: 
 6 a.m. to 5 p.m. Monday – Saturday PST 
 6 a.m. to 6 p.m. Monday – Friday PDT 
 6 a.m. to 5 p.m. – Saturday PDT 

Mining hours of operation: 
 6 a.m. to 5 p.m. Monday – Saturday PST 
 6 a.m. to 8 p.m. Monday – Friday PDT 
 6 a.m. to 5 p.m. – Saturday PDT 

Asphalt batch plant hours of operation: 
 Only during PST – 24 hours per day – Sunday 

evening/ Monday morning except for Saturday 
evening/Sunday morning. No restrictions for public 
works projects 

Blasting per year – 12 times only between 9:30 a.m. 
to 3:30 p.m., Monday – Friday 

Blasting per year – 40 times only between 9:30 a.m. & 
3:30 p.m., Monday – Friday with minimum two-week 
notice to the Planning Division 

Truck traffic on Iron Mountain Road: 
 Average 45 round trips. 
 Maximum 220 round trips. 

Truck traffic on Iron Mountain Road: 
 To Be Determined 

Agreement for extraordinary maintenance of Iron 
Mountain Road 

Agreement with the Department of Public Works for 
extraordinary maintenance of Iron Mountain Road 

Wetland mitigation – 1.8 acres of marshes, wetland 
& riparian habitat (SMARA requires a minimum 
mitigation ratio of 1:1) 

Wetland mitigation – To Be Determined 

Originally approved for propane – converted to 
PG&E power in 2011 

PG&E power 

 
As previously discussed, the existing pond in the quarry will increase in surface area from approximately 
23.5 acres to 66.85 acres and the depth will be lowered by 100 feet.  The existing five settling ponds will 
remain and the two water recycling ponds will be filled in once aggregate from the quarry is depleted and 
as part of final Project site reclamation.  For accuracy and completeness, it should be noted that the existing 
ponds and the expansion of the quarry pond are not regulated as “waters of the United States” pursuant to 
the federal Clean Water Act (CWA). Regulatory guidance from 1986 on, now adopted as part of the 2015 
“Definition of ‘Waters of the United States’; Final Rule,” (80 FR 37054, 37098) describes features that are 
not “waters of the United States.”  The Rule is in force in California, and excludes the following features: 
 

 Artificial, constructed lakes or ponds created by excavating and/or diking dry land such as farm 
and stock watering ponds, irrigation ponds, settling basins, log cleaning ponds, cooling ponds, or 
fields flooded for rice growing  
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 Water-filled depressions created in dry land incidental to mining or construction activity, including 
pits excavated for obtaining fill, sand or gravel that fill with water (80 FR 37098) 

 
The above descriptions apply to not only the; quarry pond, the five settling ponds and two recycling ponds 
but also to the various water-filled depressions throughout the Project site created by the existing mining 
operation.  CCA proposes retaining the ponds, but not the depressions, and adding and protecting riparian 
habitat around the ponds as part of the project’s reclamation plan.  Because they are not federally regulated, 
this can be accomplished without first securing CWA authorization. 
 
Wildland Resources Managers prepared the July 2019 “Biological Review Crystal Creek Aggregate Mine 
Expansion, Shasta County, California” which identifies the ponds.  The report provides detailed information 
about “the present conditions of soils, vegetation, wetlands, [and] wildlife habitats,” including how the 
project area was affected by the Carr fire.  This information helps fulfill CEQA’s goal of disclosing relevant 
information about the baseline conditions.  Project impacts on these features does not depend on whether 
they are subject to particular government jurisdiction.7  
 

Reclamation Plan Topics 
 
As previously noted, the proposed Use Permit Amendment also requires an amendment to the 
currently approved Reclamation Plan.  The Reclamation Plan describes the final post-reclamation 
condition of the site and the procedures which will be employed to reclaim the site.  The 
Reclamation Plan addresses the following topics some of which are discussed in this Project 
Description.  
 

 Reclamation Objectives 
 Existing Conditions  
 Establishment of Test Plots 
 Phasing 
 Reclamation Prescriptions 
 Post-vegetation Monitoring 
 Additional Reclamation Policies 

 
Reclamation Plan Objectives 
There are two types of end use objectives for the Project site resulting in different reclamation 
prescriptions.  There is the eastern plant site area of 46.29 acres and the middle and western Project 
area of 133.68 acres.  These prescriptions are as follows: 
 

Industrial Use Area:  The eastern area will be reclaimed to industrial uses after mining 
operations terminate.  This end use would be consistent with both the current and proposed 
general plan land use designation and zoning classification.   
 
Mineral Reserve Area:  The middle and western side of the Project site will be reclaimed 
as a mineral reserve area. This use is consistent with the California Department of 
Conservation’s classification of the site as Mineral Resource Zone (MRZ-2). 
 

                                                           
7 The report is on file with the Shasta County Planning Division. 
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The reclamation program primary objectives are to; (a) establish a new visually pleasing vegetative 
cover that provides future fire protection; (b) stabilize the finished mined surfaces and prevent 
erosion; and, (3) revegetate with plant species adapted to this locale.   
 
Phasing 
The purpose of phasing for this Reclamation Plan Amendment is to divide the progression of 
mining into clearly identifiable mining segments since the depletion of permitted reserves is based 
on market demand, which is difficult to forecast.  This allows reclamation to be started as soon as 
finished mining surfaces are completed and no longer needed by the operation except under certain 
circumstances.  An example would be a quarry bench where finished grade is reached and the bench 
is resoiled and vegetated, except in areas on the bench where access by employees and equipment 
still needs to access a future mining area phase.   
 
Phasing allows for reclamation to be started as soon as each segment is completed.  The newly 
established vegetation will grow even as mining continues, minimizing visible indications of the 
activities and resulting in a variety of vegetation patterns surrounding the larger 66.85 acre quarry 
pond.  Phasing also assists responsible and trustee agencies to determine compliance with the 
Reclamation Plan since reclamation areas are specifically defined.  Reclamation Plan Maps, Page 
4 of 6 provides an overview of the phasing. 
 
Table 2, Mining Phases & Volumes identifies the proposed 11 phases and associated volume of 
material based on the extraction and processing of 450,000 CYs (900,000 tons) per year.   
 

TABLE 2 
MINING PHASES & VOLUMES 

(Million Cubic Yards) 
Phase Reserves Cumulative Total 

1 2.68 2.68 
2 2.77 5.45 
3 2.29 7.75 
4 2.27 10.02 
5 2.30 12.31 
6 2.72 15.03 
7 2.15 17.18 
8 2.79 19.97 
9 1.80 21.77 
10 2.94 24.71 
11 12.59 37.29 

 
Phases 1 through 10 contain 24,700,000 CYs of aggregate, about 66 percent of the resource, located 
in the quarry that is above the pond surface.  Phase 11 is the mine area below the 66.85 acre pond 
surface that contains 12,590,000 CYs of aggregate (34%).  Mining begins in Phase 1 and terminates 
in Phase 10.  However, Phase 11 “located” under the 10 phases can be mined at any time during 
the Reclamation Plan period since the mining of Phase 11 is dependent on the need for the particular 
type of rock sought for construction activities.  Mining operational issues, such as coordination of 
dewatering activities with mining and the blending of surface and below surface materials, also 
influence the timing for removing aggregate in Phase 11.  Phases 1 through 10 have nearly equal 
amounts of reserves, which vary between 2,150,000 CYs to 2,940,000 CYs. 
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Reclamation Prescriptions 
 
Reclamation prescriptions deal with various operational components which include the plant site, 
quarry benches and their revegetation, ponds, and reclamation within the plant area, such as 
removing equipment that will not be utilized for future permitted industrial uses, clean up, final 
grading, filing of the recycle ponds, and post vegetation monitoring.  The revegetation of benches 
provides a fulfillment of one of the primary objectives of the reclamation program to establish a 
new visually pleasing vegetative cover that provides future fire protection. 
 
A Revegetation Plan for the quarry benches was prepared to create, not only an aesthetically 
pleasing reclamation feature, but to also establish a fire resistant plant community on the quarry 
benches.8  The 2018 Carr Fire devastated most of the vegetation and homes in the area efforts need 
to be undertaken not to repeat the event that occurred.  The reclamation plan presents an opportunity 
to lower the fire danger in the area.   
 
One of the main methods to achieve this goal is to eliminate fuel ladders where fire proceeds from 
lower vegetation into the crowns of trees.  By reducing the amount of flammable material present 
(fuel load) this reduces the spread of fires.  To achieve these goals brush species are eliminated 
from the plant pallet. In its place, the planting of ponderosa pines, grasses and forbs is proposed.  
Ponderosa pines were selected since they are indigenous to the area and grow in many locations.  
The trees will be initially planted with 8 foot by 8 foot spacing and then thinned out at a future date. 
The final upland bench planting would be pines trees spaced 20 to 30 feet apart with grasses and 
forbs as the understory species. The spacing of the trees reduces, not only the fuel load, but also 
the fuel ladder which could result in fire spreading from one tree to the other.  The grasses and 
forbs pallet include plants required for erosion control.  
Also addressed as a reclamation prescription is to establish a self-sustaining population of 
wetland/riparian vegetative species on the waterside of the lowest final bench, within 16 feet of the 
water’s edge around the shoreline of the new quarry pond.  Clusters of native willows and 
cottonwoods would be planted along the pond bank.  Average spacing of the clusters are to be 110 
feet on-center with 6 to 10 trees per cluster.  Rock jetties would be placed along the bank and woody 
debris would be placed along the waterline, where feasible. 
 
Additional Reclamation Policies 
Additional reclamation policies address erosion and sediment control policies, topsoil and 
overburden policies, and other specific final reclamation procedures dealing with interior haul 
roads, stockpiles, general plant areas to be reclaimed and monitoring. 
 

CEQA PROJECT OBJECTIVES 
 
In accordance with State CEQA Guidelines §15124(b), a clear statement of objectives and the underlying 
purpose of the project shall be discussed. The project applicant has identified the following objectives for 
the proposed project: 
  

1. Provide a comprehensively planned project that will continue to accommodate projected growth in 
construction related activities and related services, and also serve to help meet the current and future 
demands for Portland cement concrete grade aggregate and asphalt materials in Shasta County and 
the north state. 

                                                           
8 Wildland Resource Managers. May 2019. Revegetation Plan for Crystal Creek Aggregate Mine Expansion, Shasta County 

California. On file with the Shasta County Planning Division. 
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2. Expand an existing aggregate mining operation located in a known Mineral Resource Zone 

Category MRZ-2 “wherein lands classified as MRZ-2 are areas that contain identified mineral 
resources” as identified in the 1997 Mineral Land Classification for Shasta County by the State of 
California Department of Conservation.  

 
3. Expand the existing aggregate mining operation to permit the installation and operation of a hot 

mix asphalt batch plant to provide “one stop” aggregate and asphalt related supply material services 
at a location in close proximity to the State Highway System whereby access is available to the 
west, east south and north and particularly for projects along the SR 299 corridor.  

  
4. Expand the existing aggregate mining operation that continues to be compatible and complimentary 

of the existing open space areas immediately to the south, west and northwest of the project site 
and the industrial uses to the northeast and east of the project site. 

 
5. Contribute to the improvement of the Shasta County economy by expanding a project that will 

increase sales taxes. 
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 NOTICE OF PUBLIC EIR SCOPING MEETING 
 AND REQUEST FOR WRITTEN SCOPING COMMENTS  

REGARDING THE CRYSTAL CREEK AGGREGATES EXPANSION PROJECT 

PROJECT TITLE: Crystal Creek Aggregate Expansion Project (General Plan Amendment 19-0003, Zoning Plan 
Amendment 19-0002, Use Permit Amendment 19-0007, and Reclamation Plan Amendment 19-0001) APPLICANT: 
Crystal Creek Aggregate Inc. 10936 Iron Mountain Road Redding, CA 96001. PROJECT LOCATION: The project 
site is located on an existing quarry located in the community of Keswick, on the west side of Iron Mountain Road, 
approximately 1.5 miles north of the intersection of Iron Mountain Road and State Highway 299 West. The project 
site includes Assessor’s Parcel numbers 065-250-002-000, 065-250-024-000, 065-250-025-000, 065-250-026-000, 
065-260-010-000.

Shasta County is the Lead Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and is preparing an 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the project identified as the Crystal Creek Aggregate Expansion Project. 
Crystal Creek Aggregate, Inc. proposes to expand their existing aggregate mining operation and add an asphalt batch 
plant. The project would expand an approved mining use permit area of 110.24 acres and an approved reclamation 
plan area of 108.87 acres to 179.97 acres. The project would require a General Plan amendment from Natural Resource 
Protection-Open Space (N-O) to Mineral Resource (MR), and a Zoning Plan amendment from Unclassified (U) to 
Mineral Resource (MR).  

The purpose of the scoping meeting is to solicit guidance as to the scope and content of the EIR, including potential 
environmental impacts of concern and mitigation measures or alternatives that should be considered. 

The probable environmental effects of the project include, but are not limited to, aesthetics, biological resources, 
greenhouse gas emissions, land use, traffic, forestry resources, cultural resources, hazards & hazardous materials, 
public services, tribal cultural resources, air quality, geology/soils, hydrology/water quality, noise, and 
utilities/services systems. A detailed project description is included in the Notice of Preparation filed with the 
California State Clearinghouse on September 30, 2019. The Notice of Preparation of an EIR can be reviewed at: 

https://www.co.shasta.ca.us/docs/libraries/resource-management-docs/eir/crystal-creek-
aggregate/nopclearinghousemailer.pdf 

A copy of the Notice of Preparation can also be reviewed or obtained at the Shasta County Dept. of Resource 
Management, Planning Division located at 1855 Placer Street, Suite 103, Redding, CA 96001.  

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING NOTICE: Shasta County will hold a public scoping meeting for agencies and 
individuals to learn more about the CEQA process for this project, and to receive comments about the scope and 
content of the EIR, including what potential environmental impacts of the project should be addressed in depth in the 
EIR. The merits of the project will not be discussed at this meeting, nor will comments regarding approval or denial 
of the project. No decision to approve or deny the project will be made at this meeting. The meeting will be held Friday 
November 1, 2019 at 9:00 AM, in the Shasta County Department of Public Works Conference Room, located at 1855 
Placer Street.  

WRITTEN SCOPING COMMENTS: The written scoping comment period for this project is extended until Friday 
November 8, 2019. Send all direct questions and all written comments to the project contact, Tara Petti, Assistant 
Planner, at the Shasta County Department of Resource Management, Planning Division, 1855 Placer Street, Suite 103, 
Redding, CA 96001, or via e-mail at tpetti@co.shasta.ca.us. Ms. Petti may be contacted for additional information at 
(530) 225-5532.

https://www.co.shasta.ca.us/docs/libraries/resource-management-docs/eir/crystal-creek-aggregate/nopclearinghousemailer.pdf
https://www.co.shasta.ca.us/docs/libraries/resource-management-docs/eir/crystal-creek-aggregate/nopclearinghousemailer.pdf


 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Comment Card 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 
 
 

 
 

SCOPING 
SUGGESTIONS/COMMENTS 

 

CRYSTAL CREEK AGGREGATE EXPANSION PROJECT EIR 
(GPA 19-0003, Zone Amendment 19-0002, UP 19-0007, Reclamation Plan 19-0001)  

 
PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD: September 30 – November 8, 2019 
COMMENT DEADLINE: November 8, 2019 at 5:00 p.m. 

 
NOTE: Name, address and phone number are not required in order to provide a comment. You are not limited to utilizing 
this comment card and comments may be submitted to the County in any written manner. 

 
Name: 
 
Agency (if applicable): 
 
Mailing Address: 
 
Phone Number:      Email: 
 

 
Comments (continue on back): 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Submit this card or other written comments to: 
 
SHASTA COUNTY 
Department of Resource Management 
Planning Division 
1855 Placer Street, Suite 103 
Redding, CA 96001 
Attention: Tara Petti, Assistant Planner 
Email: tpetti@co.shasta.ca.us 
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Appendix 5.3  
Comment Letters Received in Response to 2019 NOP 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA   Gavin Newsom, Governor 

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION 
Cultural and Environmental Department 
1550 Harbor Blvd., Suite 100  
West Sacramento, CA 95691   
Phone: (916) 373-3710   
Email: nahc@nahc.ca.gov  
Website: http://www.nahc.ca.gov  
Twitter: @CA_NAHC  

October 29, 2019 

Tana Petti
Shasta County 

VIA Email to: TPetti@co.shasta.ca.us 

RE:  Native American Consultation, Pursuant to Senate Bill 18, Government Code §65352.3 and §65352.4, 
Crystal Creek Aggregate Expansion Project EIR (GPA 19-003), Shasta County 

Dear Ms. Petti: 

Attached is a consultation list of tribes with traditional lands or cultural places located within the boundaries 
of the above referenced counties.   

Government Code §65352.3 and §65352.4 require local governments to consult with California Native 
American tribes identified by the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) for the purpose of 
avoiding, protecting, and/or mitigating impacts to cultural places when creating or amending General Plans, 
Specific Plans and Community Plans.  

The law does not preclude initiating consultation with the tribes that are culturally and traditionally affiliated 
within your jurisdiction.  The NAHC believes that this is the best practice to ensure that tribes are consulted 
commensurate with the intent of the law.  

The NAHC also believes that agencies should also include with their notification letters, information 
regarding any cultural resources assessment that has been completed on the area of potential effect (APE), 
such as:  

1. The results of any record search that may have been conducted at an Information Center of the
California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS), including, but not limited to:

 A listing of any and all known cultural resources that have already been recorded or are adjacent
to the APE, such as known archaeological sites;

 Copies of any and all cultural resource records and study reports that may have been provided
by the Information Center as part of the records search response;

 Whether the records search indicates a low, moderate or high probability that unrecorded
cultural resources are located in the APE; and

 If a survey is recommended by the Information Center to determine whether previously
unrecorded cultural resources are present.



2. The results of any archaeological inventory survey that was conducted, including:

 Any report that may contain site forms, site significance, and suggested mitigation measures.

All information regarding site locations, Native American human remains, and associated
funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum, and not be made available for
public disclosure in accordance with Government Code §6254.10.

3. The result of the Sacred Lands File (SLF) check conducted through the Native American Heritage 
Commission was positive.  Please contact the Redding Rancheria on the attached list for more 
information.

4. Any ethnographic studies conducted for any area including all or part of the APE; and

5. Any geotechnical reports regarding all or part of the APE.

Lead agencies should be aware that records maintained by the NAHC and CHRIS are not exhaustive.  A 
tribe may be the only source of information regarding the existence of a tribal cultural resource.  

This information will aid tribes in determining whether to request formal consultation.  In the event, that 
they do, having the information beforehand will help to facilitate the consultation process.  

If you receive notification of change of addresses and phone numbers from tribes, please notify the NAHC. 
With your assistance, we are able to assure that our consultation list remains current.    

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me at my email address: 
Nancy.Gonzalez-Lopez@nahc.ca.gov.  

Sincerely, 

Nancy Gonzalez-Lopez
Staff Services Anlayst

Attachment 



Redding Rancheria
Jack Potter, Chairperson
2000 Redding Rancheria Road 
Redding, CA, 96001
Phone: (530) 225 - 8979
Fax: (530) 241-1879
melodieh@redding-rancheria.com

Pit River
Wintu
Yana

Winnemem Wintu Tribe
Caleen Sisk, Chief
14840 Bear Mountain Road 
Redding, CA, 96003
Phone: (530) 229 - 4096
caleenwintu@gmail.com

Wintu

Wintu Tribe of Northern 
California
Wade McMaster, Chairperson
P.O. Box 995 
Shasta Lake, CA, 96019
Phone: (530) 605 - 1726
Fax: (530) 605-1727
wintu.tribe1@gmail.com

Wintu

1 of 1

This list is current only as of the date of this document. Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of 
the Health and Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 6097.98 of the Public Resources Code and section 5097.98 of the Public 
Resources Code.
 
This list is only applicable for consultation with Native American tribes under Government Code Sections 65352.3 and 65352.4 et seq for the proposed Crystal 
Creek Aggregate Expansion Project EIR (GPA 19-003), Shasta County.

PROJ-2019-
005544

10/29/2019 09:32 AM

Native American Heritage Commission
Tribal Consultation List

Shasta County
10/29/2019









































 

 

Members of the Public 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



















SCOPING SUGGESTIONS/COMMENTS 

Crystal Creek Aggregate Expansion Project EIR 
(GPA 19-0003, Zone Amendment 19-0002, UP 19-0007, Reclamation Plan 19-0001) 

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD: September 30 – November 8, 2019 

COMMENT DEADLINE: November 8, 2019 at 5:00 p.m. 

NAME: John Deaton 

Agency: None 

Mailing Address: 825 Leisha Lane, Redding, CA 96001 

Phone Number: (530) 238-7005 cell 

Iron Mountain Road is a designated bicycle route that can be hazardous for cyclists because there is 

little or no shoulder and because vehicle drivers sometimes have a limited view of traffic ahead. The 

volume of bicycle traffic (both mountain bikes and road bikes) has increased steadily the past few 

years. This hazard will certainly become worse because of increased commercial truck traffic with the 

expansion of Crystal Creek Aggregates. To help mitigate the hazards for bicyclists using Iron Mountain 

Road, I suggest the following signage to clearly alert drivers regarding the California Three Feet for 

Safety Act (CVC 21760), which states: 

a) A driver to provide a three feet buffer between his/her vehicle and the bicycle when passing; and, 

b) A driver who is unable to provide the minimum three-foot passing distance due to traffic or roadway 

conditions to (1) slow to a reasonable and prudent speed when passing and (2) only pass when doing so 

would not endanger the safety of the bicyclist.” 

Recommendation 1 

At the existing sign located on northbound Iron Mountain Road (near the turnoff from Hwy 299/Eureka 

Way) replace the SHARE THE ROAD and BICYCLE LOGO signs with California Highway Manual sign 

R117(CA) PASS 3-FT MIN. The existing signpost should be suitable. 

Recommendation 2 

Install a signpost with the same signage as Recommendation 1, after the southbound lane passes through 

the industrial area (between the industrial area and Hwy 299). This will likely require a new signpost. 

Recommendation 3 

Install SHARE THE ROAD sign with a BICYCLE LOGO sign near and on both sides of Rock Creek and 

Middle Creek bridges. The signs taken down in Recommendation 1 could be reused for one of these four 

installations. Existing signposts might be suitable for all of these signs. 

Recommendation 4 

To help mitigate the cumulative effects of traffic on Iron Mountain Road, install a signpost with the same 

signage discussed in Recommendations 1 and 2, close to the Keswick Boat Ramp exit, between the exit 

and Hwy 299. Existing signposts might be suitable for this sign. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

John Deaton 

http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?sectionNum=21760.&lawCode=VEH
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AB 52 Notification Letters 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

































































 

 

2021 Scoping 
 
 

Appendix 5.5 
2021 Initial Study and Notice of Preparation 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



REVISED NOTICE OF PREPARATION – CRYSTAL CREEK AGGREGATE EXPANSION PROJECT 
 

 PAGE 1 
 

REVISED NOTICE OF PREPARATION  

TO:   State Clearinghouse  FROM:  County of Shasta 
                  State Responsible Agencies 
                State Trustee Agencies 
                Other Public Agencies 

 Shasta County Dept. of Resource Management, 
Planning Division 
 

       Interested Organizations CONTACT: Tara Petti, Associate Planner 
                Members of the Public  1855 Placer Street, Suite 103 
                 
 

 Redding, CA  96001 
(530) 225-5532 
tpetti@co.shasta.ca.us 

 

SUBJECT:  Revised Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 

PROJECT TITLE: Crystal Creek Aggregate Expansion Project; Use Permit Amendment (UP 19-0007) 
and Reclamation Plan Amendment (RP 19-0001) 

Shasta County is the Lead Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and is 
preparing an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the project identified as Crystal Creek Aggregate 
Expansion Project, to amend the existing use permit and reclamation plan to construct and operate 
an asphalt plant, reconfigure the existing quarry to increase production, and expand the use permit 
area. The purpose of this Revised Notice of Preparation (NOP) is to solicit guidance from Responsible, 
Trustee, and other agencies (as well as input from members of the public) as to the scope and content of 
the EIR, including potential impacts of concern and mitigation measures or alternatives that should be 
considered. An NOP for this project was issued on September 30, 2019; due to significant changes to the 
proposal (including the elimination of the previously proposed general plan and zoning plan 
amendments), this Revised NOP is being issued. 

Detailed project information, including an Initial Study prepared for the project, is currently available 
online at: https://www.co.shasta.ca.us/index/drm/planning/eir/crystal-creek-aggregate 

If you do not have internet access or have trouble downloading project information from the internet 
address noted above, a hard copy may be obtained by calling or e-mailing the project CONTACT (listed 
above). 

WRITTEN SCOPING COMMENTS: Written scoping comments will be accepted at any time during the 
30-day scoping period. Due to the time limits mandated by state law, your response must be sent at the 
earliest possible date, but not later than the deadlines described below. Direct all questions and send all 
written comments to the project CONTACT (listed above). 

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING NOTICE: Shasta County will hold a public scoping meeting for agencies and 
individuals to learn more about the CEQA process for this project, and to receive comments regarding 
the appropriate scope and content of the EIR including what potential environmental impacts of the 
project should be addressed in depth in the EIR. The meeting will be held Tuesday, March 09, 2021 at 
9:00am. Due to the COVID-19 public health emergency, the meeting will be held virtually, in order to 
help protect the health and safety of participants and staff. 

 

https://www.co.shasta.ca.us/index/drm/planning/eir/crystal-creek-aggregate


REVISED NOTICE OF PREPARATION – CRYSTAL CREEK AGGREGATE EXPANSION PROJECT 
 

 PAGE 2 
 

Please join my meeting from your computer, tablet or smartphone. 

https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/806906845  
 
You can also dial in using your phone.  

United States:+1(571)317-3122  

Access Code: 806-906-845 

If you would like to receive e-mail notifications about the Crystal Creek Aggregate Expansion 
Project, please email tpetti@co.shasta.ca.us. The County will not sell your electronic contact 
information to anyone for any purpose. However, any information you provide may be subject to 
disclosure in response to a request for public information about the project. 

The project description, location, and probable environmental impacts are noted in the Initial Study. 
The Initial Study preliminarily identifies the issues anticipated to be addressed briefly in the EIR 
(either because the resource is not present in the area or would not be affected by the project) and 
those impacts that the EIR will address in more detail. The EIR also may consider environmental 
issues that are raised by Responsible Agencies, Trustee Agencies, other interested agencies, and 
members of the public during the scoping process.  

The EIR will consider all substantive environmental issues which are raised by responsible agencies, 
trustee agencies, other interested agencies, and members of the public or related groups during the 
NOP process, and will analyze these potential effects in detail and to the extent necessary to make a 
determination on the level of significance of such effects. Discussion of those environmental effects 
determined to result in no impact or a less-than-significant impact will be limited to a brief 
explanation in the EIR of why those effects are not considered potentially significant. 

The following agencies may be a Trustee Agency and/or Responsible Agency for the proposed 
project or have other jurisdiction/interests concerning the proposed project. 

United States Mine Safety and Health Administration (MSHA) 
United States Bureau of Land Management (BLM) 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (DFW) 
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (Cal Fire) 
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) 
California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) 
California Department of Resources and Recycling and Recovery (CalRecycle) 
California Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) 
California Division of Mine Reclamation (DMR) 
California Division of Occupational Safety and Health (Cal OSHA) 
Shasta County Resource Management Agencies (Air Quality, Environmental Health, Building, Fire) 
Shasta County Department of Public Works (DPW) 
Shasta County Sheriff’s Department (Sheriff) 
 
Whether your agency is or is not listed above we need to know the views of your agency or organization 
as to the scope and content of the environmental information germane to your agency’s statutory 
responsibilities or of interest to your organization in connection with the proposed project. Specifically, 
we are requesting the following:  

https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/806906845
tel:+15713173122,,806906845
mailto:tpetti@co.shasta.ca.us


REVISED NOTICE OF PREPARATION - CRYSTAL CREEK AGGREGATE EXPANSION PROJECT 

1. If you are a public agency, state if your agency will be a responsible or trustee agency for the
project and list the permits or approvals from your agency that will be required for the project
and its future actions;

2. Identify potential significant environmental effects and mitigation measures that you believe
need to be explored in the EIR with supporting discussion of why you believe these effects may
be significant;

3. Describe special studies and other information that you believe are necessary for the County to
analyze the potential significant environmental effects, alternatives, and mitigation measures

you have identified;

4. Provide the name, title, e-mail address, and telephone number of the contact person from your
agency or organization that we can contact regarding your comments.

Due to the time limits mandated by State law, your response must be received by the County of 
Shasta by the following deadlines: 

• For responsible and trustee agencies, not later than 30 days after you receive this notice.
• For all other agencies, organizations, and individuals, not later than 30 days from publication

of this Revised Notice of Preparation. The 30-day review period ends on Monday, March 22,
2021.

If we do not receive a response from you/your agency or organization within the applicable time frame, we 

will presume that you/your agency or organization has no response to make. 

A responsible agency, trustee agency, or other public agency may request a meeting with Shasta County or 
its representatives in accordance with Section 15082(c) of the CEQA Guidelines. Electronic copies of this 
Revised NOP are available by clicking on the Crystal Creek Aggregate Expansion Project link on the Shasta 
County Department of Resource Management homepage at: 

https://www.co.shasta.ca.us/index/drm/planning/eir/crystal-creek-aggregate

Please provide your responses and any direct questions to the attention of Tara Petti, Associate Planner, via 
mail/delivery to Shasta County Department of Resource Management, Planning Division, 1855 Placer 
Street, Suite 103, Redding, CA 96001 or via e-mail to tpetti@co.shasta.ca.us. Phone (530) 225-5532. 

Date: Tara Petti, Associate Planner 

PAGE 3 



ENVIRONMENTAL 

INITIAL STUDY 

CRYSTAL CREEK AGGREGATE, INC. 
Use Permit Amendment (UP-19-0007) 

Reclamation Plan Amendment (RA-19-0001) 
(State Clearinghouse No. 2019090702) 

Applicant: 

Crystal Creek Aggregate, Inc. 

INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST 

References and Documentation 

Prepared by:  

SHASTA COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF RESOURCE MANAGEMENT 

PLANNING DIVISION 

1855 Placer Street, Suite 103 

Redding, California 96001 

February 2021 



 
CCA UP-19-0007 & RA-19-0001     1                   Initial Study 

 SHASTA COUNTY 

 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM 

 INITIAL STUDY 

 

1. Project Title: Crystal Creek Aggregate, Inc. Use Permit Amendment (UP-19-0007); Reclamation Plan Amendment (RA-19-

0001) 

 

2. Lead Agency Name and Address: 

Shasta County Department of Resource Management, Planning Division  

1855 Placer Street, Suite 103 

Redding, CA  96001-1759  

 

3. Contact Person and Phone Number:   

Tara Petti, Associate Planner 

(530) 225-5532 

  

4. Project Location: The project site is an existing quarry located south of the community of Keswick, on the west side of Iron 

Mountain Road, approximately 1.0 miles north of the Intersection of Iron Mountain Road and State Route 299 West (SR-

299) and directly across from the intersection of Iron Mountain Road and Laurie Ann Lane (10936 Iron Mountain Road) 

(refer to Figure 1, PROJECT LOCATION, and Figure 2, SITE VICINITY).   

 

5. Applicant Name and Address:   

Crystal Creek Aggregate, Inc. 

Jerry Comingdeer, Owner/Operator 

10936 Iron Mountain Road 

Redding, CA  96001 

 

6. General Plan Designation:  Industrial (I) and Industrial – Interim Mineral Resource Overlay (I-IMR) 

 

7. Zoning:  General Industrial (I), Mineral Resources, and Industrial - Interim (I-IMR) 

  

8. Description of Project: Crystal Creek Aggregate (CCA) (herein referred to as “project applicant”) proposes to expand their 

existing aggregate mining operation at their current location. CCA was originally permitted in 1990 under Shasta County Use 

Permit UP-24-90 and Reclamation Plan 1-90.  Subsequently, in 2008 General Plan Amendment 07-005, Zone Amendment 

07-020, Use Permit Amendment UP-07-020, and Reclamation Plan Amendment RP-07-022 were approved.  A California 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Mitigated Negative Declaration, with findings as specifically set forth in Planning 

Commission Resolution Nos. 2008-066 and 2008-067 were also adopted approving the various entitlements.      

 

The project applicant proposes an overall project area of approximately 179.97 acres within which the existing approved Use 

Permit and Reclamation Plan Areas of 110.69 acres will be maintained but modified to increase the amount of aggregate to 

be mined.  The use permit area is proposed to be expanded by an additional 69.28 acres referenced as the remaining Mineral 

Resource Area (MR) to serve to buffer lands to the south, west and north from noise, light and other mining related activities 

(refer to Figure 3, COMPREHENSIVE PROJECT PLAN OVERVIEW).   

 

The total amount of aggregate to be processed yearly is proposed to increase from 250,000 to 500,000 tons and the total 

estimated amount proposed to be mined will increase from 15.92 million tons to 25.4 million tons over a period of three 

phases with an estimated life of the phases varying from 14 to 35 years.  The estimated life of the mining operation will 

increase from the currently approved end of Year 2072 by 27 years to end of Year 2099.  Also proposed is a portable propane 

powered drum mix asphalt plant.  The plant could utilize up to 200,000 tons of the 500,000 tons of aggregate processed 

yearly for the production of asphalt. 

   

No additional structures or operations other than those associated with the asphalt asphalt plant are proposed. The locations 

of the existing scales and office, rock crushing, screen and washing operational, primary and secondary entrances/exits, diesel 

fuel storage tanks, waste oil tank, two motor oil and one lubricating oil tank, and five settling and two recycle ponds will 

remain.  The existing Concrete Recycle Area location and operation for which an administrative permit was issued and 

subsequently reissued by the County due to the Carr Fire is proposed as a project component.  The location of the material 

and topsoil stockpiles will also remain in their current general location which will expand and contract as part of the mining 

operation.  The number of full-time employees will increase from eight to 14 with one part-time employee. All existing and 

proposed uses are allowed under the existing General Plan Land Use Classifications and Zoning District Designations.  

 



December 2, 2020 California & Shasta County Locations by rkBaron Geovisuals

FIGURE 1, PROJECT LOCATION



December 2, 2020

FIGURE 2 – SITE VICINITY



c:]
P

rol
e<:

t8
ou

lld
-,Y

•(
17

9.
97

11C1
e1

) 

-
C

om
p,

ot
,..,

,lve
P

,oj,ld
Pl

•n
 

25
F00

1C
on

tourl
 

C
""

ffl
 

►
 

Fl
ow

�
ection

 
0

 
P

ho
lo

P
ol

nl
s 

O
at

•P
ol

nt3
 

Tn
tP

� 
• 

Up
lu

r,,;1
 

• 
W

od
an

<1 

O
th

1r
W

at
er

s-
(0

.5
08

1
cr

11
) 

.
...
........
 

W
1U

11n
d

F
e11

tu
r11

,-
{0

.4
69

a
cr

11
) 

-
S

n
-

W
oU

M
 

e-.
.
.
,,

_
,.....,

,,
u

c.,
-

11o
,.

,
_

,
1
• .

.
i1
 

.
.

_
 ...

 :L
-

eo,,to,,.,I
C.,,.,

 
_
_
_
 ,
.

,
 

_
_
 

,
......,,

 ..
 

N
o

n
..J

u
rl

1
d

lc
tl

o
n
a

l 
b

y
R

u
l1

-
(9

.9
4

3
a

c
r1

1
) 

-
-
-

-
S

H
IIOO

II
W

eU
an

CI 

-
E

pt,
tm

erll
 

-
"
"
"

M
IN

E
R
A

L
 R

E
S
O

U
R
C
E
 A

R
E
A

 (
M

R
) 

E
X

IS
T
IN

G
 &

 P
R
O

P
O

S
E
D

 

R
E
C

L
A

M
A

T
IO

N
 P

LA
N

 

B
O

U
N

D
A

R
Y

 

0
 

1
0

0
 

2
0

0
 

8
0

0
 

!!!!5
.il!!!

5iil
!!!!

!!!!
!!!!5

=
=

=
!!!!

!!!!
!!!

F
e
e
t 

4
0

0
 

6
0

0
 

1 
ln

ch
=

20
0f

ce
t 

C
ry

s
ta

l 
C

re
e

k
 A

g
g

re
g

a
te

 
C

o
m

p
re

h
e

n
s

iv
e

 P
ro

je
c
t 

P
la

n
 &

 W
e

tl
a

n
d
 D

e
lin

e
a

ti
o

n
 

Fi
g
u

re
 3

 

C
ry

st
a

l 
C

re
e

k 
A

g
g

re
g

a
te

, 
In

c
. 

1
0

9
3

6 
Ir

o
n

 M
o

u
n

ta
in

 R
o

a
d

 
R

e
d

d
in

g
, 

C
A

 9
60

0
1

 

�
K:
•=
:
e.-

. 
$1

72
M

oi....,
w

,y
.U

nll
1 

�
"°:a

�
�

, 

Do
an

 Dol
k>N

tlo
n o

fW
.UWS

 ol
 llO

 
U.

S.
 Dy

�
��

 E_
,,.

_.
 

l)d,,,ea
llon

b)"
l:.

G
,-n

 
M,c,

b'(
:8

.R
ff

­
G

E:
12

0-0
14

 
�

i,p
l

nlo
.1.<1

3/2
1 



 
CCA UP-19-0007 & RA-19-0001     2                    Initial Study 

Amending Use Permit UP-07-020 will modify the design of the existing mining area or quarry of approximately 57.31 acres 

and the plant area of approximately 53.38 acres which together total 110.69 acres that will be maintained as the Reclamation 

Plan Area with associated boundaries.  However, the amount of aggregate mined, as noted, will be increased as will the hours 

of operation, particularly with respect to the asphalt plant (24 hours per day generally Sunday evenings through Friday 

afternoons), and yearly blasting maximums (24 instead of 12).  The average height of the highwalls will increase from 22 feet 

to 40 feet, except for one highwall at 44 feet.  Benches will also be increased in width from 30 feet to 40 feet, except for the 

bench along the perimeter of the pond which will be increased to 60 feet in width.   The pond surface area will increase from 

23.49 acres to 32.67 acres.  

 

9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:  The existing quarry is located in an industrial area south of the community of 

Keswick. Surrounding land uses consist of industrial to the east, industrial to the north and low-density residential to the 

northeast and southeast, and undeveloped land to the south and west. 

 

The topography of the existing quarry floor has been made relatively flat by the removal of the aggregate material over the 

years. The existing bowl shaped quarry face extends upslope and to the west from the quarry floor with horizontal benches 

having been or to be established as excavation proceeds to the extent of the existing quarry boundary. There is an 

approximate 200-foot change in elevation from the existing quarry floor to what would be the top of the quarry face based on 

the current mining plan. 

 

The project site is located within the boundary of the 2018 Carr Fire. Prior to the area being impacted by the Carr Fire, the 

primary vegetation type present in unmined portions of the project site and vicinity was predominantly knob cone pine and 

chaparral with scattered oaks and ponderosa pine. In areas where the fire burned with lesser intensity, the composition of 

species remains as it existed prior to the fire. Currently, in unmined portions of the project site and vicinity where the fire 

burned with greater intensity, vegetation consists mostly of secondary successional vegetation. 

 

10. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation agreement.):   

 

California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) 

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) 

California Department of Resources and Recycling and Recovery (CalRecycle) 

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) 

California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) 

California Division of Mine Reclamation (DMR) 

California Division of Occupational Safety and Health (Cal OSHA) 

California Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) 

Shasta County Department of Public Works (DPW) 

Shasta County Resource Management Agencies (Air Quality, Environmental Health, Building, Fire) 

Shasta County Sheriff’s Department (Sheriff) 

 

11. Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area requested 

consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1? If so, is there a plan for consultation that includes, 

for example, the determination of significance of impacts to tribal cultural resources, procedures regarding 

confidentiality, etc.? 

 

The County’s AB 52 contact list consists of Native American tribes that had submitted written requests for notification of 

CEQA projects within their geographic area of traditional and cultural affiliation as of October 7, 2019, when the County 

initiated consultation. The County sent a letter by certified mail on October 7, 2019 to the Wintu Tribe of Northern California 

and Toyon-Wintu Center. Return receipts for the certified letters indicate the letters were delivered on October 7, 2019. The 

County received no response to the letter. 

 

NOTE: Conducting consultation early in the CEQA process allows tribal governments, lead agencies, and project 

proponents to discuss the level of environmental review, identify and address potential adverse impacts to tribal 

cultural resources, and reduce the potential for delay and conflict in the environmental review process. (See Public 

Resources Code section 21080.3.2.) Information may also be available from the California Native American Heritage 

Commission’s Sacred Lands File per Public Resources Code section 5097.96 and the California Historical Resources 

Information System administered by the California Office of Historic Preservation. Please also note that Public 

Resources Code section 21082.3(c) contains provisions specific to confidentiality. 
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 

 

A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are adequately supported by the information sources a 

lead agency cites in the parenthesis following each question.  A “No Impact” answer is adequately supported if all the referenced 

information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault 

rupture zone).  A “No Impact” answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards 

(e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis). 

 

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as project-level, 

indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts. 

 

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist answers must indicate whether the 

impact is potentially significant, less-than-significant with mitigation, or less-than-significant.  “Potentially Significant Impact” is 

appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant.  If there are one or more, “Potentially Significant Impact” 

entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required. 

 

“Negative Declaration:  Less-than-significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the incorporation of mitigation measures 

has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a “Less-than-significant Impact.”  The lead agency must describe the 

mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less-than-significant level (mitigation measures from Section 

XVIII, “Earlier Analyses,” may be cross-referenced). 

 

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect has been adequately 

analyzed in an earlier EIR or Negative Declaration.  Section 15063(c)(3)(D).  In this case, a brief discussion should identify the 

following: 

 

a) Earlier Analysis Used.  Identify and state where they are available for review. 

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed.  Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of and adequately 

analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by 

mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis. 

c) Mitigation Measures:  For effects that are “Less-than-significant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated,” describe the 

mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they address site-

specific conditions for the project. 

 

6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential impacts (e.g. 

General Plans, zoning ordinances).  Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a 

reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated. 

 

7) Supporting Information Sources:  A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals contacted should be 

cited in the discussion. 

 

8) This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies should normally 

address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project’s environmental effects in whatever format is selected. 

 

9) The explanation of each issue should identify the following: 

 

a) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and 

b) The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less-than-significant. 
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I. AESTHETICS:  Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 

21099, would the project: 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

 
Less-Than- 

Significant With 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than- 

Significant 

Impact 

No 

Impact 

 
a)  Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, 

trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a State scenic 

highway? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
c) In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual 

character or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings? 

(Public views are those that are experienced from a publicly 

accessible vantage point). If the project is in an urbanized area, 

would the project conflict with applicable zoning and other 

regulations governing scenic quality? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would 

adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area? 

 
X 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

Discussion:  Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review of the 

project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following determinations can be made: 

 

a) Scenic vistas are defined as expansive views of highly-valued landscapes from publicly accessible viewpoints. Scenic vistas 

include views of natural features such as topography, water courses, outcrops, and natural vegetation, as well as man-made scenic 

structures. The proposed project is visible from sections of Iron Mountain Road, from residences and residential properties 

located in the community of Keswick, and from residential areas located to the south of State Route 299 (SR-299). 

Implementation of the proposed project would increase the approved height of the quarry highwalls and bench widths from 25 

feet high and 25 feet wide to 40 feet high and wide, respectively. However, this increase would not exceed the approved vertical 

and horizontal limits allowed in the current use permit and reclamation plan. The bench tops would be planted with native trees 

and grasses as part of the proposed reclamation plan. Reclamation would occur in phases, but for periods of time and/or until 

reclamation vegetation is established some rock faces would be exposed. Impacts are considered less-than-significant in this 

regard. 

 

b) The County has not designated specific scenic vistas in the immediate project area as a part of the Shasta County General Plan 

and there is no designated State or federal scenic highways or scenic highway corridors in the vicinity of the proposed project. 

Therefore, the proposed project would not substantially damage any scenic resource. The project site is also not visible from a 

designated scenic highway. Impacts are considered less-than-significant in this regard. 

 

c) Land immediately adjoining the proposed project to the north, west, and some lands further south and east are under the 

jurisdiction of the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and in the vicinity of several of Shasta County’s most popular mountain 

biking trails. These facilities are located generally to the north, south, and west of the project site and lands owned by the 

Comingdeer Trust on the adjacent BLM parcels and are associated with the Rock Creek – Middle Creek Trail System and other 

regional trail facilities that connect to the Sacramento River Rail – Trial System. Trailhead parking is provided at various 

locations along Iron Mountain Road between SR-299 and Keswick Dam Road. Iron Mountain Road is also popular with on-road 

bicyclists and many off-road bicyclists use the segment of Iron Mountain Road adjacent to the proposed project to connect to 

French Fry and Trail 58/Middle Creek.  

 

 The project would not degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings as no expansion of the 

existing quarry footprint is proposed. In addition, no additional structures or operations other than those associated with the 

asphalt plant are proposed. The proposed reclamation plan boundary does not extend the current permitted mine boundary. The 

locations of the existing scales and office, rock crushing, screen and washing operations, primary and secondary entrances/exits, 

diesel fuel storage tanks, waste oil tank, two motor oil and one lubricating oil tank, and five settling and two recycle ponds will 

remain. Impacts are considered less-than-significant in this regard.   

 

d) Light pollution occurs when nighttime views of the stars and sky are diminished by an over-abundance of light coming from the 

ground. Light pollution is a potential impact from the operation of any light source at night.  Proper light shields, lighting design, 

and landscaping are commonly used to reduce light pollution generated from lighting by blocking the conveyance of light 

upwards. The result is that the lights are not visible from above; therefore, ambient light is not added to the nighttime sky. In 

addition, light reflecting off surfaces during daylight hours has the potential to create a source of glare in the vicinity of the 

proposed project.   
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 Implementation of the proposed project which includes periodic nighttime asphalt plant operations would potentially create a new 

source of substantial light or glare which could result in night sky illumination and/or other adverse effects on nighttime views in 

and around the area. Further investigation and analysis will need to be conducted to assess the visibility of the proposed project 

and to assess the potential lighting impacts. Therefore, this potential impact will be fully analyzed in the EIR. 

  

Findings: In the course of the above evaluation, impacts associated with Aesthetics were found to be potentially significant.  

Additional project and environmental data, further discussion and analysis of environmental impacts, recommendations for mitigations 

for potential impacts, and a mitigation monitoring plan, will be included in the EIR prepared for this proposed project. 
 
 
II. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES: In determining 

whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead 

agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment 
Model (1997) prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to 

use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts 

to forest resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead 
agencies may refer to information compiled by the California Department of Forestry 

and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, including the Forest 

and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest 

carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the 

California Air Resources Board. Would the project: 

 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

 

Less-Than- 

Significant With 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 

Less-Than- 

Significant 

Impact 

 

No 

Impact 

 
a)  Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Statewide Importance 

(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland 

Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, 

to non-agricultural use? 

 

 

 

 

 

 X 

 

b)  Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act 

Contract? 

 

 

 

 

 

 X 

 

c)   Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land   (as 

defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as 

defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned 

Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code section 

51104(g))? 

 

 

 

 

 

 X 

 

d)    Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest 

use? 

 

 

 

 

 

 
X 

 

e)    Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their 

location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-

agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use? 

   X 

 

Discussion:  Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review of the 

project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following determination can be made: 

 

a) The soils found on the project area belong to the Diamond Springs series. This series consists of well drained soils that are 

underlain by granitic or light-colored metavolcanic rocks. These soils are on uplands near Shasta, Keswick and Ingot. Slopes 

range from 8 to 50 percent with annual precipitation of between 40 and 50 inches. 

 

 The project site has not been historically used for agricultural purposes, nor does it possess soils that are prime for agricultural 

production. The site is not located within an area of Prime Farmland as identified by the California Department of Conservation’s 

Important Farmland Series Mapping and Monitoring Program. The subject property is not identified as Prime Farmland, Unique 

Farmland, or Statewide Importance on the map titled Shasta County Important Farmland 2016. Therefore, the proposed project 

would not convert prime farmland, unique farmland, or farmland of statewide importance to nonagricultural use and there would 

be no impact which means that this impact will not be evaluated in the EIR. 

 

b) The project area is not currently under a Williamson Act Contract nor is it zoned for agricultural use by Shasta County. 

Consequently, the proposed project would not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act Contract. 

Therefore, there would be no impact from the proposed project and the impact will not be evaluated in the EIR. 
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c) The project would not conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code 

section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production 

(as defined by Government Code section 51104(g)). The project site is not forest land, timberland or zone Timberland Production. 

Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with existing zoning or cause rezoning and would have no impact on 

timberlands zoned as Timber Production. As such, this impact will not be analyzed further in the EIR. 

 

d) The project would not result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use. The project site is not forest 

land. In addition the proposed project is not located in an area of significant agricultural soils. As such, this impact will not be 

analyzed further in the EIR. 

 

Findings:  In the course of the above evaluation, impacts associated with Agriculture and Forestry Resources were found to not be 

significant because of the inability of a project of this scope to create such impacts or the absence of project characteristics producing 

effects of this type. The effects determined not to be significant are not required to be included in primary analysis sections of the EIR.  

As such, impacts to Agriculture and Forestry Resources are not reasonably foreseeable and will not be addressed further in the EIR to 

be prepared for this project. 
 

 

III. AIR QUALITY: Where available, the significance criteria established by the 

applicable air quality management district or air pollution control district may be 

relied upon to make the following determinations.  Would the project: 

 
Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

 
Less-Than- 

Significant With 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
Less-Than- 

Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

 

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality 

plan? 

 

X 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria 

pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an 

applicable Federal or State ambient air quality standard?   

 

X 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? 

 

X 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely 

affecting a substantial number of people? 

 

X 

 

 

 

 

 

 

      

Discussion: Based on related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review of the project, 

observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following findings can be made: 

 

a) The applicable air quality plan for the project area is the Northern Sacramento Valley Air Basin’s (NSVAB’s) 2018 Air Quality 

Attainment Plan (“Plan”). The Plan is primarily concerned with the pollutant ozone for which the NSVAB has been designated 

non-attainment. In particular, the Plan presents strategies necessary to attain the California ambient air quality standard for the 1-

hour ozone standard at the earliest practicable date. Due to the scale of the proposed project, further analysis is required to 

determine the extent to which increases in nitrogen oxides (NOx), reactive organic gases (ROG), and inhalable particulate matter 

(PM10) generated from project construction and operational activities may conflict with or obstruct implementation of the Air 

Quality Attainment Plan as well as what, if any, mitigation measures should be incorporated to reduce the impacts to a level that 

is less-than-significant. Therefore, these impacts are considered to be potentially significant and will need to be addressed in an 

EIR.

 

b-c) Primary air pollutant emissions associated with operation of the asphalt plant would include natural gas combustion associated 

with aggregate drying and asphalt cement heating (carbon monoxide [CO], nitrogen oxides [NOx],sulfur dioxide [SO2], 

particulate matter [PM10/PM2.5], reactive organic gases [ROG]), and dryer dust [PM10/PM2.5]). The project could potentially 

result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of criteria pollutants, including ozone, ozone pre-cursors or PM10, the 

pollutants for which the Northern Sacramento Valley Air Basin is in non-attainment under the applicable State ambient air 

quality standard. Preliminary review merits further evaluation and possible mitigation. Therefore, these potential impacts will be 

fully analyzed and evaluated in the EIR. 

 

d) The project could potentially result in air emissions which would create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of 

people. Operational air contaminants include diesel emissions from on- and off-road vehicles and equipment, and diesel and 

process emissions, including odors.  
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 The type of asphalt plant proposed is a portable drum mix type that will be powered by propane gas, which produces 

significantly less nitrogen oxide (NOx) emissions (approximately 76 percent less), sulfur dioxide (SO2) emissions, and some 

hazardous air pollutants than an oil fired plant. This process is a continuous mixing type process whereby the dryer is used, not 

only to dry the material, but also to thoroughly mix the heated and dried aggregates with the liquid asphalt cement. After mixing, 

the heated asphalt is discharged at the end of the drum and conveyed to Hot Mix Asphalt (HMA) or Warm Mix Asphalt (WMA) 

silos where the asphalt is stored and loaded onto trucks for delivery to project sites. The primary odor-causing compound from 

asphalt and the aggregate processing facilities, hydrogen sulfide (H2S), has the potential to cause localized odor impacts in the 

vicinity of the project site. Preliminary review merits further evaluation and possible mitigation. Therefore, these potential 

impacts will be fully analyzed and evaluated in the EIR. 

 

Findings:  In the course of the above evaluation, impacts associated with Air Quality were found to be potentially significant.  

Additional project and environmental data, further discussion and analysis of environmental impacts, recommendations for mitigations 

for potential impacts, and a mitigation monitoring plan, will be included in the EIR prepared for this proposed project. 

 
 
 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Would the project: 

 
Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

 
Less-Than- 

Significant With 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
Less-Than- 

Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

 
a) Have a substantial effect, either directly or through habitat 

modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or 

special-status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, 

or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service? 

 

X 
 

 

 

 

 

 
b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other 

sensitive natural community identified in local of regional plans, 

policies, and regulations or by the California Department of Fish and 

Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?   

 

X 
 

 

 

 

 

 
c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or Federally protected 

wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) 

through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other 

means?  

 

X 
 

 

 

 

 

 
d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or 

migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or 

migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife 

nursery sites? 

 

X 
  

 

 

 
e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological 

resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance? 
   X 

 
f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, 

Natural Community, Conservation Plan, or other approved local, 

regional, or State habitat conservation plan? 

 

 
 

 

 
X 

 

Discussion:  Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review of the 

project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following determinations can be made: 

 

a-d) On October 29, 2019, the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) provided a response to Shasta County’s 2019 

Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the previously considered onsite expansion of the quarry (GPA 19-0003, ZA 19-0002, UP 19-

0007, RP 19-0001) (State Clearinghouse No. 2019090702). Comments and recommendations in the letter refer to the 

forthcoming EIR and the studies and data that will inform analysis of baseline conditions and potential impacts. Specific 

reference was made to special-status species and habitat surveys. Additional comments and recommendations, in general, 

referred to: additional special-status species and habitat surveys; evaluation of potential impacts to California Endangered 

Species Act (CESA) listed species (or plants or animals listed as endangered or threatened under CESA); rare plant and sensitive 

natural communities; and additional monitoring and studies related to wildlife and aquatic resources, among other issues.  

 

 A biological resources assessment will be prepared to address potential impacts to sensitive biological resources based on the 

applicable recommendations of CDFW’s October 29, 2019 letter and any further information provided by CDFW during this 

NOP process. The biological resources assessment and any further studies necessary to determine the project’s potential impacts 

on biological resources will be fully analyzed in the EIR.   
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e) The proposed project would not conflict with any ordinances or policies which protect biological resources. Shasta County Board 

of Supervisors’ Resolution No. 95-157 provides guidance regarding use and protection of oak trees on a voluntary basis.  

Implementation of the proposed project would not result in the removal of trees outside the currently permitted quarry area. No 

impacts would occur in this regard. 

 

f) There are currently no adopted Habitat Conservation Plans, Natural Community Conservation Plans, or other approved local, 

regional, or State habitat conservation plans for the project site or project area. There would not be any conflict with local 

policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, nor with any habitat conservation plans. No impacts would occur in this 

regard. 

 

Findings: In the course of the above evaluation, impacts associated with Biological Resources were found to be potentially 

significant.  Additional project and environmental data, further discussion and analysis of environmental impacts, recommendations 

for mitigations for potential impacts, and a mitigation monitoring plan, will be included in the EIR prepared for this proposed project. 

 

 

V.  CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the project: 
Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than-

Significant With 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than- 

Significant 

Impact 

No 

Impact 

 
 a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical 

resource pursuant to §15064.5? 

 

X 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an 

archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5? 

 

X 

 
  

 

 

 
 c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal 

cemeteries?  

 

  
X 

 
 

 

Discussion:  Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review of the 

project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following determinations can be made: 

 

a-b) Based on the result of the Archaeological Inventory Survey (Land Designers, 2006)  prepared for the previous 2008 General Plan 

Amendment 07-005, Zone Amendment 07-020, Use Permit Amendment, UP-07-020, and Reclamation Plan Amendment RP-07-

022, no previously unidentified sites or features dating to historic time periods were observed during the survey. These negative 

results are explained primarily by the extensive disturbance to which all of the project area has been subjected. Two previously 

identified historic sites had been recorded within the project area. Both of these sites were evaluated for significance per CEQA 

and eligibility per the National Register of Historic Places, with Jensen concluding (2002), and the United States Bureau of Land 

Management (BLM) and California State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) concurring, that neither one is eligible for 

inclusion on the National Register or significant per CEQA, due to lack of integrity dating to the period of potential significance 

of these sites. As a consequence of this recommendation and concurrence by BLM and California SHPO, no treatment or 

mitigative action was recommended.  

 

The same conclusion is relevant for the twelve previously identified Isolates in the 2006 Archaeological Inventory Survey. 

Isolates are themselves categorically excluded as significant or potentially significant per CEQA or eligible for inclusion on the 

National Register of Historic Places. Again, no treatment or mitigative action was recommended in relation to potential impacts 

to these twelve Isolates might accompany the 2002 proposed land exchange, or any future development or impacts to which the 

property might be subject, such as the present licensing and reclamation plan.  

 

The proposed project would result in a significant impact if it caused a substantial adverse change in the significance of an 

archaeological resource. Based on the results of the investigations described above, there are no resources in the Project Area 

with intact visible surface manifestations that qualify as archaeological resources or historical resources as defined by CEQA 

Guidelines Section 15064.5. However, there is the possibility of encountering buried archaeological resources during project 

activities, including ground disturbing activities onsite and at off-site intersection improvements. Additional evaluation in the 

EIR is required. 

 

c) There are no known burial sites on the proposed project site. If human remains are unearthed during future development of the 

site, the provisions of California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 shall apply. Under this Section, no further disturbance 

shall occur until the County Coroner has made the necessary findings as to origin and disposition, pursuant to California Public 

Resources Code Section 5097.98.  
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Findings: In the course of the above evaluation, impacts associated with Cultural Resources were found to be potentially significant.  

Additional project and environmental data, further discussion and analysis of environmental impacts, recommendations for mitigations 

for potential impacts, and a mitigation monitoring plan, will be included in the EIR prepared for this proposed project. 

 

VI.  ENERGY: Would the project: 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

 
Less-Than-

Significant With 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than- 

Significant 

Impact 

No 

Impact 

 
 a) Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to 

wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources 

during project construction or operation? 

 
X 

 
 

 
 
 

 b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or 

energy efficiency? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 

Discussion:  Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review of the 

project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following determinations can be made: 

 

a) No new buildings or structures requiring electric power service or additional energy consumption are proposed with the exception 

of lighting for the asphalt plant. Further evaluation of potential impacts to energy resources related to the increased hours of 

operation, including the proposed asphalt plant will be addressed in the EIR. 

 

b) The project would not conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency. The project has no 

effect on the County’s efforts to develop renewable energy sources for County facilities when practical. Less-than-significant 

impacts would occur in this regard. 

 

Findings:  In the course of the above evaluation, impacts associated with Energy were found to be potentially significant.  Additional 

project and environmental data, further discussion and analysis of environmental impacts, recommendations for mitigations for 

potential impacts, and a mitigation monitoring plan, will be included in the EIR prepared for this proposed project. 

 

VII.  GEOLOGY AND SOILS: Would the project: 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

 
Less-Than- 

Significant With 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than- 

Significant 

Impact 

No 

Impact 

 
a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, 

including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving: 

 

i) Rupture of a known earthquake, fault, as delineated on the 

most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map 

issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other 

substantial evidence of a known fault?  Refer to Division of 

Mines and Geology Special Publications 42. 

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?  

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 

iv)  Landslides?     

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would 

become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- 

or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or 

collapse? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the 

Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial direct or indirect 

risks to life or property?  

 
  

 
 
 

 
X 

 
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks 

or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not 

available for the disposal of waste water?  

 
  

 
 
 

 
X 
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VII.  GEOLOGY AND SOILS: Would the project: 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

 
Less-Than- 

Significant With 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than- 

Significant 

Impact 

No 

Impact 

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site 

or unique geologic feature? 

 
  X 

 
Discussion:  Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review of the 

project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following determinations can be made: 

 

a) The project would not directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death 

involving:    

 

 i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault 

 

 The California Geologic Survey (CGS) evaluates the activity rating of a fault in fault evaluation reports (FERs). FERs compile 

available geologic and seismologic data and evaluate if a fault should be zoned as Holocene-active, pre-Holocene, or age 

undetermined. If an FER evaluates a fault as Holocene-active, then it is typically incorporated into a Special Studies Zone in 

accordance with the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act (AP). AP Special Studies Zones require site-specific evaluation 

of fault location for structures for human occupancy and require a habitable structure setback if the fault is found traversing a 

project site. The proposed project is not located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone established by the State. Because 

of this, the likelihood of faulting occurring across the quarry site is low.  

 

 A number of regional faults are present in the project area. The closest mapped faults to the site are the pre-Holocene Hoadley and 

Spring Creek faults, both located within a few miles of the site. The closest mapped Holocene-active fault is the Hat Creek-

McArthur fault zone, located about 39 miles east of the site. Based on this existing information, there will be less-than-significant 

impacts related to surface fault rupture. 

 

  ii)  Strong seismic ground shaking 

 

 Although there are no known earthquake faults in the project vicinity, the entire northern California region is subject to the 

potential for moderate to strong seismic shaking due to distant seismic sources. Seismic shaking can be generated on faults many 

miles from the project vicinity. Renewed activity at Mt. Shasta or Mt. Lassen, would presumably be associated with seismicity 

and potential strong ground shaking. Seismic shaking potential is, therefore, a regional hazard; the hazard is not higher or lower at 

the project site than throughout the region. Standard design and construction practices meeting current California Building Codes 

(where applicable) will provide adequate protection for the proposed project. The implementation of these standard building 

practices will result in less-than-significant impacts related seismic ground shaking in the area. 

 

  iii)  Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction 

 

 Seismic ground settlement is not considered a hazard at the site due to the fact that the site is underlain by solid granitic rock and 

is not submit to seismic ground failure. No impacts are anticipated in this regard. 

 

  iv)  Landslides. 

 

 Landslides occur throughout Shasta County, although they have not been considered a major problem. Landslides are more 

prevalent in the eastern and northern portions of the county and are commonly related to the sedimentary and volcanic rocks in 

these vicinities. Based on the project’s Geotechnical Report, the change in horizontal and vertical bench proposed has been 

evaluated and indicate that the proposed walls and benches as designed would remain stable. Less-than-significant impacts would 

occur in this regard. 

 

b) The soils found on the project area belong to the Diamond Springs series. This series consists of well drained soils that are 

underlain by granitic or light-colored metavolcanic rocks. These soils are on uplands near Shasta, Keswick and Ingot. Slopes 

range from 8 to 50 percent with annual precipitation of between 40 and 50 inches. 

 

As discussed in greater detail below under Item X.a, the proposed project will continue to comply with the statewide Construction 

General Permit (Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ) and the Industrial Storm Water General Permit (Order No. 2014-0057-DWQ). The 

proposed project would be subject to the requirements of Shasta County Code Chapter 12.12 related to grading. Compliance with 

the statewide Construction General Permit and Shasta County Code Chapter 12.12 of would serve to ensure that short-term 

surface water quality impacts are minimized. Impacts would be less-than-significant in this regard.   
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c) The threat of landslides, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse is insignificant as the geology of the area 

demonstrates stability. As noted above, based on the project Geotechnical Report, the change in horizontal and vertical bench 

proposed has been evaluated and indicate that the proposed walls and benches as designed would remain stable. Less-than-

significant impacts would occur in this regard. 
 
d) Shasta County is characterized by moderate to low expansiveness in soils with small scattered areas of high expansiveness. The 

proposed project is not located on expansive soils. No impact would occur in this regard. 
 
e) The proposed project does not propose any wastewater facilities or the development of any additional onsite septic systems, 

therefore will be no impact.  
 
f) The proposed project would not directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature. 
  
Findings: In the course of the above evaluation, impacts associated with Geology and Soils were found to not be significant because 

of the inability of a project of this scope to create such impacts or the absence of project characteristics producing effects of this type. 

The effects determined not to be significant are not required to be included in primary analysis sections of the EIR.  As such, impacts 

to Geology and Soils are not reasonably foreseeable and will not be addressed further in the EIR to be prepared for this project. 
 

VIII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS: Would the project: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less-Than- 

Significant With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 
 a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that 

may have a significant impact on the environment? 

 
X 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the 

purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?  

 
X 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

Discussion:  Based on these comments, the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff 

review of the project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following determinations can be made: 

 

a) Impacts associated with greenhouse gas emissions are more appropriately evaluated on a regional level than at a project scale as 

greenhouse gas impacts on the atmosphere are generally independent of the point of emission. The internal combustion of fuels to 

power heavy equipment for construction as well as vehicles trips associated with the proposed project construction and operation 

will generate greenhouse gases. However, construction and operation‐related emissions would occur at a low enough level that 

they are expected to have a negligible effect to climate change. 

 

Proposed project emissions will need to be modeled to determine if the proposed project would generate greenhouse gas 

emissions, either directly or indirectly that might have a significant impact on the environment. This is considered a potentially 

significant impact and will be further addressed in the EIR. 

 
b)  The project could conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of 

greenhouse gases. Shasta County has drafted a Regional Climate Action Plan; however, this plan has not been adopted. Further 
evaluation in the EIR is required. 

 

Findings: In the course of the above evaluation, impacts associated with Greenhouse Gas Emissions were found to be potentially 

significant.  Additional project and environmental data, further discussion and analysis of environmental impacts, recommendations 

for mitigations for potential impacts, and a mitigation monitoring plan, will be included in the EIR prepared for this proposed project. 
 

IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS: Would the project: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less-Than- 

Significant With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 
 a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the 

routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
 b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through 

reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the 
release of hazardous materials into the environment?  

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
 c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous 

materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or 
proposed school? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 
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IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS: Would the project: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less-Than- 

Significant With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 
 d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials 

sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a 
result, would it create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a 

plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public 
use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard or excessive noise 
for people residing or working in the project area? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 f) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted 

emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

 
X 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant 

risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires? 

 
X 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

Discussion:  Based on these comments, the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff 

review of the project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following determinations can be made: 

 

a) Hazards are those physical safety factors that can cause injury or death, and while by themselves in isolation may not pose a 

significant safety hazard to the public, when combined with development of projects can exacerbate hazardous conditions.  

Hazardous materials are typically chemicals or processes that are used or generated by a project that could pose harm to people, 

working at the site or on adjacent areas. Many of these chemicals can cause hazardous conditions to occur should they be 

improperly disposed of or accidentally spilled as part of project development or operations. Hazardous materials are also those 

listed as hazardous pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5.   

 

The Shasta County Environmental Health Division (EHD) is the administering agency and the Certified Unified Program Agency 

(CUPA) for Shasta County with responsibility for regulating hazardous materials handlers, hazardous waste generators, 

underground storage tank facilities, above ground storage tanks, and stationary sources handling regulated substances. A 

Hazardous Materials Business Plan (HMBP) is required of businesses in Shasta County that handle, use, generate, or store 

hazardous materials. The primary purpose of this plan is to provide readily available information regarding the location, type and 

health risks of hazardous materials to emergency response personnel, authorized government officials, and the public. Large cases 

of hazardous materials contamination or violations are referred to the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 

(RWQCB) and the California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC).  

 

The proposed project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or 

disposal of hazardous materials. The existing quarry and aggregate processing operation uses small amounts of fuel and lubricants 

and is subject to the County’s HMBP program, which is regulated by the Shasta County EHD as part of the Certified Unified 

Program (CUPA). The program requires the preparation of a document that provides an inventory of hazardous materials onsite, 

emergency plans and procedures in the event of an accidental release, and training for employees on safety procedures for 

handling hazardous materials and in the event of a release or threatened release. These plans are routine documents that are 

intended to disclose the presence of hazardous materials and provide information on what to do if materials are inadvertently 

released.  

 

There is a business plan on file with the Shasta County EHD which conducts periodic site inspections. Blasting of quarry rock has 

historically occurred onsite and the frequency of blasting will slightly increase with implementation of the proposed project. 

Explosive and detonators are not stored onsite and are only onsite when a blast is being set up. Less-than-significant impacts are 

anticipated in this regard. 

 

b) The level of risk associated with the accidental release of hazardous substances is not considered significant due to the small 

volume and low concentration of hazardous materials used during onsite currently and the generally low level of hazardous 

materials utilized for asphalt plant operations. Onsite operations would be required to continue to use standard operational 

controls and safety procedures that would avoid and minimize the potential for accidental release of such substances into the 

environment. Standard practices would be observed such that any materials released are appropriately contained and remediated 

as required by local, State, and federal law. Implementation of the proposed project would result in less-than-significant impacts 

in this regard. 
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c) The project would not emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within 

one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school. The proposed project is not located within one-quarter mile of an existing or 

proposed school. No impacts would occur in this regard. 

 

d) The project is not located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites and would not create a significant 

hazard to the public or the environment. The project site is not included on the list of hazardous materials sites compiled by the 

California Department of Toxic Substances Control. No impacts would occur in this regard. 

 

e) The project is not located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a public airport or public use airport. The nearest 

airport to the project site is the Benton Airport located approximately 3.5 miles to the southeast. No impacts would occur in this 

regard. 

  

f) The project would not impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency 

evacuation plan. Currently, the County has not adopted comprehensive emergency evacuation plan applicable to this area. In 

addition, neither Iron Mountain Road nor Keswick Dam Road is identified as a designated evacuation route by the County. 

However, Iron Mountain Road provides the primary access from State Route 299 (SR-299) for residents and emergency crews to 

the area, including the community of Keswick. Keswick Dam Road intersects with Iron Mountain Road approximately 0.5 miles 

north of the site and provides important emergency ingress and egress (WSRCD 2016). The potential for the proposed project to 

impact emergency response will be evaluated in the EIR.  
 

g) The outbreak and spread of wildland fires within the project area is a potential danger, particularly during the hot, dry summer 

and fall months. Various factors contribute to the intensity and spread of wildland fires: humidity, wind speed and direction, 

vegetation type, the amount of vegetation (fuel), and topography. The topography, climate, and vegetation of much of the area are 

conducive to the spread of wildland fires once started.  

 

 The most significant fire incident to impact the western Shasta County, including the project site and adjacent community, was 

the 2018 Carr Fire. The Carr Fire began July 23, 2018 at approximately 1:15 p.m. from a suspected vehicle mechanical failure. 

The fire origin was within Whiskeytown National Recreation Area (NRA), and spread to lands administered by the Bureau of 

Land Management (BLM) and United States Forest Service (USFS) in subsequent days.   

 

 On the morning of Thursday, July 26, 2018 the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) moved onto 

the existing quarry site with approximately four bulldozers, four helicopters, 60 to 100 different fire engines and water tenders.  

Onsite ponds (pond No. 4 and No. 5) provided water resources to fire suppression helicopters, water tenders, and fire engines. 

However, they left due to the fire tornado that began that night and continued into the following morning. On Sunday, July 29, 

2018, Pacific Gas & Electric Company (PG&E) and their contractor, Outback Contractors, Inc. mobilized onsite and utilized the 

entire site essentially as a command center. Over 500 pieces of major equipment, including but not limited to; trailers, backhoes, 

gravel trucks, four to five helicopters, trucks, and associated personnel, occupied the site.   

 

 According the Carr Incident Damage Inspection Report (DINS) prepared by CAL FIRE, 819 residential structures were 

destroyed in unincorporated Shasta County (CAL FIRE 2018). This includes most of the residential structures within and 

surrounding the community of Keswick. At the time of the fire the community of Keswick had an estimated population of 327 

residents (WSRCD 2016). As of November 2019, single-family residential building permit activity within the unincorporated 

portions of Shasta County impacted by the Carr Fire include the following: four permits ready to issue, 110 permits issues, 28 

permit applications applied and under review, four permits cancelled or voided, and 31 permits finalized (Shasta County 2019). 

 

 The California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) has mapped areas of significant fire hazards in the state 

through its Fire and Resources Assessment Program (FRAP). These maps place areas of the state into different fire hazard 

severity zones (FHSZ) based on a hazard scoring system using subjective criteria for fuels, fire history, terrain influences, housing 

density, and occurrence of severe fire weather where urban conflagration could result in catastrophic losses. As part of this 

mapping system, land where CAL FIRE is responsible for wildland fire protection and generally located in unincorporated areas 

is classified as a State Responsibility Area (SRA). Where local fire protection agencies, such as the Shasta County Fire 

Department, are responsible for wildfire protection, the land is classified as a Local Responsibility Area (LRA). CAL FIRE 

currently identifies the project site as an SRA. In addition to establishing local or state responsibility for wildfire protection in a 

specific area, CAL FIRE designates areas as very high fire hazard severity zones (VHFHSZ) or non-VHFHSZ. The project site is 

designated as VHFHSZ by CAL FIRE. 

 

 Permitted mine activities occur immediately adjacent to undeveloped lands managed by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) 

and continually encroach into onsite permitted open space to access economically viable mineral deposits. As noted above, the 

project site and areas surrounding it have been designated as a VHFHSZ by CAL FIRE and are susceptible to wildfires. Existing 

houses and structures east the project area, including new residential structures being built in and around the Keswick community, 
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continue to be susceptible to wildland fires. The potential for wildland hazards to be exacerbated as a result of the proposed 

project will be evaluated in the EIR. 

  
Findings:  In the course of the above evaluation, impacts associated with Hazards and Hazardous Materials were found to be 
potentially significant. Additional project and environmental data, further discussion and analysis of environmental impacts, 
recommendations for mitigations for potential impacts, and a mitigation monitoring plan, will be included in the EIR prepared for this 
proposed project. 
 

X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY:  Would the project: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than- 
Significant With 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or 

otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality? 

 
X  

 
 
 

 
 

 
b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially 

with groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable 
groundwater management of the basin. 

 
X 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, 

including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or 
through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which would: 

  (i) result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site: 

 (ii) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a 
manner which would result in flooding on- or offsite; 

 (iii) create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity 
of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff; or 

 (iv) impede or redirect flows? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due 

to project inundation? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan 

or sustainable management plan? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 

Discussion:  Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review of the 

project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following determinations can be made:  

  

a) The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) is responsible for implementing the Clean Water Act and has adopted four 

statewide general permits in order to efficiently regulate different types of stormwater discharges under a single permit. Two of 

those general permits are relevant to this project: general permits for stormwater runoff from industrial and construction sites. 

 

The SWRCB has issued a statewide General Permit (Water Quality Order 2009-0009-DWQ, as amended by 2010-0014-DWQ 

and 2012-006-DWQ) for construction activities within the State. The State General Construction Activity Storm Water Permit 

(CGP) is implemented and enforced by the Regional Water Quality Control Boards (RWQCBs). The CGP applies to construction 

activity that disturbs one acre or more, and requires the preparation and implementation of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention 

Plan (SWPPP) that identifies Best Management Practices (BMPs) to minimize pollutants from discharging from the construction 

site to the maximum extent practicable. The BMPs, that must be implemented, can be categorized into two major categories: 1) 

erosion and sediment control BMPs, and 2) non-storm water management and materials management BMPs. Erosion and 

sediment control BMPs fall into four main subcategories: 

 

• Erosion controls 

• Sediment controls 

• Wind Erosion controls 

• Tracking controls 

 

Erosion controls include practices to stabilize soil, in order to protect the soil in its existing location and prevent soil particles 

from migration. Examples of erosion control BMPs are: preserving existing vegetation, mulching and hydroseeding. Sediment 

controls are practices to collect soil particles after they have migrated, but before the sediment leaves the site. Examples of 

sediment control BMPs are: street sweeping, fiber rolls, silt fencing, gravel bags, sand bags, storm drain inlet protection, sediment 

traps and detention basins. Wind erosion controls prevent soil particles from leaving the site in the air. Examples of wind erosion 

control BMPs include: applying water or other dust suppressants to exposed soils on the site. Tracking controls prevent sediment 

from being tracked off site via vehicles leaving the site to the extent practicable.  
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A stabilized construction entrance not only limits the access points to the construction site, but also functions to partially remove 

sediment from vehicles prior to leaving the site. Non-storm water management and material management controls reduce non-

sediment related pollutants from potentially leaving the construction site to the extent practicable. The CGP prohibits the 

discharge of materials other than storm water and authorized non-storm water discharges (such as irrigation and pipe flushing and 

testing). Non-storm water BMPs tend to be management practices with the purpose of preventing storm water from coming into 

contact with potential pollutants. Examples of non-storm water BMPs include: preventing illicit discharges and implementing 

good practices for vehicle and equipment maintenance, cleaning and fueling operations, such as using drip pans under vehicles. 

Waste and materials management BMPs include implementing practices and procedures to prevent pollution from materials used 

on construction sites. Examples of materials management BMPs include: 

 

• Good housekeeping activities, such as covering stored materials and elevating them off the ground, in a central location. 

• Securely locating portable toilets away from the storm drainage system and performing routine maintenance. 

• Providing a central location for concrete wash out and performing routine maintenance.  

• Providing several dumpsters and trash cans throughout the construction site for litter/floatable management. 

• Covering and/or containing stockpiled materials and overall good housekeeping on the site. 

 

Industrial Storm Water General Permit Order 2014-0057-DWQ, as amended by Order 2015-0122-DWQ (General Industrial 

Permit) is an NPDES permit that regulates discharges associated with 10 broad categories of industrial activities, including 

mining activities like the proposed project. The General Industrial Permit requires the implementation of management measures 

that will achieve the performance standard of best available technology economically achievable (BAT) and best conventional 

pollutant control technology (BCT). Like the General Construction Permit, the General Industrial Permit also requires the 

development of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and a monitoring plan.  Through the SWPPP, sources of 

pollutants are to be identified and the means to manage the sources to reduce storm water pollution are described. The General 

Industrial Permit requires that an annual report be submitted each July 1. 

 

The proposed project shall comply with the statewide Construction General Permit (Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ) and the 

Industrial Storm Water General Permit (Order No. 2014-0057-DWQ). The proposed project would be subject to the requirements 

of Shasta County Code Chapter 12.12 related to grading. Compliance with the statewide Construction General Permit and Shasta 

County Code Chapter 12.12 of would serve to ensure that surface water quality impacts are minimized.  

 

 On October 29, 2019, the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (CVRWQCB) provided a response to Shasta 

County’s 2019 Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the previously considered onsite expansion of the quarry (GPA 19-0003, ZA 19-

0002, UP 19-0007, RP 19-0001) (State Clearinghouse No. 2019090702). Comments and recommendations in the letter refer to 

the forthcoming EIR and the studies and data that will inform analysis of baseline conditions and potential impacts. Specific 

reference was made to surface water and groundwater quality. Additional comments and recommendations, in general, referred 

to: mine pit water quality; perpetual management of mine pit lake water level; cyanobacterial blooms; impacts to hydrogeology; 

wastewater treatment and disposal, among other issues.  

 

 A hydrology assessment will be prepared to address potential impacts to surface water and groundwater resources based on the 

applicable recommendations of CVRWQCB’s October 29, 2019 letter and any further information provided by CVRWQCB 

during this NOP process. The hydrology assessment and any further studies necessary to determine the project’s potential impacts 

on surface water and groundwater resources will be fully analyzed in the EIR.   

 

b) Approximately 960,000 gallons of water per year will be needed if all the aggregate used to produce 200,000 tons of asphalt is 

washed, which is equivalent to 4.8 gallons per ton.  Water will be obtained from the two recycle ponds east of the wash plant that 

receive the used wash water which is then recycled. It is unlikely the proposed project will substantially deplete groundwater 

supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge. No onsite wells are used for the project. Potable water service is 

provided by the Shasta Community Services District. Water for fire protection is provided by the onsite reservoirs which are 

supplied by surface and groundwater seepage. After mining is completed, reclamation would re-establish the natural surface 

drainage patterns in the area. The flat quarry floors, however, would enhance recharge locally. As a result, the proposed project is 

not anticipated to substantially deplete decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such 

that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin.  

 

As noted above under Item X.a, the CVRWQCB previously recommended additional evaluation and analysis of the project’s 

potential impact to groundwater resources. The hydrology assessment and any further studies necessary to determine the project’s 

potential impact to groundwater resources will be fully analyzed in the EIR.   

 

c) Implementation of the proposed project would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area in a manner 

which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on-or offsite. The ultimate excavation of the quarry areas and associated 

water quality and drainage impacts was previously analyzed and approved through General Plan Amendment 07-005, Zone 
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Amendment 07-020, Use Permit Amendment, UP-07-020, and Reclamation Plan Amendment RP-07-022 (2008). No expansion 

in the quarry footprint would occur with the proposed project. Implementation of the proposed project would result in the addition 

of an onsite asphalt plant and expanded hours of onsite operation. As a result, the proposed project would result in less-than-

significant impacts in this regard. 

 

d) The threat of a tsunami wave is not applicable to inland areas; there is no potential for the generation of a seiche. However, the 

uncontrolled releases from Shasta Dam, although very unlikely, would devastate the entire northern Central Valley including the 

proposed project. The Sacramento River and its tributaries would overtop banks and levees.  Massive flooding in the lowlands 

along the river would occur and Interstate 5, the main west coast transportation artery, would be affected by closure and possible 

structural damage. As a result, the proposed project site would be directly affected by a dam overflow or failure. Although these 

are two different types of events, the results are the same - uncontrolled releases from Shasta Dam.   

 

Dam Overflow 

 

Although it is highly unlikely, a dam overflow is more likely than a dam failure. A dam overflow would be characterized by an 

“overtopping” of the dam. The design of the structure includes three large spillway gates to minimize the possibility of a true 

overtopping of the dam. During an intense and prolonged storm period that might bring water levels near the top of the dam, these 

spillway gates would be lowered allowing water to be discharged down the spillway. Controlling, or funneling, the discharge 

down the spillway prevents structural erosion along the base and sides of the dam, protects the turbine power generation plant at 

the base of the dam, and allows control of the release in cubic feet per second. Shasta Dam has never overflowed in its 60 year 

history. 

 

Dam Failure  

 

A dam failure is less likely than a dam overflow. A dam failure would be characterized by a structural breach of the dam.  

Flooding and overtopping, earthquakes, release blockages, landslides, lack of maintenance, improper operation, poor 

construction, vandalism, or terrorism typify dam failures. California has had about 45 failures of nonfederal dams. These failures 

occurred for a variety of reasons, the most common being overtopping of earthen dams. Some of the other reasons include 

specific shortcomings in the dams themselves or inadequate assessment of the surrounding geomorphologic characteristics.  

Shasta Dam is a federal dam, one of the largest concrete dams in the world, and secured firmly on bedrock. 

 

Although there is a history of 45 dam failures within the State of California, most of the failures were earthen dams. Of the 

concrete dams that failed, all were of the “thin-arch” design. Shasta Dam is a federally controlled and inspected dam and is 

considered a “thick arch.” Seismic activity is monitored, and tunnels throughout the dam itself allow inspectors to monitor for 

cracks and seepage. The dam is built on bedrock and is geomorphologically sound. The probability of a dam failure is extremely 

low. 

 

The proposed project, like many developed areas along the Sacramento River, is located within the mapped inundation area of 

Shasta Dam. As noted above, Shasta Dam has never overtopped and the probability of dam failure is considered extremely low. In 

addition, the County maintains an Emergency Operations Center (EOC), including communication and coordination with USBR, 

to help coordinate information and resources should the County experience a large event such as dam overflow or failure.  

 

The number of full-time onsite employees will increase from eight to 14 with one part-time employee. While the proposed project 

would result in up to an additional seven people working at the proposed project site, the loss of life as a result of a catastrophic 

failure or overtopping of Shasta Dam is not considered significant given the dam type, construction, the historical context of dam 

operations and management, and ongoing coordination between the County and the United States Bureau of Reclamation 

(USBR). Impacts are therefore considered less-than-significant in this regard. 

 

e) Refer to response under Item X.b, above. The project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality 

control plan or sustainable management plan. Impacts would be less-than-significant. 

   

Findings:  In the course of the above evaluation, impacts associated with Hydrology and Water Quality were found to be potentially 

significant. Additional project and environmental data, further discussion and analysis of environmental impacts, recommendations for 

mitigations for potential impacts, and a mitigation monitoring plan, will be included in the EIR prepared for this proposed project. 
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XI. LAND USE AND PLANNING:  Would the project: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less-Than- 

Significant With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 
a) Physically divide an established community?  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any 

land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of 
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
 
Discussion:  Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review of the 

project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following findings can be made:  

  

a)  The existing quarry is located on the southwestern edge of the community of Keswick, on the east side of the ridge that divides 

the communities of Keswick and Shasta. The proposed project does not include the creation of any road, ditch, wall, or other 

feature which would physically divide an established community. No impacts would occur in this regard. 

  

b)  The project would not conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 

mitigating an environmental effect. The existing General Plan Land Use Classification and Zoning District Designation of the 

Project Area is Industrial (I), Industrial  - Interim Mineral Resource overlay (I-IMR) and Mineral Resource (MR). The existing 

plant facilities including the office, crushing, screening and washing facilities are all located in the Manufacturing – Interim 

Mineral Resource overlay (M-IMR) as required by the Shasta County Zoning Code. The Mining Area and the existing Topsoil 

Stockpiles are located in areas classified and designated as Mineral Resource (MR).  

 

The existing General Plan Land Use Classification and Zoning District Designation of the project area is supported by the 1997 

Mineral Land Classification for Shasta County by the State of California Department of Conservation that classified the existing 

operation and adjacent lands to the west and south as Mineral Resource Zone Category MRZ-2 “wherein lands classified as MRZ-

2 are areas that contain identified mineral resources.” North of the Mining Area is the 10-acre APN 065-250-019 classified and 

designated Mineral Resource (MR). To the south of the existing Mining Area are 28.46-acres and to the south of that area is the 

remaining 81.72 acres of APN 065-250-026.  These last two parcels are classified as Natural Resource Protection – Open Space (N-

O) and zoned Unclassified (U). The proposed project requests the following actions from the County which involves an overall 

project area of 110.69-acres: 

 

• Use Permit UP 19-0007 Amendment to modify the design of the existing mining Area of approximately 57.31-acres as 

identified in the Reclamation Plan Amendment, and the Plant Area of approximately 53.38-acres which together total 

110.69-acres that will be maintained as the Reclamation Plan Area. Also sought is the approval for the installation and 

operation of an asphalt plant and for a permanent Concrete Recycle Area. 

 

• Reclamation Plan RP 19-0001 Amendment will maintain the existing 110.69-acre Reclamation Plan Area and associated 

boundaries. However, the amount of aggregate mined will be increased as will the hours of operation, and yearly blasting 

maximums. The height of the quarry highwalls and bench widths will be increased as will the pond size and depth upon 

reclamation of the site. The estimated amount of aggregate proposed to be mined increases from 15.92 million tons to 

25.4 million tons. The estimated life of the mining operation will increase from the end of Year 2072 by 27 years to end 

of the Year 2099. 

 

Existing Land Use Classifications and Zoning District Designations provide for land use compatibility with the proposed CCA 

Use Permit and Reclamation Plan Amendments and overall operations. Furthermore, the compatibility preserves and protects a 

mineral resource of regional and local importance to meet the future needs of the North State and in particular Shasta County. In 

addition, the project is consistent with the policies of the General Plan, in particular with Objectives MR-1, MR-5, and MR-7, and 

Policy MR-a. All existing and proposed uses are allowed under the existing General Plan Land Use Classifications and Zoning 

District Designations. As a result, impacts would be less-than-significant in this regard. 

 

Findings:  In the course of the above evaluation, impacts associated with Land Use and Planning were found to not be significant 

because of the inability of a project of this scope to create such impacts or the absence of project characteristics producing effects of 

this type. The effects determined not to be significant are not required to be included in primary analysis sections of the EIR.  As such, 

impacts to Land Use and Planning are not reasonably foreseeable and will not be addressed further in the EIR to be prepared for this 

project. 
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XII.  MINERAL RESOURCES: Would the project: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less-Than- 

Significant With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that 

would be of value to the region and the residents of the State? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral 

resource recovery site delineated on a local General Plan, specific 
plan or other land use plan? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 

Discussion:  Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review of the 

project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following determinations can be made: 

 

a) A mineral resource is land on which known deposits of commercially viable mineral or aggregate deposits exist. The designation 

is applied to sites determined by the State Division of Mines and Geology as being a resource of regional significance and is 

intended to help maintain any quarrying operations and protect them from encroachment of incompatible uses. Regarding 

aggregate resources on the project site, as a result of productive use the proposed expansion would result in the utilization, not 

loss, of known mineral resources of value to the region through the extraction and sale of the aggregate resources onsite. The 

continued use of the mineral resources extracted as part of the proposed expansion would create local jobs and make available the 

raw materials for projects that would be of value to the region and residents of the State for the next 80 years. Further, this use 

would be from an area designated as MRZ-2 by the State recognizing the value of the aggregate as a significant mineral deposit. 

Because the proposed project would continue to produce and make these mineral resources available for beneficial use within 

Shasta County and residents of the State for up to 80 years, this loss is not considered adverse in terms of the County’s 

environmental review pursuant to the CEQA.   

 

Because the proposed project would use mineral resources and would not preclude the future extraction of additional mineral 

resources and would not result in the loss of availability of any known statewide or regionally important mineral resources, this 

evaluation concludes that the project would have a less-than-significant impact associated with the loss of availability of a known 

mineral resources of value to the region or residents of the State. 

 

b) As discussed above under Item XII.a, regarding aggregate resources on the project site, as a result of productive use the project 

would result in the utilization of a known mineral resource of value to the region through the extraction and sale of the aggregate 

resources present onsite. Because the project would produce and make these mineral resources available for beneficial use within 

Shasta County and surrounding areas, this loss is not considered adverse in terms of the County’s environmental review pursuant 

to CEQA. Further, this use would be from an area designated as MRZ-2 by the State, recognizing the value of the aggregate as a 

significant mineral deposit. 

 

Because the proposed project would use mineral resources and would not preclude the future extraction of additional mineral 

resources and would not result in the loss of availability of any known statewide or regionally important mineral resources, this 

evaluation concludes that the project would have a less-than-significant impact associated with the loss of availability of a locally 

important mineral resource recovery site. 

 

Findings:  In the course of the above evaluation, impacts associated with Mineral Resources were found to not be significant because 

of the inability of a project of this scope to create such impacts or the absence of project characteristics producing effects of this type. 

The effects determined not to be significant are not required to be included in primary analysis sections of the EIR.  As such, impacts 

to Mineral Resources are not reasonably foreseeable and will not be addressed further in the EIR to be prepared for this project. 
 

XIII.  NOISE:  Would the project result in: 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less-Than- 

Significant With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 
a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in 

ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of 
standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, 
or applicable standards of other agencies? 

 
X 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 
b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne 

noise levels 

 
X 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 
c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an 

airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

X 
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XIII.  NOISE:  Would the project result in: 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less-Than- 

Significant With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would 
the project expose people residing or working in the project area to 
excessive noise levels? 

 

Discussion:  Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review of the 

project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following determinations can be made: 

 

a) The proposed project would not introduce new noise into the area; however, the increased truck traffic and hours of operation 

have the potential to result in the permanent increase of ambient noise levels that may exceed County standards. These impacts 

are potentially significant and will be further evaluated in the EIR. 

 

b) Mineral reserves would be removed through a combination of drilling, blasting, and excavation equipment. In surface mining, 

holes are drilled through the overburden, loaded with explosives, and discharged, shattering the rock in the overburden. All blasts 

would occur during daylight hours and only on regular business days (not on weekends or holidays). While the existing operation 

includes blasting to break up the rock in the sides and bottom of the quarry, there will be an increase in blasting activity when 

compared to the existing Use Permit. Further evaluation in the EIR is required. 

 

c) The project is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan, or within two miles of a public airport 

or public use airport. The nearest airport to the project site is the Benton Airport located approximately 3.5 miles to the southeast. 

No impacts would occur in this regard. 

 
Findings:  In the course of the above evaluation, impacts associated with Noise were found to be potentially significant.  Additional 
project and environmental data, further discussion and analysis of environmental impacts, recommendations for mitigations for 
potential impacts, and a mitigation monitoring plan, will be included in the EIR prepared for this proposed project. 
 

XIV.  POPULATION AND HOUSING:  Would the project: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less-Than- 

Significant With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 
a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, 

either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and 
businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of 
roads or other infrastructure)? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, 

necessitating the construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 

Discussion:  Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review of the 

project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following determinations can be made: 

 

a) The project would not induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly or indirectly. The proposed 

project would result in the construction of roadway infrastructure and does not include the development of new homes or 

businesses. Project implementation would only require the addition of up to 7 new full-time employees and 1 part-time employee 

which would be derived from the local labor pool. Therefore, it is not expected to induce substantial growth in the area. No 

impacts would occur in this regard. 

 

b) The project would not displace people or existing housing. The project does not include the demolition of any existing housing. 

No impacts would occur in this regard. 

 

Findings:  In the course of the above evaluation, impacts associated with Population and Housing were found to not be significant 

because of the inability of a project of this scope to create such impacts or the absence of project characteristics producing effects of 

this type. The effects determined not to be significant are not required to be included in primary analysis sections of the EIR. As such, 

impacts to Population and Housing are not reasonably foreseeable and will not be addressed further in the EIR to be prepared for this 

project. 
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XV. PUBLIC SERVICES:  Would the project result in substantial adverse 
physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered 
governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to 
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for 
any of the public services: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than- 
Significant With 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 
Fire Protection? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
Police Protection? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
Schools? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
Parks? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
Other public facilities?  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
Discussion:  Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review of the 

project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following determinations can be made: 

 

The project would not result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered 

governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause 

significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives 

for: 

 

Fire Protection 

  

Fire protection services to the proposed project are currently provided by County and State agencies and private emergency 

responders. Implementation of the proposed project is not anticipated to significantly increase response times to the site or result 

in an increase in the demand for these protection services or require any additional fire facilities. No impacts are anticipated in 

this regard. 

 

Police Protection 

 

Police protection services to the proposed project are currently provided by the County. Implementation of the proposed roadway 

extension is not expected to significantly increase response times to the site or result in an increase in the demand for police 

protection services or require any additional law enforcement facilities. The proposed project does not include housing or any 

other infrastructure that would increase the local population and therefore is not considered significant enough to warrant any 

additional sworn or non-sworn peace officers. No impacts are anticipated in this regard.  

 

Schools 

 

Implementation of the proposed project will not result in an increase of student populations in unincorporated Shasta County. The 

proposed project does not result in an increase in housing or population in the County which would require additional educational 

facilities. Therefore, the proposed project would have no impact in this area. 

 

Parks 

 

The project is located in the unincorporated portion of Shasta County which does not have a formal park and recreation program 

normally found within incorporated cities. The need for additional parkland is primarily based on an increase in population to an 

area. Given that the proposed project would not increase the population of Shasta County, the project would not burden any parks 

in the surrounding area beyond capacity by generating additional recreational users. Therefore, the proposed project would not 

require the construction or expansion of park and recreational facilities and would also not result in an increase in demand for 

parks and recreation facilities in the surrounding area. No impacts would occur in this regard. 

 

Findings:  In the course of the above evaluation, impacts associated with Public Services were found to not be significant because of 

the inability of a project of this scope to create such impacts or the absence of project characteristics producing effects of this type. 

The effects determined not to be significant are not required to be included in primary analysis sections of the EIR. As such, impacts 

to Public Services are not reasonably foreseeable and will not be addressed further in the EIR to be prepared for this project. 
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XVI. RECREATION: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less-Than- 

Significant With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 
a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and 

regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial 
physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the 

construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might have 
an adverse physical effect on the environment? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 

Discussion:  Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review of the 

project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following determinations can be made: 

 

a) The County does not have a neighborhood or regional parks system or other County-maintained recreational facilities. The 

proposed project does not propose to add significant new numbers of people that would require housing and ancillary recreation 

facilities. Additionally, there are several National and State parkland facilities, national forests, and BLM holdings within the 

region available to potential park users. Therefore, the proposed project would not increase the use of existing neighborhood and 

regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be 

accelerated. A less-than-significant would occur in this regard. 

 

b) The project would not include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might 

have an adverse effect on the environment. School facilities are typically used for sports and recreation. The City of Redding, 

located to the east of the project, also has a number of recreational facilities. In addition, there are tens of thousands of acres of 

rivers, lakes, forests, and other public lands available for recreation in Lassen National Park, the Shasta and Whiskeytown 

National Recreation Areas, the National Forests, and other public land administered by the BLM. Implementation of the proposed 

project would not result in substantially increased use of any area recreational facilities and would therefore not require 

construction of new or expansion of any other existing recreational facilities. A less-than-significant would occur in this regard. 

 

Findings:  In the course of the above evaluation, impacts associated with Recreation were found to not be significant because of the 

inability of a project of this scope to create such impacts or the absence of project characteristics producing effects of this type. The 

effects determined not to be significant are not required to be included in primary analysis sections of the EIR. As such, impacts to 

Recreation are not reasonably foreseeable and will not be addressed further in the EIR to be prepared for this project. 

 

XVII. TRANSPORTATION: Would the project: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less-Than- 

Significant With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 
a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing 

the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle, and 
pedestrian facilities?   

 
X 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 b) Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA 

Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?  

 
X 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
c) Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature 

(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible 
uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 

 
X 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
d) Result in inadequate emergency access? 

 
X 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
Discussion:  Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review of the 

project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following determinations can be made: 

 

a) On November 1, 2019, the Central the California Department of Transportation, District 2 (Caltrans) provided a response to 

Shasta County’s 2019 Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the previously considered onsite expansion of the quarry (GPA 19-0003, 

ZA 19-0002, UP 19-0007, RP 19-0001) (State Clearinghouse No. 2019090702). Comments and recommendations in the letter 

refer to the forthcoming EIR and the studies and data that will inform analysis of baseline conditions and potential impacts. 

Specific reference was made to the likely need to improve the intersection of SR-299 and Iron Mountain Road. A Traffic 

Assessment Report will be prepared for the proposed project. The Traffic Assessment Report will examine existing traffic 

volumes on roadways increases in congestion at intersections within the proposed project study area, including potential solutions 



 
 

CCA UP-19-0007 & RA-19-0001    23                      Initial Study 

for the SR-299/Iron Mountain Road intersection. To address potential increases in truck traffic and potential impacts to pedestrian 

and bicycle safety, the forthcoming assessment will be examined and incorporated into the EIR. 

 

b) The proposed project’s consistency with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 will be evaluated in the EIR.  

 

c) During the Notice of Preparation (NOP) period and project scoping conducted by the County between September 2019 and 

November 2019, the County received feedback from members of the bicycling community related to bicycle safety concerns 

along Iron Mountain Road. These concerns mainly focused on the existing limited shoulder space between SR-299 and Keswick 

Dam Road that creates hazardous conditions and potential conflicts between bicycles and vehicles, particularly trucks. The 

volume of bicycle traffic (both mountain bikes and road bikes) along this segment of Iron Mountain Road has continued to 

increase over the past several years, raising concerns from the bicycling community that this hazard would be exacerbated with 

implementation of the proposed project. Several recommendations to enhance safety through the installation of new signage were 

provided to the County. 

 

In addition, the area of the proposed project is located in the vicinity of several of Shasta County’s most popular mountain biking 

trails. These facilities are located generally to the north, south, and west of the project site on the adjacent BLM parcels and are 

associated with the Rock Creek – Middle Creek Trail System and other regional trail facilities that connect to the Sacramento 

River Rail – Trial System. Trailhead parking is provided at various locations along Iron Mountain Road between SR-299 and 

Keswick Dam Road. As mentioned above, Iron Mountain Road is popular with on-road bicyclists and many off-road bicyclists 

use the segment of Iron Mountain Road adjacent to the proposed project to connect to French Fry and Trail 58/Middle Creek.  

 

Similar to concerns raised regarding on-road bicycle safety along Iron Mountain Road, the County also received feedback from 

members of the off-road bicycling community regarding the potential impacts of the proposed project on the adjacent trail 

systems noted above.  Specific concerns focused on aesthetic impacts from clearing and mining, noise from blasting, odor from 

asphalt operations, increase runoff to Middle Creek and Rock Creek, dust generation, and increase truck traffic along Iron 

Mountain Road. Mitigation, such as building and maintaining and alternative bike route to Iron Mountain Road that connect the 

French Fry Trail and Trail 58 trailheads, was recommended.  

 

 As the proposed project is expected to increase truck traffic volumes on Iron Mountain Road, this impact is potentially significant 

and will be further evaluated in the EIR. 
 

d) The project would not impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency 

evacuation plan. Currently, the County has not adopted comprehensive emergency evacuation plan applicable to this area. In 

addition, neither Iron Mountain Road nor Keswick Dam Road is identified as a designated evacuation route by the County. 

However, Iron Mountain Road provides the primary access from SR-299 for residents and emergency crews to the area, including 

the community of Keswick. Keswick Dam Road intersects with Iron Mountain Road approximately 0.5 miles north of the site and 

provides important emergency ingress and egress. The potential for the proposed project to impact emergency response will be 

evaluated in the EIR.  
 

Findings: In the course of the above evaluation, impacts associated with Transportation were found to be potentially significant.  

Additional project and environmental data, further discussion and analysis of environmental impacts, recommendations for mitigations 

for potential impacts, and a mitigation monitoring plan, will be included in the EIR prepared for this proposed project. 
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XVIII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the project: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less-Than- 

Significant With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 
a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the 

significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public 
Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, 
cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the 
size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with 
cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is: 

 

i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of 
Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical 
resources as defined in Public Resources Code section 
5020.1(k), or 

 

ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion 
and supported by substantial evidence, to be significant 
pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public 
Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set 
forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code Section 
5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the 
resource to a California Native American tribe. 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 

Discussion:  Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review of the 

project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following determinations can be made: 

 

a) The identification of tribal cultural resources is a continuing process between the appropriate tribes or tribal representatives and 

CEQA lead agency. The appropriate tribes or tribal representative are the authority on identifying tribal cultural resources. The 

archival records search performed as part of the cultural resources analysis did not result in the identification of known tribal 

cultural resources within or near the study area. Furthermore, initial field review of the project area did not identify any signs of 

previously unidentified subsurface tribal cultural resources within or adjacent to the project area.  

 

Pursuant to the Assembly Bill (AB) 52 Tribal consultation process, CEQA lead agencies consult with tribes that are traditionally 

and culturally affiliated with the project area and that have requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC) 

Section 21080.3.1. The purpose of the consultation is to determine whether a proposed project may result in a significant impact 

to tribal cultural resources that may be undocumented or known only to the tribe and its members. As set forth in PRC Section 

21080.3.1(b), the law requires:  

 

Prior to the release of a negative declaration, mitigated negative declaration, or environmental impact report for a 

project, the lead agency shall begin consultation with a California Native American tribe that is traditionally and 

culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project if: (1) the California Native American tribe 

requested to the lead agency, in writing, to be informed by the lead agency through formal notification of proposed 

projects in the geographic area that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the tribe, and (2) the California 

Native American tribe responds, in writing, within 30 days of receipt of the formal notification, and requests the 

consultation.  

 

 

The County’s AB 52 contact list consists of Native American tribes that had submitted written requests for notification of CEQA 

projects within their geographic area of traditional and cultural affiliation as of October 7, 2019, when the County initiated 

consultation. The County sent a letter by certified mail on October 7, 2019 to the Wintu Tribe of Northern California and Toyon-

Wintu Center. Return receipts for the certified letters indicate the letters were delivered on October 7, 2019. The County received 

no response to the letter. 

 
Findings: In the course of the above evaluation, impacts associated with Tribal Cultural Resources were found to less-than-
significant.   
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XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS: Would the project: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less-Than- 

Significant With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 
a) Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or 

expanded water, wastewater treatment or storm water 
drainage, electric power, natural gas or telecommunications 
facilities, the construction or relocations of which could cause 
significant environmental effects?  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project 

and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, 
dry and multiple dry years? 

 
X 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
c) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider 

which serves or may serve the project that it has adequate 
capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to 
the provider’s existing commitments? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in 

excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise 
impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals?    

 
  

 
 
 

 
X 

 
e) Comply with Federal, State, and local management and 

reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste? 

 
  

 
 
 

 
X 

 

Discussion:  Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review of the 

project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following determinations can be made: 

 

a) The project would not require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water or, wastewater treatment 

facilities or expansion of existing storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas or telecommunications facilities, the 

construction or relocations of which could cause significant environmental effects. No impacts would occur in this regard. 

 

b) Approximately 960,000 gallons of water per year will be needed if all the aggregate used to produce 200,000 tons of asphalt is 

washed, which is equivalent to 4.8 gallons per ton. Water will be obtained from the two recycle ponds east of the wash plant that 

receive the used wash water which is then recycled. It is unlikely the proposed project will substantially deplete groundwater 

supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge. The proposed project will not require the acquisition or expansion 

of entitlements and there will be no need to develop infrastructure to connect to an existing water supply distribution facility. 

Therefore, the proposed project would not result in the exceedance of an allotted water supply for the County.  

 

As noted above under Item X.a, the CVRWQCB previously recommended additional evaluation and analysis of the project’s 

potential impact to groundwater resources. The hydrology assessment and any further studies necessary to determine the project’s 

potential impact to groundwater resources will be fully analyzed in the EIR.   

 

c) The project would not result in the production of any wastewater. Because the proposed project will not connect to any water or 

wastewater treatment facilities, there would be no impact on the capacity of an existing water or wastewater treatment facilities 

and therefore, this impact will not be analyzed further in the EIR. No impacts are anticipated in this regard. 

 

d) The project would not generate new solid waste and therefore would not generate waste in excess of State or local standards, or in 

excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals. The Richard W. 

Curry/West Central Landfill has approximately 120 to 320 tons per day of capacity; therefore, the landfill would support the low 

volume of waste generated during construction of any necessary offsite improvements to support the proposed project. Recycling 

of construction debris would reduce the potential amount of waste disposed of at the Richard W. Curry/West Central Landfill and 

would contribute to the recycling goals set forth by Shasta County, California Building Code, and AB 939. Construction activities 

would be required to comply with all federal, State, and local statues and regulations related to solid waste. No impact would 

occur in this regard. 

 

e) The project would comply with Federal, State, and local management and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste. 

The project will not generate any solid waste. The 1989 California Integrated Waste Management Act (AB 939) requires the 

County to attain specific waste diversion goals. In addition, the California Solid Waste Reuse and Recycling Access Act of 1991, 

as amended, requires expanded or new development projects to incorporate storage areas for recycling bins into the proposed 

project design. Reuse and recycling of construction debris would reduce operating expenses and save valuable landfill space.  
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AB 939, SB 1016, AB 341, and AB 1826 require the County to meet specific waste diversion goals. The Richard W. Curry West 

Central Landfill has available capacity to accommodate solid construction waste generated by the proposed project. In addition, 

the Anderson Landfill also has available capacity to accommodate solid construction waste generated by the proposed project.  

No impact would occur in this regard.   

 

Findings:  In the course of the above evaluation, impacts associated with Utilities and Service Systems were found to be potentially 

significant. Additional project and environmental data, further discussion and analysis of environmental impacts, recommendations for 

mitigations for potential impacts, and a mitigation monitoring plan, will be included in the EIR prepared for this proposed project. 
 

XX. WILDFIRE: If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified 
as very high fire hazard severity zones, would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less-Than- 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 
a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or 

emergency evacuation plan?  

 
X 

 
 

 
 

 
 

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire 

risks, and thereby expose project occupants to, pollutant 

concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a 

wildfire? 

 
X 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
c) Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure 

(such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or 
other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in 
temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment?     

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope 

or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire 

slope instability, or drainage changes? 

  X  

 

Discussion: Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review of the 

project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following determinations can be made: 

 

a) The County of Shasta and all cities within the County use the Emergency Operations Plan to respond to major emergencies and 

disasters. The Emergency Operations Plan identifies a broad range of potential hazards and a response plan for each. The Shasta 

County Sheriff’s Department, California Highway Patrol, and other cooperating law enforcement agencies have primary 

responsibility for evacuations. These agencies work with the County Office of Emergency Services, and with responding fire 

department personnel who assess fire behavior and spread, which ultimately influence evacuation decisions. As of this time Cal 

Fire, Shasta County Fire Department, Shasta County Office of Emergency Services, Shasta County Sheriff’s Department, and 

others have not adopted a comprehensive emergency evacuation plan applicable to this area.  

 

All evacuations in the County follow pre-planned procedures to determine the best plan for the type of emergency. The 

designated County emergency evacuation and law enforcement coordinator is the sheriff. The evacuation coordinator is assisted 

by other law enforcement and support agencies in emergency events. Law enforcement agencies, highway/street departments, and 

public and private transportation providers would conduct evacuation operations. Activities would include law enforcement traffic 

control, barricades, signal control, and intersection monitoring downstream of the evacuation area, all with the objective of 

avoiding or minimizing potential backups and evacuation delays. 

 

Another factor in the evacuation process would be a managed and phased evacuation declaration. Evacuating in phases, based on 

vulnerability, location, or other factors, enables subsequent traffic surges on major roadway to be minimized over a longer time 

frame and can be planned to result in traffic levels that flow more efficiently than when mass evacuations include large 

evacuation areas simultaneously. Law enforcement personnel and Shasta County Office of Emergency Services staff would be 

responsible for ensuring that evacuations are phased appropriately, taking into consideration the vulnerability of communities 

when making decisions. 

 

 It is acknowledged that the existing site has been used for disaster response staging such as during fire emergencies over the last 

two decades. The project site would continue to be available as a local staging area for emergency personal and/or be accessible 

to the public as a local safe zone during a wildfire event. 

 

 There are existing residents that to the north and east of the project site with a significant number of properties anticipated to be 

redeveloped in the coming months and years as evidenced by building permit records maintained by Shasta County. In the event 

of a wildfire at, or near the project site, existing and future residences and structures in the project vicinity would be at risk. The 

impact of increased truck traffic related to wildfire hazards will be further evaluated in the EIR. 
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b) As noted above under Item IX.g, CAL FIRE currently identifies the project site as an SRA. In addition to establishing local or 

state responsibility for wildfire protection in a specific area, CAL FIRE designates areas as very high fire hazard severity zones 

(VHFHSZ) or non-VHFHSZ. The project site is designated as VHFHSZ by CAL FIRE. 

 

The risk of potential ignitions resulting from mining activities onsite would be considered very low for the existing cleared areas 

of the site with non-combustible land cover (mine production areas, rock crushing/screening plant, washing operations, mobile 

office trailer, truck scales, and settling/recycling ponds). However, mineral reserves would continue to be removed through a 

combination of drilling, blasting, and excavation equipment, albeit, increased when compared to existing conditions. The 

potential wildfire risk associated with increased onsite basting activity will be evaluated in the EIR. 

 

c) The proposed project is required to comply with defensible space standards outlined within California Public Resources Code 

4291, including the standards outlined within Shasta County Code Section 8.08 and Section 8.10. The proposed project would 

also comply with all applicable California Fire Code requirements for constructing and operating extraction and processing 

activities in a VHFHSZ, including, but not limited to, specific requirements for water supply, signage, and fire department access.  

 

The existing facility maintains two points of access that would continue to facilitate site access by responding fire agency 

personnel and other emergency responders, if necessary. In addition, the proposed project does not include the addition of new 

overhead power lines or other infrastructure or features that are expected to exacerbate wildfire risk or result in additional 

temporary or permanent impacts.  

 

Development of the proposed project, in compliance with applicable with defensible space standards reduces the potential for the 

proposed project to impact adjacent residences from wildfire events, as well as reducing the potential that the proposed project 

would be significantly damaged from offsite wildfires burning onto the project site. The proposed use permit and reclamation plan 

amendments would continue to be subject to all applicable Shasta County Code requirements and defensible space requirements 

pursuant to California Public Resources Code 42911. As a result, the proposed project would not require the installation or 

maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that 

may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment. Impacts are less-than-significant 

in this regard. 

 

d) The project would not expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, 

as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes. The location of the proposed project does not fall within a 

FEMA flood zone, nor are there any sheer or unstable cliffs in the immediate area.  

 

Development of the proposed project would not significantly alter existing onsite drainage patterns or impervious services 

compared to existing conditions. During each mine phase stormwater runoff will continue to be routed through the various ponds, 

with all but a small portion eventually discharged from Settling Pond No. 3. Stormwater from Pond No. 4 can also be routed 

around the Settling Ponds and discharged directly to the ditch that is tributary to Middle Creek, but this has seldom occurred 

(LAA 2020). As a result, overall water management and stormwater runoff control of the proposed project will be similar to 

current operations. The proposed project will continue to be covered under the State of California General Industrial Storm Water 

Permit Order Number 2014-0057-DWQ and implement Best Management Practices (BMPs) to reduce impacts to storm water 

quality. In addition, during the mine’s operational history there have been no significance surface failures and the proposed 

finished mine slope of 45 degrees is considered stable (Bajada 2020). Therefore, the proposed project does not pose a significant 

risk of landslides.  

 

Considering these project site features and characteristics, potential future post-fire conditions are not expected to increase risks 

associated with runoff and erosion. Considering the project site’s phased reclamation and implementation of erosion control 

BMPs, potential impacts associated with runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes are considered less-than-

significant. 

 

Findings:  In the course of the above evaluation, impacts associated with Wildfire were found to be potentially significant.  Additional 

project and environmental data, further discussion and analysis of environmental impacts, recommendations for mitigations for 

potential impacts, and a mitigation monitoring plan, will be included in the EIR prepared for this proposed project. 

 

 

 

 

 
1 Shasta County. Statement of Conditions. Use Permit Condition No. 54. Crystal Creek Aggregate. 2007. 
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XIX.  MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less-Than- 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 
 a) Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality 

of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or 
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below the 
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 
community, substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a 
rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of 
the major periods of California history or prehistory?  

 
X 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but 

cumulatively considerable?  (“Cumulatively considerable” means that 
the incremental effects of a project are considerable when viewed in 
connection the effects of past projects, the effects of other current 
projects, and the effects of probable future projects)? 

 
X 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause 

substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or 
indirectly?     

 
X 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
Discussion: Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review of the 

project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following determinations can be made: 

 

a) Based on the discussion and findings in Section IV. Biological Resources, there is evidence to support a finding that the proposed 

project would 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 drop below the self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 

community, or reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal. 

 

b) Based on the discussion and findings in all Sections above, there is evidence to suggest that the proposed project would have 

impacts that are cumulatively considerable. A review of cumulative impacts for each issue area that has been identified as 

potentially significant will be required pursuant State CEQA Guidelines §15130. A determination of significance will be made for 

each issue. 

 

c) Based on the discussion and findings in all Sections above, there is evidence to support a finding that the proposed project has 

potential environmental effects which may cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. The 

EIR will include a comprehensive review of existing conditions, potential project impacts, and will recommend mitigation 

measures to reduce the level of significant related to short-term construction and long-term operations, as necessary.  

 

Findings:  Additional project and environmental data, further discussion and analysis of environmental impacts, recommendations for 

mitigations for potential impacts, and a mitigation monitoring plan, will be included in the EIR prepared for this proposed project.
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SOURCES OF DOCUMENTATION FOR INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST 
 
All headings of this source document correspond to the headings of the initial study checklist.  In addition to the resources listed 
below, initial study analysis may also be based on field observations by the staff person responsible for completing the initial study.  
Most resource materials are on file in the office of the Shasta County Department of Resource Management, Planning Division, 1855 
Placer Street, Suite 103, Redding, CA  96001, Phone: (530) 225-5532.   
 
GENERAL PLAN AND ZONING  

1. Shasta County General Plan and land use designation maps. 
2. Applicable community plans, airport plans and specific plans. 
3. Shasta County Zoning Ordinance (Shasta County Code Title 17) and zone district maps. 

 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 
 
I. AESTHETICS 

1. Shasta County General Plan, Section 6.8 Scenic Highways, and Section 7.6 Design Review. 
2. Zoning Standards per Shasta County Code, Title 17. 
 

II.    AGRICULTURAL AND FORESTRY RESOURCES 
1. Shasta County General Plan, Section 6.1 Agricultural Lands. 
2. Shasta County Important Farmland 2016 Map, California Department of Conservation. 
3. Shasta County General Plan, Section 6.2 Timber Lands. 
4. Soil Survey of Shasta County Area, California, published by U.S. Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service and 

Forest Service, August 1974. 
 
III.  AIR QUALITY 

1. Shasta County General Plan Section, 6.5 Air Quality. 
2. Northern Sacramento Valley Air Basin, 2018 Air Quality Attainment Plan. 

 
IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

1. Shasta County General Plan, Section 6.2 Timberlands, and Section 6.7 Fish and Wildlife Habitat. 
2. Designated Endangered, Threatened, or Rare Plants and Candidates with Official Listing Dates, published by the California 

Department of Fish and Wildlife. 
3. Natural Diversity Data Base Records of the California Department of Fish and Wildlife. 
4. Federal Listing of Rare and Endangered Species. 
5. Shasta County General Plan, Section 6.7 Fish and Wildlife Habitat. 
6. State and Federal List of Endangered and Threatened Animals of California, published by the California Department of Fish 

and Wildlife. 
7. Natural Diversity Data Base Records of the California Department of Fish and Wildlife. 

 
V.   CULTURAL RESOURCES 

1. Shasta County General Plan, Section 6.10 Heritage Resources. 

2. Records of, or consultation with, the following: 

a. The Northeast Information Center of the California Historical Resources Information System, Department of 

Anthropology, California State University, Chico. 

b. State Office of Historic Preservation. 

c. Local Native American representatives. 

d. Shasta Historical Society. 

 3. Jensen, Sean Michael. Archaeological Inventory Survey for the Crystal Creek Aggregate Relicensing Project c. 150-acres 

Along Ironside Mountain, Shasta County. 2006. 

4. Jensen, Sean Michael. Cultural resources Inventory Survey for the Crystal Creek Aggregate General Plan Amendment and 

Rezone Project circa 110 acres in Shasta County. 2019.  
 
VI. ENERGY 

1. California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (AB 32) 

2. California Code of Regulations Title 24, Part 6 – California Energy Code 
 
VII. GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

1. Shasta County General Plan, Section 5.1 Seismic and Geologic Hazards, Section 6.1 Agricultural Lands, and Section 6.3 
Minerals. 

2. County of Shasta, Erosion and Sediment Control Standards, Design Manual 
3. Soil Survey of Shasta County Area, California, published by U.S. Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service and 

Forest Service, August 1974.   
 4.  Alquist - Priolo, Earthquake Fault Zoning Maps. 
 5. Bajada Geosciences, Inc. 2020. Geotechnical Report Crystal Creek Aggregate Quarry Expansion, Shasta County, California. 

April 10, 2020. 
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VIII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

1. Shasta Regional Climate Action Plan 
2. California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (White Paper) CEQA & Climate Change, Evaluating and Addressing 

Greenhouse Gas Emissions from Projects Subject to the California Environmental Quality Act 
 
IX.    HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

1. Shasta County General Plan, Section 5.4 Fire Safety and Sheriff Protection, and Section 5.6 Hazardous Materials. 
2. County of Shasta Multi-Hazard Functional Plan 
3. Records of, or consultation with, the following:  

a. Shasta County Department of Resource Management, Environmental Health Division. 
   b. Shasta County Fire Prevention Officer. 

c. Shasta County Sheriff's Department, Office of Emergency Services. 
d. Shasta County Department of Public Works. 
e. California Environmental Protection Agency, California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central Valley Region. 

 
X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 

1. Shasta County General Plan, Section 5.2 Flood Protection, Section 5.3 Dam Failure Inundation, and Section 6.6 Water 
Resources and Water Quality. 

2. Flood Boundary and Floodway Maps and Flood Insurance Rate Maps for Shasta County prepared by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency, as revised to date. 

3. Records of, or consultation with, the Shasta County Department of Public Works acting as the Flood Control Agency and 
Community Water Systems manager. 

4. Lawrence & Associates. 2020. Hydraulic Evaluation for Proposed Quarry Changes, Chrystal Creek Aggregate, Inc. 

November 2020. 
 
XI. LAND USE AND PLANNING 

1. Shasta County General Plan land use designation maps and zone district maps. 
2. Shasta County Assessor's Office land use data. 

 
XII.   MINERAL RESOURCES 

3. Shasta County General Plan Section 6.3 Minerals.  
 
XIII. NOISE 

1. Shasta County General Plan, Section 5.5 Noise and Technical Appendix B. 
 
XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING 

1. Shasta County General Plan, Section 7.1 Community Organization and Development Patterns. 
2. Census data from U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census. 
3. Census data from the California Department of Finance. 
4. Shasta County General Plan, Section 7.3 Housing Element. 
5. Shasta County Department of Housing and Community Action Programs. 

 
XV. PUBLIC SERVICES 

1. Shasta County General Plan, Section 7.5 Public Facilities. 
2. Records of, or consultation with, the following: 

a. Shasta County Fire Prevention Officer.  
b. Shasta County Sheriff's Department. 
c. Shasta County Office of Education. 
d. Shasta County Department of Public Works. 

 
XVI. RECREATION 

1. Shasta County General Plan, Section 6.9 Open Space and Recreation.  
 
XVII. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC 

1. Shasta County General Plan, Section 7.4 Circulation. 
2. Records of, or consultation with, the following: 

a. Shasta County Department of Public Works. 
b. Shasta County Regional Transportation Planning Agency. 
c. Shasta County Congestion Management Plan/Transit Development Plan. 

3. Institute of Transportation Engineers, Trip Generation Rates. 
 

XVIII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 
1. Tribal Consultation in accordance with Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1 

 
XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

1. Field Reconnaissance 
2. Records of, or consultation with, the following: 
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a. Roadway Design Engineer. 
b. Shasta County Department of Resource Management, Environmental Health Division. 
c. Shasta County Department of Public Works. 

 

XX. WILDFIRE 

1. Office of the State Fire Marshall-CALFIRE Fire Hazard Severity Zone Maps 

 
XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

                None 
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Crystal Creek Aggregate, Inc.
Use Permit Amendment (UP-19-0007)

Reclamation Plan Amendment (RP-19-0001)
SCH No. 2019090702

Shasta County Department of Resource Management

Planning Division

March 9, 2021



 Welcome and Staff Introductions

 Purpose of Scoping

 Project Background and Overview

 Purpose of CEQA

 Approach to Environmental Analysis

 Environmental Impact Report Process

 Participation in the CEQA Process



 Shasta County Planning Staff

◦ Tara Petti, Associate Planner

◦ Adam Fieseler, Planning Manager

◦ Paul Hellman, Director of Resource Management

 County’s EIR Consultant – SHN Consulting

◦ Bruce Grove, Principal



 Receive additional input from the public on 
environmental issues that the Draft EIR should 
address

 The County has chosen to hold this meeting to 
enhance public participation as part of the project’s 
CEQA review

 Today’s meeting is not intended as a forum to 
discuss the merits of the proposed project

◦ Merits may be discussed a future hearings with the 
Planning Commission



 Crystal Creek Aggregate, Inc., submitted an 
application to Shasta County to approve a Use 
Permit Amendment and Reclamation Plan 
Amendment

 Shasta County is the “Lead Agency” for CEQA 
review of the project

 Shasta County has retained SHN Consulting to 
prepare an EIR for the project



 SHN works for Shasta County, not the project 
applicant

 Avoids conflict of interest

 The applicant has provided funds to the County to 
prepare the EIR

 Local taxpayer dollars are not used



 Originally Permitted on February 22, 1990 (UP-24-
90 and RP-1-90)

 2008: GPA-07-005, ZA-07-020, UP-07-020, and 
RP-07-022 approved by County

 2019: GPA-19-0003, ZA-19-0002, UP-19-0007, 
and RP-19-0001were submitted

 2020: Applicant voluntarily repeals applications to 
redesign the project based on input received

 2021: Applicant submits revised Use Permit and 
Reclamation Plan applications



CRYSTAL CREEK AGGREGATE
2019 & 2021 SUBMISSION DIFFERENCES

Project Component
09/30/2019 

NOP
02/19/2021 

NOP

Project Area 179.97 Ac 179.97 Ac

Use Permit Area 179.97 Ac 179.97 Ac

Mining (Quarry) Area 102.25 Ac 57.31 Ac

Plant Site & Stockpiles 46.83 Ac 53.38 Ac

Other Lands* 30.89 Ac -

Remaining Mineral Resource Area* - 69.28 Ac

Reclamation Plan Area 179.97 Ac 110.69 Ac

*Area around the northern, western & southern areas of the mining area references as “Other 
Lands” in the 09/30/2019 NOP project description.



CRYSTAL CREEK AGGREGATE
2019 & 2021 SUBMISSION DIFFERENCES

Project Component 09/30/2019 NOP 02/19/2021 NOP

General Plan Amendment Yes No

N-O to MR 28.46 Ac N/A

Rezoning Yes No

U to MR 28.46 Ac N/A

Total Aggregate To Be Mined

Million Cubic Yards 37.29 12.7

Million Tons 74.58 25.4

Annual Aggregate To Be Mined

Million Cubic Yards 450,000 250,000

Million Tons 900,000 Tons 500,000 Tons

Mining Phases 11 3

Mining Termination Date 06/15/2169 12/31/2099

Years of Operation 150 79



CRYSTAL CREEK AGGREGATE
2019 & 2021 SUBMISSION DIFFERENCES

Project Component 09/30/2019 NOP 02/19/2021 NOP

Blasting Days Per Year 40 24

Asphalt Plant Yes Yes

Daily Truck Trips 1,912 1,062

AM Peak Truck Trips 221 123

PM Peak Trips 111 62

Mining Area Wildlife Escape Routes No Yes

All Native Species Revegetation No Yes

Pond #6 Area

Area 66.85 Ac 32.67 Ac

Depth 100 Ft 60 Ft

Pond Bench Width 36 Ft 44 Ft

Meandering Drainage Course No Yes

Depth 100 Ft 60 Ft



 A system of checks & balances for land use 
development & management actions

 Evaluate anticipated physical environmental effects

 Identify ways to avoid or reduce those effects

 Public opportunity to comment on the 
environmental issues

 Provide information to decision makers and public 
about environmental consequences of actions 
before they are made



 Advocate for or oppose a project

 Require project denial due to adverse effects

 Address economic or social concerns

 Discuss the merits of the proposed project

The merits of the project may be discussed at future

public hearings with the Planning Commission



 Public and agency input on the scope and content 
of the environmental impact analysis

 Scoping comments inform the scope of the Draft 
EIR’s analysis:

◦ Potentially significant environmental effects to be analyzed

◦ Potential mitigation measures

◦ Alternatives to be considered

◦ Identify issues that should not be studied in detail

 Comments received will be summarized in a 
Scoping Report and included in the Draft EIR



 Highest level of environmental review under CEQA

 Extensive public review and input process

 Objective disclosure document focusing on:

◦ Anticipated physical environmental impacts

◦ Ways in which the significant effects can be mitigated

◦ Alternatives to the proposed project that could reduce or 
eliminate significant effects



 Adequacy of the EIR measured by:

o Independent review in good faith

o Full disclosure of all potential environmental impacts

o Findings and conclusions based on substantial evidence

o Information based on facts, not speculation

o Unbiased document that neither supports nor opposes the 
project

Educate decision makers to make an informed 
decision on the project



 Threshold-based Analysis

 Short-Term Impacts

 Long-Term Impacts

 Cumulative Impacts

 Project Alternatives

 Identify feasible mitigation measures to avoid or 
reduce impacts

 Identify significant unavoidable impacts

Mitigation Required

Significance Threshold

Less Than Significant

D
e
g
re

e
 o

f 
Im

p
a
c
t



 NOP 30-day Public Circulation

 NOP comment period ends on March 22, 2021at 
5:00 p.m.

 Draft EIR (45-day public review)

 Final EIR
◦ Responses to comments

◦ Changes or corrections to the Draft EIR

◦ Mitigation Monitoring Program

 Responses provided to commenting agencies

 EIR Hearings



 Public comments are encouraged during this 
meeting

 Written comments will be accepted instead of or in 
addition to verbal comments

 Please limit comments to environmental issues to be 
analyzed in the EIR

 Discussions of the merits of the proposed project is 
reserved for future hearings



 Please submit written comments (or e-mails) to:

Shasta County
Department of Resource Management
Planning Division
Crystal Creek Aggregate, Inc. (UP 19-0007 & RP 19-0001)
NOP Comments
Attention: Tara Petti
1855 Placer Street, Suite 103
Redding, CA 96001
tpetti@co.shasta.ca.us

 Comments must include, name, address, e-mail, or 
contact number



 Draft EIR 45-day Public Circulation

 Planning Commission Final EIR Certification 
Hearing





 

 

Appendix 5.7 
Comment Letters Received in Response to the 2021 NOP 
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