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AGENDA 

YREKA PLANNING COMMISSION 

Yreka City Council Chamber – 701 Fourth Street, Yreka, Ca. 

May 18, 2016 at 6:30 P.M. 
 

 

Call to Order 

 

Pledge of allegiance 

 

Conflict of Interest Declaration – Planning Commissioners 
 

PUBLIC COMMENTS:  This is the time for public comments.   Commissioners may ask 

questions but may take no action during the public comment section of the meeting, except to 

direct staff to prepare a report or place an item on a future agenda.  If you are here to make 

comments on a specific agenda item, please speak at that time.   If not, this is the time.   Please 

limit your remarks to 5 minutes. 
 

SPEAKERS:   Please state your name and mailing address so that City Staff can respond to you 

in regard to your comments, or provide you with information, if appropriate.  You are not required 

to state your name and address if you do not desire to do so. 
 

1. Consent Calendar - Discussion/Possible Action – All matters listed under the consent calendar 

are considered routine and will be enacted by one motion unless any member of the Planning 

Commission wishes to remove an item for discussion or a member of the audience wishes to 

comment on an item.  The City Manager recommends approval of the following consent 

calendar item: 

 

a. Approval of Minutes of the meeting held April 20, 2016. 

 

2.  Discussion/Possible Action – Consideration of a request for a modification to approved   

     Conditional Use Permit # 4197 by the Fruit Growers Supply Company to allow for the 

     extension of operating hours at the sawmill facility from 7:00 AM to 5:00 PM for 5 days 

     a week, to 24 hours a day for 7 days a week.        

     Property Location – 229 S. Phillipe Lane, Yreka, California, 

     M2 (Heavy Industrial) Zone & I (Industrial) General Plan Designation. 

     Assessor’s Parcel Number 053-681-060, 053-681-070 and 013-100-140. 

 

     Project applicant is Fruit Growers Supply Company 

     Project Number:  Modify Conditional Use Permit # 4197 

 

a. Staff Report 

b. Public Hearing 

c. Decision   

 Addendum to Mitigated Negative Declaration # 4196. 

 Adopt Planning Commission Resolution No. 2016-9  Modify Conditional Use 

Permit # 4197 at 229 S. Phillipe Lane (053-681-060, 053-681-070 &  

013-100-140). 

 

 City Manager Report  
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Commissioner’s Statements and Comments 

 

Adjournment 

 

Decisions of the Planning Commission may be appealed to the City Council by filing a written 

notice of appeal within 10 calendar days of the decision.  Appeal must be submitted to the City 

Clerk’s office together with the appeal fee of $150.00 plus publication fee if required. 

 

If you challenge any action taken pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act, you may be 

limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at the public hearing described in this 

notice, or in written correspondence delivered to the Planning Department at, or prior to, the public 

hearing.  (Public Resources Code Section 21177) 

 

All documents produced by the City which are related to an open session agenda item and 

distributed to the Planning Commission are made available for public inspection in the City Clerk’s 

office during normal business hours.  
 

In compliance with the requirements of the Brown Act, notice of this meeting has been posted in 

a public accessible place, 72 hours in advance of the meeting. 

 

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, those requiring accommodations for this 

meeting should notify the City Clerk 48 hours prior to the meeting at (530) 841-2324 or by 

notifying the Clerk at casson@ci.yreka.ca.us. 
 

NOTICE CONCERNING YOUR LEGAL RIGHTS: If you object to a decision by the City 

Council/Planning Commission to approve or deny a use permit or variance for a project the 

following requirements and restrictions apply:  1) No lawsuit challenging a City decision to deny 

(Code Civ. Proc. §1094.6(b)) or approve (Gov. Code 65009(c)(5)) a use permit or variance may 

be filed more than 90 days after the date the Notice of Decision of the action of the City Council 

is mailed. Any lawsuit not filed within that 90-day period will be barred.  2) In any lawsuit that 

may be filed against a City Council decision to approve or deny a use permit or variance, the 

issues and evidence will be limited to those raised by you or someone else, orally or in writing, at 

a public hearing or prior to the close of the last public hearing on the project.   
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE 
YREKA PLANNING COMMISSION HELD 

ON THE 20rn DAY OF APRIL, 2016 

-1- PC 

On the 20h day of April, 2016 at 6:30 p.m., the Planning Commission of the City of Yreka met in 
the City Council Chamber in said City in regular session. The meeting was called to order by Chair 
Osborn and present were: 

Commissioners: Duane Kegg, Diane Knitter, Steve Leal, Barry Ohlund, Matt Osborn and Richard 
Rolzinski. Absent: Paul McCoy. 

Conflict of Interest Declaration - Commissioner Barry Ohlund declared a conflict of interest on 
CUP for establishment and operation of a Secondhand/Consignment Clothing Store. 

PUBLIC COMMENTS- Nita Still- 1060 Deer Creek Way #24- spoke regarding Legislature 
AB-498, Levine. Wildlife conservation: wildlife corridors. 

Bill Schmidt - Klamath River - presented the Planning Commissioners with a letter regarding 
moving houses from the new Court House project site to his property located at 502 Sherman 
Street, Yreka. 

Consent Calendar: Chair Osborn announced that all matters listed under the consent calendar are 
considered routine and will be enacted by one motion unless any member of the Planning 
Commission wishes to remove an item for discussion or a member of the audience wishes to 
comment on an item: 

a. Approval of Minutes of the regular meeting held on March 16, 2016. 

Following Commission discussion, Commissioner Ohlund moved to approve the minutes of the 
regular meeting held March 16, 2016 as submitted. 

Commissioner Kegg seconded the motion, and upon roll call, the following voted YEA: Kegg 
Knitter, Leal, Ohlund, Osborn and Rolzinski. 

Chair Osborn thereupon declared the motion carried. 

Discussion/Possible Action - Consideration of proposed Categorical Exemption and Conditional 
Use Permit for the establishment and operation of a Secondhand/Consignment Clothing Store. 
Property Location - 115 & 117 S. Main Street, Yreka, California. 

Planning Commissioner Ohlund announced his recusal for the above project, stating that he had a 
conflict of interest by reason of property ownership within 500 foot of the proposed projects, and 
therefore recused himself and left the Council Chambers. 

The Planning Commission reviewed Resolution No. PC 2016-8 Consideration of proposed 
categorical exemption and Condition Use Permit for the establishment and operation of a 
Secondhand/Consignment Clothing Store. Property Location - 115 & 117 S. Main Street, Yreka, 
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California, C2 (Commercial Downtown) Zone & GC (General Commercial) General Plan 
Designation. Assessor's Parcel Number 054-042-050. 

Assistant City Manager Liz Casson presented commissioners with staff report and the following 
background. The City has received an application for a Conditional Use Permit from Nancy 
Archuleta to establish and operate a secondhand consignment-clothing store in conjunction with 
retail sales of collectibles and antiques, to be located in an existing facility. The subject property 
is located at 115 & 117 S. Main Street and is zoned C-2 Downtown Commercial. Pursuant to Yreka 
Municipal Code (YMC) Section 16.34.070, a Conditional Use Permit is required to allow the use 
of a "secondhand" store. The sales of antiques and retail sales of other new items such as 
"collectibles" are a permitted use by right in the C-2 Downtown Commercial District. 

Notification of the public hearing was mailed to property owners/occupants located within 300 
feet of the proposed project on April 1, 2016 and a Notice of Public Hearing was published in the 
Siskiyou Daily News on April 6, 2016. 

City staff recommends approval subject to the proposed findings and conditions of approval, which 
includes a determination that the proposed project is categorically exempt from the provisions of 
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Section 15301, Existing Facilities 
of the CEQA Guidelines. 

Public Hearing - This being the time and date set for the public hearing. Chair Osborn opened the 
hearing to the audience. 

Applicant - Nancy Archuleta was present to answer commissioners questions. 

There being no more statements or comments received, Chair Osborn closed the public hearing 
and discussion was opened to the Commission. 

Following Commission discussion, Commissioner Knitter moved to make the finding that the 
proposed project is categorically exempt from further environmental review pursuant to California 
Environmental Quality Act ( CEQA) pursuant to Section 15301, Existing Facilities of the CEQA 
Guidelines. 

Commissioner Leal seconded the motion, and upon roll call, the following voted YEA: Kegg, 
Knitter, Leal, Ohlund, Osborn and Rolzinski. 

Chair Osborn thereupon declared the motion carried. 

Commissioner Rolzinski moved to adopt Planning Commission Resolution #PC 2016-08 making 
the findings and subject to the Conditions of Approval and approve Conditional Use Permit 2016-
27, to allow the establishment and operation of a secondhand/clothing consignment store at 115 & 
117 S. Main Street (APN 054-042-050). 

1. The proposal will not be materially detrimental to the health, safety, peace, morals, comfort 
and general welfare of persons residing or working in the neighborhood of such proposed 
use. 



04/20/2016 -3- PC 

The proposal to establish and operate a Secondhand/Consignment Clothing Store would 
not be materially detrimental to the health, safety, peace, morals, comfort and general 
welfare of persons residing or working in the neighborhood. Subject to the issuance of a 
Conditional Use Permit by the Planning Commission and subject to the Conditions of 
Approval, use of the site would remain consistent with the intent of the General Plan 
designation and zone district. As such, the project will not be detrimental to the health, 
safety or general welfare of persons residing or working in the neighborhood. 

2. The proposal will not be materially detrimental to property or improvements in the 
neighborhood. 

The proposal will not be materially detrimental to property or improvements in the 
neighborhood. Conditions of Approval will provide for commercial use compatibility 
between the proposed commercial use and the existing commercial neighborhood and 
adjacent streets. 

3. The proposal will not be materially detrimental to the general welfare of the city. 

The use is compatible with the policies and objectives of the zoning ordinance for a C2, 
Commercial Downtown zone which allows a Secondhand/Consignment Clothing Store 
upon approval and validation of a conditional use permit as set forth in Section 16. 34. 070 
(M) of the Yreka Municipal Code. This commercial business keeps with the character of 
the surrounding area, and is found to be consistent with the General Plan. The proposal 
will not generate significant noise or lighting. The proposal will not increase traffic beyond 
the capacity of existing infrastructure in an area which is sufficient to accommodate 
commercial uses. 

4. The Planning Commission has determined that the project is exempt from environmental 
review pursuant to the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
Section 15301 Existing Facilities of the CEQA Guidelines. 

The following conditions shall be complied with at all times while the use permitted by this permit 
occupies the premises: 

1. Permittee granted a permit to establish and operate a Secondhand/Consignment Clothing 
Store at the location set forth in the application, subject to full compliance with applicable 
city and state codes. The premises shall not be occupied or opened to the public until 
all conditions hereinafter set forth have been complied with by the permittee. 

2. The business will be located in an existing facility in the C2 (Downtown Commercial) 
zone and can be served by existing municipal parking facilities. 

3. Use shall be conducted in accordance with the application as submitted for the property 
located at 115-117 S. Main Street, as approved by the Planning Commission on April 20, 
2016. 

4. Permittee shall comply at all times with the zoning district regulations for a C2, 
Commercial Downtown zone, as set forth in section 16.34 of the Yreka Municipal Code. 
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General Commercial (GC) General Plan designation. 

5. There shall be no storage or display of merchandise outside the building. 

6. This permit shall not be effective unless and until applicant has obtained the necessary 
permits through the State Department of Justice and Yreka Police Department pursuant to 
the Business and Professions Code Section 21640 if required. 

7. Permittee shall obtain a building permit and shall pay the necessary fees prior to making 
any building, electrical, mechanical, or plumbing installations and/or improvements to the 
structure. 

8. No signs shall be placed on the premises without first obtaining a sign permit. Signs shall 
be installed in accordance with Title 13, Signs of Yreka Municipal Code. 

9. Permittee shall maintain an annual City business license to carry on the business of a 
Secondhand/Consignment Clothing Store. 

10. The use permit granted in accordance with the terms of this title may be revoked if any of 
the conditions or terms of such permit are violated or if any law or ordinance is violated 
in connection therewith, or if the Planning Commission finds, with the concurrence of the 
City Council, that the continuance of the use permit will endanger the public health, 
safety, or welfare. 

Commissioner Knitter seconded the motion, and upon roll call, the following voted YEA: Kegg, 
Knitter, Leal, Ohlund, Osborn and Rolzinski. 

The foregoing Resolution # 2016-8 was adopted by the Planning Commission on the 20th day of 
April by the following vote: Ayes: 5, Nays: 0. 

Commissioner Ohlund returned to his seat at the table. 

There being no further business before the Commission, the meeting was adjourned. 

Matt Osborn, Chair 
Approved by motion of the Planning 
Commission on May 18, 2016 



To: 

From: 

Prepared by: 

Agenda Title: 

Meeting date: 

Summary: 

CITY OF YREKA 
PLANNING COMMISSION AGENDA MEMORANDUM 

Yreka Planning Commission 

Steven Baker, City Manager 
Liz Casson, City Clerk 

Scott Friend, AICP, Contract Planner 

Consideration of a request for a modification to approved Conditional Use Permit 
#4197 by the Fruit Growers Supply Company to allow for the extension of operating 
hours at the sawmill facility from 7:00AM to 5:00PM for 5 days a week, to 24 hours a 
day for 7 days a week. The proposed use would be located on an existing, developed 
site in the M-2, Heavy Industrial zoning district in Yreka Industrial Park. 

Applicant: Fruit Growers Supply Company 
Location: 229 South Phillipe Lane 
Assessor's Parcel Number(s): 053-681-060, 053-681-070 and 013-100-140 
Zoning: M-2, Heavy Industrial 
General Plan Designation: I, Industrial 
Project Numbers: Modification to Conditional Use Permit (CUP) 

#4197, Addendum to Mitigated Negative 
Declaration (MND) #4196 

May 18, 2016 

In January of2014, the Fruit Growers Supply Company submitted a Conditional Use Permit application (CUP 
#4197) to the City of Yreka for the Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill project. As part of the project 
approval process, an Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND #4196) was prepared. 

On May 21 , 2014, the City of Yreka Planning Commission adopted Resolution 2014-03, approving the CUP, 
approving the IS/MND, and adopting findings and the mitigation monitoring program for the Fruit Growers 
Supply Company Sawmill project. These documents have been included with this report as Attachment B2 
- Adopted ISIMND #4196, Attachment C - Findings of Approval for JSIMND #4196, and Attachment F -
Mitigation Monitoring Program. 

On October 10th, 2015 the City received a request for a modification to CUP #4197 (Attachment Al) to 
allow for the Fruit Growers sawmill facility to operate 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. The original hours of 
operation approved for the site under CUP #4197 are 7:00 AM to 5:00 PM, five days per week. 

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 and 15164, after reviewing the proposal staff determined that 
an Addendum to the originally approved IS/MND document was the appropriate document to analyze the 
modifications to the project and any potential impacts that may occur as a result of the proposed change. A 
Noise Study was provided by the applicant which evaluated the impact of 24-hour operations at the sawmill 
facility to the surrounding environment (Attachment E). The Noise Study concluded that noise levels would 
not be significantly increased from the level evaluated in the approved IS/MND for the project. 
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An Addendum to Mitigated Negative Declaration #4196 (Attachment Bl, Addendum to ISIMND) has been 
prepared for the project and no new significant or un-mitigable impacts have been identified. As such, staff is 
recommending approval of the Addendum to Mitigated Negative Declaration #4196 for the project. 

Project Setting/Background: 

The proposed project site is located on the existing Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill, in an industrial 
area at the eastern edge of the Yreka city limits. The site is bordered on the north by the Yreka Western 
Railroad tracks. Immediately north of this railway are industrial uses, including a concrete batch plant, 
industrial storage, as well as a meat processing/packing plant, with North Foothill Drive and State Route (SR) 
3 beyond. To the east of the project site are South Phillipe Lane, a veneer Mill (Timber Products), and 
agricultural lands beyond. Vacant land predominates to the south and west of the project site, though there is 
a scattering ofresidences located in both of these directions. To the west, these residences are on Clark Way, 
while the residences to the south are accessed from South Phillipe Lane. Oberlin Road is located 
approximately 1.1 miles south of the project site. 

As discussed previously, the proposed Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project IS/MND was adopted 
by the Planning Commission on May 21, 2014. No new construction is proposed for the project site with this 
Addendum. The component of the project that is proposed to be altered and is the subject of this IS/MND 
Addendum is the change in hours of operation for the sawmill facility. The extended operating hours would 
apply only to the sawmill facility and would not increase the hours of operation for truck trips. 

Discussion/ Analysis: 

Because of the change in hours of operation at the sawmill facility, an increase in nighttime noise was 
considered to be a potential impact area. As such, a noise analysis was completed to determine the resultant 
noise levels due to the proposed extension of operating hours (see Attachment E, Noise Study). This analysis 
determined that overall noise levels at the nearest residences would increase nighttime noise levels by no more 
than 3 dBa. 

After review of the noise study and upon completion of the Addendum, staff concluded that the predicted 
noise levels would be in compliance with the City of Yreka General Plan nighttime noise level criteria. 
Additionally, the increase in noise would be within the guidelines of the Federal Interagency Committee on 
Noise (FICON) in assessing the changes in ambient noise levels. 

The proposed modification to approved CUP #4197 would not change any physical component of the project 
and remains consistent with the land use assumptions and analysis of the adopted IS/MND. Approval of the 
proposed change would not result in any new environmental impacts or increase the severity of any impact 
discussed in the Initial Study. As such, staff has determined that the increase in overall noise levels would not 
be considered significant. 

Based upon the analysis presented in the Addendum and the amended Findings and Conditions of Approval 
provided in Attachment D - Amended Findings and Conditions of Approval for CUP #4197, staff is 
recommending that the Planning Commission approve the request for a modified Conditional Use Permit 
based upon the belief that the proposed change in operating hours of the sawmill facility will not generate any 
new significant and un-mitigated environmental impacts; that the proposed use is consistent with the existing 
uses in the surrounding area and consistent with the historic use of the site; that the project meets or has been 
conditioned to meet the standards and guidelines established by the City for the zone district; and, that the 
proposed project meets the intent of the M-2 zoning district and would contribute to the on-going viability of 
the surrounding industrial area. 
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Environmental Analysis and Determination: 
A modification to the operating hours of the Fruit Growers sawmill facility would not result in any changes 
to existing land uses that were not already identified in the project IS/MND, nor would the extension of 
operating hours result in any significant changes to impacts or mitigation measures identified in the adopted 
IS/MND, or adopted IS/MND Findings. None of the changes result in significant physical changes to the 
environment nor raise any new environmental areas of concern and therefore do not affect the impact analysis 
contained in the Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project IS/MND. 

An Addendum to Mitigated Negative Declaration #4196 was prepared for this project consistent with the 
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and has been included with this staff 
report. The Addendum was prepared pursuant to Sections 15162 and 15164 of the CEQA Guidelines and Title 
19 Environmental Impact Procedure of the YMC. In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Sections 15164(c) 
and (d), this IS/MND Addendum will not be circulated for public review but will be attached to the IS/MND. 

The Addendum indicates that there is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the Planning 
Commission, that the proposed change to the site's hours of operation will have a significant effect on the 
environment. In order to approve the environmental determination of an Addendum to a mitigated negative 
declaration, the Planning Commission must adopt the amended findings in Attachment D. 

Staff Recommendation: 

Staff recommends that the Planning Commission adopt the Addendum to Mitigated Negative Declaration 
#4196, reaffirming the Mitigation Monitoring Program, and the Findings of Approval presented in 
Attachment C. Staff also recommends that the Commission grant approval of the modified Conditional Use 
Permit through adoption of Planning Commission Resolution #2016-9 for Modified Conditional Use Permit 
#4197 subject to the amended Findings and Conditions of Approval permitting an extension to the originally 
proposed hours of operation to allow for use and operation of the sawmill facility 24 hours a day, 7 days per 
week. 

Staff recommends that the Planning Commission utilize the following process for the consideration of this 
matter: 

1. Accept a presentation of the project by staff; 
2. Open the public hearing and take public testimony; 
3. Close the public hearing and initiate consideration of the project by the Planning Commission; and 
4. Motion and vote by the Planning Commission. 

If the Planning Commission determines that it intends to approve the proposed project as requested in the 
application for Modified CUP #4197, staff presents the following motions for consideration: 

1. Addendum to Mitigated Negative Declaration #4196: 
I move that the Planning Commission determine that the contents of the Addendum to Mitigated 
Negative Declaration #4196 and the procedures through which it was prepared, publicized, and 
reviewed comply with the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act, State CEQA 
Guidelines, and Title 19 Environmental Impact Procedure of the Yreka Municipal Code and that the 
Planning Commission validate the findings in Attachment C, adopting the Addendum to Mitigated 
Negative Declaration #4196 preparedfor the project. 
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2. Modified Conditional Use Permit #4197: 
I move that the Planning Commission adopt Planning Commission Resolution #2016-9 making the 
findings and subject to the amended Conditions of Approval presented as Attachment D, and 
approve modified Conditional Use Permit #4197, allowing for an extension to the operating hours of 
the Fruit Growers sawmill to 24 hours a day, 7 days per week. 

Attachments: 
Attachment Al - Modified Conditional Use Permit Application 
Attachment A2 - Original Application for CUP #4197 
Attachment Bl - Addendum to IS/MND #4196 
Attachment B2 - (Adopted) Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration #4196 
Attachment C - Findings of Approval for MND #4196 
Attachment D - Amended Findings and Conditions of Approval for CUP #4197 
Attachment E - Noise Study for CUP Amendment #4197 
Attachment F - Mitigation Monitoring Program (Approved) 
A achment G - Planning Commission Resolution 2016-9 
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To: City of Yreka Planning Commission 

Attachment A1 

Subject: Proposal to Amend the Operating Permit For Fruit Growers 

Sawmill 

Owner: Fruit Growers Supply Company, Yreka, CA 

Location: 229 South Phillipe Lane, Yreka, CA 96097 

Date: December 9, 2015 

Request to change the operating hours to 24 hours a day 7 days a 

week 

The extension of the hours and days will give us the flexibility to operate our 
business more efficiently. 

The extra time that we are requesting will give us the flexibility to change 
schedules for production and maintenance. The number of employees will be 40-
44. The truck traffic will stay as presented in the letter dated February 3, 2014 
(included in this packet). 

Fruit Growers Supply Company hired J.C. Brennan & Associates to do the Noise 
Analysis (included in this packet). 

In summary, the business plan is still the same, with the request to extend hours. 
Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions. 

229 5. PHU,UPE LANE 
YREKA. CALlFORN!A 96097 

Attachment A1 



CITY OF YREKA 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT APPLICATION 

CITY FEES: 

D Use Permit - Administrative approva l. ................. ........ ........ .. .. $ 75.00 D Annexation ........ ..... .... ...... ... ....... . .............. $ 750.00 deposit/cost 

D Minor Conditional Use Permi t - P.C. approval. .................. .... $150.00 D Appeals - Planning Commission .......... .. ..... .... .. .. .. ...... ..... $ 100.0C 
D Moderate Condit ional Use Permit - P.C. approval .. .... ........ .. $200.00 

Plus siteJ}lr.i._Review if app licab le 
~ Modified Conditional Use Permit ........... ~eposit/Actu al Cost 

~ Public Hearing ......................... . ~{ Minimum fee) deposit/cost 

~ P.H. - Project notice circulation, 1-20 notices ...................... ~ 
D P.H. - 21 or more notices .. ....... ... .... .. $25 .00 plus 1.00/parcel over 20 

D Appea ls - City Council. ............ ..... .. ...... $ 150.00 plus publicatior 

D Certificates of Compliance ......................... $2SO.OO deposit/cos 

0 Reversion to Acreage ............... _ .... .............. $ S00.00 depos i t/co~ 

D General Plan Amendment ................. ........ $ 750.00 deposit /co: 

D Rezone ......... ........................ ... ...... ... ... ......... $ 750.00 deposit/cos 

0 E.R. - Preliminary review ..... ....... .... ..... .................... .................. . $ S0.00 D Planned Unit Development ... .... .... .. ...... ... $ 7SO.OO deposi t/ co: 

D E.R. - Negative Decl aration ................................ $ 200.00 deposit/cost D Variance ... ............. .................. .... ...... ..... .. ... $2SO.OO deposit/co5 

D E.R. - Mitigated Negative Declaration .. .......... .. .. ........ ..... ... Actua l cost D Other ----------- - ----
STATE FISH AND W ILDLIFE FEES*: 

D Environmenta l Impact Report ..................... ........................ Actua l cost D County Clerk Processing Fee ..................... ... $SO.OD actual cost 

D Site Plan Review-(No Use permit requ ired) ... $ 200.00 deposit/cost 0 Fish and Wildlife fee * $ ------------
D Site Plan Review - (Use permit required) .. ....... $ 200.00 deposit/cost 0 Other $ _________ _____ _ 

D Lot Line Adjustment (BLA) - Administrative approval ........... $ 200.00 

TELEPHONE NUMBER: ~ 530 ~ 8'"12- '/o C. / 

See separa
1
te af}pl1ation fo rm for Lot Line Adjustment (BLA) 

DATE: 0~~1~ / d (j .zt,1&:_· 
7 I 

AP PLICANT: '</J..J; f {.~ 
ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER: 05 "5-l· 8 I- l• 7(' il..O(..,O 

I 

APPLICANT AO DRESS: _ _ ~Q.....L_..:::,:::__-1--<~t.-!!oo:t-;,µ.~~:::t.L::.~-r-t-f'i:....:/ (:o...!4=i:· if-.:;__,_· _::{'..:..;"l;J:....._.......L_~J..-1-'-----------­
l F OTHER THAN APPLICANT, 

NAMEOFPROPERnOWNER:~~~~~J~~~c=~~r=o~~~u~5~~~0fHf~'41~C~~~~p~~~~~v --~~~~~~~~~-

PROPERTYOWNERADDRESS:_~z~z_9~s~·~~~N~~~l~;fpf_- _L~-~~b~~ ~J ~~~e~~~I -~~4~~~~~-·0~7_7~~~~~~~~­
PROJECT LocAT10N: 2 zcr S ~1LH r ~ LA-(';).: 

1 
V1c1cA-

1 
Cit 9~07 7 

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED PROJECT: l?;ic.:te1,:11~ Dpe..r~~.j'TT \oou 12...2 :'.:>OQ OfuchJ ·~t 

I agree to abide by all of the ordinances of the City of Yreka, state law, and federal law; and I authorize city representativ£ 
to enter upon the above mentioned property for inspection purposes, and to record any notice of code violation pursuant tc 
Y.M.C. Ch. 11.40 and/or Ch. 16.08 with the office of the Siskiyou County Recorder. 

I certify that I have read this application and state that the above information is correct. I agree to comply with any term~ 
or conditions of any entitlement issued or permitted by the City pursuant to this application. 

*In the event the project's effect on natural resources or wildlife is other than negligible, State Fish and Wildlife requires 
an additional fee of $3,069. 75 if an Environmental Impact Report is prepared or $2,210.00 for a Negative Declaration. These 
fees are subject to change and,t~e cwplicant is res onsible for payment of the fees in full. If required, the permit cannot be 

issued until such time as the fee} p~· . roje that .is Statutorily or Categorically exempt requires no further fees. 

. ------ f! /~- ,---._ 
APPLICANT SIGNATURE: \ - , • , ;Jt)f'f,,J c ' G /2,,-.JS f 

PROPE RTYOWN ER~SIGN~: (REQU I RED)_·~~~-~~---~-------~-------~---~ 
( Property Owner's Acknowledgement of application submittal 

** *TO BE COM PLETED BY CITY STAFF: \ *** DATE APPLICATION RECEIVED AS COMPLETE: ~ 
••• ZONE: ••• GENERAL PLA'N DESIGNATION : _ _ _ *•• PERMIT NUMBER: mpp1' 



ft.R.T.•UJO"J0"10'£ 
At HICHWA.'1' CROSSltfG 

f{iOOj\ 
\9 

P.P.B. 7-159 

NO'IE: -Tbh mip is for .. 1wnuml 
purposes only and Is onl l•r Lile 
lnt.nl of lnt.rpr•Ung l•g•l boundary 
righhl, zonlnc re1ul0Uall!I and/or 
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CITY OF YREKA 
Attachment A2 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
APPLICATION 

-FL/ I'!/.:, - l'l\',1-. N!o 
CITY FEES: 
D /11rn~xa lillll .. .. ........ .. . .. . ... .... .... ........ S750.00 dcpusi l/i:us1 
0 ;\p1wnls ... Planning Commission .... .. ... . . .. .. ........ ... SI 00.00 
0 Appcnls ... city Co1111cil .. . ............... S 150.00 plus puhlh:a1 ion 
0 E.R.-1'1\•liminnry n:dew .. . .. .. ... ... .. ..... . ... .. ... .. .. .... $25 .!lll 
0 E.R.-Nc!;llllivc Dcclara1inn ... ........ ........ $200.00 d1:po:;i1/n1s1 
0 E.R.-Miligalcd Ncgaliw Dcclan11ion .. ... . ........ .. .. Acllml rns1 
0 Envirntlllll'lllill lmp;it·t lkport. .... ....... .. .. . .. ....... /1c111nl rosl 
D Gcnc1-;1I Plan Aml'lllhnc111 ... ........ ...... .. $750.00 dc1lusit/t:os1 
0 Jliswrk Ex1crh1r Ahcrntion Per1ni1. .. .. . . . .. ... .... .... ... $75.DO 
!ZJ Publk lkaring .... ..... . .. ...... .. .. ... ............. ..... ...... $ 60.00 
[gj P.H. - Prnjccl nntice circulation, 1-20 notices .. , . .. . ..... $ '.?5.00 
D P.H .... 21 or nwn· 1101ices . .. ... S25.00 plus l.00.1parccl over 20 

0 Rezone ..... . .. .... .. . .. ... . ...... . .. ... .. ....... S750.UO dcposit/co~I 
0 Sile Plan lh:vi••w ·· tN11 i:~L· p~unil r~qnil1'll} ... S IUll.OO ,h:pn~it lL- 0~1 

:ti LI\'\ 1 - u.~ Per"':;-
D l.01 /\1crgcr - 1'\dminis1m1h'c approvnl .. ..... ...... .s:rno.uo 
D l.lll J\·1t=l'!;\l' I' ·· P.C. ;ipprnval ....... .. .... .. . ... .. . $:?:50.00 
D Revt>rsio1i 10 l\cr~ngc.. ..... .... .. ... .. .... .. .... ... $200.CHJ 

0 l! ~c Permit- /\dmi11is1111tiw approvnls ..... ...... S 75 .00 
l&J Use Permit· · P.C. approvnls ........... . .. . ..... S 150.00 

0 Plnn1wd Unit Dcvclopmcnl . .. .... $750.00 deposit cos! 
D Variance ............ ... . . ...... . ... ... $250.00 deposit rni;t 
0 Other .. .... .. .. .. .. ...... .. . ... . .. ... . 

Scpnra1c ch<.'rk pnyahle 10th(' Siskiyou County Clerk 
S'l'r\TI~ FtSll ,\ND WILDl.11,.E FEES": 
0 Siskiyou Co11n1y Cieri; Prnl'cssing. Fee .... . ... S 5C).()(J 
D Fish and Wildlil~ foes_ .. ,_ .. ...... -........ •sec 0\'lll\\' 

D 0111cr. ............. ........... . 
0 Cm1111y Map CllCl'k - 4 lll' less l111s ..... .. ... $300.0D + addi1 io11al ns n:qnil'l'd hy Co11111y 
0 County Map Chct·k - 5 or nmrL• lnls ......... SCi00.00 • additionnl as required by County 

DATE: _ _________ _ 

i\ PPl.IC/\ NT: - ---

IF OTHER Tl 11\N APPLICANT. 

ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBEH: 053-681 - ~60; 053-681-070 

TELEPHONE NUMBER: 360-604-1936 ·------

NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER: ._ Fruit_~;-o~~rs Sup_F_ly C~l!!_P~X. _ ___ _ 

PROPERTY OWNER ADDRESS: 229 South Phillipe Lane, Yreka CA 96097 

PRClJECT LO~ATION : ~~~~2_2~9~S_o __ u_t_h~P_h_i_l_l_i_p_e~L_a_n_e_,_Y __ r_e_k_a~CA~~9-6_0_9_7~~~~ 

DESCRll'TION OF PROPOSED PRO.IECT: small log sawmill facility for receiving and 

processing of timber and distribution of pallet stock lumber. 

I ngrcc 10 nbide by nil of the ordinances of the City ofYrckn, stme law, nnd fctlcral lnw; nnd I nu1horizc city rcprcsc11tmivcs to 
c111c1· upon lhc nbovc mentioned property for inspection purposes, nnd to record nny notice of code violation pursuant to 
Y.M.C. Ch. 11 AO nnd/ur Ch. 16.08 with the office orthc Si:;kiyou County Recorder. 

I certify thnl I hnvc read this npplication and stale 1hn1 the nbovc information is correct. I agree 10 comply with nny terms or 
conditions ofnny cn1i1lcmcn1 issued or pcrmillcd by the City pursunnt 10 this npplicntion. 

"'In the event the pro_iccl 's effect on natur.il resources or wildlife is other limn negligible, Stntc Fish 1111d Wilcllilc rcquii·cs an 
mlditinnal Ice of $2,995.25 ii' un Erwirnnmcntnl hnpnct Report is prcp;1rcd or $2, 156.25 f'nr n Ncgalivc Dech1rn1 ion. These fees are 
subject tu chilnge nm! thl• applic-nnt i~ responsible: for pnymcnt ol'lhc fees in fol l. Ir required, the permit cnnnol be issued until .suth 
lime ns th<.' Ice is p:1id. II prqjccl llrnl is. 1at11torily · Cnlcgnricnlly exempt requires no l'urthcr recs . 

PIWPERTY OWNER 'S SIGN/\ Tl.IRE: (R E(.HJll~ED~-:..- -=<.~::::::Jo~::::::i;:;/--:......:::::!.!._..!::::;__:...= 
,\rknuwlcdgemcnt of npplkntton suhmlttnl 
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Schlumpberger Consulting Engineers, Inc. 
Structural/Civil /Environmental/Construction Mgt. 

TO: City of Yreka Planning Commission 
.. 

Mai11 Office: Mo1111t Sllasta 
624 S. Mt. Shasta Blvd., Mt. Sllasta, CA 96067 
Tel: 530-926-2605 Fax: 530-926-8921-
Website: www.scesl1asta.com 

SUBJECT: PLANNING APPLICATION FOR FRIDT GROWERS SAWMILL 

OWNER: Fruit Growers Supply Co., Yreka 

LOCATION: 229 South Phillipe Lane, Yreka CA 96097 

APN 053-681-060, 053-681-070 

DATE: January 8, 2014 

Dear Commissioners; 

The Fruit Growers Supply Company has purchased the vacant land on Phillipe Lane that was 
previously an abandon lumber sawmill. They are proposing to clean up the site and create a new small 
log sawmill to produce lumber for their operations throughout California. They plan on utilizing some 
of the existing office buildings and build a new sawmill that is clean, efficient and environmentally 
sound. This will clean up and utilize a previously existing, abandoned industrial site and provide new 
jobs to the area, creating approximately 40 new well-paying jobs for the economy of the area. 

The site is currently zoned industrial and is surrounded by industrial and agricultural uses. The use is 
compatible with the area and previous use, and is in compliance with the City of Yreka General Plan. 
Since it is a smaller sawmill operation than was previously on site there will be less traffic and noise. 
This project will not adversely affect the surrounding area and will clean-up, remediate and utilize 
previously developed vacant land. 

Initially, there were environmental Phase I and Phase II studies completed and all the contamination 
concerns have been addressed and mitigated with the State Water Resources Control Board North 
Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board (Board). Remediation measures will continue to be 
complied with to maintain a clean and environmentally safe project site. Offsite storm runoff drainage 
will be reduced and designed with current Best Management Practices (BMP) reviewed and approved 
by the Board. This project will improve the water quality of stormwater run-off downstream to the 
Shasta River in a positive and environmentally safe manner. Stormwater run-on from offsite will not be 
allowed to enter the site and will continue to be directed around the project with the existing trenches 
and culverts so they will not be affected by the project. 

The project Industrial Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and Construction SWPPP have 
been developed and are presently being reviewed by the Board. Thes plans identify potential pollutant 
sources, prescribe structural and non-structural BMPs, and document the permit application and 
stormwater runoff monitoring requirements. The prescribed Bl\1P comply with the City ofYreka's 
stonnwater and erosion ordinances. The Industrial SWPPP covers long-term sawmill operations while 
the Construction SWPPP is only active during the mill construction period. Both SWPPPs are 
available for your review. 

!: <· \ .l 11!> .; .:: ·~. ·211' ?· ! .~!.!~(; i:.· ~(L; 1q 1 - F rui~ ( in 11. ··. ;.'J·.: ~": lili i'u l. .. i k· 1H (: J1 17t .:~ ! · 1 ·~an i t 
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Many of the attached maps and drawings show the proposed project site from aerials because of the 
size of the project at 67 to 77 acres with the J 0 acres ofland to be leased from the City of Yreka to be 
used as retention ponds for storage of stormwater runoff. The retained water will be utilized to water 
the log decks thus saving and reusing water resources. The drainage plan shows detention and retention 
basins that will keep most runoff water onsite and prevent possible downstream pollution. A drainage 
study of pre and post runoff is provided for your review. 

The project will consist of a log deck where the Fruit Growers log trucks will bring in small logs from 
the nearby timber properties, weigh, unload and store on-site for use in the sawmill. Two new 
structures will be added to the site. One which will be approximately 50,000 square feet of area and 
two stories housing the sawmill equipment that will take the small logs and debark and cut them into 
usable small lumber. The raw lumber will be trucked to other Fruit Growers Supply Company sites in 
California for wood pallets. By-products of sawdust, chips and bark will be trucked off to disposal or 
reuse sites. The other building will be a 12,000 square foot truck and equipment maintenance shop. 
Both will be Pre-manufactured metal buildings and will utilize some of the existing concrete slabs on­
site. 

There is a large water tower on-site that will remain as a project landmark, but will no longer hold 
water so that structural loading is minimized and will be structurally reviewed for integrity and safety. 

Traffic will utilize the existing, recently upgraded Phillipe Lane and connecting main corridor 
roadways that will bring trucks from the forest to the site and get trucks directly to the main Interstate 5 
highway without affecting any local or residential streets. The new curb, gutter and sidewalk were all 
installed by the City of Yreka and are compliant with this proposed use of the site. 

The proposed parking for the employees will be paved as shown on the site plans, and final locations of 
parking spaces will be shown on grading, and improvement plans that will be submitted for building 
and public works approval. All exiting utilities to the office buildings are being utilized currently, and 
fire protection has been established throughout much of the site already with existing water and 
working fire hydrants. 

In summary, this project will be beneficial to the City of Yreka in creating new jobs, utilizing existing 
vacant industrial land, meets the General Plan, and is environmentally positive in remediating a 
previously existing contamination concern. Therefore I urge a timely approval of this project so site 
grading and building plans can proceed and construction begin as soon as possible. 



Environmental Information Form 

City of Yreka 
Plannlng Department 

701 Fourth Street 
Yreka, CA 96097 

This document wlll assist the City In evaluating the proposed project's potentlal environmental Impacts. 
Complete and accurate lnformatlon will facUltate the environmental assessment process, and wlll minimize 
future requests for additional Information. 

APPLICANT'S STATEMENT OF INTENT (Describe the proposed project): 
Construction and operation of small log sawmill facility for receiving and 

processing of timber and distribution of pallet stock lumber. 

PROPERTY OWNER'S NAME: _F_ru_it_G_r_o_w_e_r_s_s_u_P_P_ly_c_o_m_p_an_y __________ _ 

Malllng Address: 229 South Phillipe Lane 
_Y_r_e_k_a_,_CA ___________ Zip Code:._9_6_09_7 __ _ 

Telephone: Business: (530)340-1000 Home: ( 

APPLICANT'S/AGENT'S NAME: Charles Schlumpbe:rger, P. E. 

Malling Address: 624 S. Mt Shasta Blvd 

_M_t_s_h_a_s_ta_CA __________ Zip Code: 96067 

Telephone: Business: (530) 926-2605 Home: ( ) _____ _ 

Contact Person's Name: Charles Schlumpberger Phone: _______ _ 

SUBDIVISION NAME OR PROPOSED COMMON NAME FOR PROJECT: 
Fruit Growers Supply Company 

PROJECT SITE INFORMATION (Attach legal description): 

Property Address or Location: 229 south Phillipe Lane, Yreka CA 

Property Assessor Parcel Number(s): _o_s_3_-_6_a_1_-_0_1 _o .:....' _o_s_3_-_6_a_1_-_o_G_o ___________ _ 
Property Dimensions: ___________________________ _ 

Property Area: Square footage (gross) ______ _ (net) _________ _ 

Acreage (gross) __ 6_7_a_c_r_e_s ___ _ (net) ________ _ 

Site Land Use {check one and explain): !Kl Undeveloped or Vacant D Developed 
Old High Ridge Mill site vacant for more than 10 years. 

Existing Zoning of Project Site: ___ M_2 _____ _ 
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DESCRIBE ADJACENT ZONING AND LAND USE WITHIN 300 FEET OF PROJECT SITE: 

Zone 

North M-2 

South 

East M-2 

West 

Existing Land Use (i.e. , residential, commercfal, industrial, office) 

Industrial 
Agricultural 

Industrial 
Agricultural 

PROPOSED BUILDING(S) CHARACTERISTICS (If applicable) 

Size of New Structure{s) or Bt.Jlldlng Addltlon{s): 7 O ' O O O - 8 O ' O O O Gross Sq. FL 

Building Height (Measured from Ground to Highest Point): 4 5 - 5 5 fl No. of Floors:_2 __ 

Height of Other Appurtenances (Excluding Buildings) Measured from Ground lo Highest Point {e.g., 
Antennas, Microwave Equipment, Solar Energy Equipment, Light Pole Standards, etc.): 

Project Site Coverage: Building Coverage: 70,000-80,000 sq. ft. % 

Landscaped Area: TED sq. ft . % 
Paved Surfaced Area: TED sq. fl. % 

Total: sq. ft. % 
Pre-Fabricated Metal Exterior Bulldlng Materials: ________________________ _ 
Dark Green with Brown trim Exterior Building Colors: _________________________ _ 

Total No. of Off-Street Parking Spaces: On-Site Required: ~ On-Site Proposed: __ 

Proposed Off-Sfte Parklng: · _N_o_n_e __ _ Include a Permanent Maintenance Management Plan. 

Total No. of Bicycle Spaces: Proposed: 2 Required: 

Covered: Uncovered: x 

If applicable, describe the Type of Exterior Lighting Proposed for the Prefect (height, Intensity}: 
Building Ughtlng: ___ TB_n _______________________ _ 

Parking Ughtlng: ___ T_B_D_-_D_o_wn_w_a_r_d_P_r_o"""j e_c_t_i_n_g _____________ _ 

If the proposal is a component of an overall larger project, descrfbe the phases and show them on the site 
plan: 

Does this site Include signage? !ID Yes D Na 
Hefght:_T_B_n __________ _ 

Area: _____________ _ 

Dimensions: ___________ _ 

If yes, please explain the following: 
Illumination: __________ _ 

Type:~-----------­
Colors/Malerials: ----------

Location (on-/off-slte): On-site; side of office building and on fence @ entrances 
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SITE CHARACTERISTICS 

Are there any natural or man-made drainage channels through or adjacent to the project site? 

lXJ Yes D No If yes, show on site plan and explain: See site plan/drainage plan 

Are there any trees or shrubs on the project site? D Yes IXl No 
If yes, plot on site plan by size and type and Indicate which are proposed for remov~I . 

Are there any structures on the project site? 0 Yes D No 
If yes, plot on the site plan and explain the following: 

Present use of existing structure(s): __ o_f_f_i_· c_e_,_w_a_t_e_r_T_o_w_e_r ____________ _ 

Proposed use of exlsUng structure(s): _o_f_f_i_c_e_,_w_a_te_r_T_o_w_e_r_(_E_mp_ty_) ---------

Are any structures occupied? ____ N_o ___________________ _ 

Are any structures to be demollshed? __ Y_e_s _-_o_l_d_f_a_un_a_a_ti_· o_n_s ___________ _ 

Describe age, condition, size and architectural style of all existing on-site structures (Include photos); 
Minimum 40 year old wood structure used as office will be re-used . 

Concrete foundations may be re-used. 

RESIDENTIAL PROJECTS ONLY 
Total Lois: _____ _ Total Dwelling Units:------ Total Acreage:----­

Gross Density/Acre:-------Net Density/Acre: _____ _ 

Number of Units: 

Acreage: 

Sq. Ft. per Unit: 

For Sale or Rent: 

TyE>e of Unit: 

Studio: 

One-Bedroom: 

Two-Bedroom: 

Three-Bedroom: 

Four-Bedroom: 

Usable Open Space/Unit: 

Private: 

Common: 

Total: 

Single· 
Family 

Two-Family Multi-Family 
Duplex !Apartments) 
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RETAIL, COMMERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL, INSTITUTIONAL, OR OTHER PROJECT 
(If project is only residential, do not answer this section.) 

Type{s) of Use{s): Industrial - Lumber Mill 

Oriented to: Regional: _CA _____ _ City: ____ _ Neighborhood: ____ _ 
Hours of Operation: 6AM to 6PM log hauling, 7AM to SPM sawmill 

Total Occupancy/Capacity of Building(s): ___________________ _ 

Total Number of Fixed Seals:-------------------------

Square Footage of: Warehouse Area: Truck shop 1~ox120 

Office Area:. __________ _ Loading Area:. __________ _ 

Sales Area:. __________ _ Storage Area:. __________ _ 

Total Number of Employees:. ___ 4_0 ____________________ _ 

Anticipated Number of Employees per Shfft:. __ 4_o _________________ _ 
Total Number of Vlsltors/Customers On Site at any One Tlme:. __ 5 ___________ _ 

Other Occupants (specify):. ________________________ _ 

PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS 

If this project Is part of any other project for which a Negative Declaration or Environmental Impact Report 
has been prepared, reference the document below (Include date and case number, If appllcable). 
Letter Report prepared by Provost lir. Pritchard (Sloan and Norman)"Phase II Additional 

Site Assessment Report", ll/4/2013, "Interim Remedial Action Plan", 12/ll/2013 

OTHER PERMITS OR APPROVALS 

List any and all other publfc approvals required for this project. Specify type of permits or approval, 
agency/department, address, person to contacl and her/his telephone number. 

Permit or Approya! Agency Address Contact Person Phone Na. 

As the applicant for this proposal, I hereby state that, to the best of my knowledge, 
the above answers and statements are true and complete. 

Signature of Applicant/Agent Date 

Print Name and Title of Applicant/Agent Phone No. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 INTRODUCTION 

This document is an Addendum to the 2014 Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) 
for the Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project, SCH No. 2014042061. The IS/MND was 
prepared by the City of Yreka pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) , Public 
Resources Code 21000 et seq ., circulated for public review and comment, and adopted by the 
City on May 21, 2014. This Addendum has been prepared in accordance with CEQA Guidelines, 
Sections 15162 and 15164. The City of Yreka is the lead agency for the environmental review of 
this Addendum. 

This addendum has been prepared to support an application to the City of Yreka by the Fruit 
Growers Supply Company to modify approved Conditional Use Permit #4197 to allow for the 
option of operating the existing facility on a 24 hours per day I 7 day basis . The existing approved 
facility is only approved to operate for up to l 0 hours per day I 5 days per week. The application 
to the City of Yreka for which this document was determined to be necessary is a request to 
amend an existing approved Conditional Use Permit. 

1.2 PROJECT HISTORY AND BACKGROUND 

In January of 2014, the Fruit Growers Supply Company submitted a Conditional Use Permit 
application (CUP #4197) to the City of Yreka for the Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill 
project. As part of the environmental review process for the proposed project, an Initial 
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND #4196) was prepared . 

On May 21 , 2014, the City of Yreka Planning Commission adopted Resolution 2014-03, approving 
the CUP, certifying the IS/MND, and adopting findings and the mitigation monitoring program for 
the Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill project. 

On October l Oth, 2015 the City received a request for a modification to CUP #4197 to allow for the 
Fruit Growers sawmill facility to operate 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. The original hours of 
operation approved for the site under CUP #4197 are 7:00 AM to 5:00 PM, five days per week. 

1.3 PURPOSE OF AN ADDENDUM 

In determining whether an addendum is the appropriate document to analyze the modifications 
to the project and its approval, CEQA Guidelines Section 15164 (Addendum to an EIR or Negative 
Declaration) states: 

• The lead agency or a responsible agency shall prepare an addendum to a previously 
certified EIR if some changes or additions are necessary but none of the conditions 
described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred. 

• An addendum to an adopted negative declaration may be prepared if only minor 
technical changes or additions are necessary or none of the conditions described in 
Section 15162 calling for the preparation of a subsequent EIR or negative declaration have 
occurred . 

• An addendum need not be circulated for public review but can be included in or 
attached to the final EIR or adopted negative declaration. 

City of Yreka 
April 2016 

Addendum to the Chandler Ranchi 
Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project IS!MND 

1.0-1 



2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

This section provides a detailed description of the proposed changes to the original IS/MND 
proposed hours of operation for the Fruit Growers sawmill facility. The reader is referred to Section 
3.0, Environmental Analysis, for the analysis of environmental effects of this project relative to the 
previous analysis provided in the Fruit Growers Company Sawmill Project Initial Study/Mitigated 
Negative Declaration (SCH No. 2014042061) (2014). 

2.1 LOCATION AND SETTING 

PROJECT LOCATION 

The proposed project site is located in the City of Yreka in Siskiyou County, California. Yreka is 
located approximately 21 miles south of the California-Oregon border. Interstate 5, State Route 3, 
and State Route 263 pass through and provide regional access to the city. The project area, which 
totals approximately 79 acres, is located at 229 South Phillipe Lane adjacent to the eastern 
boundary of the city limits. The project site is accessed via South Phillipe Lane, which connects 
with State Route 3 approximately 0.2 miles north of the project site. Specifically, the project is 
situated on APNs 053-681-060, 053-681-070, and 013-100-140 in Section 24 of Township 45 North, 
Range 7 West of the Mount Diablo Meridian (Latitude 41°43'47.15"N, Longitude 122°35'451.22"W). 

PROJECT SETTING 

The proposed project site is located on the existing Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill, in an 
industrial area at the eastern edge of the Yreka city limits. The site is bordered on the north by the 
Yreka Western Railroad tracks. Immediately north of this railway are industrial uses, including a 
concrete batch plant, industrial storage as well as a meat processing/packing plant, with North 
Foothill Drive and State Route (SR) 3 beyond. To the east of the project site are South Phillipe Lane, 
a Veneer Mill (Timber products), and agricultural lands beyond. Vacant land predominates to the 
south and west of the project site, though there is a scattering of residences located in both of 
these directions. To the west, these residences are on Clark Way, while the residences to the south 
are accessed from South Phillipe Lane. Oberlin Road is located approximately 1.1 miles south of 
the project site. 

2.2 REVISIONS TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT 

As discussed previously, the proposed Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project IS/MND was 
adopted by the City Council on May 21, 2014. No new construction is proposed for the project 
site with this Addendum. The component of the project that is proposed to be altered and is the 
subject of this IS/MND Addendum is the change in hours of operation for the sawmill facility from 
7:00AM to 5:00PM for five days a week, to 24 hours a day for seven days a week. The extended 
operating hours would apply only to the sawmill facility and would not increase the hours of 
operation for truck trips. The increase in hours of operation could also result in an increase in the 
number of employees at the project by 40 to 44 persons. 

Because of the change in hours of operation at the sawmill facility, an increase in nighttime noise 
was considered to be a potential impact area. As such, a noise analysis was completed to 
determine the resultant noise levels due to the proposed increase of operating hours. This analysis, 
Fruit Growers Sawmill Noise Analysis, (j.c. brennan & associates, Inc., 2015), determined that overall 
noise levels at the nearest residences would increase nighttime noise levels by no more than 3 
dBA. The predicted noise levels would be in compliance with the City of Yreka General Plan 
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nighttime noise level criteria. Additionally, the increase in noise would be within the guidelines of 
the Federal lnteragency Committee on Noise (FICON) in assessing the changes in ambient noise 
levels. As such, the increase in overall noise levels would not be considered significant. The noise 
analysis is included in this Addendum as Attachment A. 

2.3 PURPOSE OF THIS ADDENDUM 

As stated previously, the revised hours of operation for the sawmill facility would go from a 1 O hour 
per day I five days a week operation, to a 24 hours per day / seven day per week operation. 
Following a detailed review of the approved Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration for the 
original sawmill project, an Addendum to the 2014 Initial Study /Mitigated Negative Declaration 
was determined to be the appropriate analysis tool pursuant to the requirements of the Public 
Resources Code and California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in support of the consideration 
of the request. No other components of the Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project have 
been changed. No increase in truck trips or hours would occur with this project. 

This Addendum addresses the proposed changes associated with the operating hours of the Fruit 
Growers sawmill facility relative to the previous environmental review for the IS/MND. CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15164 describes an addendum as: 

(a) An addendum to an adopted negative declaration may be prepared if only minor technical 
changes or additions are necessary or none of the conditions described in Section 15162 
calling for the preparation of a subsequent EIR or negative declaration have occurred. 

The analysis provided in this Addendum (see Section 3.0 for the technical analysis) provides 
substantial evidence to support that none of the circumstances set forth in CEQA Guidelines 
Sections 15162(a) through (d) would result from adoption of the proposed project. 

Information and technical analyses from the 2014 Fruit Growers Company Sawmill Project IS/MND 
are utilized throughout this Addendum. Relevant passages from this document are cited and 
available for review at: 

Addendum to the 
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3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

(3J New information of substantial importance, which was not known and 
could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at 
the time the previous EIR was certified as complete or the negative 
declaration was adopted, shows any of the following: 

(AJ The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the 
previous EIR or negative declaration; 

As discussed in this Addendum, the proposed extension to the facility's operational hours would 
not significantly increase the level of any environmental impact identified in the adopted Fruit 
Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project IS/MND. The proposed extended hours are compatible 
with the industrial uses surrounding the project site. The change in operating hours would not affect 
the existing or future environment, as existing and proposed land uses are not proposed to be 
changed. Furthermore, the proposed change would not result in significant effects not discussed 
in the adopted IS/MND. 

(BJ Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe 
than shown in the previous EIR; 

The proposed extension to operating hours of the sawmill facility would not increase the severity 
of any of the environmental impacts identified in the adopted Fruit Growers Supply Company 
Sawmill Project IS/MND, as the proposal would not cause changes to the existing or proposed land 
uses. 

(CJ Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible 
would in fact be feasible and would substantially reduce one or more 
significant effects of the project, but the project proponents decline to 
adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or 

No new mitigation measures are proposed as a result of the extended operating hours for the 
sawmill facility. The change in hours of operation would not result in infeasible mitigation or new 
feasible mitigation. Furthermore, no mitigation measures or alternatives previously found to be 
infeasible are now feasible. 

(DJ Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different 
from those analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one 
or more significant effects on the environment, but the project 
proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative. 

The proposed extended operating hours would not significantly change the environmental 
conditions in the project's vicinity, and there is no need to modify the mitigation measures 
contained in the Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project IS/MND. No new mitigation 
measures or alternatives are necessary and none have been identified. 

(bJ If changes to a project or its circumstances occur or new information becomes 
available after adoption of a negative declaration, the lead agency shall 
prepare a subsequent EIR if required under subdivision (aJ. Otherwise, the lead 
agency shall determine whether to prepare a subsequent negative 
declaration, and addendum, or no further documentation. 

As summarized above and further discussed in this Addendum, the proposed changes to the hours 
of operation at the Fruit Growers sawmill facility do not meet the criteria for preparing a 
subsequent negative declaration. An addendum is appropriate here because, as further 
explained in this section, none of the conditions calling for preparation of a subsequent negative 
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3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

declaration have occurred. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Sections 15164(c) and (d), this IS/MND 
Addendum will not be circulated for public review but will be attached to the IS/MND. 

3.2 DISCUSSION OF FINDINGS 

As demonstrated in this Addendum, the changes proposed to the hours of operation at the Fruit 
Growers sawmill facility do not meet the criteria for preparing a supplemental or subsequent 
IS/MND. First, this modification does not propose substantial changes to the Fruit Growers Supply 
Company Sawmill Project. Extending the operating hours would not result in any significant 
physical changes to the existing or surrounding environment, nor would it increase the severity of 
any previously identified significant impact from the adopted Fruit Growers Supply Company 
Sawmill Project IS/MND that would require major revisions to the adopted IS/MND (CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15162[a][l]) . Therefore, with the exception of potential new noise impacts 
associated with the extended operating hours, the proposed operational modification does not 
affect the impact analysis contained in the adopted Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill 
Project IS/MND. 

Second, the proposed increase in operating hours would not result in changes in physical 
circumstances that would cause a new significant impact or substantially increase the severity of 
a previously identified significant impact as no new physical construction or site disturbing 
activities would occur on the site as a result of the request to the City. There have been no other 
changes in the circumstances that meet this criterion (CEQA Guidelines Section 15162[a][2]). 
Therefore, there have been no changes in the environmental conditions not contemplated and 
analyzed in the Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill IS/MND that would result in new or 
substantially more severe environmental impacts. 

Third, as documented in this Addendum, there is no new information of substantial importance 
(which was not known or could not have been known at the time of Fruit Growers Supply 
Company Sawmill Project IS/MND adoption by the City of Yreka in 2014) that identifies a new 
significant impact (condition "A" in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162[a][3]); there would not be a 
substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant impact (condition "B" in 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15162[a][3]); and there are no mitigation measures or alternatives 
previously found infeasible that would now be feasible and would substantially reduce one or 
more significant effects of the proposed project, or mitigation measures or alternatives that are 
considerably different from those analyzed in the EIR which would substantially reduce one or 
more significant effects on the environment (conditions "C" and "D" in CEQA Guidelines Section 
15162[a] [3]). The proposed modification to the hours of operation at the sawmill facility would not 
change any physical components of the Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project other 
than an increase of operating hours. None of the "new information" conditions listed in CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15162[a][3] would be caused by the proposed change that would require a 
subsequent or supplemental IS/MND. 
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TABLE 3.0-1 

FRUIT GROWERS SUPPLY COMPANY SAWMILL PROJECT IS/MND IMPACT DETERMINATION 

CEQA Environmental Checklist - Potential Impacts IS/MND Determination 

Aesthetics 

A) Would the project have a significant adverse effect on a scenic vista? No impact 

B) Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not No impact 
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic 
highway? 

C) Would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or Less than significant 
quality of the site and its surroundings? 

D) Would the project create a source of substantial light or glare that would Less than signif icant with mitigation 
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area? 

Agricultural Resources 

A) Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland Less than significant 
of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant 
to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources 
Agency, to nonagricultural use? 
B) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a No impact 
Williamson Act contract? 
C) Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment No impact 
which, due to their location or nature, cou ld result in conversion of Farmland 
to nonagricultural use? 
D) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, No impact 
forestland (as defined in Public Resources Code Section l 222(g), timberland 
(as defined in Public Resources Code Section 4526), or timberland zoned 
Timberland Production (as defined in Public Resources Code Section 
51104(g))? 
E) Would the project result in the loss of forestland or conversion of forestland No impact 
to non-forest use? 

Air Quality 

A) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the No impact 
applicable air quality plan? 
B) Would the project violate any air quality standard or contribute Less than significant with mitigation 
substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation ? 
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Facility 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 
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CEQA Environmental Checklist - Potential Impacts 

C) Would the project result in a cumulatively considerab le net increase of any 
criteri a pollutant for which the project region is in nonattainment under an 
applicable federa l or state ambient air quali ty standard (including releasing 
emissions that exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)? 
D) Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations? 

E) Would the project create objectionab le odors affecting a substantial number 
of people? 

Biological Resources 

A) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through 
hab itat modifi cations, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or 
special-status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by 
the Cali forni a Department of Fish and W ildli fe or US Fish and W ildlife Service? 

B) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat 
or other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, 
policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
or US Fish and W ildlife Service? 
C) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on federall y protected 
wet lands, as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but 
not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal wetlands, etc.), through direct 
removal, filling, hvdrological interruption, or other means? 
D) Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native 
resident or migratory fi sh or wildlife species or w ith estab lished native resident 
or migratory w ildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery 
sites? 
E) Wou ld the project conflict w ith any local po licies or ordinances protecting 
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance? 
F) Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted habitat 
conservation plan, natural community conservation plan, or other approved 
local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan? 

Cultural Resources 

A) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of 
a historical resource as defined in Section 15064.5? 
B) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of 
an archaeological resource pursuant to Section 15064.5? 
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Impact Determination - Extended 
IS/MND Determination Operating Hours of Sawmill 

Facility 

No impact Does not change the impact 

Less than significant Does not change the impact 

Less than significant Does not change the impact 

Less than significant Does not change the impact 

No impact Does not change the impact 

No impact Does not change the impact 

Less than significant Does not change the impact 

No impact Does not change the impact 

No impact Does not change the impact 

Less than significant with mitigation Does not change the impact 

Less than significant with mitigation Does not change the impact 
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CEQA Environmental Checklist - Potential Impacts 

C) Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique pa leontological 
resource or site or unique geological feature? 
D) Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred 
outside of formal cemeteries? 

Geology/Soils 

A-i) Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial 
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death, involving rupture of 
a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo 
Earthquake Fault Zon ing 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 Publication 42 . 
A-ii) Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial 
adverse effects, includi ng the ri sk of loss, injury, or death, invo lving strong 
seismic ground shaking? 
A-iii) Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial 
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death, involving seismic-
related ground fa ilure, including liquefaction? 
A-iv) Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial 
adverse effects, including the ri sk of loss, injury, or death, invo lving se ismic-
related ground fa ilure, including landsl ides? 

B) Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topso il? 

C) Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soi l that is unstab le, or 
that would become unstable as a resul t of the project, and potentially resul t in 
on- or off-site lands I ide, lateral spread ing, subsidence, I iquefaction, or 
collapse? 
D) Would the project be located on expansive soil , as defined in Table 18-1 -B 
of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial ri sks to life or 
property? 
E) Would the project Have soi ls incapable of adequately supporting the use of 
septic tanks or altern ative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not 
availab le for the disposal of wastewater? 

Greenhouse Gases 

A) Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or 
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment? 
B) Would the project Conflict w ith an app licable plan, policy, or regulation 
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gasses? 
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Less than significant with mitigation 

Less than signifi cant with mitigation 

Less than significant 

Less than significant 

Less than significant 

No impact 

Less than significant 

Less than sign ificant 

Less than signifi cant 

No impact 

Less than signifi cant 

No impact 
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Facility 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 
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Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

A) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous 
materials? 
B) Would the project 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 env ironment? 
C) Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or 
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of 
an existing or proposed school? 

D) Would the project be located on a site wh ich 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? 
E) For a project located within an airport land use plan area or, where such a 
plan has not been adopted, within 2 miles of a public airport or a public use 
airport, wou ld the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or 
working in the project area? 
F) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result 
in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area? 
G) Would the project impair implementation of, or physically interfere with, 
an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 
H) Would the project expose people or structu res to a significant risk of loss, 
injury, or death involving wild land fires, including where wild lands are 
adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with 
wild lands? 

Hydrology and Water Quality 

A) Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 
requi rem en ts? 
B) Would the project substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere 
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit 
in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the 
production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which 
would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have 
been granted)? 
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Impact Determination - Extended 
IS/MND Determination Operating Hours of Sawmill 

Facility 

Less than significant Does not change the impact 

Less than significant Does not change the impact 

No impact Does not change the impact 

Less than sign ificant with mitigation Does not change the impact 

No impact Does not change the impact 

No impact Does not change the impact 

Less than significant Does not change the impact 

Less than significant Does not change the impact 

Less than significant Does not change the impact 

Less than significant Does not change the impact 

Addendum to the 
fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project ISIMND 



3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

CEQA Environmental Checklist - Potential Impacts 

C) Wou ld the project substant ially alter the existing d rainage pattern of the site 
or area, incl ud ing through the alteration of the cou rse of a stream or ri ver, in a 
manner wh ich wou ld result in substantial erosion or sil tation on- or off-site? 
D) Wou ld the project substantiall y alter the existing drainage pattern of the 
site or area, incl uding through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, 
or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that 
would result in flood ing on- or off-site? 
E) Wou ld the project create or contri bute runoff water which would exceed 
the capac ity of exist ing or planned storm water drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff? 

Fl Wou ld the project otherw ise substant iall y degrade water quali ty? 

G) Wou ld the project place hous ing within a 100-year fl ood hazard area as 
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or 
other flood hazard delineation map? 
H) Wou ld the project place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures that 
would impede or red irect fl ood fl ows? 
I) Would the project expose people or structures to a significant ri sk of loss, 
injury, or death involvi ng flood ing, includ ing floodi ng as a resu lt of a fail ure of 
a levee or dam? 

J) Would the project inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudfl ow? 

Land Use and Planning 

A) Would the project phys icall y div ide an estab lished communi ty? 

Bl Wou ld the project conflict w ith any applicable land use plan, po licy, or 
regulation of an agency with j urisd iction over the project (includ ing, but not 
limited to, the general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning 
ordinance) adopted for the pu rpose of avoid ing or mitigating an 
envi ronmental effect? 

C) Would the project conflict with any applicab le hab itat conservation plan or 
natural commun ity conservation plan? 

Mineral Resources 

A) Wou ld the project result in the loss of availabili ty of a known mineral 
resource that would be of va lue to the region and the residents of the state? 
B) Wou ld the project result in the loss of availab ili ty of a locally important 
mineral resource recovery site deli neated on a local general plan, specific 
plan, or other land use plan? 
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Less than significant 

Less than significant 

Less than significant 

Less than signi ficant 

No impact 

No impact 

No impact 

No impact 

No impact 

No impact 

No impact 

No impact 

No impact 
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Facility 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 
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Impact Determination - Extended 
CEQA Environmental Checklist - Potential Impacts IS/MND Determination Operating Hours of Sawmill 

Facility 

Noise 

A) Would the project result in exposure of persons to or generation of noise Less than significant Does not change the impact 
levels in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise 
ordinance or of applicable standards of other agencies? 
B) Would the project result in exposure of persons to or generation of Less than significant Does not change the impact 
excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels? 
C) Would the project result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient Less than significant Does not change the impact 
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project? 
D) Would the project result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in Less than significant Does not change the impact 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the 
project? 
E) For a project located within an airport land use plan area or, where such a No impact Does not change the impact 
plan has not been adopted, within 2 miles of a public airport or a public use 
airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the project 
area to excessive noise levels? 
F) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project No impact Does not change the impact 
expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise 
levels? 

Population and Housing 

A) Would the project induce substantial population growth in an area, either No impact Does not change the impact 
directly (e.g., by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (e.g., 
through extension of roads or other infrastructure)? 
B) Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing housing, No impact Does not change the impact 
necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 
C) Would the project displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the No impact Does not change the impact 
construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 

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 following public services: 

Fire Protection 

Police Protection 

Schools 

Parks 

Other Public Facilities 
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Less than significant Does not change the impact 

Less than significant Does not change the impact 

No impact Does not change the impact 

No impact Does not change the impact 

No impact Does not change the impact 
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CEQA Environmental Checklist - Potential Impacts 

Recreation and Open Space 

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? 
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? 

Transportation and Circulation 

A) Would the project cause an increase in traffic that is substantial in relation 
to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a 
substantial increase in either the number of vehicle trips, the volume-to-
capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections)? 
B) Would the project exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of 
service standard established by the county congestion management agency for 
designated roads or highwavs? 
C) Would the project result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either 
an increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial 
safety risks? 
D) Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a design feature 
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm 
equipment)? 
E) Would the project result in inadequate emergency access? 

F) Would the project conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs 
supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)? 

Utilities and Service Systems 

A) Would the project exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the 
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board? 
B) Would the project exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the 
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board? 
C) Would the project exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the 
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board? 
D) Would the project exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the 
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board? 
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No impact 

No impact 

Less than significant 

Less than significant 

No impact 

No impact 

No impact 

No impact 

Less than significant 

Less than significant 

Less than significant 

Less than significant 
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Impact Determination - Extended 
Operating Hours of Sawmill 

Facility 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 

Does not change the impact 
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E) Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment 
provider that 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? 
F) Would the project be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity 
to accommodate the project's solid waste disposal needs? 

G) Would the project comply with federal, state, and local statutes and 
regulations related to solid waste? 
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Impact Determination - Extended 
IS/MND Determination Operating Hours of Sawmill 

Facility 

Less than significant Does not change the impact 

Less than significant Does not change the impact 

Less than significant Does not change the impact 
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3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

3.3 SUMMARY 

The proposed expansion of operating hours would not result in changes to the existing land uses 
and would be consistent with those assumed and analyzed in the adopted IS/MND. In addition, 
the expansion of operating hours would not result in development of any additional uses that 
could contribute to impacts beyond those analyzed in the IS/MND. Since the proposed changes 
are consistent with the development identified for the Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill 
Project in the adopted IS/MND, no additional area is proposed for urban development, and no 
changes are proposed to the project 's permitting and approval process, the proposed project 
revisions would not result in new or more severe impacts beyond those analyzed and mitigated in 
the Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project IS/MND. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 INTRODUCTION AND REGULATORY GUIDANCE 

This document is an Initial Study, with supporting environmental studies, which concludes that a 
Mitigated Negative Declaration is the appropriate California Environmental Quality Act {CEQA) 
document for the Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project. This Mitigated Negative 
Declaration has been prepared in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act, 
Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq., and the State CEQA Guidelines, California Code 
of Regulations Section 15000 et seq. 

An initial study is conducted by a lead agency to determine whether a project may have a 
significant effect on the environment. In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15063, an 
environmental impact report (EIR) must be prepared if an initial study indicates that the 
proposed project under review may have a potentially significant impact on the environment 
which cannot be initially avoided or mitigated to a level that is less than significant. A negative 
declaration may be prepared if the lead agency also prepares a written statement describing 
the reasons why the proposed project would not have a significant effect on the environment 
and therefore why it does not require the preparation of an EIR (CEQA Guidelines Section 
1537 l}. According to CEQA Guidelines Section 15070, a negative declaration shall be prepared 
for a project subject to CEQA when either: 

a) The initial study shows there is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record 
before the agency, that the proposed project may have a significant effect on the 
environment, or 

b) The initial study identifies potentially significant effects, but: 

( 7) Revisions in the project plans or proposals made by or agreed to by the applicant 
before the proposed negative declaration is released for public review would 
avoid the effects or mitigate the effects to a point where clearly no significant 
effects would occur; and 

(2) There is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the agency, 
that the proposed project as revised may have a significant effect on the 
environment. 

If revisions are adopted in the proposed project in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 
15070(b}, including the adoption of mitigation measures included in this document, a mitigated 
negative declaration is prepared. 

1.2 LEAD AGENCY 

The lead agency is the public agency with primary responsibility over a proposed project. Where 
two or more public agencies will be involved with a project, CEQA Guidelines Section 15051 
provides criteria for identifying the lead agency. In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 
15051 (b)(l}, "the lead agency will normally be the agency with general governmental powers, 
such as a city or county, rather than an agency with a single or limited purpose." Based on the 
criteria above, the City of Yreka (City) is the lead agency for the proposed Fruit Growers Supply 
Company Sawmill Project. 

City of Yreka 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.3 PURPOSE AND DOCUMENT ORGANIZATION 

The purpose of this Initial Study is to evaluate the potential environmental impacts of the 
proposed Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project. This document is divided into the 
following sections: 

1.0 Introduction - This section provides an introduction and describes the purpose and 
organization of the document. 

2.0 Project Information - This section provides general information regarding the project, 
including the project title, lead agency and address, contact person, brief description of the 
project location, General Plan land use designation, and zoning district, identification of 
surrounding land uses, and identification of other public agencies whose review, approval, 
and/or permits may be required. Also listed in this section is a checklist of the environmental 
factors that are potentially affected by the project. 

3.0 Project Description - This section provides a detailed description of the proposed project. 

4.0 Environmental Checklist - This section describes the environmental setting and overview for 
each of the environmental subject areas, evaluates a range of impacts classified as "no 
impact," "less than significant impact." "less than significant impact with mitigation 
incorporated," and "potentially significant impact" in response to the environmental checklist. 

5.0 References - This section identifies documents, websites, people, and other sources 
consulted during the preparation of this Initial Study. 

1.4 EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

Section 4.0, Environmental Checklist. is the analysis portion of this Initial Study. The section 
provides an evaluation of the potential environmental impacts of the project. Section 4.0 
includes 18 environmental issue subsections, including CEQA Mandatory Findings of Significance. 
The environmental issue subsections, numbered l through 18, consist of the following: 

1. Aesthetics 10. Land Use and Planning 

2. Agriculture Resources 11. Mineral Resources 

3. Air Quality 12. Noise 

4. Biological Resources 13. Population and Housing 

5. Cultural Resources 14. Public Services 

6. Geology and Soils 15. Recreation 

7. Greenhouse Gases 16. Transportation/Traffic 

8. Hazards and Hazardous Materials 17. Utilities and Service Systems 

9. Hydrology and Water Quality 18. Mandatory Findings of Significance 

Each environmental issue subsection is organized in the following manner: 

The Setting summarizes the existing conditions at the regional, subregional, and local level, as 
appropriate, and identifies applicable plans and technical information for the particular issue 
area. 

Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project 
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

The Checklist Discussion/Analysis provides a detailed discussion of each of the environmental 
issue checklist questions. The level of significance for each topic is determined by considering 
the predicted magnitude of the impact. Four levels of impact significance are evaluated in this 
Initial Study: 

No Impact: No project-related impact to the environment would occur with project 
development. 

Less Than Significant Impact: The impact would not result in a substantial adverse 
change in the environment. This impact level does not require mitigation measures. 

Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated: An impact that may have a 
"substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of the physical conditions 
within the area affected by the project" (CEQA Guidelines Section 15382). However, the 
incorporation of mitigation measures that are specified after analysis would reduce the 
project-related impact to a less than significant level. 

Potentially Significant Impact: An impact that is "potentially significant" but for which 
mitigation measures cannot be immediately suggested or the effectiveness of potential 
mitigation measures cannot be determined with certainty, because more in-depth 
analysis of the issue and potential impact is needed. In such cases, an EIR is required. 

City of Yreka 
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1. Project title: 

2. Lead agency name and address: 

3. Contact person and phone number: 

4. Project location: 

5. Project sponsor's name and address: 

6. General Plan designation: 

7. Zoning: 

8. Description of project: 

City of Yreka 
April 2014 

2.0 PROJECT INFORMATION 

Fruit Growers Supply Company Project 

City of Yreka 
701 Fourth Street 
Yreka, CA 96097 

Liz Casson, City Clerk 
(530) 841-2324 

The proposed project is predominantly located 
in the City of Yreka in Siskiyou County, California, 
though a small portion is located in 
unincorporated Siskiyou County. The project 
area, which totals approximately 79 acres, is 
situated on APNs 053-681-060, 053-681-070, and 
013-100-1 40; in Section 24 of Township 45 North, 
Range 7 West of the Mount Diablo Meridian 
(Latitude 41°43'47.15"N, Longitude 
122°35'451.22"W). The project address is 229 
South Phillipe Lane. (See Figure 3.0· 1 for project 
location.) 

Fruit Growers Supply Company 
P.O. Box 820687 
Vancouver, WA 98682 

Industrial (I) 

City of Yreka Heavy Industrial (M-2) & Siskiyou 
County Prime Agricultural 

The Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill 
Project proposes a Conditional Use Permit to 
allow the construction of a new sawmill, log 
processing area, and shipping center for the 
purpose of receiving and processing timber and 
distributing a product of pallet stock lumber. The 
proposed project site is abandoned and has 
historically been used as a lumber sawmill. In 
addition to remediating existing contamination­
related issues associated with the site, the 
project is proposing a two-story, 
premanufactured ±50,000-square-foot sawmill 
building, a premanufactured ± 12,000-square­
foot truck and equipment maintenance shop, 
new truck weighing scales, a raw product 
delivery area, a sprinklered log deck/log storage 
area, a wood-waste storage and recovery area, 
a finished product storage and shipping area, a 
45-space paved parking area, an on-site fire 
suppression/irrigation system, and a storm water 
drainage system. 
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9. Surrounding land uses and setting: 

In addition, the project proposes to improve the 
existing internal circulation system on-site, though 
such improvements would not include 
permanent pavement. The proposed project 
would also reuse approximately 6,000 square 
feet of existing building space on-site for the 
purpose of office space. The project would 
operate 8 to 1 O hours daily 5 days a week 
between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. 

The project site is located in an industrial area at 
the eastern edge of the Yreka city limits. The site 
is bordered on the north by the Yreka Western 
Railroad tracks, which do not currently operate. 
Immediately north of this railway are industrial 
uses, including a concrete and asphalt batch 
plant as well as a meat packing plant, with North 
Foothill Drive and State Route 3 beyond. To the 
east of the project site are Phillipe Lane, an 
industrial-scale timber mill, and agricultural lands 
beyond. Vacant land predominates to the 
south and west of the project site, though there is 
a scattering of residences located in both of 
these directions. To the west, these residences 
are on Clark Way, and the residences to the 
south are accessed from Phillipe Lane. Oberlin 
Road is located approximately 1.1 miles south of 
the project site. 

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

• California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) 

• North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) 

• Siskiyou County Air Pollution Control District (APCD) 

• Siskiyou County Environmental Health 

Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project 
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration 
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11. Environmental factors potentially affected: 

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, 
involving at least one impact that is a "potentially significant impact" as indicated by the 
checklist on the following pages. 

[gj Aesthetics 

D Biological Resources 

D Greenhouse Gases 

D Land Use and 
Planning 

D Population and 
Housing 

0 Transportation/Traffic 

City of Yreka 
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D 

D 

D 

Agriculture Resources 

Cultural Resources 

Hazards and Hazardous 
Materials 

Mineral Resources 

Public Services 

Utilities and Service 
Systems 
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12. Determination: (to be completed by the lead agency) 

On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

D 

D 

D 

D 

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the 
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

I find that although the proposed project could have o significant effect on the 
environment. there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the 
project have been made by or agreed to by rhe project proponent. A MITIGATED 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment. and 
on ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required . 

I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact'' or 
"potentially significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one 
effect (1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to 
applicable legal standards, and {2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based 
on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets . An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
REPORT is required. but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed. 
I find that a lthough the proposed project could have a significant effect on the 
environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed 
adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable 
standards, and (bl have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION. including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed 
upon the proposed project, nothing further is required. 

Steve Boker City of Yreka 
Printed Name 

City Manager 
Title 

Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill l'rojeet 
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative ~claration 

Lead Agency 
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3.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

3.1 PROJECT LOCATION 

The proposed project site is located in the City of Yreka in Siskiyou County, California. Yreka is 
located approximately 21 miles south of the California-Oregon border. Interstate 5, State Route 
3, and State Route 263 pass through and provide regional access to the city. The project area, 
which totals approximately 79 acres, is located at 229 South Phillipe Lane adjacent to the 
eastern boundary of the city limits. The project site is accessed via South Phillipe Lane, which 
connects with State Route 3 approximately 0.2 miles north of the project site. Specifically, the 
project is situated on APNs 053-681-060, 053-681-070, and 013-100-140 in Section 24 of Township 
45 North, Range 7 West of the Mount Diablo Meridian (Latitude 41°43'47. l 5"N, Longitude 
l22°35'45 l .22"W). (See Figure 3.0-1 for project location.) 

3.2 PROJECT SETTING 

The proposed project site is an abandoned lumber mill (the former Hi-Ridge Lumber Company 
mill site) that has been devoid of any operations for more than 10 years. The site, located in an 
industrial area at the eastern edge of the Yreka city limits, is bordered on the north by the Yreka 
Western Railroad tracks, which do not currently operate. Immediately north of this railway are 
industrial uses, including a concrete and asphalt batch plant as well as a meat packing plant, 
with North Foothill Drive and State Route (SR) 3 beyond. To the east of the project site are South 
Phillipe Lane, an industrial-scale timber mill, and agricultural lands beyond. Vacant land 
predominates to the south and west of the project site, though there is a scattering of residences 
located in both of these directions. To the west, these residences are on Clark Way, while the 
residences to the south are accessed from South Phillipe Lane. Oberlin Road is located 
approximately 1.1 miles south of the project site. 

The project site contains three separate parcels. Two of these parcels are privately owned and 
located within the Yreka city limits. The third parcel is owned by the City of Yreka, though it is 
located just outside of the city limits in unincorporated Siskiyou County. The two parcels under 
the City's jurisdiction are designated Industrial by the City General Plan and are zoned Heavy 
Industrial [M-2). As defined by the General Plan, the Industrial designation is intended to 
accommodate "lumber mills, asphalt plants, manufacturers of product designed predominantly 
for sale off site" (Yreka 2003). The one parcel under the jurisdiction of Siskiyou County is zoned 
Prime Agricultural. 

PROJECT HISTORY 

For over 50 years, the project site had operated as a lumber mill and was owned by several 
different landowners. In the 1980s, detectable levels of contamination were found in debris, soil, 
storm water, and groundwater. The contaminants found include dioxin, pentachlorophenol 
(PCP), tetrachlorophenol (TCP), polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), and hydrocarbons (i.e., fuel, 
oil, and grease). Most of the contaminants were found in soil; however, low levels of PCP and 
TCP were found in storm water and groundwater. As a result of the site containing these 
contaminants, the North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) listed it as a 
hazardous materials discharge site (Case Number 1 NSl103), which means that the site is subject 
to an active cleanup order. As part of cleanup order, the site was designated as a "brownfield 
site" for the magnitude of its potential to contaminate the environment. Brownfield sites are 
defined as sites having "low to moderate" levels of contamination. (Substantially contaminated 
sites identified as possessing "high" levels of contamination are designated as "superfund sites.") 

Beginning in the 1980s, cleanup plans were developed and remediation work was completed. 
The first cleanup efforts involved the movement of contaminated soil from the wood treatment 
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3.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

area to the northwest corner of the property, encapsulation of the soil in plastic, and subsequent 
burial of the soil. In the early-1990s, storm water drainage improvements were constructed that 
were intended to prevent water from flowing on to and off of the property. 

The project applicant purchased the site at the end of 2013 and beginning of 2014. In 2014, the 
applicant, in consultation with the North Coast RWQCB, initiated the largest remediation effort to 
date. Several remedial actions designed to remove or contain contaminated debris, soil, and 
water were implemented. To address the dioxin, PCP, and TCP chemicals, soils from the two 
contaminated areas were consolidated in one area and capped with concrete {see Figure 
3.0·2). Additionally, one other contaminated area at the northwest portion of the site was 
capped with concrete. To prevent storm water and groundwater contamination, water 
retention ponds were constructed in order to capture all the storm water from contaminated 
areas and store it on-site. In addition to dioxin, PCP, and TCP, this process also addresses 
potential hydrocarbon contamination from fuel and oil existing on the ground. To ensure the 
storm water retention system is working, water samples are currently taken during rain storms and 
analyzed for dioxin, PCP, and TCP. In addition, one water supply well and 13 monitoring wells 
have been destroyed to prevent groundwater contamination (see Figure 3.0-3). To address PCB 
concerns, all of the debris, electrical equipment, and potentially contaminated soil has been 
removed from the property and disposed of at a hazardous waste landfill. The soil beneath 
these areas was tested to ensure all of the PCBs had been removed. Lastly, a buried fuel tank on 
the east edge of the property and soils with high levels of fuel have been removed and 
disposed of in a hazardous waste landfill to remediate hydrocarbon contamination. The 
remaining soil beneath the fuel tank was tested to ensure all contaminated soil was removed. 

As part of the North Coast RWQCB-approved remediation plan efforts described above, a storm 
drainage plan for the site has been prepared along with both an industrial storm water pollution 
prevention plan and a construction storm water pollution prevention plan (SWPPP). These 
documents establish site-specific best management practices (BMPs) for operations and 
construction activities on the site. The prescribed BMPs are both structural and non-structural, 
include storm water runoff monitoring requirements, and comply with the City of Yreka's storm 
water and erosion ordinances. Included in both of the SWPPP documents, the BMPs, and the 
storm drainage plan are the use of a series of swales and ponds to direct both on- and off-site 
storm water such that any resulting discharge is both better in quality and decreased in quantity 
as compared to the storm water discharge currently leaving the site. However, the majority of 
the storm water runoff would be retained on-site. As dictated by these documents, a series of 
three retention ponds would be constructed to contain runoff from a 100-year storm event (see 
Figure 3.0-4). 
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As dictated by the North Coast RWQCB-approved storm drainage plan and industrial SWPPP, 
the existing pond area located in the middle of the site will function as the primary retention 
pond. As shown in Figure 3.0-4, a system of drainage ditches, swales, one retention pond, and 
drainage structures (i.e., culverts) will be used to divert and convey storm water runoff from the 
western, northern, and eastern portions of the site to this retention pond. Storm water from the 
western portion of the site will be conveyed through gravity, and storm water from the northern 
and eastern portions of the site will also rely on gravity, but will have to be pumped in certain 
places. At times when storm water capacity is reached in the primary retention pond, storm 
water from the pond will gravity flow to the southern portion of the site into a system of retention 
ponds where storm water will be retained over an 11-acre area. (As a further part of the site 
remediation effort, this 11-acre area will be vegetated with native trees and perennial bunch 
grasses, in consultation with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.) These retention ponds will be 
constructed to retain storm water from the 100-year storm event. A pump will be installed at the 
southeastern corner of the site in order to pump storm water from this area back to the primary 
retention pond located at the center of the site, when necessary. It is anticipated that it will only 
be necessary to pump storm water back to the primary retention pond in the case of an 
extreme storm event; therefore, storm water pumping will rarely be employed. A backup diesel 
generator will be required on-site to ensure the operation of this pump in the case of an 
electrical blackout. (The only storm water that will leave the site flows from a small area at the 
northeast corner of the site associated with a gravel parking lot. Storm water generated from this 
small area will flow into the existing drainage ditch at the eastern boundary of the site.) 

As shown in Figure 3.0-4, storm water flowing onto the site from off-site areas to the west will be 
captured by a system of berms and ditches and get routed around the site to the existing 
drainage ditch at the eastern boundary of the site. As also shown, storm water flowing from 
north of the site is captured by the bermed railway facility and routed to the existing drainage 
ditch. 

The site remediation actions described above have been approved by the North Coast RWQCB 
and have either already been implemented or were in the process of implementation at the 
time of this Initial Study's preparation. Once all site remediation actions are complete, the North 
Coast RWQCB has indicated that its active cleanup order will be closed. 

3.3 PROJECT OVERVIEW 

The project proposes a Conditional Use Permit, pursuant to City Municipal Code Section 
16.42.070, to allow the construction of a new sawmill, log processing area, and shipping center 
for the purpose of receiving and processing timber and predominantly distributing a product of 
pallet stock lumber. Specifically, the project is proposing a two-story, premanutactured ±50,000-
square-foot sawmill building, a premanufactured ± 12,000-square-foot truck and equipment 
maintenance shop, new truck weighing scales, a raw product delivery area, a sprinklered log 
deck/log storage area, a wood-waste storage and recovery area, a finished product storage 
and shipping area, a 45-space paved parking area, an on-site fire suppression/irrigation system, 
and a storm water drainage system (the storm water drainage is being implemented under the 
North Coast RWQCB-led site remediation effort described above). In addition, the project 
proposes to improve the existing internal circulation system on-site, though such improvements 
would not include permanent pavement. The proposed project would also reuse approximately 
6,000 square feet of existing building space on-site for the purpose of office space. 
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3.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

PROJECT SITE IMPROVEMENTS 

As previously described, the project site is an abandoned lumber mill that has been devoid of 
any operations for more than 10 years. However, for approximately 50 years, the project site 
operated as a lumber mill and was owned by several different landowners. The project proposes 
to employ the same approximate facility footprint as historic operations (see Figure 3.0·5) in 
order to operate a small log sawmill that supplies crate and pallet material for the fruit delivery 
and packaging needs of the project applicant's greater, statewide operations. 

Under the proposed project, log trucks would bring in small logs {4 to 12 inches in diameter) 
harvested from nearby timber properties around Northern California and southern Oregon. 
Direct access to the site would be provided from South Phillipe Lane via two of the three existing 
site access driveways at the eastern edge of the project site. The northernmost access driveway 
would accommodate employee access, the central access driveway would be used for heavy­
duty trucks only, and the southernmost access driveway would be gated and only used 
occasionally. Finished and raw forest products would be shipped to and from the site primarily 
via SR 3/Montague Road. The applicant anticipates that project operations would result in an 
average of 80 truck deliveries per summer day with a peak summer season maximum of 150 
trucks delivering raw forest products. During the winter season. this number would be reduced or 
stopped, depending on weather and storage space at the project site. The applicant 
anticipates that a maximum of 60 trucks hauling finished products would leave the site each 
day and an additional 20 trucks would haul byproducts off-site each day. These outgoing trucks 
would operate all year and once they leave the project site, would drive north on South Phillipe 
Lane to access SR 3, then drive west to Interstate 5 before heading either north or south. The 
project site road frontage at South Phillipe Lane has existing curb, gutter, and sidewalk 
improvements. 

The project proposes to install new truck weighing scales along the eastern edge of the project 
site, just south of the heavy-duty truck access driveway for easy truck access after entering the 
site and before leaving the site. A premanufactured ±12,000-square-foot truck and equipment 
maintenance shop would be constructed directly adjacent to the proposed new truck scales 
and would accommodate minor maintenance activities {see Figure 3.0-5). In addition to a log 
truck unloading area at the south-central portion of the site and a log storage area 
encompassing the majority of the western portion of the site to accommodate the storage of 
small logs after arrival, the project proposes a pre-staging log storage area just north of the 
primary retention pond at the center of the project site. According to the project applicant, log 
storage would require stacking logs no more than 30 feet high. As shown in Figure 3.0-5, raw 
product feed decks and sorting decks are proposed east of the pre-staging log storage area. 

Figure 3.0·5 shows the proposed location of the premanufactured ±50,000-square-foot sawmill 
building on the project site. This building is proposed to be two stories and 45 feet in height, and 
would house sawmill equipment. De-barking equipment would be located on the west side of 
this building and is the first stop for raw logs after they are retrieved from the pre-staging fog 
storage area. After logs are de-barked, they would exit the de-barking equipment and be cut to 
the proper length with a rotating chop saw proposed to be located next to the de-barking 
equipment at the west side of the sawmill building. After logs are cut to the proper length, they 
would be conveyed into the sawmill building tor precise processing. Under proposed project 
operations, the de-barking equipment and rotating chop saw would operate simultaneously 
and comply with industrial sound level requirements. The byproduct material from this operation 
would be transported to the northern edge of the project site in order to be loaded onto 
outgoing trucks. There would be no long-term storage of this material. 
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3.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

A baghouse would be employed to collect the sawdust and fine materials created at the 
sawmill. The baghouse uses fans that create a vacuum to collect the sawdust into sealed truck 
bins for later removal by trucks going off-site. Once the logs are fully processed, they would then 
be stacked on sorting decks proposed to be located just east of the sawmill building before 
getting trucked off-site. 

Four existing structures at the northeast corner of the project site were constructed as part of 
former site operations (see Figure 3.0·5). These buildings are proposed to remain on-site, and three 
of the buildings, constituting approximately 6,000 square feet of building space, would be reused 
for the purposes of office space. The project proposes a paved parking lot with 45 parking spaces 
adjacent to these buildings. There is also a large water tower on-site that is proposed to remain as 
a site landmark. However, it would no longer hold water. The project would utilize an existing 
concrete slab to accommodate a proposed 12,000-gallon diesel fuel tank. 

As previously stated, the project site contains three separate parcels. Two of these parcels are 
privately owned and located within the Yreka city limits. The third parcel is owned by the City of 
Yreka, though is located just outside of the city limits in unincorporated Siskiyou County. The two 
parcels under the City's jurisdiction ore designated Industrial by the City General Plan and are 
zoned Heavy Industrial (M-2). The one parcel under the jurisdiction of Siskiyou County is zoned 
Prime Agricultural. The two privately owned parcels within the city limits are proposed to contain 
all of the developed elements of the project as described above. The third parcel would 
provide area for additional storm drainage and would have no permanent infrastructure 
elements or direct public access. The use of this parcel in such a manner would not require 
annexation into the city from Siskiyou County. 

PROJECT CONSTRUCTION 

It is anticipated that construction will begin during the 2014 construction year and be completed 
by the end of 2014. A variety of equipment and vehicles will be used during construction, 
potentially including backhoes, compacters, and air compressors. On-site or on-street parking is 
available or will be provided for all construction-related vehicles and traffic. Construction work 
will generally occur during normal daylight construction hours, Monday through Friday, in 
compliance with City of Yreka construction noise ordinance requirements. 

Since the project proposes to employ the approximate same facility footprint as historic 
operations (see Figure 3.0·5). it is possible that the project would be able to use an existing 
building foundation to accommodate the placement of the premanufoctured sawmill building. 
The project proposes to improve the existing internal circulation system on-site, though such 
improvements would not include substantial realignment from current conditions and would not 
include permanent pavement. Instead, the existing on-site road network would be regraded 
where necessary and amended with road base gravel. 

PROJECT OPERATION 

Once construction is completed, the sawmill will operate 8 to 10 hours daily 5 days a week 
between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. There will be approximately 40 employees at the 
facility. As previously described, the applicant anticipates that project operations would result in 
an average of 80 truck deliveries per summer day with a peak summer season maximum of 150 
trucks delivering raw forest products. During the winter season, this number would be reduced or 
stopped, depending on weather and storage space at the project site. The applicant 
anticipates a maximum of 60 trucks hauling finished products would leave the site each day 
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3.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

and an additional 20 trucks would haul byproducts off-site each day. These trucks would 
operate all year. Truck transport will begin at 7:00 a.m. and conclude by 5:00 p.m. 

The proposed project would not employ the use of hazardous chemicals for wood treatment. 
Therefore, no drying or chemical treatment vats are proposed. The only treatment is simple 
electrical or propane heaters for space heating and to warm the finished lumber to prevent 
bacteria growth during storage and transport. 

Lighting 

The project proposes to use approximately 15 400-watt outdoor light fixtures on the buildings and 
another 15 1,000-watt lights on poles or the sides of buildings. These lights would be for security 
and safety and would be mounted a maximum of 30 feet high. 

Fire Suppression 

A total of seven fire hydrants are currently located throughout the site. Additionally, the project 
proposes two hose sheds in separate locations on the project site, as well as hose racks and fire 
suppression equipment in all project buildings. 

Water Supply 

The water system currently consists of a 12-inch fire water main that provides water to the 
existing fire hydrants. An additional 2-inch potable water line would be installed to the office 
building, warehouse/truck shop building, and sawmill structure for domestic use in restrooms, for 
drinking water, and to wash down hose bib areas. This line would also be used to spray the log 
deck if it becomes necessary. However, log deck spraying would primarily use water from the 
proposed on-site retention ponds. 

Wastewater 

The project would have a total of nine restrooms in the office, truck shop, and sawmill, which will 
require a 4-inch sewer line to be installed to the manhole in South Phillipe Lane. The proposed 
project wastewater system would also require a private pump station to pump wastewater from 
the sawmill building to a private manhole on the site before the wastewater gravity flows to the 
street. 

Electricity 

A proposed three-phase electrical power supply would be connected at the northeast and 
southeast corners of the project site. The power supply line will be buried from the supply poles 
once it crosses the street. 
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3.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

3.4 PROJECT APPROVALS 

The City of Yreka is the lead agency for this project. In addition, permits and/or approvals would 
be required from the following agencies: 

NORTH COAST REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD (RWQCB) 

The RWQCB typically requires that a Construction General Permit be obtained for projects that 
disturb more than l acre of soil. Typical conditions issued with such a permit include the 
submittal of and adherence to a SWPPP, as well as prohibitions on the release of oils, grease, or 
other hazardous materials. 

In addition, the site remediation actions described above have been approved by the North 
Coast RWQCB and have either already been implemented or were in the process of 
implementation at the time of this Initial Study's preparation. Once all site remediation actions 
are complete, the North Coast RWQCB has indicated that its active cleanup order will be 
closed. 

SISKIYOU COUNTY AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT (SCAPCD) 

The proposed project is located in an area under the jurisdiction of the Siskiyou County Air 
Pollution Confrol District. The project applicant will be required to obtain approval of a dust 
control plan from the district prior to any soil-disturbing activities on the site. 

3.5 RELATIONSHIP OF PROJECT TO OTHER PLANS 

CITY OF YREKA GENERAL PLAN 

The proposed project would be predominantly located in Yreka. The City of Yreka General Plan 
was updated in 2002-2003 and adopted by the City Council on December 18, 2003. The 
General Plan is the fundamental document governing land use development in the 
incorporated areas of the city. It includes numerous goals and policies pertaining to land use, 
circulation, housing, conservation, open space, parks and recreation, noise, public health and 
safety, and public facilities. The proposed project will be required to abide by all applicable 
goals and policies included in the adopted General Plan. 

As previously stated, a portion of the project site is located just outside of the city limits in 
unincorporated Siskiyou County. This portion of the project site is proposed to provide area for 
additional storm drainage and would have no construction elements, physical infrastructure 
elements. or direct public access. The use of this parcel in such a manner would not require 
annexation into the city from Siskiyou County. 

CITY OF YREKA FLOOD DAMAGE PREVENTION ORDINANCE 

There is no portion of the proposed project located in the 100-year floodplain (FEMA 2011). 
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4.0 ENVIRONMENT AL CHECKLIST 

less Than 
Significant 

Potentially Impact With less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 

4.1 AESTHETICS. Would the project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? 0 0 D l:8l 
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but 

not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic 0 D 0 l:8l 
buildings within a state scenic highway? 

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or 0 D l:8l D quality of the site and its surroundings? 

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare that 
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the 0 1:81 D D 
area? 

SETIING 

Yreka is located in an area considered to have high scenic value, lying in a valley surrounded by 
mountains in the Klamath National Forest on the north and west. Shasta Valley to the east, and 
the Kilgore Hills to the southeast. Nearby mountains rise 300 to 4,000 feet above the city and 
provide an attractive backdrop. Some areas of the city have longer views to the Siskiyou and 
Cascade ranges to the north and east, with Mt. Shasta as the prominent feature to the 
southeast. Mt. Shasta is a dormant volcano 14, 179 feet in elevation. The near mountain ranges 
are covered with pine forests and oak trees. Winter brings snows to the higher elevations, while 
spring brings green hills and the fresh foliage of deciduous trees. Fall color in the oaks brings a 
bright gold. which contrasts with the green of pines. These views are readily seen from most 
residential areas and are visible from major highways traversing the city (i.e., Interstate 5, State 
Route (SR) 3, and SR 263). 

There are no locally designated or state scenic highways adjacent to or in the vicinity of the 
project site. 

The proposed project site is an abandoned lumber mill (the former Hi-Ridge Lumber Company 
mill site} that has been devoid of any operations tor many years. Nonetheless, the site contains 
several lumber mill-related features, including vacant office buildings, concrete foundations, 
and an internal dirt road circulation system, that are distinctive remnants of the historic use on 
the site. The project site is essentially devoid of vegetation and any topographical features and 
does not contain any feature or element that could be considered scenic or that is designated 
as scenic by the City or the State. 

Additionally, Interstate 5 is located approximately 2 miles west of the project and SR 3 is 0.3 miles 
(l.600 feet) north of the project site. As such, the proposed project will not obstruct or otherwise 
interfere with any views from off-site roadway vantage points. 

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS 

a) No Impact. The project's surrounding vicinity is generally industrial. The project site, located in 
an industrial area at the eastern edge of Yreka city limits. is bordered on the north by the 
Yreka Western Railroad tracks, which do not currently operate. Immediately north of this 
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4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 

railway are industrial uses, including a concrete and asphalt batch plant as well as a meat 
packing plant, with North Foothill Drive and SR 3 beyond. To the east of the project site are 
Phillipe Lane, an industrial-scale timber mill. and agricultural lands beyond. Vacant land 
predominates to the south and west of the project, site though there is a scattering of 
residences located in both of these directions. 

As previously stated, the proposed project site is an abandoned lumber mill that has been 
devoid of any operations for many years. The project proposes to employ the same facility 
footprint as historic operations (see Figure 3.0-5); therefore, it would not represent an 
expansion of industrial uses beyond that accommodated historically. Furthermore, the site 
contains several lumber mill-related features, including vacant office buildings, concrete 
foundations, and an internal dirt road circulation system, that are distinctive remnants of the 
historic use on the site. Therefore the proposed use of the site, which includes the reuse of 
some existing buildings and reuse of concrete areas to accommodate the new sawmill 
building and ancillary facilities. could actually be considered an aesthetic improvement 
over existing conditions. 

The project site does not contain unique visual features that would distinguish it from 
surrounding areas, other than a large water tower that has existed on the site for many years. 
However, this on-site water tower is proposed to remain as a site landmark, though it would 
no longer hold water. The project site is not located within a designated scenic vista. In 
addition, there are no distinct or distinguishing rock features on the project site. The project 
proposes a maximum building height of 45 feet. Therefore, the proposed project is not 
considered an impediment to views of distant surrounding mountains, and the project would 
have no impact on scenic vistas. 

b) No Impact. The project site is an abandoned lumber mill, essentially devoid of any 
vegetation, and does not contain any scenic resources. Due to the lack of scenic resources 
on the project site, the proposed project would have no impact on scenic resources. 
Furthermore, none of the improvements associated with the project would be visible from a 
state scenic highway. 

c) Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is located in the eastern portion of the city and 
is bounded by a combination of industrial land uses, lands designated for industrial land uses, 
and vacant lands. The project site is an abandoned lumber mill, contains no significant 
scenic resources. The majority of the site is designated and zoned for industrial land uses by 
the City General Plan. While a portion of the site is zoned Prime Agricultural by Siskiyou 
County (approximately 11 acres), this portion would not be developed with any permanent 
physical infrastructure; it would only contain drainage ditches and retention ponds for 
additional storm water drainage. Only the portions of the project site designated for 
industrial land uses by the City General Plan are proposed to contain physical infrastructure. 
The proposed project would be required to comply with development review guidelines 
mandated under City Municipal Code Chapters 15.32 and 16.40, which would ensure that 
implementation of the proposed project would not substantially degrade the existing visual 
character or quality of the site and its surroundings. The proposed project would have a less 
than significant impact to the existing visual character or quality of the site and its 
surroundings. 

d) Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. No new light or glare sources 
visible beyond the project site would be introduced during construction of the proposed 
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project. All construction work will be performed during normal daylight construction hours, 
thereby eliminating any need for temporary light sources necessary for nighttime work. 

The proposed project may result in a moderate increase of artificial light and glare into the 
existing environment. Potential sources of light and glare include external building lighting, 
parking lot lighting, security lighting, building windows, and reflective building materials. The 
introduction of new sources of light and glare may contribute to nighttime light pollution and 
result in impacts to nighttime views in the area. The proposed proposes approximately 15 
400-watt outdoor light fixtures on the buildings and another 15 1,000-watt lights on poles or 
on the sides of buildings. These lights would be for security and safety and would be 
mounted a maximum of 30 feet high. Implementation of mitigation measure MM 4.1.1 would 
reduce potential impacts to a level that is considered less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures 

MM4.1.1 

City of Yreka 
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All lighting shall be shielded and directed inward onto the project site. It shall not 
create glare on neighboring properties. Tall fixtures that illuminate large areas 
shall be directed downward to prevent light spillover onto neighboring properties 
and streets. Lighting shall be directed away from adjacent roadways and shall 
not interfere with traffic or create a safety hazard. All outdoor lighting on the 
project site shall be shielded. 

Timing/Implementation: 

Enforcement I Monitoring: 

Prior to occupancy of the new sawmill facilities 

City of Yreka Public Works Department 
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Potentially 
Signifk;int 

Impact 

Less Than 
· Significant 
Impact With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact Nolmpai:t 

4.2 AGRICULTURE 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 Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts 
on agriculture and farmland. Would the project: 

a} Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as 
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the 
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the 
California Resources Agency, to nonagricultural use? 

b} Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a 
Williamson Act contract? 

c} Involve other changes in the existing environment 
which, due to their location or nature, could result in 
conversion of Farmland to nonagricultural use? 

d} Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning 
of, forestland (as defined in Public Resources Code 
Section 1222(g}, timberland (as defined in Public 
Resources Code Section 4526), or timberland zoned 
Timberland Production (as defined in Public 
Resources Code Section 51104(g))? 

e} Result in the loss of forestland or conversion of 
forestland to non-forest use? 

SETIING 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 0 

D D 

D D 

D D 

D 0 

The California Department of Conservation manages a Farmland Mapping and Monitoring 
Program (FMMP), which identifies and maps significant farmland. The classification of farmland 
as Important Farmland (i.e., Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, and Farmland of Statewide 
Importance) is based on the suitability of soils for agricultural production, as determined by a soil 
survey conducted by the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS). An FMMP map has 
been prepared for Siskiyou County that includes the project area. 

The majority of the project site is zoned for industrial land uses and is highly disturbed due to the 
previous lumber mill use on the site. The Siskiyou FMMP map classifies these areas of the project 
site as Urban and Built-Up Land (DOC 2010). However, a small portion of the site, located at the 
southwest corner, is classified as Farmland of Local Importance (DOC 2010). Farmland of Local 
Importance is land of importance to the local economy, as defined by each county's local 
advisory committee and adopted by its board of supervisors. Farmland of Local Importance is 
either currently producing, or has the capability of production, but does not meet the criteria of 
Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance, or Unique Farmland. There are no active 
agricultural operations on the project site. 

There are no Williamson Act or Timber Preserve contracted lands within or adjacent to the 
project site. 
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DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS 

a} Less Than Significant Impact. As identified on the 2010 Siskiyou County Important Farmland 
Map published by the California Department of Conservation's Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program, none of the land within the project area is considered Prime Farmland, 
Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance, and only a small portion of the site 
(approximately 11 acres) is classified as Farmland of Local Importance. Therefore, 
development of the proposed project would not result in the loss of Important Farmland as 
defined by the California Department of Conservation. Furthermore, the portion of the site 
that is classified as Farmland of Local Importance would not be developed with any 
permanent physical infrastructure; it would only contain drainage ditches and retention 
ponds for additional storm water drainage. Only the portions of the project site classified as 
Urban and Built-Up Land are proposed to contain physical infrastructure. 

b) No Impact. The project site is not under a Williamson Act contract, nor are any lands located 
near the project site subject to a Williamson Act contract. As such, implementation of the 
proposed project would not conflict with any existing Williamson Act contract lands. 

c) No Impact. The project site does not contain any forest resources, nor is it zoned for forest 
use. 

d) No Impact. See Response 4.2(c) above. The project site does not contain any forest 
resources, nor is it zoned for forest use. 

e) No Impact. The project site is not used for agricultural or timber production purposes. While 
approximately 10 acres of the site are classified as Farmland of Local Importance by the 
California Department of Conservation and zoned Prime Agricultural by Siskiyou County, this 
portion of the site would not be developed with any permanent physical infrastructure and 
would only contain drainage ditches and retention ponds for additional storm water 
drainage. Only the portions of the project site classified as Urban and Built-Up Land are 
proposed to contain physical infrastructure. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

4.3 AIR QUALITY. Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management or 
air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations. Would the project: 

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

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute 
substantially to an existing or projected air quality 
violation? 

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of 
any criteria pollutant for which the project region is in 
nonattainment under an applicable federal or state 
ambient air quality standard (including releasing 
emissions that exceed quantitative thresholds for 
ozone precursors)? 

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations? 

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial 
number of people? 

SETTING 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D D 

D D 

D D 

D D 

D D 

Yreka and the project site are located in a region identified as the Northeast Plateau Air Basin 
(NPAB), which principally includes Siskiyou, Modoc, and Lassen counties. This larger air basin is 
divided into local air districts, which are charged with the responsibility of implementing air 
quality programs. The local air quality agency affecting Yreka is the Siskiyou County Air Pollution 
Control District (SCAPCD). Within the SCAPCD, the primary sources of air pollution are wood­
burning stoves, wildfires, farming operations, unpaved road dust, managed burning and 
disposal, and motor vehicles. The project site is currently vacant. 

As noted above, the SCAPCD is the local air quality agency with jurisdiction over the project site. 
The SCAPCD adopts and enforces controls on stationary sources of air pollutants through its 
permit and inspection programs and regulates agricultural and nonagricultural burning. Other 
district responsibilities include monitoring air quality, preparing air quality plans, and responding 
to citizen air quality complaints. 

Ambient Air Quality Standards 

Air quality standards are set at both the federal and state levels of government. The federal 
Clean Air Act requires the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to establish ambient air 
quality standards for six criteria air pollutants: ozone (03), carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen 
dioxide (N02), sulfur dioxide (502), lead, coarse particulate matter (PM10), and fine particulate 
matter (PM2.s). The California Clean Air Act also sets ambient air quality standards. The state 
standards are more stringent than the federal standards, and they include other pollutants in 
addition to those regulated by the federal standards. When the concentrations of pollutants are 
below the maximum allowed standards in an area, that area is considered to be in attainment 
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of the standards. Yreka has been designated as an attainment area tor all six criteria air 
pollutants, as the air quality meets all state and federal standards. 

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS 

a) No Impact. The project site lies within the boundaries of the NPAB. While the other counties in 
the air basin are identified as currently being in nonattainment for exceeding state criteria 
pollutant levels for particulate matter, Siskiyou County and Yreka are identified as being in 
attainment or unclassified for all federal and state air quality standards (CARB 2013). As such, 
Siskiyou County is not subject to an air quality plan. 

b) Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. As noted above, Siskiyou County 
and Yreka are in attainment or unclassified for federal and state air quality standards. 
Implementation of the proposed project could result in air quality impacts during project 
construction and operation. 

Construction Emissions 

Implementation of the proposed project would result in short-term em1ss1ons from 
construction activities. Construction-generated emissions are short term and of temporary 
duration, lasting only as long as construction activities occur. Emissions commonly associated 
with construction activities include fugitive dust from soil disturbance. During construction, 
fugitive dust, the dominant source of particulate matter emissions, is generated when wheels 
or blades disturb surface materials. Uncontrolled dust from construction can become a 
nuisance and potential health hazard to those living and working nearby. Emissions of 
airborne particulate matter are largely dependent on the amount of ground disturbance 
associated with site preparation activities. 

While some particulate matter (i.e., dust) may be generated as a result of construction 
activities, implementation of mitigation measure MM 4.3.1 addressing construction-related dust 
control measures would reduce this impact to a level that is considered less than significant. 

Operational Emissions 

Operational air quality impacts could include emissions from project-generated vehicle 
traffic and facility operations, including the use of water heaters and landscape 
maintenance equipment. Thresholds of significance illustrate the extent of an impact and 
are a basis from which to apply mitigation measures. Because the SCAPCD has no 
established thresholds under CEQA for the assessment of air quality impacts, the North Coast 
Unified Air Quality Management District's (NCUAQMD) thresholds of significance will be used 
for the evaluation of operational air quality impacts for the purpose of this analysis. These 
thresholds ore consistent with the New Source Review Rule l 10 adopted by the Air Quality 
Management District as required by the California Clean Air Act. The thresholds of 
significance are summarized in Table 4.3-1. 
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TABLE 4.3-1 

NClJAQMO THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE (PROXY THRESHOLDS FOR ANALYSIS PURPOSES) 

Threshold 
Emissions (lbs/day) 

ROG NOx co PM10 PM2.5 

Significance Thresholds 50 50 500 80 50 
.. 

Source: North Coasl Unified Air Qua/tty Management District 2010 
Note: The Siskiyou County APCD does not have adopted thresholds of significance. Proxy thresholds from the 
North Coast Unified AQMD were used to facilitate the analysis for this section as described above. 

The predicted maximum daily emissions associated with project operations are summarized 
in Table 4.3-2. The projected criteria pollutant emissions were estimated by PMC using the 
California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod). CalEEMod is a statewide land use emissions 
computer model designed to quantify potential criteria pollutant emissions associated with 
both construction and operations from a variety of land use projects. CalEEMod contains 
default values for much of the information needed to calculate emissions. However, project­
specific, user-supplied information can also be used when it is available. For instance, the 
project proposes the use of Tier 3 and Tier 4 classified heavy-duty equipment during sawmill 
operations (one project forklift would be Tier 2). 1 

Results of the modeling conducted by PMC are included in Appendix A. 

TABLE 4.3-2 

CRITERIA AIR POLLUTANTS - MAXIMUM POUNDS PER DAY 

Threshold 
Emissions (lbs/day) 

ROG NOx co PM10 PM2.5 

Project Summer Emissions 25.61 47.41 104.41 4.27 2.17 

Project Winter Emissions 27.27 41.49 137.69 3.63 1.91 

Significance Thresholds 50 50 500 80 50 

Exceed Threshold? No No No No No 
Source: Ca/EEMod version 2013.2.2. Refer to Appendix A for model data outputs. 

As shown, all criteria pollutant emissions would remain below their respective thresholds 
during project operations. 

c) No Impact. Siskiyou County is in attainment or is identified as unclassified for all monitored air 
quality standards. In addition, as demonstrated under Response 4.3{b) above, significance 

1 The first federal standards (Tier 1) for new off-road diesel engines were adopted in 1994 for engines over 50 horsepower 
(hp) and were phased in from 1996 to 2000. In 1996, a Statement of Principles pertaining to off-road diesel engines was 
signed between the EPA. CARB, and engine makers (including Caterpillar, Cummins. Deere, Detroit Diesel, Deutz. Isuzu, 
Komatsu, Kubota. Mitsubishi, Navistar, New Holland, Wis-Can, and Yanmar). On August 27, 1998, the EPA signed the final 
rule reflecting the provisions of the Statement of Principles. The 1998 regulation introduced Tier 1 standards for equipment 
under 50 hp and increasingly more stringent Tier 2 and Tier 3 standards for all equipment with phase-in schedules from 
2000 to 2008. As a result, all off-rood, diesel-fueled construction equipment manufactured in 2006 or later has been 
manufactured to Tier 3 standards. All off-rood, diesel-fueled construction equipment manufactured in 2008 or later hos 
been manufactured to Tier 4 standards. 
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thresholds would not be surpassed. Therefore, no cumulative considerable net increase of 
criteria pollutants will result from the project. 

d) Less Than Significant Impact. Sensitive receptors are generally defined as facilities that house 
or attract groups of children, the elderly, persons with illnesses, or others who are especially 
sensitive to the effects of air pollutants. Schools, hospitals, residential areas, and 
convalescent facilities are examples of sensitive receptors. The project site is not located in 
close proximity to any schools, hospitals, residential areas, senior housing, or residential care 
facilities. The majority of the site is designated Industrial by the City of Yreka General Plan 
and is zoned Heavy Industrial, which explicitly classifies the site as accommodating lumber 
mills. The nearest residence is located approximately 295 feet to the west of the western 
boundary of the project site. 

As stated in Section 3.0, Project Description, a baghouse would be employed to collect the 
sawdust and fine materials that are created at the sawmill. The baghouse uses fans that 
create a vacuum to collect the sawdust in piles for later removal by trucks going off-site. An 
involute scroll inlet puts dust into a cyclonic spin, allowing heavier particles to fall into the 
hopper. thus eliminating the need for a cyclone pre-cleaner. Any remaining dust is then 
collected in oval-shaped filter bags. 

The use of off-road mobile equipment on the project site also has the potential to generate 
emissions of diesel particulate matter (DPM) associated with the use of diesel fuel. DPM was 
identified as a toxic air contaminant (TAC) by the California Air Resources Board (CARB) in 
1998. Health-related risks associated with diesel-exhaust emissions are primarily linked to long­
term exposure and the associated risk of contracting cancer. However, the use of diesel­
powered off-road equipment would occur over a relatively large area. While mobile diesel­
powered off-road equipment would occasionally operate at the western boundary of the 
project site, and thus within 295 feet of the nearest sensitive receptor, this portion of the 
project site would only be used for log storage. Therefore, the types of actions performed at 
this location would include only the stacking of logs for storage or the loading of logs for 
processing, which would require diesel-powered off-road equipment, yet would also be 
temporary and intermittent. The majority of on-site diesel-powered equipment would 
operate in the vicinity of the proposed sawmill building, which is located over 1,500 feet from 
the nearest sensitive receptor and would be buffered from this residence by stacks of stored 
logs up to 30 feet high. In addition, as previously stated, the project would employ the use of 
a substantial amount of new diesel equipment. stringent diesel engine standards have been 
applied by the EPA to all diesel equipment manufactured in 2006 or later. All off-road, diesel­
fueled construction equipment manufactured in 2006 or later has been manufactured to 
standards known as ner 3 standards. Tier 3 engine standards have been shown to reduce 
particulate matter emissions from certain kinds of construction equipment by as much as 29 
percent. 

Since proposed project operations would predominately use Tier 3 and Tier 4 mobile diesel­
powered equipment in shifting areas of a large project site intermittently, it would not result in 
a substantial concentration of air toxics and is thus less than significant. 

e) Less Than Significant Impact. Offensive odors rarely cause any physical harm; however, they 
still can be very unpleasant, leading to considerable distress among the public and often 
generating citizen complaints to local governments and regulatory agencies. Odor impacts 
on residential areas and other sensitive receptors, such as daycare centers and schools, are 
of particular concern. Major sources of odor-related complaints by the general public 
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commonly include wastewater treatment facilities, landfill disposal facilities, food processing 
facilities, agricultural activities, and various industrial activities such as petroleum refineries, 
chemical and fiberglass manufacturing, painting/coating operations, feedlots/dairies, 
composting facilities, landfills, and transfer stations. The project does not include any of these 
land uses or similar land uses. The project may result in temporary and localized odors 
associated with diesel-powered equipment. However, any such odors would be temporary 
and would not be in concentrations high enough to affect nearby land uses. 

Mitigation Measures 

MM4.3.1 The following dust control measures shall be incorporated into the project to 
reduce short-term emissions resulting from construction. Depending on weather 
and site conditions, measures shall include, but are not limited to, the following: 

1. Use regular watering to control dust generation as described below. 

2. When transporting soil and other dust-generating materials by truck during 
construction activities, cover materials and/or maintain 2 feet of freeboard. 

3. Wash or wet-sweep paved streets adjacent to construction sites as necessary 
to remove accumulated dust. 

4. During earth-moving operations, conduct watering as necessary to prevent 
visible emissions from extending beyond active areas. 

5. Water all unpaved roads used for any vehicular traffic at least once per every 
two hours of active operations and restrict vehicle speed on unpaved roads 
to 15 miles per hour (mph), or as appropriate to reduce dust. 

6. Pave, maintain a wet surface, or apply dust suppressants on all unpaved 
access roads, parking areas, and staging areas. 

7. Suspend land clearing, grading, earth-moving, or excavation activities when 
winds exceed 20 miles per hour. 

8. Cover inactive storage piles of topsoil or landscape materials. 

9. Post a publicly visible sign with the number and person to contact regarding 
dust complaints. This person shall have the authority and responsibility to 
respond and take corrective action within 24 hours. 

lo. No temporary asphalt or concrete batch plants will be allowed to operate 
on-site. 

11. Construction staging areas should be located at a distance that would 
reduce odors and dust emissions from existing schools and residential areas. 

Timing/Implementation: 

Enforcement /Monitoring: 

Prior to and during construction 

City of Yreka Public Works Department; Siskiyou 
County Air Pollution Control District 
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4.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse 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 US Fish and Wildlife Service? 

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian 
habitat or other sensitive natural community 
identified in local or regional plans, policies, or 
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish 
and Wildlife or US Fish and Wildlife Service? 

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally 
protected wetlands, as defined by Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, 
vernal pool, coastal wetlands, etc.), through direct 
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other 
means? 

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? 

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances 
protecting biological resources, such as a tree 
preservation policy or ordinance? 

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? 

SETTING 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 
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Less Than 
Si1J1ificant 

Impact With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

D 

D 

D 

D 

No Impact 

D 

D 

The project site is located in an industrial portion of Yreka on a previously disturbed si1e having 
little to no vegetation and no topographical features. While the project itself is essentially devoid 
of any natural habitat, forage, or shelter features of biological resources, Yreka is surrounded by 
habitat supporting a robust local deer herd. The deer herd inhabits much of western Yreka. 
having reasonably adapted to the urban environment, finding shelter on vacant lots and food 
on residential lots not protected with adequate fencing. {It is not uncommon to see deer 
casually walking in downtown Yreka.) Easy access to the mountains to the west gives these 
herds a range of habitat options. According to the California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
(CDFW) [2014) California Natural Diversity Database, special-status wildlife species potentially 
occurring in the Yreka vicinity include Yreka phlox. vernal pool fairy shrimp, Coho salmon. 
western yellow-billed cuckoo, northern spotted owl, and fisher. 
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The US Fish and Wildlife Service {USFWS), CDFW, and California Native Plant Society (CNPS) 
document species that may be rare, threatened, or endangered. Federally listed species are 
fully protected under the mandates of the federal Endangered Species Act {ESA). "Take" of 
listed species incidental to otherwise lawful activity may be authorized by either the USFWS or 
the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), depending on the species. 

Under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA), the CDFW has the responsibility for 
maintaining a list of threatened and endangered species. The CDFW also maintains lists of 
"candidate species" and "species of special concern," which serve as "watch lists." State-listed 
species are fully protected under the mandates of the CESA. Take of protected species 
incidental to otherwise lawful management activities may be authorized under Section 2081 of 
the California Fish and Game Code. 

Under Section 3503.5 of the California Fish and Game Code, it is unlawful to take, possess, or 
destroy any birds in the orders of Falconiformes or Strigiformes (raptors) or to take, possess, or 
destroy the nest or eggs of any such bird except as otherwise provided by this code or any 
regulation adopted pursuant thereto. 

The Native Plant Protection Act (California Fish and Game Code Sections 1900-1913) prohibits 
the taking, possessing, or sale within the state of any rare, threatened, or endangered plants as 
defined by the CDFW. Project impacts on these species would not be considered significant 
unless the species are known to have a high potential to occur within the area of disturbance 
associated with the project. 

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS 

a) Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is an abandoned lumber mill that has been 
devoid of any operations for many years. The site has been highly disturbed, as it has been 
previously used as a lumber mill, and more recently has been subject to a substantial 
brownfield remediation effort at the behest of the North Coast RWQCB. As described in 
Section 3.0, Project Description, as part of the remediation effort undertaken on the project 
site, multiple contaminated areas have been capped with concrete, water retention ponds 
have been constructed, and a system of drainage ditches, swales, and drainage structures 
(i.e., culverts) have been implemented. Each of these North Coast RWQCB-mandated 
remediation actions has required site grading, excavation, and trenching. 

Since the project site has been fully disturbed by over 50 years of historic lumber mill activities 
and recent brownfield remediation efforts, it does not contain habitat suitable for special­
status species. In addition, as part of the site remediation effort, approximately l l acres 
located in the southern portion of the project site has been designed as a vegetated storm 
water retention area and at the time of preparation of this Initial Study, was being vegetated 
with native trees and perennial bunch grasses. This action will most likely equate to a net 
benefit for local wildlife. 

For the reasons stated, impacts to special-status species as a result of the proposed project 
would be less than significant. 

b) No Impact. The project area consists of an abandoned lumber mill that has been devoid of 
any operations for many years. The entirety of the site has been heavily disturbed by a 
combination of historic lumber mill activities and brownfield remediation and therefore 
contains no sensitive natural communities. As the project site has been fully disturbed, it does 
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not contain riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community. However, as described 
under Response 4.4(a), as part of the site remediation effort, approximately 11 acres of the 
project site has been designed as a vegetated storm water retention area and at the time 
of preparation of this Initial Study, was being vegetated with native trees and perennial 
bunch grasses. This action will most likely equate to a net benefit for local wildlife. 

c} No Impact. See Response 4.4(b) above. There are no wetlands within or immediately 
adjacent to the project area. 

d) Less Than Significant Impact. Migratory birds are known to occur in the Yreka vicinity and are 
likely to pass through the project area. The project area is situated in an industrial setting just 
south of an operating concrete and asphalt batch plant and just west of an industrial-scale 
lumber mill. Both of these existing industrial land uses currently generate a fairly consistent 
amount of heavy-duty truck traffic most hours of the day. As such, there are no functional 
wildlife corridors within or immediately adjacent to the project area. The proposed project 
will not interfere with the movement of these migratory birds, any fish species. amphibians. or 
reptiles. 

e) No Impact. There are currently no adopted or proposed local policies or ordinances that 
affect the proposed project. Therefore, no conflict with occur. 

f) No Impact. There are currently no adopted or proposed habitat conservation plans, natural 
community conservation plans, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plans that affect the proposed project. Therefore, no conflict with occur. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 
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Lesflban 
Significant 

Potentially Impact With Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 

4.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project: 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource as defined in 0 ~ 0 0 
Section 15064.5? 

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant 0 ~ 0 0 
to Section 15064.5? 

C) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique geological 0 ~ 0 0 
feature? 

d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred 0 ~ 0 0 outside of formal cemeteries? 

SETIING 

The archeological record of the native population is limited. It is known that, at the time of 
European "discovery," the area now home to Yreka was settled by the Shasta Indians and used 
for winter hunting. Typical of increased European settlement, the native population declined 
during the Gold Rush era. 

At the time of initial contact with white populations (circa 1850), the Shasta Indian tribe 
occupied the Shasta Valley south to the area around what is now the City of Mt. Shasta. 
Accounts of early travelers, native informants, and early ethnographies also document the 
existence of the Okwanuchu tribe. However, little is known about this tribe, except that it was 
linguistically related to the Shasta tribe. 

As noted elsewhere in this document, the project site is a previously disturbed site in an 
industrialized area of Yreka. As such, the natural integrity of the site has been compromised over 
time due to past use of the project site. As a result, the potential for encountering cultural 
resources during project-related activities is considered low. 

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS 

a) Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. No historical resources have been 
identified within or adjacent to the project area. However, ground disturbance associated 
with development of the site has the potential to impact previously unknown, subsurface 
historic resources should any be present. Therefore, mitigation measure MM 4.5.1 is provided 
below to reduce potential impacts to a level that is considered less than significant. 

b) Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. While no evidence of 
archaeological resources has been identified within the project area and the potential for 
encountering cultural resources during project-related activities is low due to the history of 
past disturbance, construction activities have the potential to impact subsurface 
archaeological resources should any be present. Therefore, mitigation measure MM 4.5.1 is 
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provided below to address the potential for the discovery of any unrecorded or previously 
unknown resources. 

c) Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. Although no evidence of 
paleontological resources has been ideniified within the project area, unanticipated and 
accidental discoveries of paleontological resources are possible during project 
implementation and have the potential to impact paleontological resources. Therefore, 
mitigation measure MM 4.5.2 is provided below to address the potential for the discovery of 
any unrecorded or previously unknown resources. 

d) Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. Previous cultural resource 
investigations conducted for projects in the vicinity of the project area indicate that there is 
little likelihood for Native American archaeological sites, or burial sites, to be present in the 
area (Jensen and Associates 1996; North State Resources 2005). Regardless, there is a 
possibility of the unanticipated and accidental discovery of human remains during ground­
disturbing project-related activities. Therefore, mitigation measure MM 4.5.3 is provided 
below to reduce potential impacts to a level that is considered less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures 

MM4.5.1 

MM4.5.2 

City of Y1eka 
April 2014 

If, during the course of project implementation and/or operations, cultural 
resources (i.e., prehistoric sites, historic features, isolated artifacts, and features 
such as concentrations of shell or glass) are discovered, work shall be halted 
immediately within 50 feet of the discovery, the City of Yreka Public Works 
Department shall be immediately notified, and a professional archaeologist that 
meets the Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualifications Standards in 
prehistoric or historical archaeology shall be retained to determine the 
significance of the discovery. The City shall consider mitigation recommendations 
presented by a professional archaeologist and implement a measure or 
measures that the City deems feasible and appropriate. Such measures may 
include avoidance, preservation in place, excavation, documentation, curation, 
data recovery, or other appropriate measures. 

Timing/Implementation: During construction activities and during operations 

Enforcement /Monitoring: City of Yreka Public Works Department 

If, during the course of project implementation and/or operations, 
paleontological resources (e.g., fossils) are discovered, work shall be halted 
immediately within 50 feet of the discovery, the City of Yreka Public Works 
Department shall be immediately notified, and a qualified paleontologist shall be 
retained to determine the significance of the discovery. The City shall consider 
the mitigation recommendations presented by a professional paleontologist and 
implement a measure or measures that the City deems feasible and appropriate. 
Such measures may include avoidance, preservation in place, excavation, 
documentation, curation, data recovery, or other appropriate measures. 

Timing/Implementation: 

Enforcement /Monitoring: 

During construction activities and during operations 

City of Yreka Public Works Department 
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MM4.5.3 If, during the course of project implementation and/or operations, human 
remains are discovered, all work shall be halted immediately within 50 feet of the 
discovery, the City of Yreka Public Works Department shall be immediately 
notified, and the county coroner must be notified, according to Section 5097 .98 
of the California Public Resources Code and Section 7050.5 of the California 
Health and Safety Code. If the remains are determined to be Native American, 
the coroner will notify the Native American Heritage Commission, and the 
procedures outlined in California Code of Regulations Section 15064.S(d) and (e) 
shall be followed. 

Timing/Implementation: During construction activities and during operations 

Enforcement /Monitoring: City of Yreka Public Works Department 

Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project 
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration 

City of Yreka 
April 2014 

4.0-16 



4.6 GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project: 

a) Expose people or structures to 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 M ines and Geology Special 
Publication 42. 

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? 

iii)Seismic-related 
Ii q uefacti on? 

iv) Landslides? 

ground failure, including 

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

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? 

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-
1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating 
substantial risks to I ife or property/ 

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 wastewater? 

SETTING 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

D 

D 

D 

D 
D 

D 

D 

D 
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letSThan 
Significant 

Impact With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

D 

D 

D 

D 
D 

D 

D 

D 

less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

D 

No Impact 

D 

D 

D 

181 
D 

D 

D 

Several earthquake faults exist within the Yreka area as indicated on the 2010 Fault Activity Map 
of California (CGS 2010). Some notable faults include the Greenhorn Fault north of the city and 
the Soap Creek Ridge Fault to the southwest. One small fault has been identified in the northern 
portion of the city near the Interstate 5/SR 3 junction. None of these faults have shown evidence 
of any activity within the last 1 .6 million years. The nearest recently active fault identified by the 
State of California Alquist-Priolo Mapping Program is the Cedar Mountain Fault Zone 35 miles 
east in the Hebron-Macdoel area and a fault located approximately 99 miles east in the 
Klamath Falls area (CGS 2010). 

The Seismic Safety and Safety Element of the Siskiyou County General Plan (1975) states that 
over a 120-year period, nine or ten earthquakes capable of "considerable damage" have 
occurred in the region. No deaths have been reported from these quakes, and building 
damage was considered minor or unreported. No known damage has resulted from an 
earthquake in the Yreka area. 
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Landslides are not prominent in the area, since the mountains of the region consist of stable 
bedrock material with little likelihood of sliding. While Yreka is in an area having undulating and 
varying topography, standard construction practices limit the amount of potential erosion, and 
the California Building Code addresses necessary construction techniques to accommodate 
soils in the area with expansive characteristics. 

According to the City of Yreka General Plan, the project site lies on alluvial soils and consists of 
gravelly, clay, and sandy loams. Typically these soils have moderate shrink-swell characteristics, 
have slight to moderate erosion hazard potential, and contain slopes which range from 0 to 9 
percent. Only the Salisbury gravelly clay loam and Pit clay soils in the southern area of the city 
are considered to have severe shrink-swell characteristics that could affect construction 
practices. 

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS 

a) 

i) Less Than Significant Impact. There are no known active or potentially active faults within 
or adjacent to the city. The closest mapped faults to the project area lie approximately 
35 miles to the east. The California Geological Survey does not identify Yreka as a city 
affected by this fault or any other Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. 

ii) Less Than Significant Impact. See Response 4.6(a){i). The city, along with all of Siskiyou 
County, is located in a region with moderate to high probability of earthquakes that may 
cause structural damage. Buildings constructed in California are subject to more 
stringent seismic safety standards than those constructed elsewhere in the United States. 
Earthquakes centered about 20 miles east of Mt. Shasta were recorded in 1978 with 
Richter magnitudes of 4.0 to 4.6. However, an earthquake history compiled for the 
Seismic Safety and Safety Element of the Siskiyou County General Plan indicated that 
over a 120-year period, no deaths related to earthquakes have been recorded, and 
reported building damage has never been more than "minor." Given the past history of 
seismic activity in Siskiyou County, the California Building Code standards would ensure 
that improvements in the project area are able to withstand ground shaking with no 
significant damage. The State of California provides minimum standards for building 
design through the California Building Code (California Code of Regulations, ntle 24). The 
California Building Code is based on the Uniform Building Code (UBC), which is used 
widely throughout the United States (generally adopted on a state-by-state or district-by­
district basis) and has been modified for conditions in California. State regulations and 
engineering standards related to geology, soils, and seismic activity are reflected in the 
California Building Code requirements. Through the California Building Code, the State of 
California provides a minimum standard for building design and construction. The 
California Building Code contains specific requirements for seismic safety, excavation, 
foundations, retaining walls, and site demolition. It also regulates grading activities, 
including drainage and erosion control. 

iii) Less Than Significant Impact. Liquefaction occurs when loose sand and silt that is 
saturated with water behaves like a liquid when shaken by an earthquake. Liquefaction 
can result in the following types of seismic-related ground failure: 

• Loss of bearing strength - soils liquefy and lose the ability to support structures 
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• Lateral spreading - soils slide down gentle slopes or toward stream banks 

• Flow failures - soils move down steep slopes with large displacement 

• Ground oscillation - surface soils, riding on a buried liquefied layer, are thrown back 
and forth by shaking 

• Flotation - floating of light buried structures to the surface 

• Settlement - settling of ground surface as soils reconsolidate 

• Subsidence - compaction of soil and sediment 

Three factors are required for liquefaction to occur: (l) loose, granular sediment; 
(2} saturation of the sediment by groundwater; and (3) strong shaking. Impacts 
associated with liquefaction are unlikely given the low incidence of strong earthquakes 
in the region. The region is not within an Alquist-Priolo earthquake hazard zone, and the 
closest active fault system is 35 miles east of the project site. These characteristics 
indicate a less than significant risk of liquefaction on the project site. In addition, 
according to the City General Plan, the Yreka vicinity is an area that is not conducive to 
liquefaction. 

iv) No Impact. The project site has flat topography, indicating no potential for landslides. 

b} Less Than Significant Impact. Construction activities during project site development, such as 
grading, excavation, and soil hauling, would disturb soils and potentially expose them to 
wind and water erosion. Similarly, proposed project operations would involve the use of 
heavy equipment and movement of materials and therefore also disturb on-site soils. As part 
of the North Coast RWQCB-approved remediation plan efforts described in Section 3.0, both 
an industrial storm water pollution prevention plan and a construction storm water pollution 
prevention plan (SWPPP) have been prepared for the project. These documents establish 
site-specific best management practices (BMPs) for operations and construction activities on 
the site that will limit the amount of soils washed off-site. Compliance with these documents 
will minimize soil erosion and loss of topsoil from project implementation and reduce this 
impact to a less than significant level. 

c) Less Than Significant Impact. The potential for landslides on the project site was addressed 
under Response 4.6(a)(iv) and was determined to have no impact. The potential for lateral 
spreading, liquefaction, subsidence, and other types of ground failure or collapse was 
addressed under Response 4.6(a)(iii) and was determined to be less than significant. 

d) Less Than Significant Impact. Expansive or shrink-swell soils are soils that swell when subjected 
to moisture and shrink when dry. Expansive soils typically contain clay minerals that attract 
and absorb water, greatly increasing the volume of the soil. This increase in volume can 
cause damage to foundations, structures, and roadways. While the clay content of project 
site soils in the vicinity of proposed improvements is currently unknown, standard procedures 
used in the construction of concrete footings as required by the California Building Code will 
reduce this potential impact to a level that is considered less than significant. 

e) No Impact. No septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems are associated with 
the project. 
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Mitigation Measures 

None required. 
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Ii Less Than 
Significant 

Potentially Impact With Less Than 
Significant Mitiption Significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 

4.7 GREENHOUSE GASES. Would the project: 

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly 
or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on D D ~ D 
the environment? 

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or 
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the D D D ~ 
emissions of greenhouse gasses? 

SITTING 

Since the early 1990s, scientific consensus holds that the world's population is releasing 
greenhouse gases (GHG) faster than the earth's natural systems can absorb them. These gases 
are released as byproducts of fossil fuel combustion, waste disposal, energy use, land-use 
changes, and other human activities. This release of gases, such as carbon dioxide (CO?), 
methane (CH4), and nitrous oxide (N20), creates a blanket around the earth that allows light to 
pass through but traps heat at the surface, preventing its escape into space. While this is a 
naturally occurring process known as the greenhouse effect, human activities have accelerated 
the generation of GHGs beyond natural levels. The overabundance of GHGs in the atmosphere 
has led to an unexpected warming of the earth and has the potential to severely impact the 
earth's climate system. 

Table 4.7-1 provides descriptions of the primary GHGs attributed to global climate change, 
including a description of their physical properties, primary sources, and contribution to the 
greenhouse effect. 

Each GHG differs in its ability to absorb heat in the atmosphere based on the lifetime, or 
persistence, of the gas molecule in the atmosphere. CH4 traps over 21 times more heat per 
molecule than C02, and N20 absorbs 31 O times more heat per molecule than C02. Often, 
estimates of GHG emissions are presented in carbon dioxide equivalents (C02e), which weight 
each gas by its GWP. Expressing GHG emissions in carbon dioxide equivalents takes the 
contribution of all GHG emissions to the greenhouse effect and converts them to a single unit 
equivalent to the effect that would occur if only COi were being emitted. 
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Greenhouse Gas 

Carbon dioxide 
(C02) 

Methane (CH4) 

Nitrous oxide 
(N20) 

TABLE4.7-1 

GREENHOUSE GASES 

Description 

C02 is a colorless, odorless gas and is emitted in a number of ways, both naturally and through 
human activities. The largest source of C02 emissions globally is the combustion of fossil fuels 
such as coal, oil, and gas in power plants, automobiles, industrial facilities, and other sources. A 
number of industrial production processes and product uses such as mineral production, metal 
production, and the use of petroleum-based products can also lead to C02 emissions. The 
atmospheric lifetime of C02 is variable because it is so readily exchanged in the atmosphere. 1 

CH4 is a colorless, odorless gas that is not flammable under most circumstances. CH4 is the 
major component of natural gas, about 87 percent by volume. It is also formed and released to 
the atmosphere by biological processes occurring in anaerobic environments. CH4 is emitted 
from both human-related and natural sources. Human-related sources include fossil fuel 
production, animal husbandry (livestock intestinal fermentation and manure management), 
biomass burning, and waste management. Natural sources of CH4 include wetlands, gas 
hydrates, permafrost, termites, oceans, freshwater bodies, non-wetland soils, and other sources 
such as wildfires. Methane's atmospheric lifetime is about 12 years.2 

NiO is a clear, colorless gas with a slightly sweet odor. NiO is produced by natural and human-
related sources. Primary human-related sources are agricultural soil management, animal 
manure management, sewage treatment, and mobile and stationary combustion of fossil fuels. 
NiO is also produced naturally from a wide variety of biological sources in soil and water, 
particularly microbial action in wet tropical forests. The atmospheric lifetime of N10 is 
approximately 120 years.3 

Sources: 'EPA 2011a, 'EPA 2011b, 'EPA 2010 

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS 

a) Less Than Significant Impact. GHG em1ss1ons contribute, on a cumulative basis, to the 
significant adverse environmental impacts of global climate change. No single project could 
generate enough GHG emissions to noticeably change the global average temperature. 
The combination of GHG emissions from past, present, and future projects contributes 
substantially to the phenomenon of global climate change and its associated environmental 
impacts and as such is addressed only as a cumulative impact. 

GHG emissions associated with the project would occur over the short term from 
construction activities, consisting primarily of emissions from equipment exhaust. There would 
also be long-term regional emissions associated with project-related new indirect source 
emissions, such as electricity usage for lighting and vehicle trips. 

Thresholds of significance illustrate the extent of an impact and are a basis from which to 
apply mitigation measures. Significance thresholds for GHG emissions resulting from land use 
development projects have not been established in Siskiyou County. In the absence of any 
GHG emission significance thresholds, the projected emissions are compared to the South 
Coast Air Quality Management District's recommended threshold of 3,000 metric tons of C02e 
annually. While significance thresholds used in Southern California are not binding in Siskiyou 
County or Yreka, they are instructive for comparison purposes. The project would be 
considered to have a significant impact if the projected emissions would surpass 3,000 metric 
tons of C02e annually. 
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Construction GHG Emissions 

Construction of the proposed project would result in direct em1ss1ons of GHGs from 
construction. The approximate quantity of daily GHG emissions generated by construction 
equipment utilized to build the proposed project is depicted in Table 4.7-2. 

TABLE 4.7·2 
PROJECT CONSTRUCTION GHG EMISSIONS - METRIC TONS PER YEAR 

Construction Phase Carbon Dioxide Methane Nitrous Oxide 
CO:ze <C02) (014) (N.20) 

Proposed project 139 0 0 139 

Source: Emissions modeled by PMC using the Cal EE Mod computer program. See Appendix B for modeling outputs. 

Operational GHG Emissions 

As stated above, there would also be long-term regional emissions associated with project­
related new indirect source emissions. To be conservative, total construction-generated GHG 
emissions were amortized over the estimated life of the project. A project life of 30 years was 
assumed for the proposed project. 

TABLE 4.7-3 
OPERATIONAL GHG EMISSIONS- METRIC TONS PER YEAR 

Source C02 CH4 N.20 C02e 

Construction (amortized over 30 years of project life) 5 0 0 5 

Area 0 0 0 0 

Energy 144 0 0 144 

Employee Trips 259 0 0 259 

Haul Trucks 1,015 0 0 1,015 

Solid Waste 13 0.7 0 30 

Water 7 0.1 0 10 

Total 1,443 0.8 0 1,463 

Significance Threshold 3,000 

Exceed Threshold? No 

Source: Emissions modeled by PMC using Lhe CalEEMod compuler p10gram. Accounts for differing summer and wimer daily haul uuck 
trip rates: <daily summer emissions x 183 days) + (daily winter emissions x 183 days). See Appendix B for modeling outputs. 

As shown in Table 4.7-3, estimated GHG emissions resulting from both construction and 
operations of the proposed would total J ,463 metric tons of C02e per year, which is less than the 
GHG threshold of 3,000 metric tons of C02e per year and therefore a less than significant 
impact. 

b) No Impact. The project would not conflict with any adopted plans, policies, or regulations 
adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions. While the proposed project is subject 
to compliance with the Global Warming Solutions Act (Assembly Bill [AB] 32), as identified 

City of Yreka 
April 2014 

4.0-23 

Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project 
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration 



4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 

under Response 4.7(a), proposed project-generated GHG emissions would not surpass GHG 
significance thresholds, which were prepared with the purpose of complying with the 
requirements of AB 32. Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with AB 32. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 
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Potentially 
Sjgnificant 

Impact 

4.8 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project: 

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through the routine transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials? 

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? 

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or 
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste 
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed 
school? 

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? 

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan 
area or, where such a plan has not been adopted, 
within 2 miles of a public airport or a public use 
airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for 
people residing or working in the project area? 

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, 
would the project result in a safety hazard for people 
residing or working in the project area? 

g) Impair implementation of, or physically interfere 
with, an adopted emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan? 

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of 
loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires, 
including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized 
areas or where residences are intermixed with 
wild lands? 

SETTING 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 
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Less Than 
Significant 

Impact With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

D 

D 

D 

D D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

For over 50 years, the project site had operated as a lumber mill and was owned by several 
different landowners. In the 1980s, detectable levels of contamination were found in debris, soil, 
storm water, and groundwater. The contaminants found include dioxin, pentachlorophenol 
(PCP), tetrachlorophenol (TCP), polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), and hydrocarbons (i.e., fuel, 
oil, and grease) . Most of the contaminants were found in soil; however, low levels of PCP and 
TCP were found in storm water and groundwater. As a result of the site containing these 
contaminants, the North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) listed it as a 
hazardous materials discharge site (Cose Number 1NSI103), which means that the site is subject 
to an active cleanup order. As part of cleanup order, the site was designated as a "brownfield 
site" for the magnitude of its potential to contaminate the environment. Brownfield sites are 
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defined as sites having "low to moderate" levels of contamination. (Substantially contaminated 
sites identified as possessing "high" levels of contamination are designated as "superfund sites.") 

Beginning in the 1980s, cleanup plans were developed and remediation work was completed. 
The first cleanup efforts involved the movement of contaminated soil from the wood treatment 
area to the northwest corner of the property, encapsulation of the soil in plastic, and subsequent 
burial of the soil. In the early-1990s, storm water drainage improvements were constructed that 
were intended to prevent water from flowing on to and off of the property. 

The project applicant purchased the site at the end of 2013. In 2014, the applicant, in 
consultation with the North Coast RWQCB, initiated the largest remediation effort to date, as 
described in detail in Section 3.0, Project Description. All site remediation actions have been 
approved by the North Coast RWQCB and have either already been implemented or were in 
the process of implementation at the time of this Initial Study's preparation. Once all site 
remediation actions are complete, the North Coast RWQCB has indicated that its active 
cleanup order will be closed. 

A material is considered hazardous if it appears on a list of hazardous materials prepared by a 
federal, state, or local agency, or if it has characteristics defined as hazardous by such an 
agency. A hazardous material is defined in Title 22 of the California Code of Regulations, Title 22, 
Section 662601.10, as follows: 

A substance or combination of substances which, because of its quantity, concentration, 
or physical, chemical or infectious characteristics, may either (I) cause, or significantly 
contribute to, an increase in mortality or on increase in serious irreversible, or 
incapacitating reversible, illness; or (2) pose a substantial present or potential hazard to 
human health or environment when improperly treated, stored, transported or disposed 
of or otherwise managed. 

Most hazardous material regulation and enforcement in Siskiyou County is managed by the 
Siskiyou County Public Health Department, which refers large cases of hazardous materials 
contamination or violations to the North Coast RWQCB and the Department of Toxic Substances 
Control (DTSC). When issues of hazardous materials arise, it is not at all uncommon for other 
agencies to become involved, such as the applicable air pollution control district and both the 
federal and state Occupational Safety and Health Administrations (OSHA). 

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS 

a) Less Than Significant Impact. Businesses that store hazardous materials are subject to the 
Hazardous Material Business Plan program, which is regulated by the Environmental Health 
Division of the Siskiyou County Public Health Department as part of the Certified Unified 
Program. The program requires the preparation of a document that provides an inventory of 
hazardous materials on-site, 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. 

While the proposed project would store some hazardous materials (e.g., up to 12,000 gallons 
of diesel fuel) the reporting requirements for hazardous materials, preparation of a hazardous 
material business plan, and compliance with all required regulations and laws would ensure 
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that hazardous matertals are stored and handled properly and that the proposed operation 
minimizes the potential for accidental upset. Therefore, with compliance with the law, this 
impact is considered to be less than significant. 

b} Less Than Significant Impact. Regarding construction, although unlikely, a potential release 
of hazardous materials could occur during construction work on the project. Any such 
releases would most likely be spillages of motor vehicle fuels and oils. Given the preparation 
of a construction SWPPP approved by the North Coast RWQCB (see Response 4.6(b)}, the 
project is required to stipulate how and where vehicles can be refueled and what measures 
are needed to avoid spills adjacent to drainages and minimize the effects of such spills. In 
terms of the potential release of hazardous materials during proposed project operations, 
several aspects of project operations would be similar to construction activities in that off­
road, heavy-duty equipment would be employed. In addition, the premanufactured 
±12,000-square-foot truck and equipment maintenance shop would accommodate minor 
maintenance activities that would involve oils and solvents. Furthermore, the maintenance 
shop would be constructed with an oil separator and debris sump in order to contain all 
materials within the maintenance shop. 

c) No Impact. The project is not located within one-quarter mile of any school. The nearest 
schools to the project site are all located on the west side of Interstate 5, approximately 2 
miles distant. In addition, compliance with existing regulations and standard safety 
procedures related to the handling of hazardous materials and waste would further reduce 
potential impacts to a level of insignificance, resulting in a determination of no impact. 

d) Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. As previously stated, the site has 
been classified as a brownfield site subject to remediation. As described in Section 3.0, 
Project Description, the project applicant purchased the site at the end of 2013. In 2014, the 
applicant, in consultation with the North Coast RWQCB, initiated a large remediation effort 
on the site. Several remedial actions designed to remove or contain contaminated debris, 
soil, and water either have been implemented or were in the process of being implemented 
at the time of this initial study. To address the dioxin, PCP, and TCP chemicals, soils from two 
contaminated areas were consolidated in one area and capped with concrete {see figure 
3.0-2). Additionally, one other contaminated area at the northwest portion of the site was 
capped with concrete in place. To prevent storm water and groundwater contamination, 
water retention ponds were constructed in order to capture all the storm water from 
contaminated areas and retain it on-site. In addition to dioxin, PCP, and TCP, this process 
also addresses potential hydrocarbon contamination from fuel and oil existing on the 
ground. To ensure the storm water retention system is working, water samples are currently 
taken during rain storms and analyzed for dioxin, PCP, and TCP. In addition, one water supply 
well and 13 monitoring wells have been destroyed to prevent groundwater contamination 
(see figure 3.0-3). To address PCB concerns, all of the debris, electrical equipment, and 
potentially contaminated soil has been removed from the property and disposed of at a 
hazardous waste landfill. The soil beneath these areas was tested to ensure all of the PCBs 
were removed. Lastly, a buried fuel tank on the east edge of the property and soils with high 
levels of fuel have been removed and disposed of in a hazardous waste landfill to remediate 
hydrocarbon contamination. The remaining soil beneath the fuel tank was tested to ensure 
all contaminated soil was removed. 

The site remediation actions described above have been approved by the North Coast 
RWQCB. Once all site remediation actions are fully reviewed by the North Coast RWQCB for 
compliance, the RWQCB has indicated that its active cleanup order will be closed. 
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Mitigation measure MM 4.8.1 ensures that the closure of the North Coast RWQCB active 
cleanup order occurs prior to the commencement of project operations. 

e) No Impact. The closest public airport to the project site is the Montague-Yreka Rohrer Field 
Airport, located just over 2 miles to the east. Therefore, the project site is more than 2 miles 
from a public or private airport. No impact would occur. 

f) No Impact. See Response 4.8(e). The project site is not located in the vicinity of a private 
airstrip. 

g) Less Than Significant Impact. Yreka is located in the Operational Area of the Siskiyou County 
Office of Emergency Services. A standardized emergency management system (SEMS) 
program is in place between the City and the Office of Emergency Services. A local 
emergency plan guides local response to emergencies and local emergency management 
and is conducted under the direction of the City of Yreka Police Department. The proposed 
project would not obstruct evacuation routes or access to critical emergency facilities. This 
impact is less than significant. 

h) Less Than Significant Impact. Wildland fire protection services for unincorporated Siskiyou 
County are provided by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (Cal-Fire). 
At the peak of firefighting preparedness, the Cal-Fire Siskiyou Unit suppression resources 
include approximately 70 career personnel and 120 seasonal personnel (Cal-Fire 2013). The 
Siskiyou Unit is geographically divided into four fire battalions. Within these battalions, the 
Siskiyou Unit has strategically located resources and facilities. These include seven fire 
stations, one conservation camp, two dozers, and four fire lookouts (Cal-Fire 2013). During 
summer months, 13 schedule "B" engines, two dozers, four fire crews, and up to four fire 
lookouts are staffed (Cal-Fire 2013). The fire lookouts are staffed based on fire, weather, and 
lightning activity levels. In the winter months, the Siskiyou Unit staffs three stations (Cal-Fire 
2013). The Siskiyou Unit has an Emergency Command Center known as the Yreka 
lnteragency Command Center (YICC). The YICC is located at the Siskiyou Unit Headquarters 
in Yreka and is a collaboration of Cal-Fire and US Forest Service (USFS) staff. The YICC 
provides dispatching services for Cal-Fire, the USFS, 30 local government departments, and 
five ambulance companies (Cal-Fire 2013). The YICC is responsible for emergency call 
taking, dispatching, and tracking of resources. The YICC has an emergency dispatcher at 
the console 24 hours a day. The goal of the YICC is to meet and exceed a standard of 
answering 95 percent of all alarms within 15 seconds and 99 percent within 40 seconds. 
Although there is the potential for wildland fires in the region given the relatively dry summer 
climate, with hot days and wind, the project site is adequately protected by the Cal-Fire 
Siskiyou Unit and its four battalions. This impact is less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures 

MM4.8.1 The project applicant shall be required to complete all site remediation actions 
approved by the North Coast RWQCB active cleanup order Case Number 
1NSl103. 

Timing/Implementation: 

Enforcement/Monitoring: 
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4.9 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project: 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 
requirements? 

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere 
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there 
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering 
of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the 
production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop 
to a level which would not support existing land uses or 
planned uses for which permits have been granted)? 

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the 
site or area, including through the alteration of the 
course of a stream or river, in a manner which would 
result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site? 

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the 
site or area, including through the alteration of the 
course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the 
rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would 
resu lt in flooding on- or off-site? 

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed 
the capacity of existing or planned storm water drainage 
systems or provide substantial additional sources of 
polluted runoff? 

0 Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? 

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as 
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood 
Insurance Rate Map or other flood ha7ard delineation 
map? 

h) Place within a 1 OD-year flood hazard area structures that 
would impede or redirect flood flows? 

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of Joss, 
injury, or death involving flooding, including flooding 
as a result of a failure of a levee or dam? 

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? 

SETTING 
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Significant 

Impact 
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D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 
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One of the most significant hydrology-related issues in Yreka is occasional flooding from storm 
events. The city is traversed by a number of natural and man-made drainages that experience 
dramatic seasonal fluctuations in flow and occasional short-term "pulse flow" conditions 
resulting in flooding. Occasional flooding due to naturally occurring storm events occurs along 
these drainages and at a few intersections throughout the city. As noted above, several creeks 
and/or intermittent drainages flow through the city: Yreka Creek, Humbug Creek, Juniper Creek, 
and Greenhorn Creek. Yreka Creek, an ephemeral waterway, does not maintain a year-round 
surface flow in many of its reaches. 
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The project site does not contain any natural surface hydrologic features, only a human-made 
storm water retention pond and associated on-site drainage ditches. As mapped by the FEMA 
(2011) Flood Insurance Rate Mapping program, no portion of the proposed project is located in 
the 100-year floodplain. 

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS 

a) Less Than Significant Impact. There is potential for the proposed project to result in 
degradation of water quality during both the construction and operational phases. Polluted 
runoff from the project site during construction and operation could include sediment from 
soil disturbances and oil and grease from heavy-duty equipment. The greatest potential 
source of water contaminants from the proposed project would be from erosion related to 
both construction and post-construction operations. This degradation could result in violation 
of water quality standards. 

The project applicant has already prepared a construction SWPPP pursuant to RWQCB 
standards and subject to RWQCB review and approval. The SWPPP includes measures 
designed to reduce or eliminate erosion and runoff into waterways during construction. Best 
management practices include wattles, covering of stockpiles, silt fences, and other physical 
means of slowing storm water flow from the graded areas to allow sediment to settle before 
entering storm water channels. With adherence to the construction SWPPP, project impacts 
to water quality during construction are considered to be less than significant. 

In terms of project operations, a storm drainage plan for the site has been prepared along 
with an industrial SWPPP as part of the North Coast RWQCB-approved remediation plan 
efforts described in Section 3.0, Project Description. These documents establish site-specific 
BMPs for operational activities on the site. The prescribed BMPs are both structural and 
nonstructural, include storm water runoff monitoring requirements, and comply with the City 
of Yreka's storm water and erosion ordinances. Included in the industrial SWPPP document 
and storm drainage plan is the use of a series of swales and ponds to direct both on- and off­
site storm water such that any resulting discharge is both better in quality and decreased in 
quantity as compared to the storm water discharge currently leaving the site. However, the 
majority of the storm water runoff would be retained on-site. As dictated by these 
documents, a series of three retention ponds would be constructed to contain runoff from a 
100-year storm event (see Figure 3.0-4). 

The storm drainage plan and industrial SWPPP ensure an on-site drainage system is 
constructed that prevents increases in peak storm runoff levels. Storm water retention areas 
are proposed to be located at both the middle of the project site and in an 11-acre area in 
the southern portion of the site in order to accommodate storm water flows. Storm water 
retention on-site will address post-construction peak storm water flows in a way in which the 
majority of the storm water runoff would be retained on-site. Storm water retention areas will 
also provide vegetative filtration to remove or contain contaminants in the storm water. (As 
a further part of the site remediation effort, the 11-acre area will be vegetated with native 
trees and perennial bunch grasses.) As a result, potential impacts would be reduced to a 
level that is considered less than significant. 

b) Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project would receive water from the City's 
municipal water supply, which is sourced from surface water, and would not involve drilling a 
new well to serve the site. Although the project would result in the creation of impervious 
surfaces, including a ±50,000-square-foot sawmill building, a ± 12,000-square-foot 
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maintenance shop, and 45 asphalt parking lot spaces, the addition of these surfaces would 
not interfere with groundwater recharge, as there are sufficient pervious surfaces adjacent 
to these improvements. In addition, the proposed on-site drainage system includes storm 
water retention on-site (pervious) that addresses post-construction peak storm water flows in 
a way that the majority of storm water is retained on-site, thus providing time for storm water 
percolation in the retention areas (located as shown in Figure 3.0-4). 

c) Less Than Significant Impact. See Response 4.6(b). Construction activities during project site 
development, such as grading, excavation, and soil hauling, would disturb soils and 
potentially expose them to wind and water erosion. Similarly, proposed project operations 
would involve the use of heavy equipment and movement of materials and therefore also 
disturb on-site soils. As part of the North Coast RWQCB-approved remediation plan efforts 
described in Section 3.0, both an industrial SWPPP and a construction SWPPP have been 
prepared for the project. These documents establish site-specific BMPs for operations and 
construction activities on the site, including storm water retention ponds, that will limit the 
amount of soils washed off-site. Compliance with these documents will minimize soil erosion 
and the loss of topsoil from project implementation and reduce this impact to a less than 
significant level. 

d) Less Than Significant Impact. See Responses 4.6(b) and 4.9(c). Implementation of the 
proposed project would alter the existing drainage patterns on the site by adding an 
impermeable surface to portions of the site. The project applicant has submitted a storm 
drainage plan for the project that will be reviewed by the City to ensure adequate capacity 
and compliance with City standards. As a result, the drainage pattern at the project site and 
in the surrounding areas, as well as surface runoff conditions after implementation of the 
proposed project, would be essentially the same as existing conditions, and increases in 
peak storm runoff levels would be avoided. As shown in Figure 3.0-4, a system of drainage 
ditches, swales, one retention pond, and drainage structures (i.e., culverts) will be used to 
divert and convey storm water runoff from the western, northern, and eastern portions of the 
site to a primary retention pond at the middle of the project site. Storm water from the 
western portion of the site will be conveyed through gravity, and storm water from the 
northern and eastern portions of the site will also rely on gravity, but will have to be pumped 
in certain places. At times when storm water capacity is reached in the primary retention 
pond, storm water from the pond will gravity flow to the southern portion of the site into a 
system of retention ponds where storm water will be retained over an 11-acre area. These 
retention ponds will be constructed to retain storm water from the 100-year storm event. A 
pump will be installed at the southeastern corner of the site in order to pump storm water 
from this area back to the primary retention pond located at the center of the site when 
necessary. It is anticipated that it will only be necessary to pump storm water back to the 
primary retention pond in the case of an extreme storm event; therefore, storm water 
pumping will rarely be employed. A backup diesel generator will be required on-site to 
ensure the operation of this pump in the case of an electrical blackout. (The only storm 
water that will leave the site flows from a small area at the northeast corner of the site 
associated with the proposed parking lot. Storm water generated from this small area will 
flow into the existing drainage ditch at the eastern boundary of the site.) For these reasons, 
the proposed project would have a less than significant impact on causing flooding on- or 
off-site. 

e) Less Than Significant Impact. Implementation of the proposed project would alter the 
existing drainage patterns on the site by resulting in changes to the amount of impervious 
surfaces. Polluted runoff from the project site during construction and operation could 
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include sediment from soil disturbances; oil and grease from construction equipment, 
roadways, and parking lots; pesticides and fertilizers from landscaped areas; metals from 
paints; and gross pollutants such as trash and debris. The project applicant has submitted a 
storm drainage plan for the project that will be reviewed by the City to ensure adequate 
capacity and compliance with City standards. Compliance with existing regulations 
developed to minimize the release of polluted runoff from construction sites would reduce 
this impact to a less than significant level. 

f) Less Than Significant Impact. See Responses 4.9(a) through 4.9(e). 

g) No Impact. As mapped by the FEMA (2011) Flood Insurance Rate Mapping program, no 
portion of the proposed project is located in the 100-year floodplain. 

h) No Impact. See Response 4.9(g). As mapped by the FEMA (2011) Flood Insurance Rate 
Mapping program, no portion of the proposed project is located in the 100-year floodplain. 

i) No Impact. See Response 4.9(h). The project site is located within 3 miles of the Greenhorn 
Dam in Yreka to the east. According to the City General Plan (2003), Greenhorn Dam 
Reservoir poses no real threat to Yreka. Even though it is a Class C earthfill dam, a breakage 
by any means would result in seepage rather than a complete collapse. There is a limited 
quantity of water impounded and Yreka Creek could accommodate the flow. Additionally, 
the project site is located within 20 miles of several dams on the Klamath River. According to 
the City General Plan, these dams do not pose a threat to any part of Yreka due to their 
distance from the city and the intervening topography. Furthermore, these dams are 
regulated by the California Division of Safety of Dams (DSD). The DSD performs annual 
maintenance inspections of these and other dams under state jurisdiction, including monitoring 
for compliance with seismic stability standards. Regular inspection by the DSD ensures that 
dams are kept in safe operating condition. As such, failure of these dams is considered to have 
an extremely low probability of occurring and is not considered to be a reasonably foreseeable 
event. For these reasons, the project would not expose people or structures to a significant 
risk of loss, injury, or death as a result of the failure of a dam. No impact would occur. 

j) No Impact. The project site is not located near an ocean or large body of water with 
potential for seiche or tsunami. The project area is not at risk for mudtlows. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 
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Less Than 
SignifiCilnt 

Potentially Impact With Less Than 
Signifkant Mitigation Significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 

4.10 LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project: 

a) Physically divide an established community? D D D [8J 

b) Confl ict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or 
regu lation of an agency with jurisdiction over the 
project (including, but not limited to, the general plan, D D D [8J 
specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning 
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental effect? 

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan D D D [8J 
or natural community conservation plan? 

SETTING 

The basis for land use planning in Yreka is the City's General Plan (2003). The Land Use Element 
provides the primary guidance on issues related to land use and land use intensity. The Land Use 
Element provides designations for land in the city and outlines goals and policies concerning 
development and use of that land. In concert with the General Plan, the Yreka Zoning 
Ordinance establishes zone districts in the city and specifies allowable uses and development 
standards for each district. Under state law, each jurisdiction's zoning ordinance must be 
consistent with its general plan. 

The project site contains three separate parcels. Two of these parcels are privately owned and 
located within the Yreka city limits. The third parcel is owned by the City of Yreka, though it is 
located just outside of the city limits in unincorporated Siskiyou County. The two parcels under 
the City's jurisdiction are designated Industrial by the City General Plan and are zoned Heavy 
Industrial (M-2). As defined by the General Plan, the Industrial designation is intended to 
accommodate "lumber mills, asphalt plants, manufacturers of product designed predominantly 
for sale oft site" (Yreka 2003) . The one parcel under the jurisdiction of Siskiyou County is zoned 
Prime Agricultural. 

DISCUSSIO N OF IMPACTS 

a) No Impact. The project will not result in the division of an existing community. The project site 
is located in an area of Yreka with existing industrial development. While there are 
undeveloped lands in the project vicinity, these lands are designated and zoned for 
industrial development. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project will not divide an 
established community. 

b) No Impact. The project is required to secure a Conditional Use Permit, pursuant to City 
Municipal Code Section 16.42.070, to allow the construction of a new sawmill, log processing 
area, and shipping center for the purpose of receiving and processing timber and 
distributing a product of pallet stock lumber. Specifically, the project is proposing a two-story, 
pre manufactured ±50.000-square-foot sawmill building, a premanufactured ± 12,000-square­
foot truck and equipment maintenance shop, new truck weighing scales, a raw product 
delivery area, a log deck/log-storage area, a wood-waste storage and recovery area, a 

City of Yreka 
April 2014 

4.0-33 

Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project 
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration 



4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 

finished product storage and shipping area, a 45-space paved parking area, an on-site fire 
suppression/irrigation system, and a storm water drainage system (the storm water drainage 
is being implemented under the North Coast RWQCB-led site remediation effort described 
above). In addition, the project proposes to improve the existing internal circulation system 
on-site, though such improvements would not include permanent pavement. The proposed 
project would also reuse approximately 6,000 square feet of existing building space on-site 
for the purpose of office space. The project will not conflict with applicable plans that have 
jurisdiction over the project area. The project is consistent with the City's General Plan and 
Zoning Ordinance. 

c) No Impact. See subsection 4, Biological Resources. No habitat conservation or natural 
community conservation plans are applicable to the project area. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 
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Less Than 

l 
Significmt 

Potentially Impact With less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant 

Impact Incorporated llllpacf No Impact 

4.11 MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project: 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral 
resource that would be of value to the region and the D D D ~ 
residents of the state? 

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally important 
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local D D D ~ 
general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan? 

SETTING 

Historically, gold mining was responsible for the establishment of Yreka. With thousands of gold 
miners hoping to strike it rich, dredge mining occurred along Yreka Creek between the 1850s 
and 1930s. Although some mining still takes place on the Shasta and Klamath rivers, the resource 
is essentially depleted and no longer plays a significant role in Yreka's economy. Nevertheless, 
gold continues to provide a tourist draw to the region for many amateur gold-seekers. 

The State Mining and Geology Board has the responsibility to inventory and classify mineral 
resources and could designate such mineral resources as having a statewide or regional 
significance. If this designation occurs, the local agency must adopt a management plan for 
such identified resources. At this time, there are no plans to assess local mineral resources for the 
project area or Siskiyou County. 

The project site is located in an area that has been previously d isturbed due to both historic 
lumber mill activities at the site. 

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS 

a) No Impact. The project would not result in the loss of an available known mineral resource 
that would be of value to the region or residents of the state. 

b) No Impact. See Response 4. l l {a) . There are no locally important mineral resource recovery 
sites within the project area delineated in the City or County general plans. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 
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4.12 NOISE. Would the project result in: 

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in 
excess of standards established in the local general 
plan or noise ordinance or of applicable standards of 
other agencies? 

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive 
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels? 

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise 
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing 
without the project? 

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above 
levels existing without the project? 

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan 
area or, where such a plan has not been adopted, 
within 2 miles of a public airport or a public use 
airport, would the project expose people residing or 
working in the project area to excessive noise levels? 

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, 
would the project expose people residing or working 
in the project area to excessive noise levels? 

SETTING 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact With 
Mitigation 

fncorporated 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

D 

D 

No Impact 

D 

D 

D 

D 

Noise sources in Yreka include local and through traffic, commercial and industrial uses, races at 
the fairgrounds, and occasional railroad operations of the Yreka Western Railroad. The most 
consistent noise sources in Yreka are local and through traffic. Interstate 5, which traverses the 
full length of the community from north to south, is likely the most significant noise source. 

Noise Fundamentals 

Noise is generally defined as sound that is loud, disagreeable, or unexpected. The selection of a 
proper noise descriptor for a specific source is dependent on the spatial and temporal 
distribution, duration, and fluctuation of the noise. The noise descriptors most often encountered 
when dealing with traffic, community, and environmental noise include an overall frequency­
weighted sound level in decibels that approximates the frequency response of the human ear 
(in dBA}. 

Noise can be generated by a number of sources, including mobile sources, such as 
automobiles, trucks, and airplanes, and stationary sources, such as construction sites, machinery, 
and industrial operations. The rate depends on the ground surface and the number or type of 
objects between the noise source and the receiver. Mobile transportation sources, such as 
highways, and hard and flat surfaces, such as concrete or asphalt, have an attenuation rate of 
3.0 dBA per doubling of distance. Soft surfaces, such as uneven or vegetated terrain, have an 
attenuation rate of about 4.5 dBA per doubling of distance from the source. Noise generated by 
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stationary sources typically attenuates at a rate of approximately 6.0 to 7.5 dBA per doubling of 
distance from the source (EPA 1971 ). 

Sound levels can be reduced by placing barriers between the noise source and the receiver. In 
general, barriers contribute to decreasing noise levels only when the structure breaks the "line of 
sight" between the source and the receiver. Buildings, concrete walls, and berms can all act as 
effective noise barriers. Wooden fences or broad areas of dense foliage can also reduce noise, 
but are less effective than solid barriers. 

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS 

a) Less Than Significant Impact. 

Short Term. Short-term noise levels related to construction of the proposed project would 
temporarily increase noise levels in the vicinity of the project site. Construction is performed in 
discrete steps, each of which has its own mix of equipment and consequently its own noise 
characteristics. Typical construction noise levels vary up to a maximum of 95 dBA at 50 feet 
from the construction site during the noisiest construction phases. Site preparation activities, 
which include excavation and grading, tend to generate the highest noise levels because 
the noisiest construction equipment is earth-moving equipment. Earth-moving equipment 
includes excavating machinery such as backhoes, bulldozers, draglines, front loaders, and 
earth-moving and compacting equipment, which includes compactors, scrapers, and 
graders. Typical operating cycles for these types of construction equipment may involve l or 
2 minutes of full power operation followed by 3 to 4 minutes at lower power settings. Table 
4.12-1 summarizes noise levels produced by construction equipment that is commonly used 
during construction projects. As shown, maximum intermittent noise levels associated with 
construction equipment typically range from approximately 75 to 87 dBA Lmax at 50 feet (Lmax 
is the maximum A-weighted noise level recorded for a single noise). Pile driving, which is not 
often employed, exceeds the typical construction noise range, producing noise levels of 
approximately 95 dBA Lmax at 50 feet. 
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TABLE 4.12-1 

TYPICAL CONSTRUCTION NOISE LEVELS 

Equipment Noise Levels at SO Feet 

Front-End Loader 85 dBA 

Bulldozer 85 dBA 

Backhoe 80dBA 

Water Truck (or other heavy truck) 88 dBA 

Generator 81 dBA 

Concrete Mixer 85 dBA 

Tamper/Roller 75 dBA 

Crane, Mobile 83 dBA 

Paver 87 dBA 

Jackhammer 85 dBA 

Grader/Excavator/ Scraper 85 dBA 

Paver 85 dBA 

Pile Driver (Impact/Vibratory) 95 dBA 

Sources: FTA 2006; FHWA 2006; EPA 1971 

During the construction phase of the project, exterior noise levels resulting from construction 
could affect the nearest existing sensitive receivers in the vicinity of the project site. The 
nearest noise-sensitive land uses is located approximately 295 feet to the west of the western 
boundary of the project site. 

The City's General Plan Noise Element establishes policies and regulations concerning the 
generation and control of noise that could adversely affect its citizens and noise-sensitive 
land uses. For instance, the maximum allowable noise level for residential land uses under the 
City's General Plan Noise Element is 50 dBA. As depicted in Table 4.12-1, noise generated by 
individual equipment can reach levels of up to approximately 95 dBA at 50 feet for brief 
periods. Based on the above noise levels and assuming an average noise attenuation rate 
of 6 dB per doubling of distance from the source center, predicted exterior average-hourly 
noise levels would be approximately 80 dBA at the nearest residential land uses, which is 
above the City standard. However, City General Plan Noise Element Policy 9 exempts 
construction activities from City noise standards due to the fact that construction is 
temporary. In addition, City General Plan Noise Element Policy 10 limits construction activities 
to the hours of 7 a.m. to 5 p.m. For these reasons, short-term noise levels related to 
construction of the proposed project would be less than significant. 

Long Term. While noise levels resulting from the project are not expected to be great, they 
will inevitably be greater than under existing conditions (i.e., an undeveloped parcel). As 
stated in Section 3.0, Project Description, de-barking equipment would be located on the 
west side of the proposed sawmill building. According to the project applicant, this piece of 
industrial equipment produces noise levels of approximately 80 dBA Lmax at 50 feet and 
would be the loudest piece of operational equipment. The nearest noise-sensitive land use is 
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located approximately 1,800 feet to the west of the west side of the proposed sawmill, 
where the de-barking equipment would be located. As previously stated, the maximum 
allowable noise level for residential land uses under the City's General Plan Noise Element is 
50 dBA. Based on the above noise levels and assuming an average noise-attenuation rate of 
6 dB per doubling of distance from the source center, predicted exterior average-hourly 
noise levels would be approximately 50 dBA at the nearest residential land uses, which is the 
maximum allowable noise level under the City standard. 

Additionally, the increase in off-site traffic as a result of the project as well as the required 
backup beeper signals equipped on operational off-road equipment is likely to increase off­
site noise levels as well. However, the project site is located in an area of Yreka with existing 
industrial development {immediately north of the project site is a concrete and asphalt 
batch plant, with an industrial-scale timber mill to the east). Therefore, the proposed project 
is located in an area of Yreka planned for industrial land uses, and the anticipated increase 
in noise levels over existing conditions as a result of the project would be considered 
appropriate due to its location. Furthermore, the sawmill will only operate 5 days a week 
between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. Potential long-term noise impacts are less than 
significant. 

b) Less Than Significant Impact. Increases in groundborne vibration levels attributable to the 
proposed project would be associated with both short-term construction-related activities 
and long-term operational activities. Both construction and operational activities associated 
with the proposed improvements would likely require the use of various equipment, such as 
tractors and haul trucks. Groundborne vibration levels associated with representative 
construction equipment are summarized in Table 4.12-2. 

TABLE 4.12-2 
REPRESENTATIVE VIBRATION SOURCE LEVELS FOR CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT 

.. . 
Peak Parti«;Je. VelQ(:i.ty . •Equipment . aJ ~ Ff;:et (iit/se<;) 

Loaded Trucks 0.076 

Jackhammer 0.035 

Small Bulldozers/Tractors 0.003 

Source: FTA 2006; Ca/trans 2004 

Commonly recommended criteria for structural damage and human annoyance are 0.2 
and 0.1 inches per second peak particle velocity {ppv), respectively {Caltrans 2002, 2004). 
Based on the vibration levels presented in Table 4.12-2, ground vibration generated by 
heavy-duty equipment would not be anticipated to exceed approximately 0.08 inches per 
second peak particle velocity at 25 feet. Predicted vibration levels at the nearest on- and 
off-site structures would not exceed recommended criteria. As a result, this impact would be 
considered less than significant. 

c) Less Than Significant Impact. See Response 4.12{a). 

d) Less Thon Significant Impact. See Response 4.12(a). 

e) No Impact. The project is not located within 2 miles of an airport. 
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f) No Impact. The project is not located in the vicinity of a private airstrip. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 
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less Than 
Significant 

Potentially ·~ct With less Than 
Signiricant Mitigation Signiricant 

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 

4.13 POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project: 

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either 
directly (e.g., by proposing new homes and businesses) D D D 181 or indirectly (e.g., through extension of roads or other 
infrastructure)? 

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, 
necessitating the construction of replacement housing D D D 181 
elsewhere? 

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating D D D [8J 
the construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 

SETIING 

According to the California Department of Finance (2013), the population of Yreka was 
approximately 7,771 as of January 2013, with 3,673 occupied dwelling units and an average of 
2.25 persons per household. No housing exists on the site. 

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS 

a) No Impact. The proposed project does not include the construction of any new homes; 
however, it does include the construction of an industrial use that could create a limited 
number of new jobs (40) in the region. While the addition of new employment opportunities 
could increase the city's population, it is anticipated that the majority of new employees 
would likely be existing residents of the city or come from the surrounding area. As such, the 
proposed project is unlikely to result in a demand for new housing. 

b) No Impact. As the project site is an abandoned lumber mill, the project would not displace 
any housing. 

c) No Impact. As the project site is an abandoned lumber mill, the project would not displace 
any people. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required . 
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less Than 
Significant 

Potentially Impact With less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 

4.14 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 following public services: 

a) Fire protection? D D IZl 0 
b) Police protection? D 0 IZl 0 
c) Schools? D D D IZl 
d) Parks? D D D IZl 
e) Other public facilities? D D D IZl 

SETTING 

Fire Protection 

Fire protection services in Yreka are provided by the Yreka Fire Department, which is staffed by 
volunteers. The fire station is located at 401 West Miner Street. The department also provides 
Basic Life Support services. Although the personnel are volunteers, equipment needs are funded 
through the City of Yreka's property assessment for fire services. 

The service boundaries of the department are the city limits, although the department has a 
mutual aid agreement with Cal-Fire to provide fire protection services to outlying areas (Yreka 
2003, p. 6-4). A total of seven fire hydrants are currently located throughout the project site. 
Additionally, the project proposes two hose sheds in separate locations on the project site, as 
well as hose racks and fire suppression equipment in all project buildings. 

Police Protection 

Police protection services in the city are provided by the Yreka Police Department, which 
operates from the main police station located at 412 West Miner Street. The department 
anticipates that the current police force will be adequate to provide police protection needs to 
Yreka residents at the same level of service through 2022, barring a large increase in population 
due to a major change such as a large employer locating in Yreka (Yreka 2003, p. 6-6). 

Schools 

The Yreka Union Elementary School District serves school-aged children in kindergarten through 
eighth grade (K-8}. Three public schools serve elementary school-aged children: Evergreen 
School, Jackson Street School, and Matole Valley Charter School. The Yreka Union High School 
District serves high school-aged children in grades 9 through 12 at Yreka High School (Yreka 
2003, p. 7-2). 
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Parks and Recreation 

Recreational opportunities for both youth and adults are varied in Yreka. A well-rounded variety 
of programs and activities is available to residents at City, school, and private recreational 
facilities in and around the community. The City operates and maintains nine parks, one pool, 
two ball fields, and the Yreka Creek Greenway, all funded by the City's General Fund. 

Other Public Facilities 

Other local public facilities found in Yreka include Siskiyou County Administration, Courts, Public 
Health, and Library; College of the Siskiyous; Yreka City Administration; California Highway Patrol; 
National Forest Service; California Department of Forestry; County Fairgrounds; and a variety of 
other state and federal offices. 

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS 

a) Less Than Significant Impact. Development of the project site would result in a need for fire 
protection services to respond to any potential incidents that may occur at the site. However, 
the project site is located in a developed part of the city that currently receives fire service. 
While a new industrial facility does require services, it would not result in the need for new fire 
personnel or facilities, as services can adequately be provided by existing personnel out of 
existing facilities. Additionally, the project site currently has seven fire hydrants on-site and 
further proposes two hose sheds in separate locations on the project site and hose racks and 
fire suppression equipment in all project buildings. Therefore, this impact is less than significant. 

b) Less Than Significant Impact. Development of the project site would result in a need for 
police protection services to respond to any potential incidents that may occur at the site. 
However, the project site is located in a developed part of the city that currently receives 
police service. While a new industrial land use does require services, it would not result in the 
need for new police personnel or facilities, as services can adequately be provided by 
existing personnel out of existing facilities. Therefore, this impact is less than significant. 

c) No Impact. The proposed project does not propose any housing and would not include any 
other components that would result in an increased demand tor schools. As such, there 
would be no need for additional facilities to maintain acceptable service ratios for schools. 
No impact would occur. 

d) No Impact. The proposed project does not propose any housing and would not include any 
other components that would result in an increased demand for parks. As such, there would 
be no need for additional facilities to maintain acceptable service ratios for parks. No 
impact would occur. 

e) No Impact. The proposed project does not propose any housing and would not include any 
other components that would result in an increased demand other public services, such as 
libraries. As such, there would be no need for additional facilities to maintain acceptable 
service ratios. No impact would occur. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 
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lellS Than 
Significant 

Potentially Impact Wi.th Less Than 
Significant. Mitigation Significant 

ltnpild Incorporated Impact No Impact 

4.15 RECREATION. 

a) Would the project increase the use of existing 
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational D D D cgi 
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of 
the facility would occur or be accelerated? 

b) Does the project include recreational facilities, or 
require the construction or expansion of recreational D D D cgi 
facilities, which might have an adverse physical effect 
on the environment? 

SETIING 

Recreational opportunities for both youth and adults are varied in Yreka. A well-rounded variety 
of programs and activities is available to Yreka's residents at City, school, and private 
recreational facilities. The City's Department of Public Works operates and maintains nine parks, 
one pool, two ball fields, and the Yreka Creek Greenway, all funded by the City's General Fund. 
Private recreational facilities include a community theater, the YMCA, fitness centers, and a 
bowling alley. 

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS 

a) No Impact. The proposed project will not result in the construction of any new residential 
units; therefore, the use of existing parks and other recreational facilities will not be increased 
and no new or expanded facilities will be required. As such, implementation of the proposed 
project would have no impact to recreation. 

b) No Impact. See Response 4.15(a). 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 
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4.16 TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project: 

a) Cause an increase in traffic that is substantial in relation 
to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street 
system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in either the 
number of vehicle trips, the volume-to-capacity ratio on 
roads, or congestion at intersections)? 

b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of 
seNice standard established by the county congestion 
management agency for designated roads or highways? 

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either 
an increase in traffic levels or a change in location that 
results in substantial safety risks? 

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature 
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or 
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 

e) Result in inadequate emergency access? 

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs 
supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, 
bicycle racks)? 

SETIING 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

Les& Than 
Significant 

Impact 

0 

0 

0 

D 

No Impact 

0 
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The city is located in northern Siskiyou County and is served by Interstate 5, SR 3, and SR 263. 
Within the city, a number of significant roadways, including Main Street, Oregon Street, Miner 
Street, and Oberlin Road, provide internal circulation and connectivity to the Siskiyou County 
roadway system. 

The County of Siskiyou provides a public bus system, the Siskiyou Transit and General Express 
(STAGE), that makes several stops in Yreka, while providing transportation to the communities in 
Siskiyou County generally along Interstate 5. Another STAGE route travels SR 3 from Etna into 
Yreka and returns along the same route. A senior bus service is also provided in Yreka by the 
Yreka Senior Center. This service works in conjunction with STAGE to provide a greater service 
area for ST AGE. 

The terrain and layout of Yreka is favorable for bicycle and pedestrian circulation. Sidewalks exist 
on most streets. Most streets have sufficient width and low traffic volumes, permitting their safe 
use by bicyclists. Streets in the city have designated areas between the vehicle travelway and 
the edge of pavement of sufficient width to accommodate bicyclists. These include SR 3 
throughout the city, Oregon Street, and SR 263 from SR 3 north. The Yreka Creek Greenway is 
identified as a future Class I bike path facility, which is identified as a completely separate right­
of-way for the exclusive use of bicycles and pedestrians (Yreka 2006) . 

The site is bounded on the north by the Yreka Western Railroad tracks, which do not currently 
operate. South Phillipe Lane abuts the project site to the east and Oberlin Road is located 
approximately 1 .1 miles south of the project site. Direct access to the site is currently provided 
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from South Phillipe Lane via three existing site access driveways at the eastern edge of the 
project site. South Phillipe Lane has existing curb, gutter, and sidewalk improvements. 

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS 

a) Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project site is located adjacent to South Phillipe 
Lane within l mile of SR 3/Montague Road. With the proposed project, log trucks would bring 
in small logs (4 to 12 inches) harvested from nearby timber properties around Northern 
California and Oregon. Primary access to the project site would be provided from South 
Phillipe Lane via two of the three existing site access driveways at the eastern edge of the 
project site. The northernmost access driveway would accommodate employee access, the 
central access driveway would be used for heavy-duty trucks only, and the southernmost 
access driveway would be gated and only used occasionally. Finished and raw forest 
products would be shipped to and from the site primarily via SR 3/Montague Road. The 
applicant anticipates that project operations would result in an average of 80 truck 
deliveries per summer day with a peak summer season maximum of 150 trucks delivering raw 
forest products. During the winter season, this number would be reduced or stopped. 
depending on weather and storage space at the project site. The applicant anticipates a 
maximum of 60 trucks hauling finished products would leave the site each day and an 
additional 20 trucks would haul byproducts off-site each day. These outgoing trucks would 
operate all year and once they leave the project site, would drive north on South Phillipe 
Lane to access SR 3/Montague Road, then drive west to Interstate 5 before heading either 
north or south. 

As described, South Phillipe Lane and SR 3/Montague Road would act as the primary traffic 
facilities serving the project site. South Phillipe Lane is defined as a collector roadway by the 
City General Plan, while SR 3/Montague Road is defined as an arterial roadway facility 
(Yreka 2003). According to General Plan Circulation Element Program Cl.4.F, traffic impacts 
are considered significant if they result in traffic that exceeds the "environmental capacity" 
of average daily trips (ADT), which is defined as greater than 2,500 ADT on collector facilities 
like South Phillipe Lane and greater than 5,000 ADT on arterial facilities like SR 3/Montague 
Road. 

The proposed project would result in a maximum of 460 daily haul truck trips in the summer 
season (150 raw product delivery trucks coming and going and 60 finished product haul 
trucks coming and going and 20 byproduct haul trucks coming and going ((150 x 2) + (60 x 
2) + (20 x 2)]. Additionally, the project anticipates 40 employees accessing the site each day 
as well as five visitors. Assuming that every employee and visitor travels to the site via 
automobile as the sole passenger and that each employee would leave the site for a lunch 
break before returning, each project employee would represent four trips and each visitor 
would represent two trips. Therefore, project employee and visitor trips would result in an 
average 170 trips daily year-round [(40 x 4) + (5 x 2)]. 

According to Siskiyou County staff (Tinsman 2014), the most recent traffic data for South 
Phillipe Lane shows that 71 traffic trips are accommodated daily. The addition of the 
maximum 460 haul truck daily trips and 170 employee/visitor daily trips for a total of 630 
maximum daily trips to the existing daily traffic on South Phillipe Lane would not surpass the 
City General Plan threshold of 2,500 ADT for a collector roadway [71 existing daily trips + 630 
project daily trips = 70 l]. 
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According to Caltrans' (2013) inventory of traffic volumes on the California highway system, 
the segment of SR 3/Montague Road between South Phillipe Lane and Interstate 5 currently 
accommodates an average of 2,200 traffic trips per day. The addition of the maximum 460 
haul truck daily trips and 170 employee/visitor daily trips for a total of 630 maximum daily trips 
to the existing daily traffic on SR 3/Montague Road would not surpass the City General Plan 
threshold of 5,000 ADT for an arterial roadway [2,200 existing daily trips + 630 project daily 
trips = 2,830]. 

The proposed project's impact to the roadway system is less than significant since the 
project's contribution to local traffic would not surpass City General Plan thresholds. 

b) Less Than Significant Impact. See Response 4.16(a). According to General Plan Circulation 
Element Program Cl.4.F, traffic impacts are considered significant if they result in traffic that 
exceeds the environmental capacity of ADT, which is defined as greater than 2,500 ADT on 
collector facilities like South Phillipe Lane and greater than 5,000 ADT on arterial facilities like 
SR 3/Montague Road. The proposed project's contribution to local traffic would not surpass 
these City General Plan thresholds. 

c) No Impact. The closest public airport to Yreka is the Montague-Yreka Rohrer Field Airport, 
located just over 2 miles to the east. However, there are no project components that would 
affect air traffic patterns. 

d) No Impact. No design features associated with the proposed project would increase 
hazards. Primary access to the project site would be provided from South Phillipe Lane via 
two of the three existing site access driveways at the eastern edge of the project site. South 
Phillipe Lane has existing curb, gutter, and sidewalk improvements and according to the City 
General Plan Circulation Element (2003), is classified as a roadway that is designed to carry 
significant industrial traffic. 

e) No Impact. Emergency vehicles would access the site from South Phillipe Lane via 
SR 3/Montague Road. A secondary emergency access route would also be available from 
South Phillipe Lane via Oberlin Road to the south of the project site. There is no impact from 
the proposed project. 

f) No Impact. The proposed project will not conflict with adopted plans for alternative 
transportation and will not have an impact on alternative transportation. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 
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4.17 UTILITIES ANO SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project: 

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the 
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board? 

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or 
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing 
facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 

c) Require or result in the construction of new storm water 
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects? 

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the 
project from existing entitlements and resources, or are 
new or expanded entitlements needed? 

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment 
provider that 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? 

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity 
to accommodate the project's solid waste disposal 
needs? 

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and 
regulations related to solid waste? 

SETIING 

Water Supply 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

0 

D 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

0 

D 

0 

0 

0 

0 

D 
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Significant 

Impact No Impact 

0 

0 

D 

D 

0 

0 
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Water supply for Yreka originates from the Fall Creek Pumping Station and is piped to the city for 
distribution. Water is filtered and chlorinated at the source and again at the treatment plant 
before entering the city. The water system is largely gravity fed, with eight storage tanks located 
around the city to provide and maintain system pressure and storage. Yreka has a current winter 
usage of 1.0 million gallons per day, while summer usage can increase up to 6.0 million gallons 
per day during peak demands. Most of the system is looped, and adequate pressure is available 
throughout most of the city (Yreka 2003). Existing water lines are located in South Phillipe Lane 
adjacent to the site. The project proposes to tap into the City's water lines located in South 
Phillipe Lane. 

Wastewater 

The wastewater treatment facility tor Yreka is located between State Route 263 (N. Main Street) 
and Yreka Creek, approximately 600 feet north of the intersection of Montague Road and 
SR 263. The wastewater treatment plant has a design capacity of l .o million gallons per day of 
average dry weather flow. Current dry weather flow is 0.7 to 0.9 million gallons per day. Existing 
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wastewater lines are located in South Phillipe Lane adjacent to the site. The project proposes to 
tap into the City's existing wastewater collection line located in South Phillipe Lane. 

Storm Drainage 

The city is traversed by a number of natural and man-made drainages that all eventually lead to 
Yreka Creek, which flows north to the Shasta River, a tributary to the Klamath River. Overall 
drainage in the city is adequate, with only localized flooding during storm events. Floodwater and 
drainage have had a negative effect on the wastewater collection and treatment systems. The 
City prepared and adopted the comprehensive City of Yreka Master Plan of Drainage in 2005. 

As part of the North Coast RWQCB-approved remediation plan efforts described above, a storm 
drainage plan for the site has been prepared. Included in this drainage plan is the use of a series 
of swales and retention ponds to direct both on- and off-site storm water such that any resulting 
discharge is both better in quality and decreased in quantity as compared to the storm water 
discharge leaving the site currently. However, the majority of the storm water runoff would be 
retained on-site. As dictated by these documents, a series of three retention ponds would be 
constructed to contain runoff from a 100-year storm event (see Figure 3.0-4). 

Solid Waste 

The County of Siskiyou owns and operates a transfer site southeast of Yreka off Oberlin Road. By 
agreement between the City of Yreka and the County of Siskiyou, the City has access to the 
facility for 25 years, commencing in 2007. Solid waste from Yreka is subsequently transported and 
disposed of at the Anderson Solid Waste Landfill in Shasta County. Under existing state permits, the 
landfill may accept 1,850 tons of solid waste per day until the year 2055 and had an estimated 
remaining capacity of 16,840,000 cubic yards in 2008 (CalRecycle 2012a}. 

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS 

a) Less Than Significant Impact. Wastewater disposal is regulated under the federal Clean 
Water Act and the state Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act. The North Coast RWQCB 
implements these acts by administering the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES), issuing water discharge permits, and establishing BMPs. Implementation of the 
proposed project would result in increased wastewater flows that would be collected and 
treated at the wastewater treatment plant for Yreka. As previously stated, the plant has a 
design capacity of 1.0 million gallons per day of average dry weather flow, and the current 
dry weather flow is 0.7 to 0.9 million gallons per day. The City of Yreka is currently able to 
dispose of all of its effluent and will continue to do so with implementation of the proposed 
project. In addition, the City has recently approved a project consisting of repair or 
replacement of portions of the City's existing municipal wastewater collection system at 13 
locations and modification of waste treatment and sludge drying infrastructure at the City's 
existing wastewater treatment plant. The result of this wastewater collection and treatment 
project will be to accommodate Yreka's wastewater disposal needs for the life of the 
General Plan. The proposed project is consistent with the land use assumptions contained in 
the General Plan. Therefore, no aspect of the proposed project would exceed wastewater 
treatment requirements. 

b) Less Thon Significant Impact. The proposed project would not increase demand for water 
supply and/or wastewater disposal beyond the capacity of the water delivery and 
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wastewater collection systems, as these systems were constructed to accommodate 
growth, including development of the proposed project for industrial uses. 

In terms of water supply facilities, an existing water line traverses the east end of the project 
site along South Phillipe Lane. The City's water service line is capable of meeting the needs 
of the project. The project will have a less than significant impact on water supply facilities. 

In terms of wastewater disposal facilities, the City has recently approved a project consisting 
of repair or replacement of portions of the City's existing municipal wastewater collection 
system at 13 locations and modification of waste treatment and sludge drying infrastructure 
at the City's existing wastewater treatment plant. The result of this wastewater collection and 
treatment project will be to accommodate Yreka's wastewater disposal needs for the life of 
the General Plan. The proposed project is consistent with the land use assumptions 
contained in the General Plan and would not increase demand for wastewater disposal 
beyond the capacity of the improved wastewater disposal system. 

c) Less Than Significant Impact. Implementation of the proposed project would increase the 
amount of impervious surfaces on the project site, resulting in greater storm water runoff 
potential. As discussed previously, the project will develop storm water retention on-site that 
addresses post-construction peak storm water flows in such a way that the majority of storm 
water is retained on-site. As such, existing storm water retention and conveyance systems 
would be unaffected. 

d) Less Than Significant Impact. As previously stated, the City has a current winter water usage 
of l .o million gallons per day, while summer usage can increase up to 6.0 million gallons per 
day during peak demands. Water use data for the proposed retail business was obtained 
from Appendices E and F of the Pacific lnstitute's (2003) Waste Not Want Not report, which 
reports total gallons of water used per day per employee ( 152 gallons per employee each 
day). The total daily water use was converted to annual water use based on 365 days, which 
is conservative as it does not exclude weekends or holidays. According to the project 
applicant 40 employees would work on the proposed project site during operations. Use of 
152 gallons per 40 employees each day equals 6,080 gallons used daily and 2,219 ,200 
gallons of water used annually. In addition, the applicant estimates the use of an additional 
4,000 gallons daily for sawmill-specific activities such as cooling the mill saw. The addition of 
this water use equates to l 0,080 gallons used daily and 3,679,200 gallons of water used 
annually. 

According to the City General Plan, the City's water service line is capable of up to 15 cubic 
feet per second of flow, which equates to a potential serviceability of 10.5 million gallons per 
day, which is more than adequate to meet the needs for the life of the General Plan. The 
proposed project is consistent with the land use assumptions contained in the General Plan 
and would not increase demand for water beyond the supplies. 

e) Less Than Significant Impact. See Response 4. l 7(a). 

f) Less Than Significant Impact. Solid waste from the project site will be transported to the 
transfer station south of the city off Oberlin Road and subsequently disposed of at the 
Anderson Solid Waste Landfill in Shasta County consistent with the solid waste disposal 
process for the whole of the city. Under existing state permits, the landfill may accept 1,850 
tons of solid waste per day until the year 2036. 
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Using CalRecycle waste generation rates, the proposed project is estimated to generate 
approximately 134.5 tons of solid waste during construction (62,000 square feet of 
nonresidential building space x 4.34 = 269,080 pounds/134.5 tons}. Application of California 
Building Code requirements will divert a minimum of 50 percent of the construction waste 
from the landfill, which results in construction-generated solid waste of 67 tons. 

In terms of project operations, approximately 65 tons of solid waste would be generated 
annually (assuming all 40 employees work every day). This estimate was obtained using ratios 
obtained from CalRecycle's {2012b) estimated solid waste generation rates for industrial 
land use, which projects the generation of approximately 8.93 pounds of solid waste per 
employee each day (40 x 8.93 = 357 pounds daily. 357 pounds x 365 = 130,305 pounds/65 
tons annually). The byproducts of project operations are proposed to be hauled off-site for 
use in other applications and would not disposed of in a landfill. For instance, sawdust and 
de-barked material would be used for landscaping as well as for biomass energy 
generation. 

The proposed project would generate a total of 67 tons of solid waste over the duration of 
construction activities and a total of 65 tons annually during project operations. Under 
existing state permits, the landfill may accept 1,850 tons of solid waste per day until the year 
2036. Therefore, the project's daily contribution to the landfill relative to the landfill's capacity 
is considered less than significant. 

g) Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project will comply with all state and federal 
statutes regarding solid waste. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 
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4.18 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE. 

a) Does the project 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 self-sustaining 
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 
community, reduce the number or restrict the range of 
rare or endangered plants or animals, or eliminate 
important examples of the major periods of California 
history or prehistory? 

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 
with the effects of past projects, the effects of other 
current projects, and the effects of probable future 
projects. 

c) Does the project have environmental effects that will 
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, 
either directly or indirectly? 

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS 
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a) Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. Several Initial Study subsections 
have identified the potential for significant environmental impacts, including subsection 4.5, 
Cultural Resources. However, with implementation of mitigation measures proposed in the 
relevant subsections of this Initial Study, these potential impacts would be reduced to a level 
that is considered less than significant. 

b) Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. Implementation of the proposed 
project, in conjunction with other approved or pending projects in the region, has the 
potential to result in potentially cumulatively impacts to the physical environment for analysis 
areas which include biological resources and air quality. However, with implementation of 
mitigation measures proposed in the relevant subsections of this Initial Study, these potential 
impacts would be reduced to a level that is considered less than significant. 

c) Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. With implementation of proposed 
mitigation measures, the project will not result in adverse impacts on human beings. 
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Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project - Employee & Visitor Trips 
Siskiyou County, Summer 

1.0 Project Characteristics 

1.1 Land Usage 

Lana Uses I Size I Metric I Lot Acreage I Floor SurfaceArea I 
Manufacturing 1.00 

1.2 Other Project Characteristics 

Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 

Climate Zone 14 

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data 

Vehicle Trips - Trips per subsection 16 

Ta6le Name I Column Name 

1000sqft 

2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 

Operational Year 

I Default Value I 

0.02 

85 

2015 

New Value 

tblProjectCharacteristics · l OperationalYear l 2014 l 20'f5 
: : : 

1,000.00 

..................... tbiVehic1-;;Trlp;··-................... f .......................... ST~TR .......................... ! ............................ T.'..i.9""""'"'''"''''''"'''"j"'""'"''""'""''"o'.oo''''"'""'''''''''"'' 

..................... iiiiviiiiic1erri?6 ..................... i .......................... su~ft=f ......................... ! ............................ 0:62 ............................ l" ....................... o:oi:i' ...................... . 
j ! : ..................... iiiiveiiiC:10rifiis ..................... T ......................... w"D~i'if"· .. ················--·r .......................... 3'.s2···· ........................ r ...................... 11o:i:i0 ..................... . 
. . . 

Population 

0 



2.0 Operational Detail - Mobile 

ROG I NOx I co I 802 Fugitive ·1-Exhaust I 
PM10 PM10 

PM10 Fugitive -Exhaust I PM2-:-5 
Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total 

8i()..Cb21NBio-C02rotal C02

1 

CH4 

1 
N2n-, C02e 

Category lb/day lb/day 

Mitigated E- 6.0649 ! 6.5313! 22.3406 0.0237 1.0833 ; 0.0999 : 1.1832 l 0:2918 f 0.0916 f 0.3834 ! --y2,230.129f 2,230.129 j -0.1006 f 2,232.241 
5! : ! ! ; : : i : i 5 i 5 ! i 0 

o•on•noo OO•oOOOIUOOUU;;.OOOOOoOoooooOOOiUOOOO 10 I II 110 .. ;0000111001001 0 0000 0 0 OOoooO 000 IOOo 10 OoOOoo ,,,i, 110 00010 l•I OOo;oooo OOU 10 OOOOOi.OOIOOoooooono.;.100 OOUOotO 110.iOO I 001 IOllOUOU~OOOOOOUO ..... .; 0000000000 I 1001; llOOOOI0000000 ,; 000000.-1 OUOOOO~OOoOOooouoOOOO 0100000 0000000 

Unmitigated ;; 6.0649 ; 6.5313 ; 22.3406 0.0237 1.0833 i 0.0999; 1.1832 ; 0.2918 ; 0.0916 ; 0.3834 ; ;2,230.129;2,230.129; 0.1006 ; 2,232.241 

g l i i l i i i 1 l 5 i 5 l l 0 

2.1 Trip Summary Information 

Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated 

Land Use Weekday I Saturday I Sunday AnnualVMT AnnualVMT 

Manufacturing : 17U.UU u.uo ! U.00 : Jb4,51:.: : J!>4,51~ 

Total I 170.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 354,512 I 354,512 

2.2 Trip Type Information 

Miles Tnp 'Yo l rip Purpose Yo 

Land Use H-W or C-W I H-S or C-C I H-0 or C-Nw H-W or C- I H-S or c-c I H-0 or c.;-NW Primary I Diverted I Pass-by 

Manufacturing 9.50 7.30 7.30 59.00 : 28.00 13.00 92 5 3 

2.3 Fleet Mix 

1 LHD2 MHD HHD BUS UBUS MCY rum MH 

0.010531! 0.010363! 0.197103! 0.0023981 0.001230! 0.006169! 0.001757! 0.00423 
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Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project - Employee & Visitor Trips 

Siskiyou County, Winter 

1.0 Project Characteristics 

1.1 Land Usage 

Land Uses I Size I Metric I Lot AcreageT Floor surtaC:eArea I 
Manufadt.iring 1.00 1000sqft ~02 1,000.00 

1.2 Other Project Characteristics 

Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 85 

Climate Zone 14 Operational Year 2015 

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data 

Vehicle Trips - Trips per subsection 16 

Table Name I Column Name I Default Value I New Value 

tblProjeclCharacteristics l OperationalYear l 2014 j · 2015 

..................... iiiiiiei1ic1;;rrf P·~··· .. ················-r-··············· .......... sr~r'R .......................... ~ ............................. 1-.49········· ................... 1" ........................ ii"oo· ...................... . 
••••••••••••••••••ooooooooo"''''''''uou•••••••••••ouuoo••••UO~•••••••••••oooonouoooooooooooo••••••••••o•uooono••••••••ooi•oHoOoo•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••o•u•uuoo.1•o•••••••••••••••••n••••••••••o•oooooooonaooaoa••••••••I 

tblVehicleTrips ! SU_TR l 0.62 l 0.00 

·····················iiiiveiiia0rri.ps················ .. ···r·················· .. ····i;.:io~rR"············ ............. r··························ia:t··························r······················-r11roO" .................... . 
. . . 

Population 

0 



2.0 Operational Detail - Mobile 

G 

Category 

Mitigated ~ 8.0504 ·~ 

NOx M1 
Total 

Fugitive 
PM2.5 

.4762 l 34.65121 0.0234 l 1.0833 j o.1ooa l 1.1840 l o.291a l o.os23 l 0~3841 j 

C02e 

: 2,180.214 i2,180.214i 0.1008 i i 2,182.331 
i 2 i 2 i i i 3 . . . . .. 

..... 0~·iriitiii;;i~ci·· .. ·~···a.osii:.r··1 .... 1:47s2· .. i··34:ssi2··1···a.0234· .. 1· .. ·1:aii33 ... i ... ii.'1ocis'''i"'i .. 184o ... i .. ·a:291;r··1 .. ·a:o023 .. ·1· .. ·a:3841''"l"''···········-r·2:1·so:214·1·2'.1so:21:ri· .. 0:1ooa· .. 1 ................ l.2:1·s2:331 
§ l J 1 1 l l . __ J L 1_ .L _i 2 1 2~L l l 3 

2.1 Trip Summary Information 

Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated 
Land Use Weekday I Saturday 1sunday Annual VMl Annual vM1 

Manufacturing 170.00 0.00 0.00 354,512 354,512 
Total I 170.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 354,512 I 354,512 

2.2 Trip Type Information 

Miles Trrp% Trip 1-'urpose % 

Land Use H-W or C-W I H-S or C-C H-OorC-NW H-W or C- I H-S or C-C H-OorC-NW Primary I Diverted Pass-by 

Manufacturing 9.50 7.30 7.30 59.00 28.00 13.00 92 5 3 

2.3 Fleet Mix 

LDA I LDT1 I LDT2 I · Mov I rno-,---1 LH02 1-MHDI HHo Tc)BIJS-IH · uam:i-1 · MCY 1-seus -,- MA 

0.2810541 0.095738j 0.151657! 0.138591j 0.099170i 0.0105311 0.010363i 0.197103! 0.002398j 0.001230j 0.006169! 0.0017571 0.00423~ 
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1.0 Project Characteristics 

1.1 Land Usage 

Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project - Heavy Duty Trucks 
Siskiyou County, Summer 

Land Uses I Size I Metric I Lot Acreage .. r FloorSurfaceArea1 Population 

Manufacturing 1.00 

1.2 Other Project Characteristics 

Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (mis) 

Climate Zone 14 

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data 

Vehicle Trips - Truck trips per project applicant 

Vechicle Emission Factors - Heavy-duty trucks only 

Table Name I Column Name 

10-CYOstjft 

2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 

Operational Year 

I Default Value I 

0.02 

85 

2015 

New Value 

tblProjectCharactenstics :---- <'.>perationalYear --l 2014 j 2015 
: : : 

1,000.00 

....................... itiiv0fifC:ieEF' ...................... '! ............................ RH"D"' .......................... l ............................ ci'.20···· ........................ t ......................... 1:01:r··· ................... . 
•oooOOUUOuooooooooooOOOOOOOoooooooooooo0000000oooooooo••o0000oOtoooooooooe•oooO•O•ooooooooooooooooOOUoooo•oUoooooooooo•o•Oo•oiO•OOOOtoOOOOOOoOOOOOOO•OoOooooooooooo•ouooO••o••oOoooooooooooo~uo••••Oooo•••••••••o•••OOOOO••••••••OOO•O•o•••••••Oooo 

tblVehicleEF l HHD 1 0.20 i 1.00 
: : : ....................... itiiv0iiiC:iaE·i= ........................ r ............................ RH·5···· ........................ r ........................... o·.20······· ..................... r········· ............... 1·.00· .. ··· ................ .. 

.......... 011111111uo•••••••lo111ao101UllOIO•UOO•••oolllllttoo1!-ooo .. 01ou1t1to•1 .... • .. 01001•0001•0••000010000100H0Uo1001oulo10000110ooH0011101•000000000001100000"a"a1oooouoooo1001011(U1ll1111"000u0100ro110000UIUllOOIOOO•"IOIOOIOOIOOO 

tblVehicleEF t LOA t 0.28 l 0.00 

·······················1ti1vE!iiici~E·i=···················· .. T········ .. ·················To;.;:·················· .. ········1 .. ··························0:2a· .. ············ .. ···········r·············· .. ·······o.oo··················· .. ··· 
: : : 

....................... iti1veiifCiaE·i=······················-r········ .. ··················u:>ft:····························1·························· .. 0:2a····························r·······················a·.00"························' 

.................................................................. :-............................................................................................................................... ( ....................................................... . 
tblVehicieEF : LDT1 : 0.10 ; 0.00 

....................... it>iveiiicieEF ....................... j ............................ i:of1 ............................ l ............................ c>.10'··········· ................ r ........................ o .. oi:i'······· ............... . 

....................... it>1v6iiiciei§'F= ....................... '\' ........................... i:o:r1 ............................ l ............................ o .. 10···· ........................ t···· .................... o.oo ....................... . 

.................................................................. ;. ................................................................................................................................ ( ....................................................... . 
tblVehicleEF l LDT2 l 0.15 l 0.00 

''''""""''''''uooo••••••••••ooooooouo"•••H•o••oo•oauooooo.:ooooooooou••o1100010000001oooooooo•••••••••••••""uo•••"•IOOO:UOIOI000000000•o,.oo•oool••Oll00000000••••••••••••••ooo•101001:0•0•0oooooooooootn"o'••"t•O••""•''U"t••••••••100•• 

0 



....................... ifiivefiicieEF ...................... f .......................... i.:ofii ........................... 1 ............................ o.,·15 ............................ I ........................ o'.oo· ..................... .. 

................................................................................................................................... t········--··························· .. ······•••u••••••••••u•(•u••································•••n•••OUUOO•••••I 
tblVehicleEF [ LDT2 i 0.15 ~ 0.00 

....................... iblV;;fifCieEF ....................... i ............................ [i.'.([i1''''"'"••••"''''''"''"'!•·••••••• ................... o'.1o''"'''"'"'"'"''''""''1'"'"'''"'"'''''''''"'6:oo''""''"'"'"'"''''' 
•••••••O••••••••••••••••o•••••••••••••••••••••o•ooooooooooo•••uoo!o••o••••••••••••••••••••••••o•o•••••••••••••••O•••o•••••••••••••i••••••H•••o•o•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••o•o•~o•o••o•oo•••••••••••••••••••OO•••••••••••••••••••••••••••l 

tblVehicleEF i LHD1 ! 0.10 ! 0.00 
....................... if;1i/efiicieE·F······· ............... "j" ........................... Lf.i'i:H··· ........................ l ............................ ii'.'1cr· .......................... t ........................ ii'.iio" .................... .. 
....................... it;1vefifC:ieE°F ........................ r ........................... cH02··· ........................ 1········· ................... o'.oT ........................... 1 ......................... o:ao ....................... . 

! : : ....................... it;1vefiicieE·i=· ..................... -r .......................... Ti-io2 ........................... 1 ............................ <:i'.a1·· .. ········ ................ r ........................ o:ao ....................... . 
: : : ....................... it;1vefiicieE·i= ....................... r ........................... Ci-io2··· ........................ l ............................ o:o"f· .......................... r ........................ a:aa ...................... .. 

.. ................ ..... ii>iveiiiciEiE'F' ....................... \ ............................. McY ........................ ·· · ·j ............... ··· .... a:1aiioe:oo3 ..................... , .................... ·· ···a.00 ......................... . 

.. ................ ·····ii>1veiiiCieE·i= ....................... r ............................ riilcv ............................ r ........... ··· ....... K1·si:ioe:oo3 ..................... ]' ........................ 0.00 ........................ . 

....................... if;1\iefiicieEF ........................ f ............................ riilcv······· ..................... j' ..................... if1'6i:ioe:oo3···"···· ............ f ........................ o:oo ...................... .. 
•••,.•U•••n•••H•.,•••••••••H''"''' .. "'''"'''"'''""'"''''':Su•••••••n••••"''"''''''H'••••"'''"'''''"'"''"'"'''"u'J'""''''''''''''"''''''''*"''U'"'"''"''U'''''u'''"'''''(''''''"''''''"''''''''"'''''''u''''''''"'''''''''''' 

tblVehicleEF l MDV l 0.14 l 0.00 
0001001000•0••00o1011000000000••••n••••••••O••••••••••••••••••••'••••••••••••••••••oo•••••••oo•ooooooooooooooooooo1oo••••••••••••l•••••••••••••••"'''H•••••••••••••••••••••••••onoooooooooo100.,•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••H••••••••••••••• 

tblVehicleEF l MDV l 0.14 ~ 0.00 

....................... tb!VehfcieE'F:"''''''"'"'"''''''''["'"''''''''''""'"''"''riili)V'''''"'''"'''''''''"'"''~···· ........................ o . .'1ii''"""" .................. j" ....................... o:olf ''"'''"'''"""''" 

.................................................................. : ................................................................................................................................ .(. ....................................................... ,, 
tblVehicleEF [ MH j 4.2390e-003 i 0.00 

.................................................................. ~ ............................................................... ; ............................................................... : ...................................................... .. 
tblVehicleEF i MH i 4.2390e-003 l 0.00 

; : : ....................... if;1v;;t;;'CieEF ....................... t ............................. M.H ............................. i ...................... ;:i:23ooa:oa3··· .................. ~ ......................... o:oo ......................... , 
••••••••••••uoooooooooooooooouooooo•••o•o•oooooooooooouo••••••.i•••••••••••••••••••••"''''''._' .. ''''''.,•••••••••••••10000uooi,,.,,,, ... ,, .. ,,,.,,,.,.oooooo•••••'"'•• .. u•••••••••••oooo•oo•i••••u••••U•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••u••••••••••••l 

tblVehicleEF ; MHD ; O.o1 l 0.00 
: : : ....................... it>lveiiicieE:f: ....................... T ........................... 'M'HD' ........................... r ........................... a:o"i ............................ r ........................ 0:00·· .................... .. 

....................... it>1v6ii;'CieE:·i= ....................... '[" ............................ M.Ro······· ..................... l ............................ a:0·1·· .......................... i ......................... o:oo ......................... , 

................................................................................................................................... , ............................................................... (o ...................................................... .. 

tb!VehicleEF l OBUS j 2.3980e-003 l 0.00 

....................... ib1vefiicieEF ........................ i ........................... 08us········· .................. j' ..................... :2:398o0'.'.oi:i3' .................... l .......................... o:oo ....................... . 

.................................................................. : ................................................................ j ............................................................... 1 ........................................................ . 
tb!VehicleEF l OBUS l 2.3980e-003 ~ 0.00 

; : : 
''"'"''''"*u••noooo••••••••••"•''"'"'''*'''''""'"'"'"u:O-•H•••••H•t1••oo••••••oooooouoo•••"'"''""',.'""''''"''l'""""''"''''"'''''"'"'''"''''''''"''"'''"'.,"'''"••uotoo(••••oo•oo•""'.,*'••••••••00•00••00•••••1•00•0•00•••••HI 

tb!VehicleEF j SBUS j 1.7570e-003 j 0.00 

....................... it>fiieiifCieE:f: ........................ t ........................... ssus· .......................... l ...................... 1·:15100:003 ..................... r ........................ o:ao ....................... ... 

.................................................................. :- ............................................................................................................................... (- ......................................................... 1 

tblVehicleEF i SBUS ! 1. 7570e-003 i 0.00 
! : : ................................................................................................................................... l''"''''''"'"'"'''''''''"''"''''" ..................................................................................... .. 

tblVehicleEF J UBUS 1 1.2300e-003 1 0.00 

....................... ii>1veiiicieE.'F ....................... \ .......................... 'Oslis· .......................... \ ...................... 1·::i3ifoe:oo3· .................... j ......................... ci.oo ....................... . 

.................................................................. ; ............................................................... j ............................................................... ( ...................................................... .. 
tblVehicleEF J UBUS J 1.2300e-003 l 0.00 

..................... ii>iv8fiic1arriii5 ..................... l .......................... sr:rFi""'"'"''"""·· ..... T ............................ 1:49 ............................ \' ........................ o:oo ....................... . 

.................................................................................... u •••••••••.•• u ................................ : ................................................................ : •• u ................................................... . 



..................... iiiiveiiic1erfii)·5··· ................... r .......................... si:(rR .......................... ~ ............................ o'.62···· ........................ 1" ......................... o .. rio·· .. ············ ........ .. 
H •••ouoo uoouu ooooooooa ''''''' 00000 uooooooooo 00000011 01000000 .. noooo• 0000000 o oo ootoo 000000000 O••••ooo 00000000 oooooon ouooo •• 10000000 0000••0•00000000 10010 10 o HOIO••O 00000000 o 10 0000• o ooo uoo {oouoooo ,,,,,, ooo 00000 o 1001000 ouooooooo1 •••oooouoooo ooo' 

tblVehicleTrips l WD_TR i 3.82 j 230.00 

2.0 Operational Detail - Mobile 

ROG 4 N20 C02e 

Category 

tigated ;i 18.1628 l 28.0802 l 73.3365 j 0.0719 l 1.6159 i 0.4859 2.1018 i 0.4432 l 0.4453 0.8885 i j 7,224.312 j 7,224.312 j 0.0630-1~ 7,225.647 

~ 1 1 ! 1 ! ! 1 i 1 5 1 5 ! 1 6 

..... u~·~rti9aieci····r:ai.1'ii2a·'f ··2a:oao2 .. l .. 1a:3355T .. o.0719"'·j" .. 1:61·59 .. T·1i.4ii5ii"' ... :t101a··-r .. 0:4432"T"'Di45:3'· ... o:iiaii5 .. T ............. i7:22~::;12·1·1'.22:::;r2·1···c;:o636"l···· .......... ·1".22~:647 

2.1 Trip Summary Information 

Average uaily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitii:iated 
Land Use Weekday I Saturday I Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT 

Manufacturing 230.00 0.00 0.00 
' 479,634 ' 479,634 

1 ota1 I L.:!U.UU I u.uu I u.uu I 4f9,634 I 4tl:l,634 

2.2 Trip Type Information 

Miles lrip% Trip Purpose % 

Land Use H-W or C-W I H-S or C-C I H-0 or C-NW H-W or C- I H-S or C-C I H-0 or C-NW Primary I Diverted I Pass-by 

Manufacturing 9.50 7.30 7.30 59.00 28.00 13.00 92 5 3 

2.3 Fleet Mix 

SBUS MH 

0.0000001 0.00000 
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1.0 Project Characteristics 

1.1 Land Usage 

Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project - Heavy Duty Trucks 
Siskiyou County, Winter 

Land Uses I Size I Metric I Lot Acreage --.- Floor Surface Area •. - Population 

Manufacturing mo 

1.2 Other Project Characteristics 

Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 

Climate Zone 14 

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data 

Vehicle Trips - Truck trips per project applicant 

Vechicle Emission Factors - Heavy-duty trucks only 

Table Name I columnName 

1 OOOsqft 

2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 

Operational Year 

I Default Value I 

0.02 

85 

2015 

NewValue 

tblProjectCharacteristics i OperationalYear j 201_4__ j 2015 

1,000.00 

................................................................ ..: ................................................................ i ............................................................... l ........................................................ . 
tblVehicleEF l HHD ~ 0.20 j 1.00 

oOO••H• .. oooooouooooooouoooH•O .. u•n••••••••••o•u• .. ••••••••;••••••••••••••••••••••••• .. ••H••••••••••o•u•ooouooooooooooooolo•••••••••o••••••••••••••••••••••••••noooooo•••••••••••ouooo•'C"•••••oooo•oooooouoooo•••••••••••••••••••U•••••• .. •••••I 

tblVehlcleEF l HHD ~ 0.20 j 1.00 
....................... iiiiVE;t;i~i~e·i=······ .................. (' .......................... i'.ii'.i'o·········· .................. 1 ............................ 0 .. 20········· ................... l .......................... 1'.oo ...................... .. 
.................................................................. : ................................................................. j ................................................................. ~ ......................................................... : 

tblVehicleEF l LOA l 0.28 ! 0.00 
....................... ifi1vefifcieE·i=· ...................... r ........................... co1>: ............................ r········ ................... <r2a· .. ·················· ....... r ........................ o:oo·············· ........ .. 
....................... it>1vEitiiciiie'F·· ..................... !' ............................ ctii\ ............................ 1 ............................ o:za· ........................... 1" ........................ 6'.oo ......................... , 
.................................................................................................................................................................................................... , ...................................................... .. 

tblVehicleEF l LDT1 l 0.10 l 0.00 
....................... ib'1ve-t;tCi~e·F'······· ............... T ........................... [cif1" ........................... r .. ·························a·.15····························y ........................ o:oo··· .................... . 
................................................................... ~ ............................................................... : ................................................................ ~ ....................................................... . 

tblVehicleEF i LDT1 l 0.10 i 0.00 
: : : 

:::::::::::::::::::::::~~,:~~~'.~~~~::::::::::::::::::::::r::::::::::::::::::::::::::~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::r::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::r:::::::::::::::::::::::~:~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

0 



....................... iiiivi:ifiicieE:'F' ...................... T ........................... t:ot2 ........................... l ............................. 0:15· ........................... r······· ................ rroci········· .. ············ 

.................................................................. t ............................................................... j ............................................................... j ...................................................... .. 
tblVehicleEF l LDT2 ! 0.15 ! 0.00 

: ; : 
....................... iii1vefiiciieE°F ...................... '( .......................... LHi51'"''''''"'""''"'""'"!"''"''"''''''"''"''"""6:·10·"·"·""''''''''''''"''''1"'''''''''"'"'"''''"0:00'''''''"'"''''''"'''' 
u•••••••••••ou••o•n••••••••n••••••••••••••••••oooooooooooooon~••••••••••••••••••••••o••••••••o•n•••••••••••oooooouoo•••••Hioooooooo .. oouoo•••••••u•••••••••••••••••••••••••ooo•oOoooou( .. , ... , •• , ...... ,,,,,,,,, .. ,.,,,, 0, 000000,,,,,,,,.,,.,,, 0, 

tblVehicleEF l LHD1 l 0.10 l 0.00 
: l : ....................... fii1vefiiCiaE·i= ....................... 1 .......................... THcff· .......................... ! ............................. o.10· ........................... r·········· .............. iioo······ ................ .. 

....................... iil1vi:ifiicieE·i= ....................... t ........................... i.:Ho:r .......................... ! ............................. 0".01· ........................... j" ........................ c>.oo··· .................... . 

.................................................................. ~ ............................................................... j ............................................................... ( ....................................................... . 
tblVehicleEF j LHD2 ! 0.01 j 0.00 

....................... tblVefifciieE'F:'"'"''"'''"'"''''''i'''"'"''' ................. LHD2'''''""''"''''''"'"'"!"'''"'"'"''"'''"'''""6'.oT"'"'' .. ''"'"'"'' .. ''"!"'"'''"'"'''''''"""6:oi:i'''''''" .............. . 

....................... iti1vEifiiciieE·F'··· .................... l ............................. riiicv·······-.................... l ...................... s:1·5900~0os-······· ............. i ......................... iioo ......................... , 

.................................................................. t ............................................................... ; ............................................................... i ....................................................... 40 

tblVehicleEF J MCY ~ 6.1690e-003 ~ 0.00 
....................... iti1v8fifcieE·F' ...................... T ........................... w1cv ............................ r ..................... 6:rs9o~oo3 ..................... r ....................... iioo ....................... . 
I I ........................ ................. u. I ........... ....... .: ... u ... ....................................................................................... ........ I .............. u ... ..... (u1uu ....... ......................................... . 

tblVehicleEF ; MDV ; 0.14 ! 0.00 
: ! : ....................... iti1vEififciaE·i: ....................... T ............................ wiov ............................ r···· ....................... 0:·14 ............................ r ........................ o:ao· ...................... . 
: : : ....................... ifiivEififC:iee·i=-...................... "j" ............................ .iiov ............................ ( .......................... o .. ·14· .. ············ ............. ~ ......................... o:·aa·· ..................... . 

.................................................................. : ................................................................................................................................ l ......................................................... 1 

tblVehicleEF l MH l 4.2390e-003 l 0.00 
uo•••••••oio"'""'''''''' .. onoooa•ooooooooo .. uiooioooouoooooa•,,., .. ,.,,,,,,,,,,., •• ,,. •• ,,,,.,,.,,.,,,, •• ,, •• ,,.,,.,,,,,,,,,,,r,••loooooo1•ooooooooooooooaa10000U00001000aoo•oo•••••••"•••01hoo1100000000000000000001"0'1000000000uoooo•ooo•"*''' 

tblVehicleEF l MH j 4.2390e-003 l 0.00 

....................... iti1vefiicieEi= ........................ 1"' ........................... ivit'.r······ ...................... 1 ...................... 4:239ci0~oo3 ...................... 1' ........................ 0:·00· ....................... . 
: : : 

,,,,.,,,,,,,,,., .. , .... ,,,,.,, .. ,,,, .. ,,,, ... ,,,.,,.,,,,,, .. ,,,,,,!.,•••••• .. ••••••••••u•••••,.u•••"',."'''",.''""•••"•••u•••l•••••n•••••••••••••••••••••••••U•••oou••••••••'"'''''•"•n(.,••••••••••••••n•••••••uuo•••••"'""""'""""'""'''l 
tblVehicleEF ; MHD ; 0.01 : 0.00 

: : : ...................... 'iti1v0fiicieE·i: ........................ f ........................... MHD" ........................... r ........................... 0-.0·:;-........................... r ........................ o:oo· ..................... .. 

....................... iiiivEifiicieE.F ....................... \" ........................... r:xHri·············· ............. l ............................ ,J".0·1 ............................ l' ........................ 0:00· ........................ , 

.................................................................. ~ ............................................................... j ............................................................... ~ ...................................................... .. 
tblVehicleEF i OBUS l 2.3980e-003 i 0.00 

....................... ifi1vetiicieEF' ....................... ! ........................... 0s·us ........................... 1 ...................... 2:iissoe:oo3·· ................... i ......................... o._·oo ...................... .. 
: : : 

.................................................................. :. ................................................................................................................................. -t ....................................................... . 
tblVehicleEF ! OBUS ! 2.3980e-003 ! 0.00 

: : : .................................................................... ;-.................................................................. t ................................................................. "" ...................................................... . 

tblVehicleEF j SBUS 1 1.7570e-003 j 0.00 

....................... iti1v0fiiC:ieEF' ...................... 'l ........................... ssus··· ........................ l ...................... r7s700:oci3 ...................... t ........................ o:oa········ ............... . 
: : : ................................................................... :. ............................................................................................................................... ( ....................................................... . 

tblVehicleEF l SBUS l 1.7570e-003 l 0.00 
.... 0000llOllOO .. O•o•"•'"OOIOUllUOOIOOO• .. OU000000 .. 00tlllOOOO"ooOoOO•OO•Oo0000000I00000 .. 000000"0""""""''"°'''"U011 .. 0100000000000IOOllOOIOl"O"OHOOH .. OOOOOOOOOoo•t000000000 .. 000f'llO•lll001oUOI0000000000tl00IOOOOoaOOOo00IO .. OIOOl0100'1I 

tblVehlcleEF j UBUS l 1.2300e-003 ~ 0.00 

....................... ft;1vefiiciaE·i= ........................ r ........................... usus ........................... l ...................... 1·:2soo~~oa3·· ................... t··· ..................... o'.oo· ....................... ., 
: : : 

•••U,.••••••0•00•••••00•••••••"'"'"'"""''•"'"'"""'''"0:-•••••oo•,.noooo•oo••"'"'*'"''"''''"''"""'""'"'""'''"''l'uooooooooo••••"'""'"'""'"""''"'''U"'''"'n•••n•••(o••••••••oo•••OO••••••ooooo,.•••Uoooooo•••••••"'"'''""I 

tblVehicleEF l UBUS l 1.2300e-003 1 0.00 
..................... H>iv0i;1;;1-erifi>s ...................... f .......................... st~rR .......................... r ............................ 1·.:.ilj·· .......................... r ....................... 0:00· ...................... . 
................................................................................................................................... 1 ............................................................... : ........................................................ . 



·····················itiiveiiic1efiiii~········ .. ···········r··· ...................... su~TR .......................... r ............................ ri.62················· .. ·········r······ .. ··············· .. a·:ari ....................... . 
.................. .............................................. ,.! .. , ..... ........................................ 04 ...... •••••••• ; ....................... •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ········~······· ............................................... .. 

tblVehicleTrips i WO TR ; 3.82 ; 160.00 
: - ! : 

2.0 Operational Detail - Mobile 

Nox co soz 

Category 

ugltive I Exhaust I PM10 
PM10 PM10 Total 

ffilday 

Fugitive Exhaust 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

1.1241 i o.3410 i 1.4as-110.3oir3 i o.31 
: : : : 

: 4,997.080: 4.9~ •. 
i 7 \ 7 

·····a~·initi9~i~Ci·····?.··1·1.sairt··2·1:2220 .. l'°ii4:3ii53"?···o.osos··t···1:·124·,····i···ri.34io···1···1·.455.;···i···a:saii3'"'t···o:a1·25···i····o:s2oa··· .............. t4:iis?:oai:i"i'·i'.sii+:oao·1···0.04ss··· 
;: : : : : : : : : : 
:: : : : : : : ! : : 1 7 i 7 i 

2.1 Trip Summary Information 

AveraQe Dailv Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated 

Land Use Weekday I Saturday I Sunday Annual VMT AnnualVMT 

Manufacturing : 160.00 : 0.00 : 0.00 : 333,658 333,658 

Total I 160.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 333,658 I 333,658 

2.2 Trip Type Information 

Miies Trip% I rip Purpose Yo 

N20 

Land Use H-W or C-W I H-S or C-C I H-0 or C-Nvv H-W or C- I H-S or C-C T H-0 or C-NW Primary I uiverted I Pass-by 

Manufacturing 9.50 7.30 7.30 59.00 28.00 13.00 92 5 3 

2.3 Fleet Mix 

LDA Tl LDT2 LHD1 MA 

0.0000001 0.00000 

C02e 

4,998.035 
2 

·4:ssa:o:is 
2 



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2013.2 Page 1 of 1 Date: 4/11/2014 4:36 PM 

Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project - Operational Equipment 
Siskiyou County, Summer 

1.0 Project Characteristics 

1.1 Land Usage 

Land Uses I Size I Metric I Lot Acreage I FloorSurface Area I 
Marillfacturing 1.00 1000sqft 0.02 1,000.00 

1.2 Other Project Characteristics 

Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (mis) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 85 

Climate Zone 14 Operational Year 2015 

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data 

Operational Off-Road Equipment - Operational off-road equipment per project applicant 

Table Name I Column Name I Default Value I New Value 

tblOperationalOffRoadEquipment · l--- OperLoadFactor l 0.37 i 0.37 

·······it;1o?Eii-iiHoiiaio¥tRoatiECiiii?iiieii·i ...... f .................. operL.aiicii=iicioi-................... ! ............................. o._2<» ........................... r ...................... ir20······ ................. . 
•••••••••••n••••••n••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••H••••uU•••:O••O••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••o•ooooootooowoooooo••••••••••l••••••o•O•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••O•nooo•o•ouoooooooo .. ,.•••••••••oo•oooooooooooouooooooooooooooooooo•••• .. oooo 

tblOperationalOffRoadEquipment ! OperLoadFactor ~ 0.37 ~ 0.37 

....... it;ioperaiioiiai6¥tRCiaciEquipmeiii ...... r .. ···ajjeroffR.CiaciE'<i'uipiiieiitN"Ljiii6er ...... i······· ...................... 6 .. ori .......... · ..... · .......... 1 ....... · ................. 2'.'6'6···· ·· · ....... · ........ . 
ooooouuoo•••••••Uoooo11ouuoo•••••••••1ouoo•oo100000000000110!a•oo10uooooooooooooooo••••••oooooooo,.010000uooooooooooooootuloootoaoo1ooouoooo•••••••ooouoooo••••••••••to•••00000"1oooooo<toooooooooooo•••oo••oo••••ntuoooo•oooooo•••U0000noooo 

tblOperationalOffRoadEquipment l OperOffRoadEquipmentNumber l 0.00 ~ 1.00 
............................................................. o ..................................................................................................... u ............................. ,. ...................................................... . 

tblOperationalOffRoadEquipment l OperOffRoadEquipmentNumber i 0.00 l 1.00 

·······it;1oi>ei-aiioiiaio¥tRoaCiECi~i?menT ...... r······aiJEii-offR.oaciEquii>ilieiiiN·u·m·6er ...... 1······· ..................... o.fo ............. · ..... ········r····· · ................. 'f.oo .............. ·········· 
.................................................................. :,. ............................................................................................................................... ( ....................................................... . 

lblProjectCharacteristics i OperationalYear i 2014 ; 2015 
: : : 

Population 

0 



2.0 Operational Offroad 

Equipment Type I Number I Hours/Day I Days/Year I Horse Power I Load Factor I f'uellype 

rrractor57t:Oaders/Backhoes ; 2: 8.00: 2600 97: 0.37:0iesEil 
: : : ! : : 

••••o•o•ooooono100100011••0001U1oououooooooooo100000000001oo•>•••Oooooooooooooouo1000000ouo(oo10110000000000H000000000000uo10atoloonoooo1001000000000000010000111000•0•)1uo,.1010•000001ooooouooouo1000010lo•••o111010000000••••••0•0000)•10000•00•0•10nouoooooooooo 

Forklifts ; 1; 8.00: 260; 89; 0.20:0iesel 
: : : : : : 

ffraciorsii.:oiicia·i=51saci<iioes·······················~·-····························1(·····························a:oo!·································2ao!·································ifr!······················a:wioieser·················· 
I 0 o 0 0 0 . . . . . . 

oiimpersiTenders······································r·····························1r·····························a:oaj························· .... · .. ·2soj·································1"6j······················0:Jajoies0r·················· 

UnMitigated/Mitigated 

qulpment Type 

PM10 
Total 

Fugitive 
PM2.5 

PM2.5 
Total 

e- ! 0:1750 ; 0:175u-y-- ; 0.1610-f o. 
003 l l l i l 

NBio-C021Total C02 H4 N20 

lb/Clay 

!la 

'''"''''''uo .. uoo••••••i••••••u•""''i'''''''''"'''''i'"H''"''""''';"''' .. '''''''' '''''''""''"i"''''''''"'''~"'''''""'''''i"''"'''''''''..;.""""'.,'"''''i''''""'"''"' '"'"''''''"'~ ...... ,.,,,., .. i,, .. ,,,,,,,,,, ,., .. ,,.,,,,,,,:, .. .,, .. ,.,.,,.,i,,.,,,,,. .. , .. 
'Tractors/Loaders/BE 1.0767 : 10.2547 : 7.2473 : 9.31 OOe- : 0.8026 : 0.8026 : : 0.7384 ; 0.7384 ! 978.4800 : 978.4800 0.2921 ; ; 984.6145 

....... ~~~~-~~ ........ t .............. L ............. .l .............. .L .... ~~-: ................... J .............. L ............. L ............. 1 ............... 1. .............................. l .............. .l ............................ J. ............... ! .............. . 
DumpersfTenders E 0.0746 ; 0.4720 ! 0.2520 ! 7.5000e- ! 0.0201 ! 0.0201 l l 0.0201 l 0.0201 ! 60.9403 ! 60.9403 6.6500e- ! l 61.0799 

g ___ l_ ! 1 004 l ) ! 1 ! l l 003 1 j 
Total 2]f094 I 8.7814 0.0116 0.9976 0.9976 0.91 0.9194 1-;-2~.58811,20~.588 I 0.3469 1,207.873 

4 



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2013.2 Page 1 of 1 Date: 4/11/2014 4:38 PM 

Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project • Operational Equipment 
Siskiyou County, Winter 

1.0 Project Characteristics 

1.1 Land Usage 

Land Oses I Size I Metric I Lot Acreage ·T FloorSurtace Area I 
Manufacturing rem 1ooosqtt 0.02 1,000.00 

1.2 Other Project Characteristics 

Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (mis) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 85 

Climate Zone 14 Operational Year 2015 

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data 

Operational Off-Road Equipment - Operational off-road equipment per project applicant 

Table Name I Column Name I DefaulfVcilue I New Value 

tblOperationalOffRoadEquipment ! OperloadFactor-~ [ 0.37 [ 0.37 
: : : 

·······1t;1operaiianaioi'iRoaciEq~iP"ITient"·····T···················oi?ert:.o~cii=~ciai-···················1················· .. ·········a·.2a····························r·······················a:20"········· .. ············ 
I• ••l.01111Hl4UllOIUllOOl•lllllllHlol•O 00 OHOIHlllllllOlollooloolOWIO lllllOOHoOll OOIOIOllllOOUIOOOO 11000 I•• 00000001 OOllOIOliHOHoO 0001no11001 llllUOIOI 00000000 011 .. UI 10010 0 10 •••••••• ~•-••••00000000 .. aoo .. oo••oO .. '"''''' OOoO Oooo•aoooOOOOOOj 

tblOperationalOffRoadEquipment ! OperloadFactor ! 0.37 l 0.37 
: : : 

•••••••••••••••oao•Oooo••••••U•••••••"''''''''"'''''''•"'''"'''!-•••••oou,.,.,,.,,.,, 000 ,,0 .. aooooooooooooooo,.•• .. oo.,••••••••l"''''''''''"'''"'''''''''''''"''''""'''''''''"'''''"''"'("''''''''U"OOOOOo,.••oo•o•••••ooo•oooooooooouoooooooo 

tblOperationalOffRoadEquipment 1 OperOffRoadEquipmentNumber ! 0.00 j 2.00 

·······it>1operiiiiofiai6ffRoatiEquiiiffieiii······-r······a;;0;oiiRaiiciE'CiiiiiiiTieiiiN.um'ber······(··············· .. ········o'.oo········· .. ·················t· .. ···················rocr······················ 
.................................................................. : ................................................................ i ............................................................... i ........................................................ . 

tblOperationalOffRoadEquipment i OperOffRoadEquipmentNumber ! 0.00 ! 1.00 . . . . . . 
·······it>1o?eniiiona1oifRoaciEquiP";.;ieiit"· .. ··r·····oi>e~OiiRoaiiE"Ci~i;;;;;0iii;:.iuffi'ber······i························ .. ··o'.oo····························r························1-.oo························ 
·············¥t>1P"roJ0·c:1ci1aracierfsilcs·············t-············· .. ··aiieraiionaiveai-···················i····························:201-.•···························1·························201·5· .. ···················· 

: : : 

Population 

0 



2.0 Operational Offroad 

Equipment Type I Number I Hour57Day I DaysNea_r __ I Horse Power I Load Factor I --Fuel Type 

Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes - 1 21 8.001 2601 971 0.37jDiesel 
.................................................................. : ................................ ( .............................................................................. )•·········· .......................... J ............................ ., ............................ . 
Forklifts : 1i 8.00i 260: 89i 0.20iDiesel 

: : : : : : ff raciCii5iCCiaiiiii5i'saC'i<iio65 · · · · · · · .. · · · · · · ·· · ... ··j · · · · · ·· · ·· · ··· · · .. · · · · · · · · · · · ·11· ·· · ·· · · · · · · ·· · ·· · ·· ·· ······ · ·· i.i:oo1 ········ ··· · ....... · · · · · · · ·· · · · · ·2sa1 ········ ····· · ··· ··· ···· ···· · ·· · ·9 ij · ·· · · · · ·· ·· · ··········er sij i5ies6i · · · · · · · · · ·· .. · ·· · ·· 
oi.iiii;JersiTeiiciers ..................................... '!" .............................. 1j· .. ····························1rna!· ................................ :isot·································1'6j······················o:Jsjoiesei .................. . 

Un Mitigated/Mitigated 

R< IX co $02 

quipment Type 

E:xhaustj PM1 o 
PM10 Total 

Fugitive 
PM2.5 

r.nz-:-5 
Total 

io- C02 INB10- C021Total C CH4 0 C02e 

Forklifts ii 0.2425 j 2.0826 11.2821 11.s0~~e-1 o.1750 1 0.1750 l l 0.1610 1 0.1610 ~ j 161.1686 161.16861 0.0481 l l 162.1790 

........................ ··~~· ••••••••••••• . : •••••• .......... , ............... ) ............ , •• .f,,,, ••••••••• ••• • ............. :., ............... : .................. !,. ............... ; ........... ..... : .. ..•. ' ......... !,......... ...... .. ............. ; ............... , ................ J .............. . 
Tractors/LoaderslB:: 1.0767 ; 10.2547 : 7.2473 ; 9.3100e- : 0.8026 ; 0.8026 i ; 0.7384 ! 0.7384 ; : 978.4800 978.4800 ; 0.2921 ! ! 984.6145 

ackhoes ii i i ioo3j i i i i i i i i i 
·oilffii)ersife~Ci0·.:s·1~···a:rii4s···(··ci.472o···i .. ·a.2s2·o··t··;._5iicioe-'·t .. ············· ··ii.0201···1···0.02ii1···1···············t···a·.0201···l .... 1iii201····1···············t··50:94o3· ··so-.94o:f·1·s·_sscioe-'"1"···············1··1ff.0799' 

~ l l l 004 l i l i l i l i 003 i i 
TOtal 1.3936 12.6094 I 8.7 0.0116 o.9976 0.!1976 0.9194 0.9194 1,200.56811,200.588 r H0.3469 

9 9 
1,207.873 

4 
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2013.2 Page 1 of 1 Date: 4/1012014 4:51 PM 

1.0 Project Characteristics 

1.1 Land Usage 

Land Uses I 
General Light Industry 

Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project - Construction 
Siskiyou County, Annual 

Size I Metric I Lot Acreage I Floor Surface Area I 
12.00 100bsqft 0~28 ___ 1.. 12,000.00 

Population 

0 

...................... Ma~i.itaCiliri;;9······ .. ···············j······················ ....... iii.aa·· .......................... t .......................... 1ooos<ifi'· ....................... 't ............ r1·tr····· .. ···f ···· ....... so:omrao··· ........ l ............... o .............. . 

................................................................... < ................................................................. .; .................................................................. ,.. .............................. ~ ...................................... -:- ............................... . 
Parking Lot : 45.00 : Space : 0.41 : 18,000.00 : O 

! : ; : : 

1.2 Other Project Characteristics 

Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (mis) 

Climate Zone 14 

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data 

Construction Phase - Structures are pre-fabricated. 

Grading - Project site is 79 acres 

Table Name I Column Name 

2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 

Operational Year 

I DefalllP7aJue I 

85 

2015 

New Value 

tblConstructionPhase l NumDays --r- - 200.00 ·--T - -s-0:-00 

................ it;iconsiruCiia·ri·Piiiise ......... ········r···· ··········· ·········iiiiiriiciiiys ........................ i ............................ ;roo .... ······· · ................ r····· ............... ··30·.05··············· .. ······ 
•••••Uuooooooouo•••••••••••••Oooo0000000001onoooouooooouo•o•!•••o•oo•uoooooooooouoooooooooooo110100•001000000000000onoooooioooooooo•oonoo•ooo1•••0•u••UHUOHOOOOOOooo•••uooooooouoo( ... oooooo•o•o•oooooooo•ooOooooooo•••••o•o•ooooootooooooo 

tblGrading ! AcresOfGrading ! 11.25 ! 70.00 
: : : .............. i61Pri:ifecictiiiraCieristics ............ T .................. operaiionaivear··· ................ ~ ............................ 2iff4 ........................... r·············· .. ······2a1·5··· ................... . 



2.0 Emissions Summary 

2.1 Overall Construction 

Unmitigated Construction 

ROG ~·1· CO-fS021 Fugitive I Exhaust' PlvWO I PM10 PM10 Total 

Year 

2015 0.3027 1.4787 

tons/yr 

1.3288 : 1.6000e· : 0.1277 
l 003 i 

0.0922 0.2198 

Total 0.3027 Tm711:3288-, 1.s:::e· 1 0.1277 0.0922 I 0.2198 

Mitigated Construction 

Year 

2015 0.3025 1.4770 

Ota o~ 1;4770 

ROG NOx 

Percent 0.0793 0.1123 
Reduction 

Fugitive Exhausrl PM10 
PM10 PM10 Total 

02 

tons/yr 

1.3276 : 1.6000e- : 0.1277 

! 003 ! 
1.321s 1 1.soo0e- 1 0.1211 

003 

co 502 Fugitive 
PM10 

0.0850 0.0000 0.0000 

0.0920 

0.0920 

Exhaust 
PM10 

0.1194 

O.t197 

0.2197 

PM10 
Total 

0.0500 

Fugitive I ·txhaust 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

0.0488 0.0878 

jj])488 0.0878 

Fugitive Exhaust 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

0.0488 0.0877 

Fugitive Exhaust 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

0.0000 0.1138 

PM2.5 I Bio- C02 J NBlo- C02f T olal Ctl2jCH4 
Total 

0.1366 

ll.1366 

PM2.5 
Total 

0.1365 

PM2.5 
Total 

0.0732 

MT/yr 

o~oooo 

1
138.1820T138.f820 ! 0.0291 

0.0000 I 138.1820 I 138.1820 I o.0291 

0.0000 I 138.048!f
1
138.0488T-0~0291 

0.0000 n:rB.0488 I 138.0488 I 0.0291 

Blo-C02 NBlo...,u2 Total vu"' CH4 

0.0000 0.0964 0.0964 0.1375 

N20 C02e 

cr:oooo ; 13a. 7928 

cr:nooo 1 138.7928 

co:Ze 

0.0000 j 13rs5ag 

o~oooo I 138.6589 

N20 vu2e 

0.0000 0.0965 



3.0 Construction Detail 

Construction Phase 

Phase 
Number 

PhaseName ase Type StarfDaTu Num Days 

iSlte Preparation ;site Preparation ;1129/2015 pt30/2015------; 5~i ~~ · 2; 

Phase Description 

·················!oraciiii9········································ji3i-aciin.ii···································t1·i31·i201·5···········j3i13i2cffs··········t············· .. 51···············3a1"···································· .............. .. 
••••• ..... , .. ,,"*j••••••••u••••••••••••••n•••n••••uouoooo••••o.•••;.••••noooooouoooo•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••~••••••nouoooo•••••••••••i••••••••••••••••••••••••••.C.•••••••••••••••••i•••••••••uo•••••o~OOO•••••••••••••••••n• .. o•ouooooonuooooooooouon 

!3 :Building Construction :Building Construction :3114/2015 :7117/2015 : 5: 90; 
: : : : : : : ................. li=,.aii1;;9········ .................................. i¥•aiilii9 ..................................... T7ffsH£01·5····· .... ·r;i317201·5····· ..... 1' ............... sr-··· .. ········1ar································· .................. . 
! : : = ! : : 

OffRoad Equipment 

naseName Offroad Equipment Type Amount Horse Power Load Factor 

Paving !Cement and Mortar Mixers i 1i 6.00i 9i 
: : : : : aiiiid'iiiii'consi·i=uciioii ............................. TGe.neraia·r=·sai5 ................................ T .................................. 1T' .................. ifoor··· ................... a4l' ...................... i:i:7 .. 
: : : : : 

1~~'.'.~i~~:~~~~~~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::r~~:~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::r::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~r:::::::::::::::::::~:~~c:::::::::::::::::::~~r:::::::::::::::::::::~:~:: 
1Building Construction torklifts ! 1l 6.00l 89! 0.2 
··11;;·Pre.Piii-aiion ..................................... !C3racJ0;s·················· .......................... r ................................. Tl .................... a:oor·· .. ····· .. ······ .. ·114r .. ··· ................ 0:41 

I

PaVin9 .................................................... TravEiiii .............................................. f ................................. Tf .................... ii.'ooi·· .................... 125)·· ..................... o::,r· 
?a:.iin9"'"'···· ........................................... tRoiiers ............................................. t········ .......................... 1-f ······ ............. ·:;:oot··· ..................... aoj···· ................... o::r 
Graciing·········· .. ···· .. ·············· .................. IR~bber·=rireci·o~-za;;···· .................... r··········· ....................... 1r····· .............. 6:001··············· .. ·····2ssr·····-................ 0:4:· 
•••••••••••••• .. ••••••••••••••••••••'*"''''"''''''''''''''''.t,.''''''''"'''"'"''''"''"'''''''".,"'''''''"''-'"''''.:,. . .,.,,,..,,,,,,,,,.,.,,,,,,,.,,,,,,~,,,,,,,,..,, .. ,.,,,,,,,,,,.,~, .. ,,,,,,., .. ,,,,.,,,,u1000(00000•••••••••0000•••••••••••• 

Building Construction Fractors/Loaders/Backhoes f 1 f 6.00j 97j 0.3 
............................................................... .;, .......................................................... ; ................................... .,:. ........................... ; ............................ , .............................. . 
1Grading !Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes ! 1! 7.00! 97i 0.3 
l .............................................................. :. ......................................................... t .................................... :.. .......................... ~ ............................ : ............................. . 

!
Paving ;Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes l 1 i B.OO! 971 0.3 
.............................................................. J .......................................................... ; ................................... .5, ............................ ; ............................ i .............................. . 
Site Preparation lTractors/Loaders/Backhoes l 1l 8.00l 97l 0.3 
ooooHOOO•OUOoo"•UOIOOOOIJOOOOOoUooooooooo"""""''''''0:'''"'" .. ''"''''"'''''""'""'""'''"""""""'"Uouo~ooooooooooooooooo•OO••"''"'"'''"~,.,,,.,,,,,.,,,..,,,,,,,.,,J'••oo•oooooH"I000000ooo.,oo(•" 00 '''''"""''"'"'''uoo 

Grading 1Graders 1 1! 6.00! 174! 0.41 

~::::==;:::::::::::::::::::::::::::!:~:,~~~~:::::::: ::::::+: ::::::: ::::: :::::::F::: ::::::::::r:::: : ::::~:~::::::::: :::: :::~: 
0 I 1ootU II UO ouoonootoofououoOOOIOCtt I• 0 HOoOoooo•'**'UU .. 1 00 010 .. IHotoooOoo 00000000 OtUOIOUUOOoOOooo•oHo 0000000~ 0000001t IJlll llf 00000000000•0000001<"111oooooooot001 000000 ''"*010)0000000 ooto 110• 0110 "' U 0001,0UOOOOO '"'''''''''''''''"fl 

Building Construction jWelders l 3~ 8.00l 461 0.4 



Trips and VMT 

Phase Name Offroad Equipment 
Count 

Worker Trip 
Number 

Vendor Trip ·1 Hauling Tripi Wc:irker Trip 
Number Number Length 

Vendor Trip 
Length 

Hauling Trip 
Length 

Worker Vehicle 
Class 

Vendor 
Vehicle 
Class 

Hauling 
Vehicle Class 

~ite-Preparation f 3! 8.ooy--- 0.001 0.001 10.80! 7.301 20.00jLD_Mix lHDT_Mix jHHDT 

~;;'.;..~;;~;1:.::::·:··:·::::··.~L:::·:·:;~:;;1:: :·::· :,;:;;c.::.::.;;;:::.:··::::;;E:·::· ;;F.·::3;;1~;~~;.··.:::.::·::J;;~~~ .. ..J;;;.~::::::·:. 
Paving ! 5; 13.00! 0.00! 0.00; 10.80; 7.30! 20.00!LD Mix !HDT Mix !HHDT 

: : : : : : : : - : - : 

3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction 

3.2 Site Preparation - 2015 

Unmitigated Construction On-Site 

Acres of Grading: 1 

ROG NOx !VU 

Category 

S02 Fugitive I Exhaust 
PM10 PM10 

tonS/yr 

PM10 
Total 

Fugitive 
PM2.5 

Eichaiist 
PM2.5 

PM2.5 
Total 

Bio-C02 NBio- C021 Total C02 CH4 

Ml/yr 

NW C02e 

l=ugil.ive Dust !i . - ; ; ! i 5.BOOOe- ; 0.0000 ; 5.BOOOe- ; 2.9500Ei- ! 0.0000 ; 2.9500e- ; 0.0000 ; 0.0000 ; 0.0000 ; 0.0000 ; 0.0000 i . 0.0000 

~ ; ; 1 i 003 ; i 003 i 003 1 1 003 ; 1 i ; ; ; 
•• ••••• • •• ouu • •••••••• • •J~•• • •• • ••o•oou • ~ ••••• ooouon ooluooo •••• •• • • o•!oou • u • •• •• ••' • ~ o oo ou •••••.,•I••••••••'•''• u1 •• •• • •' • o u • • o •l• • • • • • • • o o • •• • ·~• • • • ••• n •••••••I••••••••••••• o • • C• • •• •• • •• • • • • u You• no••••••• •I••••••• o o ••••••I• oaoo • •• •• o oo • o ~· o o o 1 o o • o u • •• 1 •J • • o o • ••••., 0 01 1 

Off-Road ;; 2.5400e- ! 0.0269 ; 0.0170 ; 2.0000e- i i 1.4700e-; 1.4700e- : : 1.3500e- ! 1.3500e- ! 0.0000 ! 1.6345 ! 1.6345 ! 4.9000e- ! 0.0000 ! 1.6448 

Total 

ii 003 1 1 i 005 i i 003 1 003 i i 003 t 003 i i i i 004 i i 
2.54ooe: l o.02a9 

003 
0.0110-1 2.0000e· ·1s.aoo0e-11.470oe: 11.21ooe-12.95ooe-11.3sooe· j 4.3000e-1 0.0000 

005 003 003 003 003 003 003 
1.6345 1.6345 1 4.9oooe· 1 0.0000 

004 
1.6448 



Unmitigated Construction Off-Site 

0 ugitive Exhaust PM10 
PM10 PM10 Total 

C::ategory !0115/yr 

ugithieTEXfiaust 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

PM2. 
Total 

H4 NZD '2e 

HauITng :: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0,0000 l 0,0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : .. 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 
:: : : : : : : : : : : : : 

········v0.;ci;;;···· .... ~···o.oiioo···l····a:o<ioo···l···ci.oiioo··-f- .. o.oaii<i ... l .... o:oooo ... ! .. ·ci.oooo ... 1 ... o.oooo···l···o:oooii ... f ···a:oooo·· ····o:oooa .. ·t··o:ooao···[ .. a:oooa·· ... o .. oooa···!···o,oooci .. l···o:iiooii·· ···a:oooo··· 
:: : ~ : : : : : : : : : : 

OOO••••••o OOOoOOOOOoOoooioooooOooUOOOO O~OOOno 000000 •oo.!HOUOUOOOOOOo;OOOO•OOOOooooOoJOUOOOOOUoOO Ooo;ooooooooooo OOO;oooo 0000000• 00 liOooooooOOooo OOtUOOOOOOOOO ooo oooooOooOUooOHiOO OOooooooOOIOOOS uooooooooooo 0000 IOH ooonoo~OOOOolOOOoooooiooOOOOOO OOooou 0 OU I 00 00000000 

Worker ;: 2.7000e- ; 9.0000e- ; 8.8000e- ; 0.0000 ; 6.0000e- i 0.0000 ; 6.0000e- ; 2.0000e- ; 0.0000 2.0000e- i 0.0000 j 0.0654 0.0654 ; 1.0000e- ; 0.0000 0.0655 
g 004 i 005 i 004 i i 005 i i 005 i 005 1 005 i i i ()()5 i 

Total 2.1oooe-1 s.ooooe-18.8000e· 1 0.0000 ,-6.000 
004 005 004 005 

o.ooo015.0llllOe· I 2.ooooe~ I 0.0000 
005 005 

Mitigated Construction On·Site 

ROG NOx co su2 

Calegol)' 

Fugitive ExhausfTJ5M10 
PM10 PM10 I Total 

foristyr 

Fuglflvel-E:xhal.IS! 
PM2.5 I PM2.5 

0.0000 0.0654 0.06 1:00000-
005 

PM2.5 I Bio- co2 I NBio- co21 Total co21 CH4 
Total 

MTfyr 

N:fO C02e 

Fugitive Dust ;: : : : l 5.8000e- : 0.0000 : 5.8000e- : 2.9500e- : 0.0000 l 2.9500e- : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 l 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 

......................... 1 ............... L .............. L ............. L ............. L .... ?~: .... .l. .............. L ... ~?~ ..... L ... ~~~ ..... l ............... L .... ~~: ..... L ............ .l ............. .J .............. J ............... L ............. .L ............ .. 
Off-Road ;: 2.5300e- l 0.0269 l 0.0170 : 2.ooooe- : l 1.4700e·: 1.4700e- l l 1.3500e- l 1.3500e- : 0.0000 : 1.6326 : 1.6326 l 4.9000e- l 0.0000 l 1.6428 

ii 003 ! i i 005 i ! 003 i 003 ! i 003 ! 003 i i i ! 004 i i 
Total 2:5300e~ I 0.0269 

003 
0.0170 2.0000e· 5.8000e· .4700e· 7.2700e· 2.9500e· 11.3500e· 1 4.3000e· 1 O.OODO 

005 003 003 003 003 003 003 
1.6326 1.6326 j4.soooe;-ro:oooo 

004 
1:6428 



Mitigated Construction Off-Site 

RUG NOx co S02 

Category 

Hauling ~ 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

........ veriiiai'"'"''f "'ii.oooo''T"o'.oooo· .. "ii.oooo·· ... ii.ooiio"' 

.......................... i;. ............... t:···--··········· ............. . 
Worker : 2.7000e- : 9.0000e- 8.8000e- ... ii.ooiio ... 

§ 004 1 005 004 

Fugitive I Exhaust I PM1 o 
PM10 PM10 Total 

tOriSlyr 

Fugitive! EXfiaust 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

PM2.5 
Total 

810- C02 INBic:>.C02 Total C02 

Mi7yr 

CH4 

0.0000 l 0.0000 l 0.0000 l 0.0000 l 0.0000 i 0.0000 l 0.0000 l 0.0000-! 0.0000 1 0~0000 

~ ~ ] ~ ~ ] ] ~ ] 
... o:oooo"T"o'.oooa···i···c;.ooc;o··T··o:oooii"T .. 0:0000···1····o:oooo···r·o:oooa· .. r···a:oooo·"l""ii.0000···1···o:cioiiii'' 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ; ~ i ~ 
••01111oooooooofooo11u10uouoJ••"•••••••••••l""''"''''''''~'''''''''''''''f•••ooonooo10010i;o••••o•••••uoo..;-oooooo••oauonJ1unooou•••ooJoooooooooooo,.o 

6.~i;e- l 0.0000 l 6.oii~e- ! 2.og;e- ! 0.0000 ~ 2.~i~e- l 0.0000 l o.0654 l o.0654 l 1.o~i~e-
: : : : : : : :; : 

11126 t;U2e 

0:0000 0.0000 

............... , .............. . 
0.0000 : 0.0000 

. .............. , .............. . 
0.0000 : 0.0655 

Total 2.7000e-19.0DOOe-18.8000e-1 0.0000 
004 005 004 

6.000!!e:TD:OOOO ,. &~ooooe-1 2.00lfOe-
005 I 005 oos 

0.0000 2.0000e-
005 

0::0000 jj]l654 I 0.0654 1.0000e-
005 

0.000-0 0.06!i5 

3.3 Grading • 2015 

Unmitigated Construction On-Site 

Acres of Grading: 70 

ROG 

Category 

Fugitive Dust E 
.......................... ji. .............. . 

Off-Road ~ 0.0310 

:: 
Total 0.0310 

/\lox 

............... i ............. . 
0.3292 ! 0.2114 

Fugitive I EX!laust 
PM10 PM10 

tons/yr 

PM10 
Total 

j 0.1049 l 0.0000 j 0.1049 

.. ............. i ................ i ............... j ............. .. 
2.1000e- : : 0.0180 ; 0.0180 

004 i i i 
0.3292 0.211412~1-000G-TQ.1049 

004 
0.0180 OC1228 

Fugitive' Exnaust 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

0.0413 lf.llOO 

... 0:01·55 .. 

0.04'f3 0.0165 

PM2.5 I Bio-C02 INBio-C021Total C~2 H4 N20 C02e 
Total 

o.0413 I 0.0000 I o.ooo 0:0000 0.0000 0.0000 

: : .. . ·o:oi65 ... r. 0:0000. "[. ·20:1·355. 00•001o•••O•OojO•oo10HOOllOOOi;00•01o0000000100Joooo••••U•uoo 

20.1368 : 6.0100e- ! 0.0000 ! 20.2630 
003 

0.0578 n.0000-.W:136s-1 :ro.1368 1 s.01000- I 0.0000 I 20.2630 
0113 



Unmitigated Construction Off·Site 

ROG NOx co I S02 

Category 

Fugitivel Exhaust ·1 PM10 
PM10 PM10 Total 

follS/yr 

t=usmvei E><hausf 
PM2.5 I PM2.5 

PM2.5 I Blo-C02 INBio-C021TotalC02f CH4 
Total 

MT/yr 

N20 co2e 

Hauling ;: 0.0000 ; 0.0000 ; ([0000 ; 0.0000 ; 0.0000 ; 0.0000 ; 0.0000 · ! 0.0000 ; 0.0000 ; 0.0000 0.0000 ; 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 i 0.0000 i 0.0000 
= : : : : : : : : : : : : : :: : : : : : : : : : : : : : 

.......................... :r., ............... c. .............................. o) ............... ~ ••••• ............ , ••••••••••••••• , ............... , ............... -!-···············•················ ............... ~.............. . ............................... {········ ........ J··············· 
Vendor ~ 0.0000 l 0.0000 l 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 1 0.0000 1 0.0000 l 0.0000 1 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 l 0.0000 0.0000 l 0.0000 ! 0.0000 i 0.0000 

·······w.;-;i;;;·· .. ····~·4:osoo;;:.J.·-r:i1oo~:··l .. ·ci.01'3'i'''l··1:0000;;-··l··9:4ooii~:·+-roooo;,::l9:5000;;-··! .. 2.sooo;;.:··t··rciooo.;::·hraooo~:·· ··a:oooa···~ .. ·a:ssoa·· ... o .. 98os···!··s:oooo~:·!···a:oooo·+··o.9ii27'"' 
~ 003 i 003 i l 005 . ! 004 _j_ 005 ! 004 l 004 i 005 i 004 l l 005 i i 

Total 4.os00e-r 1.31 ooe-
003 003 

O.Ofl'lf1.0000e­

I 005 

Mitigated Construction On-Site 

ROG NOX co So2 

Category 

9.40000: ·1· 1.ooo(leTg.soooe- ·12J>o00e-11.ooooe-
004 005 004 004 005 

t:ugitive I Exhaust 
PM10 PM10 

tons/Yi' 

PM10 
Total 

Fugitive 
PM2.5 

l:Xllaust 
PM2.5 

2.GOODe-
004 

PM2.5 
Total 

0.0000 

Bfo-C02 

0.9808 0.9808 9.0000C-
005 

NBlo- OOrotal cozr-CH4 

MT/yr 

0.0000 

N:.!O 

0.9827 

t,.;O:.!e 

Fugitive Dust ! ! ! --! - ! 0.1049 ! 0.0000 l 0.1049 ! 0.0413 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0413 ; o.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 j 0.0000 j 0.0000 ! 0.0000 
= : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 

.................. 0400 •••• ;: ................ ': ••• ••••••••••• •• i ...... ' .. ' ..... ~ ............... L ............... : .. ' ......... ... i ............... : ................ ; I .............. : ••••••••••••••• • i ............... .;. .............. ... i ............... i ............... ,i •••• .... ••••• ••• ;, •• ...... I •••••• 

Off-Road ;; 0.0310 ; 0.3288 ; 0.2111 ; 2.1000e- ; ; 0.0179 ; 0.0179 ; ; 0.0165 ; 0.0165 ; 0.0000 ; 20.1128 ; 20.1128 ; 6.0000e- ; 0.0000 : 20.2389 

Total 
g i i 1°04 1 ! l l i l 1 i l i 003 i i 

0.0310 0.3288 D.2111 2.1000e· 
004 

li:'Hl49 D.0179 11:1228 o:o4f3 0.016!i 0.0578 0.0000 2D.ft~2s I &.0000e. 
I 003 

0.0000 20.2389 



Mitigated Construction Off-Site 

NOx 

ategory 

ugitlve Exhal.lstl-PM10 
PM10 PM10 Total 

FuglfiVe!Exhausl 
PM2.5 I PM2.5 

PM2.5 
Total 

MT/yr 

CH4 0 C02e 

Hauling ii 0.0000 i 0.0000 i 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 i 0.0000 i 0.0000 i 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 i 0.0000 0.0000 i 0.0000 i 0.0000 l 0.0000 l 0.0000 
:: : : : : : : : : : : = : : : 
:: : : ! : : : : : : : : : : : 

.......................... J!o ............... ( ................................ } ••••••••••••••• ,{ ................................ ]. ••••••••••••••• , ............... ,:-. ............... 1 ................ , .............................................. , ••••••••••••••• ( ................ 1 .............. . 
Vendor :: 0.0000 ; 0.0000 ; 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ; 0.0000 ; 0.0000 ; 0.0000 : 0.0000 ; 0.0000 ; 0.0000 0.0000 ; 0.0000 ; 0.0000 ; 0.0000 ; 0.0000 

·······w;;;1<.;;;·······-l .. .rosoo;;:·l .. ·1::;1oo~:··l .. ·ci.01·3·1· .. ~··1:oiioo;;:·l··9:.woo.;:··l·Toooo;.:.·l·9·5iioo~·:·l··2.soiio;;:·}··1:oooii.;:"!··2:sooo;;:··l···o:iiooo·· '"o'.9aos .. ·l···o.9iiciii'"!"9'.oiioo;;:·!···o:acioo···!···o:sa21··· 
~ 003 i 003 i l 005 ! 004 l 005 ! 004 i 004 l 005 l~~ ! l ~~05 ! 1 

Total 4.05011e- , 1.3100e-1 0.0131 , 1.ooooe- .,m !l.4000e-11.ooooe-1 9.5000e-12.soooe-11:ooooe-1 2.SOOOe- I 0.0000 
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 

3.4 Building Construction • 2015 

Unmitigated Construction On-Site 

ROG 

Category 

off-Road 0.1620 

Total o:rs20 

NOx 

0.9704 

0.9704 

t;U ;:su2 

0.6752 i 9.9000e- : 

i 004 ! 
0.6752 9-:-!foooe­

oo4 

Fugiti~ElfExhaust 
PM10 I PM10 

tons/yr 

0.0668 

I 0.0668 

PM10 
Total 

0.0668 

0.0668 

Fugitive 
PM2.5 

Exhaust PM2.5 Bio-C02 
PM2.5 Total 

0.0646 0.0646 0.0000 

0.06461 0.0&46 0.0000 

0.9808 0.9808 I !UIOooe: l 0:0000 
005 

0.9827 

NBio~-C-021Total C02 CH4 N20 I C02e 

MT/yr 

83.9174 ! 83.9174 ! 0.0194 0.0000 l 84.3239 

83.9 74 83.9174 11-:-0194 jj]ftf()l) I 84.3239 



Unmitigated Construction Off-Site 

co 2 Fugitive Exhaust 
PM10 PM10 

ategory 

1() 

Total 
Fugitive I Exhaust 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

PM2. 
Total 

CH4 N20 te 

Hauling :; 0.0000 i 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 i 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 i 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 . ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 

········v;;~;;;;;···· ... l .. o:o4i4···1·· .. ci.osos···!···o.19o7·· ··1:aii6o;;:·L:s9oo~:··! .. 1:24000A·4:a2000·-··l··;·.a1·000:· .. 1:1·300;· ··2:1soo~:··!···a:o600·· ··12:;·393 .. l··1·2::1393··l·T2iicia;;:·f ... o:oaoa···l .. 1T14is" 
¥. i i 004 i 003 i 003 i 003 i 003 003 003 i l i 004 i 1 
:! : : : ! : : : : : : : ········w;;.:k0r······ .. s-.. ·o.·osi7"··r··c1.01·s1···r·o.1ifrs·· ··1:sooo;;:·r··,:,:01·19···n:sooo0::·;···1i.0:121··-ri·1aoo~· ··1:7"000;· ··3::isoii0:·-r··o:oooo·· .. 12:sos1··1··1·2:sosn··1:13oo;;:·r .. o:iiooo···1··12.s294·· 
g l i 004J lo04l loo3 004 003i l loo3l l = : : : : : : : l : : : 

o.3582 1 2.9oooe- ··r-0~0155 , 1.43ooe- I o.01ss I 4.1900e- 1.3oooe- 5.50 oe- 0.0000 24.6450 24.6450 1.2sooe- o.oo o 
004 003 003 003 003 003 

ota 

Mitigated Construction On-Site 

Rues NOx 

Category 

Off-Road 0.1618 0.9692 

Iota! 0.1618 0:\1692 

co 502 

0.6744 ; 9.9000e- : 
: 004 : : : 

o.s144 1 s.9oooe­
oo4 

Fugitive Exhaust PM10 
PM10 PM10 Total 

tons/yr 

0.0668 0.0668 

OJm;B 0.Dtitil! 

Fugitive Exhaust 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

0.0645 

0~0645 

PM2:5 I Bi0:C02(NBIO- C02fiotal C021Cfl4 
Total 

0.0645 0:0000 83]l176 

Ml/yr 

83.8176 l 0.0193 

I 

o:06'l5 I 0.0000 I 83.8176 I 83.8176 I o.u1i1;, 

N20 C02e 

()]}(JOO 842236 

0.0000 I 84.a~ 



Mitigated Construction Off-Site 

Category 

Hauling 

ROG NOx Fllgitive I Exhaust 
PM10 PM10 

tons/yr 

PM10 
Total 

:: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 i 0:0000---.---0.0000 i -0.0000 : 0.0000 
:: : : : : : : 
:: : : : : : : ........ iienilar···· .. ··1c··a:o:ff.rT"o'.oiios···1···1i.1iliH'TT.3oooe.:·r·3:1;9ooe:··1··1-.24oc;;;:·r·.r.s20oe·:· 
i: 1 i !004!003!003!003 
~= : : : : : : 

........ wCiri<;;;· .. ····-rr-··a.osff'T"6'.oi67"''l···ii.1ii75'"f"i'.6iiaoe.·T···0:01·19· .. 1··1'.ii6ooe::·1· .. o:ci1·2·1··· 
:: : : :004: :004: .. . . . . . . 
•• 0 • • a 0 M 

Fugitive I EXhat.isf 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

PM2.5 
Total 

0.0000 ! 0.0000 ; 0.0000 

·1·.a1·0"00:TTHooe:. .... :ri5oci~: .. 
003 ~ 003 003 

'3."i8iia0:T"i:7oooe: .. "3:35000: .. 
003 1 004 003 

io- C02 INBio~C02TTolal C02I---CH4 N 

0.0000 

··0:0000'" 

0.0000 

0.0000 ! 0.0000 I o.0000 '. 0.0000 

··1·2:rni3 .. 1··1·:ti393''l"·i'.2oaoe.:T"·o:ooao·· 
~ ~ 004 ! 

··1'2:5657 ··1 ··1·2:siis:r··1 .. ·tisoo0: ·r-.. a:oaoa·· 
1 l 003 l 

C02e 

0.0000 

"1'2.'1;ff8'' 

··············· 12.5294 

0-:0112 24.6712 o.3582 12.90000-1 o.Of55 11.43000-1 0.0169 I 4.19ooa-11;30009-1 5.soooe: -,-0.0000 I 24.6450 I 24.6450 , 1.2soo&- I o:ociro·o 
004 003 003 003 I 003 ooa 

iota I ll.0931 

3.5 Paving - 2015 

Unmitigated Construction On-Site 

Acres of Paving: 0 

ROG NOx co 

Category 

urr-Road ~7oig~e:-~ 0.0730 r-O:U4::>1:1 

.......................... ;;. ............... (. ............... i ............. . 
Paving !! 5.4000e- : : 

g 004 j j 

Sb2 i=~~~~e I e;~~~r 
tolls/yr 

PM10 
Total 

7 .OOOOe- ! ! 4.4600e- : 4.4ouue-
005 i i 003 ! 003 

............... c ................ i ............... ; .............. . 
! : 0.0000 : 0.0000 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Total 7.5600e-
003 

0.0730 ll.0459T1.0000e­
oos 

4:4600e-1 4.4600e· 
003 003 

Fugitive I Exhaust 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

PM2.5 
Total 

Bio- C02 INBio-C02rotal C02 CH4 N20 C02e 

Mi/yr 

: 4.1100e- : 4.1100e- : 0:0000 
joo3loo3j ............... ; ................................ ( .............. . ! 0.0000 l 0.0000 ! 0.0000 

4~11 OOe- I 4.11 OOe-
003 003 

0.0000 

6.2708 l 6.2708 

............... j ............. . 
0.0000 ! 0.0000 

6.210108 

1.8400e- j .. 0.0000;1W094 
003 i l 

............... i ................ j .............. . 
0.0000 ; 0.0000 ; 0.0000 

1.8400e-
003 

0.0000 5;31)94 



Unmitigated Construction Off-Site 

12e 

ategory 

Hauling :: o.rnroo : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 
:: : : ~ : : : : ; : : : ; : ; : 

········v;;~d;;;· .. ·····i···o.ooiio··+··a:oiioo···!···ci.oooo··} .. ii.oooo···{····o:oiioo .. ·!···1i.oooo·+··ii.ooiio···j···o:i:iooii ... ~ ... o:aiiaa···!····o:aooa··+·o:iicioii···i· .. o:ocioo···!· .. o·.oacio'''!···o:ciiii:ici"'"l .... o:aooa· .. !· .. 0.oiiiio ... 
g ~ ! ~ ~ ! ~ i ! ! ! ! ! i ~ ~ 

........ w~rk-e;········[ .. 2:2oooe::T·1:1oooe:·-rn200; .. ~·-roiioae::·r·s:1·aoiie:··r·1:0-000E.:T·s:1·;ioo;;:·r·1·3oiioe:·y .. 1:1ioooe:. .. 1 .. :i:40000:·r·o:iiooo··-r···o:s3·13···1···1i.s313···1··5:oiiooe::·r··o:oooo··r·o:s:fa·3· .. 

Total 

!! 003 ! 004 ! 003 ! 005 ! 004 ! 005 : 004 ! 004 ! 005 ; 004 ! ! ; ! 005 ! ; 
:: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 

2.20008· 
003 

1.1oooe-11.1200e-11.ooooe-
004 003 005 

5.1000e· 
004 

1.0000e-
005 

.100De-
004 

1.3000e· I 1.ooooe-
004 005 

1.4000e· 
004 

0.0000 0~1 

Mitigated Construction On-Site 

ROG NOx co 802 

Category 

FuQffive I Exhaust! PM10 
PM10 PM10 Total 

tons/yr 

Fugiti\lel-Exhaust 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

PM2.5 I Bio-C02 lllfSio-C021TotalC021 CH4 
Total 

MT/yr 

N20 

... 323 

C02e 

Off-Road g 7.00~~e- l 0.0729 l ():0458 l 7.00~~e- 1 l 4.~~t- ~ 4.~~~e- l l i[1~~e- l 4:;;:;i~e- T0.0000 ! 6.2633 l 6.2633 l 1.:~e- l 0.0000 6.3019 
:: : : : ; : : ; : : : : : : : 

u •• •• u u •H ••••• o •• o•• • ol) too n••••••••• o(uooo o oo OO•••• ••I••• •f uou•• o ••) • •o•• o o o o o u •• o(o •• •• o oooou o oo •J• 01 o u uo o•o otoo)oooo , .. 00000 '"''"°" noo u o t I I uo) uo 00000 .. ._ u ••J .. • 1 to 00000 o Io o o (to OU 0000 o oHooo) ooouou olO uoot ouuoo o ••••••oJ••o OU 0000 .. o .. (oouoo•o ooou o o 1 o oo ooo o ooou o 1 

Paving :: 5.4000e- : ; ! ; ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 l 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ; 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 

Total 
~ 004 l l 1 ; ; l ! ; i l l 1 ! l 

1:sso0e.-1~0:0129 

003 
0.0458 I 7~0000e-

005 
4.4500e- 4.4500e· 

003 003 
4.1000e-1 4.100De- I 0.0000 

003 003 
lr-2633 6.2633-T 1.8400e- I 0.0000 

003 
6~ 



Mitigated Construction Off-Site 

alegory 

Hauling ~ 0.0000 l 0.0000 

:: : 
········v~·~ci;;;········~"·o:oiiaa··t···ci'.iiiioo··· 

:: : 
:: ! 

....... wc,-r1c0;····· .. ·;r··2:2oooe-:·r·1·1oooe::· 
§ 003 ! 004 = : 

ota .2oiroe- I 1.1oooe-
003 004 

co 02 ugltive -,-EXllaust 
PM10 PM10 

PM10 
Total 

PM2.5 I Bio- C02 I NBio- C02f Total C02 
Total 

Mi7yr 

20 C02e 

0.0000 ! 0.0000 l 0.0000 l 0.0000 ! 0.0000 l 0.0000 l 0.0000 l 0:0000 l 0.0000 l 0.0000 l 0.0000 l 0.0000 l 0.0000 l 0.0000 

··o.oooo···r"o.oiiiio···r .. o:oooo"l"'ii.ooiio··r·o.ooo·o· .. r·a:ooiiii"'('ci:oooo"'!····o:o<iao··-r·a:iiooa···~ ... o:oooii'''l'''ii.iiiioo· .. l ... 0:0000···1· .. a:oooo··r··o:ooiio'" 
: ! : : : : ! : : : : : : 

1:1·200;;:·1··1:00"ooe.:·r·s:1·oa00:··r·1:00000:·1··5:foooe-'·r·1··:foO"o;;:·y··1:0"oooe::·i··:r40000:··r··a:oooo··-r· .. o:s:i13···r··a·.s313···1··5:iiooii0·:·r···o:oooo ... l ... 0:5323 ... 
003:oos:o04:oos:oo4;004:oos:o04: : : :oos: ; 

: : : : : ~ : : : : : : : 

s.1000e-11.ooooe-1 s~1oooe-11.3000e. I 1.ooooe-11.4000e~o-:-oooo 
004 005 004 004 005 004 

0.5313 o.5313 TS.ooooe- I 0:0000 
005 

0.5323 



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2013.2 Page 1 of 1 Date: 4/11/2014 4:19 PM 

Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project - Employee & Visitor Trips 
Siskiyou County, Annual 

1.0 Project Characteristics 

1.1 Land Usage 

Land Uses I Size I Metric I LofAcreage T Floor-Surface Area I Population 

Manufac:t!Jnng 1.00 1000sqft 0:02 1,000.00 0 

1.2 Other Project Characteristics 

Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 85 

Climate Zone 14 Operational Year 2015 

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data 

Vehicle Trips - Trips per subsection 16 

Table Name I COiumn Name I Defal..ilfValue I New Value 

ffilProjectCharaderistics i OperationalYear -i 2014 1-- ~ 
••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• : •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• j •••••••••••••••••.•••••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ( ••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

tblVehicleTrips i ST_TR i 1.49 l 0.00 . . . ..................... iiiiveiiiC:191Wiis ..................... 'l' .......................... su::.r1f· ........................ j ............................ ci.i52 ............................ 1 ......................... ri.oo· ....................... . 
..................... iiiiveiira0rrii>~ ...................... j' ......................... wo~:rR:······ ................... 1 ............................ 3'.a:r-·· ........................ r ...................... 110~00····· ................ . 



2.0 Emissions Summary 

2.1 Overall Operational 
Unmitigated Operational 

G NOX 

Category 

co $02 Ccne Fugitive I Exhaust j PM2.5 I Bi0--C02 INBio~-C021Total 
PM2.5 PM2.5 Total 

f'u91u110 -TEl<haust I PM1o 
PM10 PM10 Total 

H4 N20 

tons/yr 

Mobile o.1JTf9 0.000 l 258]11J19 

3.0 Operational Detail - Mobile 

NOx c S02 Fugitive Exhaust M10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- 2 NBio- C02 Total C02 H4 N20 C02e 
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total 

aiegory '/yr 

Mitigated E 0.9002 ; 0.9000 ! 3.6546 ; 3.0400e- ! 0.1340 ; 0.0130 ; 0.1470 ; 0.0363 ; O--:off9T 0.0482;--0JJOOO ; 258.5529-; 258.5529; 0.0119 ! 0.0000 ; 258.8019 
~ l l l 003 l l l l l l l l l l l l 
:: : : : : : : : : ;: : : : : : : ·····a;iniiff9ai0Ci····r·o:soo2···r .. ·0:9a·oo···i···:i.iis4ii···r··3::i;;:·r···a:1·34o···r··o.01'3o···~···o.'i470···r-·a:ii3s3·T··o:<ffi9"f ··o:o482· .. r·0:oooii· .. f ·25·s:ss29·i·2s·s:ss21ri .. ·0:01·19 .. ·r·a:oooo·--r2sa:ao19· 
i~ a ~ ~ ; ; a ~ ~ ~ a i ; ; ~ ; 

3.1 Trip Summary Information 

Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated 

Land Use Weekday I Saturday I Sunday AnnualVMT AnnualVMT 

Manufacturing 170.00 0.00 0.00 354,512 354,512 

Total I 170.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 354,512 I 354,512 

3.2 Trip Type Information 

Miles Trip Yo Trip Purpose "lo 

Land Use H-WorC-W H-S or C-C I H-0 or C-NW H-W or C- I H-S or C-Cl H-0 or C-NW Primary I Diverted I Pass-by 

Manufacturing 9.50 7.30 7.30 59.00 28.00 13.00 92 5 3 

3.3 Fleet Mix 

LOA I LDT1 I LDT2 .--MDV LHOf I LHD2 

0.281054i 0.0957381 0.151657i 0.13B591l 0.099170i 0.010531 l 



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2013.2 Page 1 of 1 Date: 4/15/2014 9:09 AM 

Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project - Electricity Consumption 
Siskiyou County, Annual 

1.0 Project Characteristics 

1.1 Land Usage 

Land Uses I Size I Metric I Lot Acreage I Floor Sl.lifaee-Area 1--Population 

Manufactl.lring 

1.2 Other Project Characteristics 

Urbanization 

Climate Zone 

C02 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr) 

Urban 

14 

641.35 

62JJO 

Wind Speed {mis) 

CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr) 

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data 

2.2 

0.029 

1000sqft 

Precipitation Freq {Days) 

Operational Year 

N20 Intensity 
{lb/MWhr) 

1.42 

85 

2014 

0.006 

Energy Use - KVA = 5,150 per project applicant. Assume 0.9 power factor to get KWhr of 4,635. 4,635/2,000 = 2.31 

Table Name I COlumllName I Default Value I New Value 

tl:iTEnergyUse- ----· T- NT24E l 1.85 j 2.31 

62,000.00 

...................... iiii§iiiii-Qyusa····· ................. f .......................... 1 .. 24it .......................... 1 ........................... 'iY.76 ............................ l ......................... 2:-s1· ...................... .. 

0 



2.0 Energy Detail 

Historical Energy Use: N 

2.1 Energy by Land Use - Electricity 

Unmitigated 

Larnfllse 

ElectiiClly .-rota! C02 I -CH4 
Use 

kWrvyr 

N20 

MTfyr 

t:02e 

Manufacturing ; 417880 ;; 121.5661 ; 5~5000e-; 1.1400e- ; 122.0341 
jj joo3joo3j 

Total 121.5661 , 5.5000e-, 1.1400e· I 122]f341 
003 003 



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2013.2 Page 1 of 1 Date: 4/15/2014 11 :23 AM 

Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project - Office Electricity Consumption 
Siskiyou County, Annual 

1.0 Project Characteristics 

1.1 Land Usage 

Land Uses I Size I Metnc I Lot Acieage-f Floor Surface Area .- Population 

General Office Building s:oo 

1.2 Other Project Characteristics 

Urbanization 

Climate Zone 

C02 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr) 

Urban 

14 

641.35 

Wind Speed (m/s) 

CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr) 

2.0 Energy Detail 

2.1 Energy by Land Use - Electricity 

Unmitigated 

Land Use 

General Office 
Building 

Total 

Etectrlcily I Total co21 CH4 
Use 

mo C02e 

kWrvyr 

74100 

MT/yr 

21.5&65f9.70ooe- i z:ooooe- i 21.6395 
~004i004j 

21.5565 I 9.7000e- I 2.0000e- r 21.63911 
004 004 

2.2 

0.029 

1000sqft 

Precipitation Freq (Days) 

Operational Year 

N20 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr) 

0.14 

85 

2014 

0.006 

s.000-:-00 0 



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2013.2 Page 1 of 1 Date: 4/11/2014 4:39 PM 

Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project - Operational Equipment 
Siskiyou County, Annual 

1.0 Project Characteristics 

1.1 Land Usage 

Land Uses I Size I Metric I Lot AC:re~ Floor Surface Area · • 

Manufacturing 1.00 1ooosqft 

1.2 Other Project Characteristics 

Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 

Climate Zone 14 Operational Year 

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data 

Operational Off-Road Equipment - Operational off-road equipment per project applicant 

Tablel\Jame I Column Name I Default Value I 

0.02 

85 

2015 

New Value 

tblOperationalOffRoadEquipment __ 1___ OperLoadFactor ! 0.37 - --------r --·--- 0-:-37 

1.000.cm 

·······ib"1oilei-atiCiTiaiofiRoaCiE<ilii;;ITie;ri-r·····r···· ......... · .... opert:.oadFacioi-................... 1··· · ··· ....... · ....... · ..... c».20· .............. · ···· ........ r···· ................ · ·· ··0:20 ...... ········ ....... · ···· 
....... ib'1oilei-ailiiTiaiofiRiiaCiE<ilii;;ffi0iii ....... r··· ............ · ... o.perloacii=aciiii-··· ········ ........ 1······· · .................... ,:r:ff .. · · · ·· .... ······ · · ······ ·· 1· · ··· ..... ···· ........... 0:37 .... ·· · ·· ·· ··· ......... .. 
................................................................. .: ................................................................ j ............................................................... i ....................................................... . 

tblOperationalOHRoadEquipment \ OperOHRoadEquipmentNumber l 0.00 l 2.00 

....... ib'1o~i-ailonai6ffRCiaCiE<ilii;;n:i0ii1····· .. f······aµ;;;.oiiRaaciEqi.ii;;;ji;;;;1N·un-;·tie~ ...... 1 ............................ o .. oo· ........................... r ......................... 1:00···· ................... . 
••••••0•••••••0•••••••••••••••••••••••01011011000000000••••••••••=••••••••••••0•••••••••••••••••••'""""""""""""""""""'"""""'i""""""'""'""""""""""""''"'"oa"""""'""oa"'""""'"''''""""'~'"""'""".,""'''".,""""''"'''U"••"•••"'''''"'""'"'' 

tblOperationalOHRoadEquipment l OperOHRoadEquipmentNumber l 0.00 l 1.00 

....... fb'1o;;tii-iiiiCiTiaioft'RoaCiECiliiiiffieiii' ...... 1' ...... oµ;;;oiiRaaciEq·u1;>ffi6iiiN.um·b'0r· .. · .. r······· .. ··········· .. ··· .. o:oo· .. ···· ..................... 1' ........................ "foo· .. ···· .. ··· ............ . 

.............. iiJ1'PrajeC:iciiaracierf5i1cs .............. r .................. operaiionai¥6ai-................... 1 ............................ 201·4······ ..................... r··· .................... 201·5· ...................... . 

Population 

0 



2.0 Operational Offroad 

EC!!Jipment Type I Number I Hours/Day I Days/Year I Horse Power I Load Factor I Fuel Type 

ITractors/Loaders/Backhoes :----- 2! 8.00: 260: · 97; 0.37!Diesel 
: : : : : : 

•••••••••••••••••••uonou10000••••••••••••0111001000000111o•••u}ouoooo••••••••••••••••U•H••••(••••H••••••••••••••••••HH•o••u•u•J••••100001oto1001ouououo101100•0010-)••••••••••••0•111•roooouooo••••••noJ001oouooooouooooou100000HJ1001uouooooo•oo100000010100 

Forklifts : 1 i 8.00! 260! 89! 0.20!Diesel 
: : : : : : 

~riicioffiiGiad"iii5i'sacki-ioes···· ................... f ............................. :; r ...................... · ....... s:oor-............. · ·· ............... 2601········ ......................... ii~T ..................... o:37ji51esei" ................ .. 
oi.iiii?ersiTeiii:iers ..................................... 'i ............................. 11···· ........................... s:ooi········· ........................ 2so'l······ ........................... 1·5~··············· .. ·····a:3s!Ci1esei .................. . 

: : : : : : 
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Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project - Water & Solid Waste 
Siskiyou County, Annual 

1.0 Project Characteristics 

1.1 Land Usage 

Land Uses I Size I Metric I Lot Acreage -l Floor Sl.lrrace Areal Population 

Manufacturing 1.00 

1.2 Other Project Characteristics 

Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 

Climate Zone 14 

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data 

Water And Wastewater - Water use per Initial Study subsection 17 

Solid Waste - Solid waste generation rate per Initial Study subsection 17 

Table Name I Column-J'Iame I 

1000sqft 

Precipitation Freq (Days) 

Operational Year 

Default Value I 

0.02 

85 

2015 

New Value 

tblProjectCharacterlstics ! OperatlonalYear ! 2014 l 2015 

1,000.00 
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tblSolidWaste 1 SolidWasteGenerationRate 1 1.24 1 65.00 
.................................................................. : .................................................................. j ............................................................... ,c ........................................................ . 

tblWater ! lndoorWaterUseRate l 231,250.00 l 3,679,200.00 

0 



2.0 Emissions Summary 

2.1 Overall Operational 

Unmitigated Operational 

ategory 

802 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 
PM10 PM10 Total 

!Ons/yr 

Fugitive Eifiaust CR4 ·e 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

w~ ~ i i ··--i - i i o.0000 i 0.0000 · r i 0.0000 i 0.0000 i 13.1944Tlf.OOOO i 13.1944 i 0.7798 i 0.0000 i 29.5695 
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3.0 Water Detail 

fTotal C02 I CH4 IC<J2e 
Category Ml/YI 

Mitigated :: 6.9588 : 0.1201 ; 2.88000- ; 10.3744 
!! ! ! 003 ! ......................... a ................ i ............... i .............. .i ............. .. 

Unmitigated !! 6.9588 ! 0.1202 ! 2.B800e-: 10.3762 

f: 1 i 003 1 

3.1 Water by Land Use 

Unmitigated 

Land Use Mgar 

CH4 

MT/yr 

N2U cote 

Manufacturing f 3~6792 / 0 l~ 6.9588 o. 1202 ; 2.8800e- : 1 o.3762 

iotal 6.9588 
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4.0 Waste Detail 

CategoryNear 

TotafC02 I . CR4 N20 I C02e 

Ml/yr 

Mitigated g 13.1944 l 0. 7798 0.0000 29.5695 

:: : .......................... ,, ........... ._ .. ,,. ............................. ·············· 
Unmitigated ll 13.1944 l 0. 7798 0.0000 29.5695 

4.1 Waste by Land Use 

Unmitigated 

Waste Total co2 
Disposed 

Land Use tons 

Manufacturing 65 1113.1944 

Total 13.··~-

CH4 N20 

MT/yr 

0.7798 1 0.0000 

0.7798 o.ouoo 

C02e 

l 29.5695 

2!1.5695 



CITY OF YREKA 
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION PERMIT NO. #4196 

FINDINGS OF APPROVAL 

The following findings of fact have been determined by the Planning Department, based upon 
the facts set forth in the City of Yreka Environmental Initial Study for the Fruit Growers Supply 
Company Sawmill Project Mitigated Negative Declaration: 

Findings for Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration -

1. The Planning Commission has considered the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration 
before making a decision on the project. 

2. The Planning Commission has considered comments received on the Mitigated Negative 
Declaration during the public review process. 

3. The Planning Commission finds that the initial study identified potentially significant 
effects, but a) mitigation measures agreed to by the Applicant before the mitigated 
negative declaration and initial study were released for public review would avoid the 
effects or mitigate the effects to a point where clearly no significant impact would occur, 
and b) there is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the City, that 
the project as revised to include the mitigation measures may have a significant effect on 
the environment. 

4. With the Mitigation Monitoring Program, there is no substantial evidence of a fair 
argument that the project will have a significant effect on the environment. 

5. The Mitigated Negative Declaration has been prepared in compliance with the Public 
Resources Code, the State CEQA Guidelines, and Yreka Municipal Code Title 19 
Environmental Impact Procedure, and is determined to be complete and final. 

6. The Mitigation Monitoring Program ensures implementation of mitigation measures 
identified in the Mitigated Negative Declaration. The Planning Commission finds that 
these mitigation measures are fully enforceable as conditions of approval of the project, 
and shall be binding on the Applicant, future property owners, and affected parties. 

Dated: 

Signed: 
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CITY OF YREKA 
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. #4197 

FINDINGS AND CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 

The following findings of fact have been determined by the Planning Department for the construction and 
operation of a sawmill on approximately 79 acres located at 229 South Phillipe Lane, APNs: 053-681-060, 
053-681-070, and 013-100-140: 

Findings of Approval: 

1. The proposal will not be materially detrimental to the health, safety, peace, morals, comfort and 
general welfare of persons residing or working in the neighborhood of such proposed use. 

The proposal to construct, establish, and operate a small log sawmill would not be materially 
detrimental to the health, safety, peace, morals, comfort and general welfare of persons residing or 
working in the neighborhood. The City's General Plan Noise Element Policy 10 limits construction 
activities to the hours of7 a.m. to 5 p.m. Thepreposedproject will not eperate on a 24 hour per dGty 
basis. Normal facility operational hou1es will occur within dGtytime ,lqours only and will not occur 
during nighttime periods (1 O:OOpm to 7:00am). Facilitv operational hours are permitted to extend up 
to 24 hours a dav. 7 davs a week. As discussed in Section 4.12 the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative 
Declaration (ISIMND), the project would not produce noise in the long term greater than the 
maximum allowable noise level of 50 dBA (as listed in the City of Yreka 's General Plan Noise Element) 
at the nearest residential land use which is approximately 295 feet away from the closest proposed 
project structure. Per Mitigation Measure 4.1.1 of the IS/MND, lighting would be shielded and 
directed inward onto the project site to prevent glare on adjacent properties. Subject to the issuance 
of a Conditional Use Permit by the Planning Commission and subject to the Conditions of Approval, 
use of the site would remain consistent with the intent of the General Plan designation and zone 
district. As such, the project will not be detrimental to the health, safety or general welfare of persons 
residing or working in the neighborhood. 

2. The proposal will not be materially detrimental to property or improvements in the neighborhood. 

The proposal will not be materially detrimental to property or improvements in the neighborhood. 
The granting of the Conditional Use Permit would allow an industrial use similar to the historic uses 
in the City. The new construction will contribute to the existing and planned industrial uses in the area 
and the site, building, and landscape improvements will provide an enhancement to a parcel that has 
been unused for at least the last 10 years. Conditions of Approval will provide for land use 
compatibility through landscaping, lighting and noise restrictions, and fonits to the hours ofoperation 
between the proposed industrial development and the nearest residences. 

3. The proposal will not be materially detrimental to the general welfare of the city. 

The use is compatible with the policies and objectives of the zoning ordinance for a M-2, Heavy 
Industrial zone, which allows a heavy industrial or maniifacturing use which may be objectionable by 
reason of nuisance factors upon approval and validation of a conditional use permit as set forth in 
Section 16.42.070 (CJ of the Yreka Municipal Code. The sawmill is consistent with the existing and 
historic industrial uses of the surrounding area and is consistent with the General Plan. As discussed 
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;n section 4.16 of the JS/MND, the proposal will not increase traffic beyond the capacity of existing 
infrastructure. 

4. An initial study has been prepared by the Planning Department to evaluate the potential for adverse 
environmental impacts. The Planning Commission finds that there is no substantial evidence, in light 
of the whole record before the Planning Commission, that the project will have a significant effect on 
the environment if the mitigation measures are adopted and implemented. The Commission directs 
that a Mitigated Negative Declaration be prepared. 

The foregoing findings are based upon the following: 

The design of the project and its proposed improvements will not cause serious public health problems 
or significant environment damage since the proposed project is for an industrial use within an existing 
industrial area. 

Conditions of approval will provide maximum land use compatibility between the proposed industrial 
development and the existing industrial area and any residences in proximity of the site. None of the findings 
necessary for denial of this proposal can be found in the affirmative. 
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The following conditions shall be complied with at all times while the use permitted by this permit occupies 
the premises: 

General Conditions -

I. Permittee is granted a permit to construct, establish and operate a Fruit Growers Supply Company 
sawmill including installing a two-story, pre-manufactured ±50,000 square foot building used to 
process small logs into lumber and a pre-manufactured ±12,000 square foot equipment maintenance 
facility on a project site of approximately 79 acres at 229 South Phillipe Lane, APN: 053-681-060, 
053-681-070, 013-100-140. The premises shall not be occupied or opened to the public until all 
conditions hereinafter set forth have been complied with by the permittee. 

2. All elements of the project application including the site plan shall be complied with as approved. 

3. Adequate off-street parking facilities shall be provided as follows: one (1) space for each employee of 
the maximum working shift and one off-street loading space plus one (1) loading space per 20,000 
square feet of gross floor area. As submitted, the project requires forty-five (45) parking spaces and 
four ( 4) off-street loading spaces. 

4. The off-street parking plan and facilities shall be approved by the City Manager. All loading, access 
drives, and aisles shall be paved and striped and bumper rails or other barriers shall be provided, as 
determined by the City Building Official or Director of Public Works and in accordance with Section 
16.54.090 of the Yreka Municipal Code. 

5. Parking required for disabled persons shall be marked, posted, and maintained in accord with 
provisions of the Motor Vehicles Code, California Building Code and any other law or regulation now 
or hereinafter enacted relating to parking for disabled persons. 

6. Use shall be conducted in accordance with the site plan as submitted for the property located at 229 
South Phillipe Lane, as approved by the Planning Commission on May 21, 2014, and the site plan 
shall not be changed or deviated from without approval of the Planning Commission; provided, 
however, upon request of the Permittee and showing of good cause, the City Manager is authorized to 
permit minor modifications of the site plan without resubmission to the Planning Commission. 

7. Prior to building permit issuance, an in-ground automated irrigation system designed with 
specifications that meets the requirements of Section 11.38.050 of the Yreka Municipal Code shall be 
submitted and approved by the City Manager or Building Official. 

8. Permittee shall obtain approval of all required public improvements through the Department of Public 
Works' encroachment permit process for construction of and/or connection to any City sewer, water, 
or storm drain. For any public infrastructure improvements that need to be constructed, the 
Department of Public Works may require plans prepared by a registered civil engineer. The required 
plans would be in addition to the plans prepared for the Building Department. 

9. Permittee shall submit a grading plan for review and approval by the Building Official prior to 
construction or any on-site grading. 
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10. Permittee shall submit a storm water detention analysis and drainage plan for review and approval by 
the Director of Public Works and/or Building Official prior to start of construction or any on-site 
grading specifically related to the needs of the proposed project. On-site detention or storm drain 
extension may be required. Low Impact Development (LID) techniques and facilities shall be used to 
the maximum extent possible. 

11. Permittee shall comply at all times with the zoning district regulations for the M-2, Heavy Industrial 
zone as set forth in section 16.42 of the Yreka Municipal Code. 

12. Permittee shall obtain a building permit and shall pay the necessary fees prior to making any building, 
electrical, mechanical, or plumbing installations and/or improvements to the structure. Public 
infrastructure improvements such as curb, gutter, sidewalk, curb ramps, driveway approaches, street 
lights and asphalt concrete street pavement may be required upon issuance of a building permit in 
accordance with Yreka Municipal Code Section 11.24.030. If such improvements already exist, 
damaged public improvements shall be repaired and/or replaced to restore the improvements to a 
condition satisfactory to the Director of Public Works in accordance with Yreka Municipal Code 
Section 11.24.030. 

13. Prior to the use of any of the buildings, the permittee shall secure a Certificate of Occupancy and 
approval of the Building Official and Fire Marshal that the structures meet the building standards and 
the fire regulations of the California Building Standards. 

14. Prior to any building plan submittal, a landscape plan shall be submitted and approved by the City. 
Manager Per Section 16.52.030 of the Yreka Municipal Code, the following is required: 

a. Five percent of the parking area shall be planted with trees, shrubs and ground covers. 
b. A minimum of one 5-gallon sized tree is required per ten (10) parking spaces. 
c. Parking areas provided adjacent to the street shall be separated from the street by landscaping 

within the required building setback area. One 15-gallon sized tree for each one hundred ( 100) 
feet of street frontage and one-gallon sized shrub for each five ( 5) feet of street frontage is required. 
This landscape area does not qualify for the five percent requirement in subsection (a.). 

15. As part of the project landscape plan, the applicant shall install enhanced landscape planting to consist 
of groupings of evergreen trees and enhanced shrub plantings along the southeast and northwest 
property lines to provide screening from the closest off-site residential dwellings. 

16. The installation and maintenance of the landscaping shall be per the approved landscape plan. As 
necessary, replacement of landscaping is required to match the approved plan. Water efficient 
irrigation system shall be installed for the landscaping per Yreka Municipal Code Section 16.52.030 
(E). 

17. Construction activities shall be limited to the hours of 7 :OOam to 5 :OOpm; all construction equipment 
to be operated within 500' of an occupied residence shall only operate between the hours of 7:00am 
to 7:00pm Monday-Saturday and 8:00am to 5:00pm on Sundays; and, hours of operation are limited 
to daytime hours only, ineluding materials transport aetivities. 
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18. The project shall incorporate noise reduction strategies to include sound insulation at the baghouse 
structure, sawmill building, equipment maintenance shop and on equipment to include the de-barking 
equipment, mill saw and tractors. Warning and back-up signal volumes shall be at the lowest allowed 
levels permitted by the OSHA and regulatory agency standards. 

19. Permittee shall secure an annual City business license to carry on the business of a sawmill. 

20. Exterior site lighting shall be dark sky compliant where possible and shall be shielded and directed 
inward to reduce off-site light impacts. Exterior lighting shall be limited to a maximum off-site light 
escape of one-foot candle at the property line. 

21. The use permit granted in accordance with the terms of this title may be revoked if any of the 
conditions or terms of such permit are violated or if any law or ordinance is violated in connection 
therewith, or if the Planning Commission finds, with the concurrence of the City Council, that the 
continuance of the use permit will endanger the public health, safety, or welfare. 

22. The site plan approval shall expire and the City may set hearings and take action to terminate if not 
used within one ( 1) year from the date of approval unless, prior to the expiration of one year, a building 
permit is issued and construction is commenced. Approval may be extended upon written application 
to the Planning Commission before expiration of the first approval. 

Mitigation Measures 

The following conditions of approval are also mitigation measures and relied upon to reduce impacts 
identified in the Initial Study to a less than significant level. While the Commission may make minor 
modifications to any condition of approval, including mitigation measures, any substantial 
modification to the mitigation measures will need to be reviewed in light of the entire record and could 
result in the need to recirculate the environmental document before taking action on the proposed 
project. 

23. All lighting shall be shielded and directed inward onto the project site. It shall not create glare on 
neighboring properties. Tall fixtures that illuminate large areas shall be directed downward to prevent 
light spillover onto neighboring properties and streets. Lighting shall be directed away from adjacent 
roadways and shall not interfere with traffic or create a safety hazard. All outdoor lighting on the 
project site shall be shielded. 

24. The following dust control measures shall be incorporated into the project to reduce short-term 
emissions resulting from construction. Depending on weather and site conditions, or as directed by the 
City, measures shall include, but are not limited to, the following: 

a. Use regular watering to control dust generation as described below. 

b. When transporting soil and other dust-generating materials by truck during construction 
activities, cover materials and/or maintain 2 feet of freeboard. 

c. Wash or wet-sweep paved streets adjacent to construction sites as necessary to remove 
accumulated dust. 
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d. During earth-moving operations, conduct watering as necessary to prevent visible emissions 
from extending beyond active areas. 

e. Water all unpaved roads used for any vehicular traffic at least once per every two hours of active 
operations and restrict vehicle speed on unpaved roads to 15 miles per hour (mph), or as 
appropriate to reduce dust. 

f. Pave, maintain a wet surface, or apply dust suppressants on all unpaved access roads, parking 
areas, and staging areas. 

g. Suspend land clearing, grading, earth-moving, or excavation activities when winds exceed 20 
miles per hour. 

h. Cover inactive storage piles of topsoil or landscape materials. 

i. Post a publicly visible sign with the number and person to contact regarding dust complaints. 
This person shall have the authority and responsibility to respond and take corrective action 
within 24 hours. 

j. No temporary asphalt or concrete batch plants will be allowed to operate on-site. 

k. Construction staging areas should be located at a distance that would reduce odors and dust 
emissions from existing schools and residential areas. 

25. If, during the course of project implementation, cultural resources (i.e., prehistoric sites, historic 
features, isolated artifacts, and features such as concentrations of shell or glass) are discovered, work 
shall be halted immediately within 50 feet of the discovery, the City of Yreka Public Works 
Department shall be immediately notified, and a professional archaeologist that meets the Secretary 
of the Interior's Professional Qualifications Standards in prehistoric or historical archaeology shall be 
retained to determine the significance of the discovery. The City shall consider mitigation 
recommendations presented by a professional archaeologist and implement a measure or measures 
that the City deems feasible and appropriate. Such measures may include avoidance, preservation in 
place, excavation, documentation, curation, data recovery, or other appropriate measures. 

26. If, during the course of project implementation, paleontological resources (e.g., fossils) are discovered, 
work shall be halted immediately within 50 feet of the discovery, the City of Yreka Public Works 
Department shall be immediately notified, and a qualified paleontologist shall be retained to determine 
the significance of the discovery. The City shall consider the mitigation recommendations presented 
by a professional paleontologist and implement a measure or measures that the City deems feasible 
and appropriate. Such measures may include avoidance, preservation in place, excavation, 
documentation, curation, data recovery, or other appropriate measures. 

27. If, during the course of project implementation, human remains are discovered, all work shall be halted 
immediately within 50 feet of the discovery, the City of Yreka Public Works Department shall be 
immediately notified, and the County Coroner must be notified, according to Section 5097.98 of the 
California Public Resources Code and Section 7050.5 of the California Health and Safety Code. If the 
remains are determined to be Native American, the coroner will notify the Native American Heritage 
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Commission, and the procedures outlined in California Code of Regulations Section 15064.5( d) and 
(e) shall be followed. 

28. The project applicant shall be required to complete all site remediation actions approved by the North 
Coast RWQCB active cleanup order Case Number 1NSI103. 

Date: 

Signed: 
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INTRODUCTION 

The Fruit Growers Supply Company is a sawmill which is located at 229 S. Phill ipe Lane, in the City 
of Yreka , Californ ia. The Fruit Growers received their Conditional Use Permit to construct the 
sawmill and associated buildings on May 22, 2014. The Conditional Use Permit was based upon 
the Mitigated Negative Declaration (City of Yreka. Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Proj ct 
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration. Prepared for: City of Yreka, Prepared by: PMC, April 
2014), and the Mitigation Monitoring Plan (Mitigation Monitoring Program For the City of Yreka Fruit 
Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project. May 2014, Prepared for: City of Yreka, Prepared by 
PMC) which set hours of operations, between 7:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m., five days a week, including 
truck transport. 

The Fruit Growers is requesting a modification to the existing Conditional Use Permit which allows 
for 24-hour operations, five days per week. The increased operations would not increase the hours 
of operations for truck transport. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The Fruit Growers Supply Company is building the small log sawmill to supply crate and pallet 
material fo r their delivery and packaging needs for their operation throughout California. They 
collect raw timber in smal ler sizes, from 4 in to 12 inch logs, and transport them by truck to the 
Sawmill and store them in log decks, onsite. The logs are processed at the sawmill beginning with 
logs being fed into a de-barker to remove all the bark of the logs, and then logs are cut to specified 
lengths by a "chop saw" or large rotating blade. The logs are moved indoors and are inspected by a 
computer laser measuring system that will then calcu late the most efficient cuts to make from each 
log. As the logs pass through the sawmill equipment the pr cessed lumber is warmed to control 
mold and bacteria. From there it is stacked and loaded on lumber trucks for transport other Fruit 
Growers Supply Company facilities. 

The by-products of bark, chips and sawdust are removed from the site and sold to companies that 
will reuse the materials as fuel or other products. The simple synopsis of the operations is that the 
logs come in , are stored, cleaned and cut into lumber then shipped out, with all by-products used by 
others. 

ZONING AND SURROUNDING LAND USES 

The project site is located within an industrial park at the eastern edge of the Yreka city limits. The 
site is bordered on the north by the Yreka Western Railroad tracks, which does not operate at this 
time. To the north of the rai l line are industrial uses. To the east of the project site is the Timber 
Products lumber mill. and agricultural lands beyond. There is a buffer of vacant land to the south 
and west of the project site, with large-lot re idential uses to the south , northwest and west. To the 
west, the residences are on Clark Way, and the residences to the south are accessed from Phillipe 
Lane. There are some residences to the northwest off of Foothil l Drive. Figure 1 shows the project 
location. 

j. c. brennan & associates, Inc. 
Job # 201 5-219 

Environmental Noise Analysis 
Fruit Growers Sawmill Modification of Conditional Use Permit 
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ENVIRONMENT AL SETTING 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION ON NOISE 

Fundamentals of Acoustics 

Acoustics is the science of sound. Sound may be thought of as mechanical energy of a vibrating 
object transmitted by pressure waves through a medium to human (or animal) ears. If the pressure 
variations occur frequently enough (at least 20 times per econd), then they can be heard and are 
cal led sound . The number of pressure variations per second is called the frequency of sound, and 
is expressed as cycles per second or Hertz (Hz). 

Noise is a subjective reaction to different types of sounds. Noise i typically defined as (airborne) 
sound that is loud , unpleasant, unexpected or undesired, and may therefore be classified as a more 
specific group of sounds. Perceptions of sound and noise are highly subjective from person to 
person. 

Measuring sound directly in terms of pressure would require a very large and awkward range of 
numbers. To avoid this, the decibel scale was devised. The decibel scale uses the hearing 
threshold (20 micropascals) , as a point of reference, defined as O dB. Other sound pressures are 
then compared to this reference pres ure, and the logarithm is taken to keep the numbers in a 
practica l range. The decibel scale allows a million-fold increase in pressure to be expressed as 120 
dB, and changes in levels (dB) correspond closely to human perception of relative loudness. 

The perceived loudness of sounds is dependent upon many factor , including sound pre ure level 
and frequency content. However, within the usual range of environmenta l noise levels, perception 
of loudness is relatively predictable, and can be approximated by A-weighted sound levels. There 
is a strong correlation between A-weighted sound levels (expressed as dBA) and the way the 
human ear perceives sound. For this reason, the A-weighted sound level has become the standard 
tool of environmental noise assessment. All noise levels reported in th is section are in terms of A­
weighted levels, but are expressed as dB, unless otherwise noted. 

The decibel scale is logarithmic, not linear. In other words, two sound levels 10 dB apart differ in 
acoustic energy by a factor of 10. When the standard logarithmic decibel is A-weighted, an 
increase of 10 dBA is generally perceived as a doubling in loudness. For example, a 70 dBA sound 
is half as loud as an 80 dBA sound, and twice as loud as a 60 dBA sound. 

Community noise is commonly described in terms of the ambient noise level, which is defined as 
the all-encompassing noise level associated with a given environment. A common statistical tool is 
the average, or equivalent, sound level (Leq ), which corresponds to a steady-state A weighted sound 
level containing the same total energy as a time varying signal over a given time period (usually one 
hour) . The Leq is the foundation of the composite noise descriptor, Ldn. and shows very good 
correlation with community response to noise. 

The day/night average level (Ldn) is based upon the average noise level over a 24-hour day, with a 
+10 decibel weighing applied to noise occurring during nighttime (10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m.) hours. 
The nighttime penalty is based upon the assumption that people react to nighttime noise expo ures 
as though they were twice as loud as daytime exposures. Because Ld repre ents a 24-hour 
average, it tends to disguise short-term variations in the noise environment. 

Table 1 lists several examples of the noise levels associated with common situations. Appendix A 
provides a summary of acoustical terms used in this report . 
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~ Continuous 24-hour Noise Monitoring Sites 

Q Short-term Noise Monitoring Sites 



TABLE 1 
T YPICAL NOISE LEVELS 

Common Outdoor Activities Noise Level (dBA) Common Indoor Activities 

--110-- Rock Band 

Jet Fly-over at 300 m (1,000 ft) --1 00--

Gas Lawn Mower at 1 m (3 ft) --90--

Diesel Truck at 15 m (50 ft), 
--80--

Food Bender at 1 m (3 fl) 
at 80 km/hr (50 mph) Garbage Disposal at 1 111 (3 ft) 

Noisy Urban Area, Daytime 
--70-- Vacuum Cleaner at 3 m (10 ft) 

Gas Lawn Mower, 30 m (100 ft) 

Commercial Area 
--60-- Normal Speech at 1 m (3 ft) 

Heavy Traffi c at 90 m (300 ft) 

Quiet Urban Daytime --50--
Large Business Office 

Dishwasher in Next Room 

Quiet Urban Nighttime --40--
Theater, Large Conference Room 
(Background) 

Quiet Suburban Nighttime - 30- Library 

Quiet Rural Nighttime -20-
Bedroom at Night, Concert Hall 
(Background) 

--10-- Broadcast/Recording Studio 

Lowest Threshold of Human Hearing --0-- Lowest Threshold of Human Hearing 

Source: Caltrans, Technical Noise Supplement , Traffic Noise Analysi Protocol. November, 2009. 

j .c. brennan & associates, Inc. 
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Effects of Noise on People 

The effects of noise on people can be placed in three categories: 

• Subjective effects of annoyance, nuisance, and dis atisfaction 

• Interference with activities such as speech , sleep, and learning 

• Physiological effects such as hearing loss or sudden startling 

Environmental noise typically produces effects in the first two categories. Workers in industrial 
plants can experience noise in the last category. There is no completely satisfactory way to 
measure the subjective effects of noise or the corresponding reactions of annoyance and 
dissatisfaction. A wide variation in individual thresholds of annoyance exists and different 
tolerances to noise tend to develop based on an individual's past experiences with noise. 

Thus, an important way of predicting a human reaction to a new noise environment is the way it 
compares to the existing environment to which one has adapted: the so-called ambient noise level. 
In general , the more a new noise exceeds the previously existing ambient noise level, the less 
acceptable the new noise will be judged by those hearing it. 

With regard to increases in A-weighted noise level, the following relationships occur: 

• Except in carefully controlled laboratory experiments, a change of 1 dBA cannot be 
perceived; 

• Outside of the laboratory, a 3 dBA change is considered a just-perceivable difference; 

• A change in level of at least 5 dBA is required before any noticeable change in human 
response would be expected; and 

• A 10 dBA change is subjectively heard as approximately a doubling in loudness, and can 
cause an adverse response. 

Stationary point sources of noise - including stationary mobile sources such as idling vehicles -
attenuate (lessen) at a rate of approximately 6 dB per doubling of distance from the source, 
depending on environmental conditions (i.e. atmospheric conditions and either vegetative or 
manufactured noise barriers, etc.). Widely distributed noises, such as a large industrial faci lity 
spread over many acres. or a street with moving vehicles, would typically attenuate at a lower rate. 

j.c. brennan & associates, Inc. 
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EXISTING CONDITIONS 

The existing land uses and noise envi ronment in the project area can be defined as dominated by 
traffic on Phil lipe Lane and the operations of the industrial park, including Fruit Growers and Timber 
Products. 

EXISTING AMBIENT N OISE L EVELS 

To quantify the existing ambient noise environment in the project vicinity, j .c. brenn an & associates 
Inc. conducted continuous hourly noise level measurements for a period of 24-hours at two 
locations non the project site. The noise level measurements were conducted from Wednesday 
November 11 1h - Thursday November 12'h, 201 5. In addition, short-term noise level measurements 
were conducted at three sites during the daytime and nighttime hours. 

Noise measurement locations are shown on Figure 1. A summary of the noise level measurement 
survey results are provided in Table 2. Appendix B contains the complete results of the continuous 
(24-hr) noise monitoring. 

The sound level meters were programmed to record the maximum, median, and average noise 
levels at each site during the survey. In addition, the meters were programmed to determine 
individual tra in pass-by noise levels. The maximum value, denoted Lmax, represents the highest 
noise level measured. The average value, denoted Leq, represents the energy average of all of the 
noise received by the sound level meter microphone during the monitoring period. The median 
value, denoted L50, represents the sound level exceeded 50 percent of the time during the 
monitoring period . In addition, the composite 24-hour average noise level (Ldn) was also calculated 
from the hourly Leq values. The calculated Ldn for each day applies a +10 dBA penalty to all noise 
which occurs during the nighttime period, which is defined as the hours between 10:00 p.m. and 
7:00 a.m. 

Larso Davis Laboratories (LDL) Model 820 precision integrating sound level meters were used for 
the ambient noise level measurement survey. The meters were calibrated before and after use with 
an LDL Model CAL200 acoustical calibrator to ensure the accuracy of the measurements. The 
equipment used meets all pertinent specifications of the American National Standards Institute for 
Type 1 sound level meters (ANSI S1 .4). 

- - - -- -- - -
}.c. brennan & associates, Inc. 
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TABLE 2 
S UMMARY OF E XISTING CONTINUOUS B ACKGROUND NOISE MEASUREMENT DATA 

N OVEMBER 11rn - 12rn, 201 5 

I 
Average Measured Hourly Noise Levels, dBA 

Site Daytime (7am-10pm) Nighttime (10pm-7am) 

Ldn Leq L50 Lmax Leq L50 I.max 

A -- Southeast Corner of Fruit Growers Site 61 dBA 60 52 81 5 45 75 
- ·- ------ ·--- --- ·-

B - West Side of Fruit Growers Site 52 dBA 51 44 65 42 38 52 
-~-' -- -- -

1 - Corner of Footh ill Dr. and Clark Way 
@2:00 p.m. NIA 41 40 42 
(ill 10:20 o.rn. 40 38 40 

2 - Northeast Corner of Frui t Growers Site 
N/A 45 43 59 

@ 10:40 o.m. 
3 - 600-feet from the Mill Building N/A 58 58 63 

(ill 10:20 a.m. 
-· 

Source: j .c . brennan & associates, Inc. , 2015. 

Based upon observations at the project site, the primary noise source at Site A during the daytime 
hours was truck traffic on Ph illipe Lane. The primary noise source during the late afternoon, 
evening and nighttime hours was the Timber Products lumber mill operations and traffic on Phillipe 
Lane. 

The primary noise source at Site B during the daytime hours was operations from the Fruit Growers 
operations. Front end loaders were moving construction-related soil with in 200 feet of the noise 
monitoring site, wh ich was a primary contributor. Some noise associated with Timber Products 
operations were al o observed. Nighttime noise levels were due primarily to the Timber Products 
operations. 

Based upon observations, the primary noise source at Site 1 during the daytime hours was a 
combination of roadway traffic on Foothills Drive, Fruit Growers operations, and Timber Products 
operations. The primary noise source during the nighttime hours was due to Timber Products 
operations. 

Based upon observations, the primary noise source at Site 2 during the daytime hours was a 
combination of roadway traffic on Ph illipe Lane, and Timber Products operations. To a lesser 
extent the noise fr m Fruit Growers also contributed to the noise environment. The primary noise 
source during the nighttime hours was due to Timber Products operations. 

J.C. brennan & associates. Inc 
Job# 2015-219 

Environmental Noise Ana/y i 
Fruit Growers Sawmill Modification of Conditional Use Permit 

Page 7 of1 1 



' ! 

Site 3 was located at 600-feet from the mill building and the primary noise sources (ie: de-barker, 
loading area of the de-barker, hog and loader operations). This provided a good reference noise 
level of all primary operations on west side of the building. 

F RUIT G ROWERS SAWMILL E QUIPMENT N OISE LEVELS 

During the site visit to the Fruit Growers Supply Company on November 11 1
h and 1ih, major noise 

sources associated with Fruit Growers were identified. These sources are as follows: 

• Loading of the De-barker 
• De-barker 
• Hog ( Hi-Inertia Wood Waste Grinder) 
• Chipper 

The sources described above are all located outside of the mill building. The de-barker and 
associated equipment are all located on the west side of the mill bui lding. The Hog is located on 
the north side of the building and the chipper is located on the northeast side of the building. All 
other equipment such as the saw , conveyors and orters are located in ide of the mill building 
which shields the majority of the inside operational noise. 

Noise level measurements were conducted for each of the primary noise sources on November 11, 
2015. Noise measurements were conducted with a Larson Davis Laboratories (LDL) Model 824, 
precision integrating sound level meter which was equipped with 1 /3 octave band filters. All 
equipment and filters conform to ANSI Type 1 equipment. The equipment was calibrated prior to 
the measurements with an LDL Model CAL200 calibrator. Table 3 shows the results of the noise 
measurements. Figure 2 shows the locations of the major noise producing pieces of equipment. 

TABLE 3 
PRIMARY EQUIPMENT MEASURED NOISE LEVELS 

Measured Noise Levels 
Noise Source Distance Leq Lmax 

Loading of Debarker 150 feet 65dBA 67 dBA -
Debarker 150 feet 71 dBA 74dBA 

[---- - ·- Hog and Loader 150 feet 70 dBA 72dBA 
Chip_e~~- -

---· ·---~-----·-

I 100 feet 75dBA 80dBA 
I Source: j .c. brennan & associates, Inc. - 2015 

j.c. brennan & associates, Inc 
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Fruit Growers Sawmill 
Figure: z 

Project Sile and Primary Noise Source Locations 
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REG ULA TORY CONTEXT 

C ITY OF YREKA GENERAL P LAN NOISE ELEMENT 

The Ci ty of Yreka General Plan Noise Element establishes land use compatibility criteria associated 
with transportation and non-transportation noise sources. The project noise sources associated 
with the change in hours of operation are specific to the non-transportation noise source operations. 
The fol lowing are the noise source policies and criteria pertinent to the project. 

Policy 6-
The interior and exterior noise level standards for noise-sensitive areas of new uses affected 
by non-transpottation noise sources in the City of Yreka are shown by Table 5 (Table 4 f 
th is report) . 

Policy 7-
The Table 5 (Table 4 of this report) standards are applied to both new noise-sensitive land 
uses and new noise-generating uses. with the responsibility for noise mitigation placed on 
the new use. For example, if a developer proposed construction of a new apartment 
complex near an existing industry the developer would be responsible for including 
appropriate noise mitigation in the project design to achieve compliance with the Table 5 
(Table 4 of this report) standards at the apartments. Conversely, if a new industry was 
proposed near an existing apattment complex, the industry would be responsible for 
including appropriate noise mitigation in the project design to achieve compliance with the 
Table 5 (Table 4 of this report) standards at the existing apartment building. 

Policy 8-
Where the noise level standards of Table 5 (Table 4 of this report) are predicted to be 
exceeded at new uses proposed with the City of Yreka which are affected by or include non­
transportation noise sources, appropriate noise mitigation measures shall be included in the 
project design to reduce projected noise levels to a state of compliance with tile Table 5 
standards (Table 4 of this report). 

Table 4 (Table 5 of the General Plan Noise Element) 
NOISE STANDARDS FOR NEW USES AFFECTED BY NON-TRANSPORTATION NOISE 

CITY OF YREKA NOISE ELEMENT 

New Land Use 

All Residential 
Transient. Lodqinq 

Hospitals and Nursing 
Homes 

Theatres and 
Auditoriums 

Churches, Meeting 
Halls, Schools , 
Libraries, etc. 

Office Buildinqs 
Commercial Buildinqs 
Playgrounds, Parks, 

etc. 
Industry 

j. c. brennan & associatos, Inc. 
Job# 2015-219 

Outdoor Activity Area - Leq Interior - Leq 
Daytime Nighttime Day and Night 

_ , __ 5_Q ___ +-_i~---- - · 35 --
55 ' --- 40 
50 

---
·- 55 

55 
55 
65 

65 

I 45 35 

--- 35 

--- 40 

--- 45 
-- 45 
--- ---

65 50 
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Determination of a Significant Increase in Noise Levels 

Table 5 is based upon recommendations made in August 1992 by the Federal lnteragency 
Committee on Noi~e (FICON) to provide guidance in the assessment of changes in ambient noise 
levels. 

Table 5 
s· T 1qm 1cance o f Ch . C If N . E anQes m umu a 1ve 01se xposure 

Ambient Noise Level Without Project Increase Required for Significant Impact 

<60 dBA +5.0 dB or more 
60-65 dBA +3.0 dB or more 

>65 dBA +1 .5 dB or more 

Source: FICON 1992 

ANALYSIS OF POTENTIAL NOISE IMPACTS 

INCREASE IN HOURS OF O PERATIONS 

Based upon the noise measurements conducted for the project operations and the overa ll 
background noise levels, the nearest residences along Phillipe Lane are exposed to traffic noise 
and Timber Products noise which currently exceed the nighttime noise level criteria . These two 
noise sources dominate the overall noise environment at the Phillipe Lane residences. 

The primary noise sources associated with the Fruit Growers operations are located on the 
opposite side of the mill building from the residences on Phillipe Lane, and the expansion of hours 
are not expected to increase overall noise levels due to the shielding of Fruit Growers noise 
sources. 

The nearest residences to the west and northwest range between 1,800 feet and 4, 100 feet from 
the mill building and the primary noise sources associated with the mill operations. The predicted 
noise levels due to the mill operations, while accounting for shielding due to the log-decks are 
calculated to range between 41 dBA Leq and 43 dBA Leq. Overall noise levels due to Fruit 
Growers at the nearest residences would increase nighttime noise levels by no more than 3 dBA. 
The predicted noise levels would be in compl iance with the City of Yreka General Plan nighttime 
noise level criteria. In addition, the increase in overall noise levels would not be considered 
significant based upon Table 5. 

F UTURE ADDITIONAL IMPROVEMENTS 

The Fruit Growers future improvements or expansions are expected to include gang-saws, 
additional chop saws and conveyors. All fu ture equipment will be located inside of the mill building 
and noise associated with these pieces of equipment will be shielded , and are not expected to 
result in increased exterior noise levels. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The Fruit Growers expansion of hours is expected to comply with the City of Yreka nighttime noise 
level criteria, provided that hours of truck operations do not increase. It is also expected that the 
expansion of hours will not result in a significant increase in nighttime noise levels. 

j.c. brennan & associates, Inc. 
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Appendix A 
Acoustical Terminology 

Acoustics The science of sound. 

Ambient Noise The distinctive acoustical characteristics of a given space consisting of all noise sources audible at that 
location . In many cases, the term ambient is used to describe an existing or pre-project condition such as the 
setting in an environmental noise study. 

Attenuation The reduction of an acoustic signal. 

A-Weighting A frequency-re ponse adjustmen of a sound level meter that conditions the output signal to approximate 
human response. 

Decibel or dB Fundamental unit of sound, A Bell is defined as the logarithm of the ratio of the sound pre sure squared over 
the reference pressure squared. A Decibel is one-tenth of a Bell. 

CNEL Community Noise Equivalent Level. Defined as the 24-hour average noise level with noise occurring during 
evening hours (7 - 10 p.m.) weighted by a factor of three and nighttime hours weighted by a fa tor of 10 prior to 
averaging 

Frequency 

Loudness 

Noise 

NRC 

Peak Noise 

RT so 

Sabin 

SEL 

STC 

Threshold 
of Hearing 

Threshold 
of Pain 

Impulsive 

Simple Tone 

The measure of the rapidity of al terations of a periodic signal, expressed in cycles per second or hertz (Hz). 

Day/Night Average Sound Level. Similar to CNEL but with no evening weighting 

Equivalent or energy-averaged sound level. 

The highest root-mean-square (RMS) sound level measured over a given period of time. 

The sound level exceeded a described percentile over a measurement period For instance, an hourly L50 is 
the sound level exceeded 50% of the time during the one hour period. 

A subjective term for the sensation of the magnitude of sound. 

Unwanted sound. 

Noise Reduction Coefficient. NRC is a single-number rating of the sound-absorption of a material equal to the 
arithmetic mean of the sound-absorption coefficients in the 250, 500, 1000. and 2,000 Hz octave frequency 
bands rounded to the nearest multiple of 0.05 It is a representation of the amount of sound energy ab orbed 
upon striking a particular surface An NRC of 0 indicat s perfect reflection, an NRC of 1 indicate perfect 
absorption. 

The /eve corresponding to the highest (not RMS) sound pressure measured over a given period of time. This 
term is often confused with the ' Maximum@ level, which is the highest RMS level. 

The time it takes reverberant sound to decay by 60 dB once the source has been removed. 

The unit of sound absorption. One square foot of material absorbing 100% of incident sound has an abso ption 
of 1 Sabin. 

Sound Expos re Level. SEL i s rating, in decibels, of a discrete vent, such as an aircraft flyover or train 
passby, that compresse the tota l sound energy into a one-second event 

Sound Transmission Class. STC is an integer rating of how well a building parti tion attenuates airborne sound 
It is widely used to rate interior partitions, ceilings/floors, doors, windows and exterior wall configurations 

T11e lowest sound that can be perceived by the human auditory system, generally considered to be 0 dB for 
persons with perfe t hearing 

Approximately 120 dB above the threshold of hearing. 

Sound of short duration . usually less than one second . with an abrupt onset and rapid decay. 

Any sound which can be judged as audible as a 1ngle pitch or set of single pitches. 

II j.c. brennan & associates 
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Appendix B 
Fruit Growers Sawmill 
24hr Continuous Noise Monitoring - Site A 
Wednesday, November 11th - Thursday, November 12th, 2015 

Hour I Leq I Lmax I L50 I L90 Statistical Summary 
9:00:00 60.6 80.4 52.6 49.9 Daytime (7 a.m. -10 p.m.) Nighttime (10 p.m. - 7 a.m.) 
10:00:00 61.7 83.2 52.2 49.0 High Low Average High Low Average 
11 :00.00 60.4 79.8 53.3 49.9 Leq (Average) 63 52 60 59 47 53 
12:00:00 61.8 84.2 54.7 49. 2 Lmax (Maximum) 88 73 81 78 71 75 
13:00:00 61.9 82.7 54 .5 50.6 L50 (Median) 56 44 52 51 41 45 
14:00:00 63.1 84.7 55.5 51.2 L90 (Background) 51 42 49 48 39 43 
15:00:00 61.3 82.3 53.5 49.2 
16:00:00 61.5 87.6 54.6 51 .3 Computed Ldn, dB 61 
17:00:00 59.6 79.8 53.7 50.0 % Daytime Energy 91% 
18:00:00 58.2 81.7 48.2 45. 1 % Nighttime Energy 9% 
19:00:00 54.0 73.7 47.6 45.6 
20:00:00 54.2 78.9 44 .0 42.1 
21 :00:00 52.0 72.7 48.3 44.1 
22:00:00 52 2 76.0 47.8 44.5 
23:00:00 53.1 74. 9 51.0 46.1 
0:00:00 49 4 73.2 45.4 42.0 
1:00:00 48.2 74.4 41.8 40.0 
2:00:00 49.5 76.4 42.0 40.2 
3:00:00 50.1 76.5 42.0 41.0 
4:00:00 46.6 70.6 40.6 39.0 
5:00:00 53.7 73. 1 45.6 43.3 
6:00:00 58.5 77.8 50.3 47.9 
7:00:00 62 .3 87.6 52.9 50.4 
8:00:00 59.2 76.2 54.5 50.3 

~j. c. brennan & associates 
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Appendix B 
Fruit Growers Sawmill 

24hr Continuous Noise Monitoring - Site A 
Wednesday, November 11th-Thursday, November 12th, 2015 

5 PM 9 PM 

Hour of Day 

1-+--Leq -ii-Lmax -.tr-L50 ~ 

1 AM 5AM 
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A ppendix B 
Fruit Growers Sawmill 
24hr Continuous Noise Monitoring - Site B 
Wednesday, November 11th - Thursday, November 12th, 2015 

Hour I Leq I Lmax I LSO I L90 Statistical Summary 
9.00:00 49.8 77.9 48.8 44.1 Oavtime (7 a.m. - 10 p.m.) N1qhttime (10 p.m. - 7 a.m.) 
10:00:00 53.0 79.1 52.2 46. High Low Average High Low Average 
11:00:00 56.2 76 .8 43 .1 41.2 Leq (Averaqe) 58 39 51 48 35 42 
12:00:00 43. 8 54.1 42 6 41.0 Lmax (Maximum) 79 52 65 62 45 52 
13:00:00 47.4 61.8 45.5 42.3 L50 (Median) 52 37 44 43 35 38 
14 :00:00 45.3 65. 43.2 40.1 L90 (Background I 46 35 40 39 33 35 
15:00:00 54.7 73.0 43.8 40.0 

16:00:00 58.2 75. 0 48.3 40 .0 Computed Ldn, dB I 52 I 
17:00:00 46.2 69.8 39.4 36 .9 % Oavtime Enerov I 93% 
18:00:00 42.7 55.8 41.7 39.2 % Nighttime Energy I 7% I 
19:00:00 40.4 51.5 39 .3 35.8 
20:00:00 38 6 52.8 37.4 35.4 
21 :00:00 44.7 56. 0 41.4 36.4 
22:00:00 44.0 60.8 38. 5 34 .8 
23:00:00 47.5 61.B 43.4 36.0 
0:00:00 4 5 51 .2 38.6 34.7 
1:00:00 37.4 47.5 36.B 34.9 
2:00:00 35.5 48.0 34.7 33.5 
3:00:00 35.9 45.5 35.2 33 7 
4:00:00 36.6 45.4 35.9 34.2 
5:00:00 40.1 48.0 36 8 34.9 
6:00:00 44 .9 58 .8 42.2 39.0 
7:00:00 48.1 61.3 45.B 42.9 
B:OO:OO 47.0 59.5 45.9 42.7 
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Appendix B 
Fruit Growers Sawmill 

24hr Continuous Noise Monitoring - Site B 
Wednesday, November 11th-Thursday, November 12th, 2015 

5PM 9PM 

Hour of Day 
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MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM 

INTRODUCTION 

This document is the Mitigation Monitoring Program (MMP) tor the Fruit Growers Supply Company 
Sawmill Conditional Use Permit Project Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration. This MMP 
has been prepared pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Section 15097 
requires public agencies to adopt reporting or monitoring programs whenever they approve 
projects subject to an environmental impact report or a mitigated negative declaration that 
includes mitigation measures to avoid significant adverse environmental effects. The reporting 
or monitoring program is to ensure compliance with conditions of project approval during 
project implementation in order to avoid significant adverse environmental effects. An MMP is 
required tor the proposed project because the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration has 
identified potentially significant adverse impacts, and measures have been identified to 
mitigate those impacts. 

This law was passed in response to historic non-implementation of mitigation measures presented 
in environmental documents and subsequently adopted as conditions of project approval. In 
addition, monitoring ensures that mitigation measures are implemented and thereby provides a 
mechanism to evaluate effectiveness of mitigation measures and subsequent conditions of 
project approval are implemented. 

The numbering of the individual mitigation measures follows the numbering sequence as found 
in the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration adopted tor the project by the City of Yreka. 

MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM 

The basis tor this monitoring program is the mitigation measures included in the project's 
Mitigated Negative Declaration. These mitigation measures are designed to eliminate or reduce 
significant adverse environmental effects to less than significant levels. These mitigation 
measures become conditions of project approval. Which the project proponent is required to 
complete during and after implementation of the proposed project. 

The MMP, as outlined in the following table, describes mitigation timing, monitoring 
responsibilities, and compliance verification responsibility for all mitigation measures identified in 
the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration. 

The City of Yreka Public Works Department, North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board, 
and Siskiyou County Air Pollution Control District will be the primary agency responsible tor 
implementing the mitigation measures that are required to be implemented during the 
operation of the project. 

The MMP is presented in tabular form on the following pages. The components of the MMP are 
described briefly below: 

• Mitigation Measures: The mitigation measures are taken from the Initial Study/Mitigated 
Negative Declaration, in the same order that they appear in the Initial Study /Mitigated 
Negative Declaration. No revisions were necessary to the mitigation measures included in 
the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration. 

• Mitigation Timing: Identifies at which stage of the project mitigation must be completed. 

• Monitoring Responsibility: Identities the party that is responsible tor mitigation monitoring. 

Fruit Crowers Supply Company Sawmill Project 
Mitigation Monitoring Program 
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MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM 

• Compliance Verification Responsibility: Identifies the party that is responsible for verifying 
compliance with the mitigation. In some cases, verification will include contact with 
responsible state and federal agencies. 

Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project 
Mitigation Monitoring Program 
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TABLE 1 

MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM 

Proposed Summary of Measure Mitigation 

4.1 Aesthetics 

MM 4.1.1 All lighting shall be shielded and directed inward onto the project 
site. It shall not create glare on neighboring properties. Tall fixtures 
that illuminate large areas shall be directed downward to prevent 
light spillover onto neighboring properties and streets. Lighting 
shall be directed away from adjacent roadways and shall not 
interfere with traffic or create a safety hazard. All outdoor lighting 
on the project site shall be shielded. 

4.3 Air Quality 

4.3.1 The following dust control measures shall be incorporated into the 
project to reduce short-term emissions resulting from construction. 
Depending on weather and site conditions, measures shall include, 
but are not limited to, the following: 

1) Use regular watering to control dust generation as described 
below. 

2) When transporting soil and other dust-generating materials by 
truck during construction activities, cover materials and/or maintain 
2 feet of freeboard. 

3) Wash or wet-sweep paved streets adjacent to construction sites 
as necessary to remove accumulated dust. 

4) During earth-moving operations, conduct watering as necessary 
to prevent visible emissions from extending beyond active areas. 

5) Water all unpaved roads used for any vehicular traffic at least 
once per every two hours of active operations and restrict vehicle 
speed on unpaved roads to 15 miles per hour (mph), or as 
appropriate to reduce dust. 
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6) Pave, maintain a wet surface, or apply dust suppressants on all 
unpaved access roads, parking areas, and staging areas. 

7) Suspend land clearing, grading, earth-moving, or excavation 
activities when winds exceed 20 miles per hour. 

8) Cover inactive storage piles of topsoil or landscape materials. 

9) Post a publicly visible sign with the number and person to 
contact regarding dust complaints. This person shall have the 
authority and responsibility to respond and take corrective action 
within 24 hours. 

10) No temporary asphalt or concrete batch plants will be allowed 
to operate on-site. 

11) Construction staging areas should be located at a distance that 
would reduce odors and dust emissions from existing schools and 
residential areas. 

4.5 Cultural Resources 

MM 4.5.1 If, during the course of project implementation, cultural resources 
(i.e., prehistoric sites, historic features, isolated artifacts, and 
features such as concentrations of shell or glass) are discovered, 
work shall be halted immediately within 50 feet of the discovery, 
the City of Yreka Public Works Department shall be immediately 
notified, and a professional archaeologist that meets the Secretary 
of the Interior's Professional Qualifications Standards in prehistoric 
or historical archaeology shall be retained to determine the 
significance of the discovery. The City shall consider mitigation 
recommendations presented by a professional archaeologist and 
implement a measure or measures that the City deems feasible and 
appropriate. Such measures may include avoidance, preservation 
in place, excavation, documentation, curation, data recovery, or 
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other appropriate measures. 

MM 4.5.2 If, during the course of project implementation, paleontological 
resources (e.g., fossils) are discovered, work shall be halted 
immediately within 50 feet of the discovery, the City of Yreka 
Public Works Department shall be immediately notified, and a 
qualified paleontologist shall be retained to determine the 
significance of the discovery. The City shall consider the mitigation 
recommendations presented by a professional paleontologist and 
implement a measure or measures that the City deems feasible and 
appropriate. Such measures may include avoidance, preservation 
in place, excavation, documentation, curation, data recovery, or 
other appropriate measures. 

MM 4.5.3 If, during the course of project implementation, human remains are 
discovered, all work shall be halted immediately within 50 feet of 
the discovery, the City of Yreka Public Works Department shall be 
immediately notified, and the County Coroner must be notified, 
according to Section 5097.98 of the California Public Resources 
Code and Section 7050.5 of the California Health and Safety Code. 
If the remains are determined to be Native American, the coroner 
will notify the Native American Heritage Commission, and the 
procedures outlined in California Code of Regulations Section 
15064.5(d) and (e) shall be followed. 

4.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

MM 4.8.1 The project applicant shall be required to complete all site 
remediation actions approved by the North Coast RWQCB active 
cleanup order Case Number 1NSl103. 

Fruit Growers Supply Company Sawmill Project 
Mitigation Monitoring Program 

5 

Monitoring Responsibility 

City of Yreka Public Works 
Department 

City of Yreka Public Works 
Department 

North Coast RWQCB; City of 
Yreka Public Works 

Department 

MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM 

Mitigation Timing 

During construction 
activities and during 

operations 

During construction 
activities and during 

operations 

Prior to occupancy of the 
new sawmill facilities 

Verification 
(Date and 

Initials) 

City of Yreka 
May 2014 



CITY OF YREKA 
PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION PC 2016-9 

APPROVAL OF MODIFIED CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT #4197 
AT 229 SOUTH PHILLIPE LANE (APNS 053-681-060, 053-681-070, 013-100-140) 

APPLICANT: FRUIT GROWERS SUPPLY COMPANY 

WHEREAS, Fruit Growers Supply Company (applicant) submitted a Conditional Use 
Permit application (CUP#4197) in February 2014 to permit the construction and operation of a 
new small-log sawmill in the M-2, Heavy Industrial zone district; and 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed public hearing to accept 
public comments and to review and consider the application on May 21, 2014; and 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission determined that, subject to approval of the 
Conditional Use Permit and the project Conditions of Approval, the request was consistent with 
the Yreka General Plan and the standards of Yreka Municipal Code; and 

WHEREAS, an Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration regarding the sawmill 
project was prepared in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act and based on 
substantial evidence analyzing the potential impacts of the Project; and 

WHEREAS, the Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND #4196) was released for public 
comment beginning April 18, 2014 to May 19, 2014; and 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission found that Mitigated Negative Declaration #4196 
was complete and adequate pursuant to the California Environmental Quality act; and 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission approved CUP #4197 and adopted MND #4196 
on May 21, 2014; and 

WHEREAS, Fruit Growers Supply Company (applicant) have requested a Modified 
Conditional Use Permit to permit the operation of the sawmill for 24 hours a day, 7 days per 
week in the M-2, Heavy Industrial zone district; and 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed public hearing to accept 
public comments and to review and consider the application on May 18, 2016; and 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has determined that, subject to approval of the 
Modified Conditional Use Permit and the project Conditions of Approval, the request is 
consistent with the Yreka General Plan and the standards of Yreka Municipal Code; and 

WHEREAS, an Addendum to Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) 
#4196 regarding the proposed change in operating hours of the sawmill was prepared in 
compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act and based on substantial evidence 
analyzing the potential impacts of the Project; and 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission finds that the Addendum to Mitigated Negative 
Declaration #4196 is complete and adequate pursuant to the California Environmental Quality 
act; and 
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WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has made the following findings with respect to 
the requested modified Conditional Use Permit: 

1. The proposal will not be materially detrimental to the health, safety, peace, morals, 
comfort and general welfare of persons residing or working in the neighborhood of the 
proposed use. 

2. The proposal will not be materially detrimental to property or improvements in the 
neighborhood. 

3. The proposal will not be materially detrimental to the general welfare of the city. 

4. An Addendum to Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration #4196 has been prepared 
by the Planning Department to evaluate the potential for adverse environmental impacts. 
The Planning Commission finds that there is no substantial evidence, in light of the 
whole record before the Planning Commission, that the project will have a significant 
effect on the environment if the mitigation measures are adopted and implemented. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Planning Commission of the City of 
Yreka does hereby approve modified Conditional Use Permit #4197, subject to the following 
conditions: 

General Conditions of Approval: 

1. Permittee is granted a permit to construct, establish and operate a Fruit Growers Supply 
Company sawmill including installing a two-story, pre-manufactured ±50,000 square foot 
building used to process small logs into lumber and a pre-manufactured ±12,000 square 
foot equipment maintenance facility on a project site of approximately 79 acres at 229 
South Phillipe Lane, APN: 053-681-060, 053-681-070, 013-100-140. The premises shall 
not be occupied or opened to the public until all conditions hereinafter set forth have 
been complied with by the permittee. 

2. All elements of the project application including the site plan shall be complied with as 
approved. 

3. Adequate off-street parking facilities shall be provided as follows: one (1) space for each 
employee of the maximum working shift and one off-street loading space plus one (1) 
loading space per 20,000 square feet of gross floor area. As submitted, the project 
requires forty-five (45) parking spaces and four (4) off-street loading spaces. 

4. The off-street parking plan and facilities shall be approved by the City Manager. All 
loading, access drives, and aisles shall be paved and striped and bumper rails or other 
barriers shall be provided, as determined by the City Building Official or Director of 
Public Works and in accordance with Section 16.54.090 of the Yreka Municipal Code. 

5. Parking required for disabled persons shall be marked, posted, and maintained in 
accord with provisions of the Motor Vehicles Code, California Building Code and any 
other law or regulation now or hereinafter enacted relating to parking for disabled 
persons. 
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6. Use shall be conducted in accordance with the site plan as submitted for the property 
located at 229 South Phillipe Lane, as approved by the Planning Commission on May 
21, 2014, and the site plan shall not be changed or deviated from without approval of 
the Planning Commission; provided, however, upon request of the Permittee and 
showing of good cause, the City Manager is authorized to permit minor modifications of 
the site plan without resubmission to the Planning Commission. 

7. Prior to building permit issuance, an in-ground automated irrigation system designed 
with specifications that meets the requirements of Section 11.38.050 of the Yreka 
Municipal Code shall be submitted and approved by the City Manager or Building 
Official. 

8. Permittee shall obtain approval of all required public improvements through the 
Department of Public Works' encroachment permit process for construction of and/or 
connection to any City sewer, water, or storm drain. For any public infrastructure 
improvements that need to be constructed, the Department of Public Works may require 
plans prepared by a registered civil engineer. The required plans would be in addition to 
the plans prepared for the Building Department. 

9. Permittee shall submit a grading plan for review and approval by the Building Official 
prior to construction or any on-site grading. 

10. Permittee shall submit a storm water detention analysis and drainage plan for review 
and approval by the Director of Public Works and/or Building Official prior to start of 
construction or any on-site grading specifically related to the needs of the proposed 
project. On-site detention or storm drain extension may be required. Low Impact 
Development (LID) techniques and facilities shall be used to the maximum extent 
possible. 

11. Permittee shall comply at all times with the zoning district regulations for the M-2, Heavy 
Industrial zone as set forth in section 16.42 of the Yreka Municipal Code. 

12. Permittee shall obtain a building permit and shall pay the necessary fees prior to making 
any building, electrical, mechanical, or plumbing installations and/or improvements to 
the structure. Public infrastructure improvements such as curb, gutter, sidewalk, curb 
ramps, driveway approaches, street lights and asphalt concrete street pavement may be 
required upon issuance of a building permit in accordance with Yreka Municipal Code 
Section 11.24.030. If such improvements already exist, damaged public improvements 
shall be repaired and/or replaced to restore the improvements to a condition satisfactory 
to the Director of Public Works in accordance with Yreka Municipal Code Section 
11.24.030. 

13. Prior to the use of any of the buildings, the permittee shall secure a Certificate of 
Occupancy and approval of the Building Official and Fire Marshal that the structures 
meet the building standards and the fire regulations of the California Building Standards. 

14. Prior to any building plan submittal, a landscape plan shall be submitted and approved 
by the City. Manager Per Section 16.52.030 of the Yreka Municipal Code, the following 
is required: 

Attachment G 



a. Five percent of the parking area shall be planted with trees, shrubs and ground 
covers. 

b. A minimum of one 5-gallon sized tree is required per ten (10) parking spaces. 
c. Parking areas provided adjacent to the street shall be separated from the street by 

landscaping within the required building setback area. One 15-gallon sized tree for 
each one hundred (100) feet of street frontage and one-gallon sized shrub for each 
five (5) feet of street frontage is required. This landscape area does not qualify for 
the five percent requirement in subsection (a.). 

15. As part of the project landscape plan, the applicant shall install enhanced landscape 
planting to consist of groupings of evergreen trees and enhanced shrub plantings along 
the southeast and northwest property lines to provide screening from the closest off-site 
residential dwellings. 

16. The installation and maintenance of the landscaping shall be per the approved 
landscape plan. As necessary, replacement of landscaping is required to match the 
approved plan. Water efficient irrigation system shall be installed for the landscaping 
per Yreka Municipal Code Section 16.52.030 (E). 

17. Construction activities shall be limited to the hours of 7:00am to 5:00pm; all construction 
equipment to be operated within 500' of an occupied residence shall only operate 
between the hours of 7:00am to 7:00pm Monday-Saturday and 8:00am to 5:00pm on 
Sundays. 

18. The project shall incorporate noise reduction strategies to include sound insulation at 
the baghouse structure, sawmill building, equipment maintenance shop and on 
equipment to include the de-barking equipment, mill saw and tractors. Warning and 
back-up signal volumes shall be at the lowest allowed levels permitted by the OSHA and 
regulatory agency standards. 

19. Permittee shall secure an annual City business license to carry on the business of a 
sawmill. 

20. Exterior site lighting shall be dark sky compliant where possible and shall be shielded 
and directed inward to reduce off-site light impacts. Exterior lighting shall be limited to a 
maximum off-site light escape of one-foot candle at the property line. 

21. The use permit granted in accordance with the terms of this title may be revoked if any 
of the conditions or terms of such permit are violated or if any law or ordinance is 
violated in connection therewith, or if the Planning Commission finds, with the 
concurrence of the City Council, that the continuance of the use permit will endanger the 
public health, safety, or welfare. 

22. The site plan approval shall expire and the City may set hearings and take action to 
terminate if not used within one (1) year from the date of approval unless, prior to the 
expiration of one year, a building permit is issued and construction is commenced. 
Approval may be extended upon written application to the Planning Commission before 
expiration of the first approval. 

Mitigation Measures 
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The following conditions of approval are also mitigation measures and relied upon to 
reduce impacts identified in the Initial Study to a less than significant level. While the 
Commission may make minor modifications to any condition of approval, including 
mitigation measures, any substantial modification to the mitigation measures will need to 
be reviewed in light of the entire record and could result in the need to recirculate the 
environmental document before taking action on the proposed project. 

23. All lighting shall be shielded and directed inward onto the project site. It shall not create 
glare on neighboring properties. Tall fixtures that illuminate large areas shall be directed 
downward to prevent light spillover onto neighboring properties and streets. Lighting 
shall be directed away from adjacent roadways and shall not interfere with traffic or 
create a safety hazard. All outdoor lighting on the project site shall be shielded. 

24. The following dust control measures shall be incorporated into the project to reduce 
short-term emissions resulting from construction. Depending on weather and site 
conditions, or as directed by the City, measures shall include, but are not limited to, the 
following: 

a. Use regular watering to control dust generation as described below. 

b. When transporting soil and other dust-generating materials by truck during 
construction activities, cover materials and/or maintain 2 feet of freeboard. 

c. Wash or wet-sweep paved streets adjacent to construction sites as necessary to 
remove accumulated dust. 

d. During earth-moving operations, conduct watering as necessary to prevent visible 
emissions from extending beyond active areas. 

e. Water all unpaved roads used for any vehicular traffic at least once per every two 
hours of active operations and restrict vehicle speed on unpaved roads to 15 miles 
per hour (mph), or as appropriate to reduce dust. 

f. Pave, maintain a wet surface, or apply dust suppressants on all unpaved access 
roads, parking areas, and staging areas. 

g. Suspend land clearing, grading, earth-moving, or excavation activities when winds 
exceed 20 miles per hour. 

h. Cover inactive storage piles of topsoil or landscape materials. 

i. Post a publicly visible sign with the number and person to contact regarding dust 
complaints. This person shall have the authority and responsibility to respond and 
take corrective action within 24 hours. 

j. No temporary asphalt or concrete batch plants will be allowed to operate on-site. 

k. Construction staging areas should be located at a distance that would reduce odors 
and dust emissions from existing schools and residential areas. 
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25. If, during the course of project implementation, cultural resources (i.e., prehistoric sites, 
historic features, isolated artifacts, and features such as concentrations of shell or glass) 
are discovered, work shall be halted immediately within 50 feet of the discovery, the City 
of Yreka Public Works Department shall be immediately notified, and a professional 
archaeologist that meets the Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualifications 
Standards in prehistoric or historical archaeology shall be retained to determine the 
significance of the discovery. The City shall consider mitigation recommendations 
presented by a professional archaeologist and implement a measure or measures that 
the City deems feasible and appropriate. Such measures may include avoidance, 
preservation in place, excavation, documentation, curation, data recovery, or other 
appropriate measures. 

26. If, during the course of project implementation, paleontological resources (e.g., fossils) 
are discovered, work shall be halted immediately within 50 feet of the discovery, the City 
of Yreka Public Works Department shall be immediately notified, and a qualified 
paleontologist shall be retained to determine the significance of the discovery. The City 
shall consider the mitigation recommendations presented by a professional 
paleontologist and implement a measure or measures that the City deems feasible and 
appropriate. Such measures may include avoidance, preservation in place, excavation, 
documentation, curation, data recovery, or other appropriate measures. 

27. If, during the course of project implementation, human remains are discovered, all work 
shall be halted immediately within 50 feet of the discovery, the City of Yreka Public 
Works Department shall be immediately notified, and the County Coroner must be 
notified, according to Section 5097.98 of the California Public Resources Code and 
Section 7050.5 of the California Health and Safety Code. If the remains are determined 
to be Native American, the coroner will notify the Native American Heritage 
Commission, and the procedures outlined in California Code of Regulations Section 
15064.5(d) and (e) shall be followed. 

28. The project applicant shall be required to complete all site remediation actions approved 
by the North Coast RWQCB active cleanup order Case Number 1NSI103. 

The foregoing Resolution was adopted by the Planning Commission on the 181h day of May, 
2016 by the following vote: 
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