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LASSEN COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 

STAFF REPORT 

June 7, 2022 

FILE NUMBER: UP 2021-003, RP 2021-001, EIR 2021-001 

OWNER: TLT Enterprises, LLC 

TYPE OF APPLICATION:          Use Permit Amendment, Reclamation Plan 

Amendment, Subsequent Environmental Impact 

Report 

GENERAL LOCATION: The project is located at 476250 Ward Lake Road, 

off Center Road (A-27) in Litchfield, CA  

ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER(S): 109-100-059 (Old 109-100-40, 42, 44), 109-100-060

(old 109-100-42) 

PROJECT SITE ZONING: U-C-2 (Upland Conservation/Resource Management

District), U-C-A-P (Upland Conservation,

Agriculture Preserve Combining District)

GENERAL PLAN: Extensive Agriculture  

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT: Subsequent Environmental Impact Report 

STAFF CONTACT: Cortney Flather, Natural Resources Technician 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

AUTHORITY FOR APPLICATION: 

Lassen County Environmental Review Guidelines (Board of Supervisors Resolution No. 01-043) 

section 1(b) establishes the procedure for project recommendations, as well as review of and 

recommendations provided upon the Environmental Impact Report. 

______________________________________________________________________________

REGULATING AGENCIES:  

Agency          Identified Permits / Approvals 

Planning Commission 

Board of Supervisors 

Provide Review and Recommendations 

Review and Approve 

Department of Conservation, 

Division of Mine Reclamation 

Lassen County Air Pollution 

Control District 

Review and Approve 

Issue Permit 

Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control 

Board (LRWQCB) 

Permit for Storm Water Discharges 

associated with Construction and Land 

Disturbance 

Lassen County Sheriff’s Office Blasting Permit 
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INTRODUCTION: 

The purpose of this public hearing is to consider the Use Permit Amendment, Reclamation Plan 

Amendment, and Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR) for the above 

referenced proposed project. 

The Planning Commission is tasked with reviewing said project and making recommendations to 

the Board of Supervisors, in accordance with the Lassen County Environmental Review 

Guidelines (Board of Supervisors Resolution No. 01-043) section 1(b). The Planning 

Commission is typically the primary decision-making body for Use Permits, Reclamation Plans 

and amendments thereto; however, because certification of the EIR requires Board of 

Supervisors approval, the Planning Commission will make a recommendation as to whether or 

not this project is consistent with the Lassen County General Plan, 2000; the Lassen County 

Land Use Element, Lassen County Natural Resource Element; and any other pertinent policies. 

Additionally, the Board of Supervisors is the decision-making body on this project, as overriding 

considerations have been deemed necessary for project approval.  

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

This project is a proposal to amend mining operations at the Ward Lake Pit (CA mine ID #91-

18-0008). If approved, the amendment would allow for the expansion of approximately 78.6

acres, with an associated additional volume of 5,000,000 tons of material; extension of the life of

the mine from 2030 to 2050; and an increase of the maximum volume per year from 100,000

tons to 200,000 tons per year.

DISCUSSION: 

The Ward Lake Pit currently occupies 160 acres on a 442-acre parcel (APN 109-100-059), 

owned by TLT Enterprises LLC. The surface mining operation is presently permitted for the 

mining of rock, crushing, screening, washing, material stockpiling, fuel storage; operation of a 

cement plant (12,000 cubic-yard annual limit) and asphalt plant; and the use of settling ponds, 

scales, an office and a truck shop. The current use permit allows for six days a week, 24-hour 

operations, with the exception of January 1st to March 31st when no 24-hour operations may 

occur. The quarry typically operates 10 hours per day, five days a week, with maximum 

operations of 24 hours per day, six days a week. Grading, excavating, and blasting are prohibited 

onsite between January 1st and March 31st, except in a state of emergency as declared by the 

Local Emergency Services Director and/or the Board of Supervisors and/or the City of 

Susanville. The detonation of explosives is prohibited between the hours of 6:00 p.m. and 7:00 

a.m. year-round. Current noise standards for the operation, as measured at the nearest affected

residentially designated lands, require that daytime noise levels stay below 70 dBA and

nighttime noise levels stay below 60 dBA (noise level standard varies with the cumulative

number of minutes the noise lasts in any one-hour time period.

The proposed expansion area consists mainly of shrub communities including sagebrush,  

bitterbrush, and rabbitbrush that are used as forage by several bird species and mammals. The 

area is also located within mule deer and winter range of the Horse Lake deer herd as well as  
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resident and wintering pronghorn antelope herds. Special status wildlife species that have the 

potential to occur within the project area include the golden eagle, northern harrier, Swainson’s 

hawk, greater sage-grouse, burrowing owl, long-eared owl, short-eared owl, loggerhead shrike, 

gray wolf, American badger, pallid bat, pygmy rabbit, and white-tailed jackrabbit.  

There are no existing streams or bodies of water within the boundaries of the project site, and the 

site is not within the 100-year floodplain. Several permitted settling ponds are located at the 

north end of the current project site, which drain into intermittent channels. The project site is 

located within the Honey Lake Valley Groundwater Basin, which has been identified as a “low 

priority basin” by the Department of Water Resources, signifying that it is not currently at risk 

for overdraft. The area surrounding the site is primarily used for agriculture and open space.  

Twelve residences are located within one mile of the existing quarry. The nearest residence 

occurs approximately 470 feet from the west property line of the existing quarry and was 

constructed in approximately 2007. The nearest residence to the proposed expansion area (the 

same home) is approximately 4,500 feet to the south. 

The increased nighttime traffic and 24-hour operation of the plant will continue and is considered 

a baseline condition. Current operations of the plant and processing area will continue. Portions 

of the current quarry area will be reclaimed as the new area is mined. The proposed Project area 

is estimated to be visible from approximately 55,000 acres, which is not a changeover baseline 

condition. Light and glare impacts have been previously analyzed in the 2019 EIR. This 

represents the baseline condition and will not be modified with implementation of the proposed 

Project. No additional sources of lighting are planned or anticipated in the expansion area. 

Baseline traffic remains the same as that analyzed in the 2019 EIR with an average of 32 one-

way truck trips per day during normal operating periods which are evenly distributed from 6:00 

to 7:00 p.m. The distribution of truck trips includes 40 percent traveling east on Center Road and 

60 percent traveling west on Center Road. 

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT: 

The County of Lassen prepared a Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report, which 

identified potentially significant impacts in the following categories (see DSEIR for more 

information): 

• Air Quality

• Biological Resources

• Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources

• Geology and Soils

• Land Use and Planning

• Noise

Mitigation measures that have been identified to reduce these effects include preconstruction 

surveys for burrowing owls, nests, special-status plant species, pallid bats, continuation of 

limited winter operations during the daytime (no grading, excavating, blasting), limiting of 24-

hour operations to April 1 – December 31 annually, limiting of all grading/excavating/blasting to 

7:00a.m.-6:00p.m., limiting of onsite generator start-up to 7:00a.m.-10:00p.m, marked non-
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disturbance area for archeological artifact/s found, installation of pneumatic road tubes, and a 

phased reclamation schedule. For the full list of mitigation measures please see the Draft 

Resolution.  

After mitigation, certain impacts to biological resources remain significant and unavoidable in 

the DSEIR. Because the DSEIR identified significant and unavoidable impacts, a statement of 

overriding considerations is required for project approval.  

The Use Permit application, Reclamation Plan application, Draft Subsequent Environmental 

Impact Report, and all associated documents can be found here: 

www.lassencounty.org/dept/planning-and-building-services/environmental-documents-noticing-

and-attachments  
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Source: Esri, Maxar, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA,
USGS, AeroGRID, IGN, and the GIS User Community

Lassen County makes no guarantee of the accuracy or completeness of
this information or data and assumes no liiability for its use or misuse.
This product is intended to be used for planning purposes only and does
not have the force and effect of law, rule, or regulation. All GIS data
should be verified before it is relied upon for property or project planning.
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Source: Esri, Maxar, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA,
USGS, AeroGRID, IGN, and the GIS User Community

Lassen County makes no guarantee of the accuracy or completeness of
this information or data and assumes no liiability for its use or misuse.
This product is intended to be used for planning purposes only and does
not have the force and effect of law, rule, or regulation. All GIS data
should be verified before it is relied upon for property or project planning.
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RESOLUTION NO. __________ 

RESOLUTION OF THE LASSEN COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION MAKING 

FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDING THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

CONSIDER USE PERMIT AMENDMENT (#2021-003), AND RECLAMATION PLAN 

AMENDMENT (#2021-001), FOR WARD LAKE PIT (MINE ID #91-18-0008), TLT 

ENTERPRISES LLC (Perry Thompson), AND THAT THE BOARD CONSIDER 

CERTIFICATION OF THE FINAL SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

REPORT (#2021-001),  

WHEREAS, Lassen County has received and accepted use permit and reclamation plan amendment 

applications submitted by TLT Enterprises LLC (Perry Thompson) for Ward Lake Pit surface mining 

operation, to allow for an expansion of 78.6 acres, with an associated additional volume of 5,000,000 

tons of material; the extension of the life of the mine from 2030 to 2050; an increase in the maximum 

volume from 100,000 to 200,000 tons of aggregate per year; and 

WHEREAS, the Lassen County Environmental Review Guidelines (Board of Supervisors 

Resolution No. 01-043), and Lassen County Code Section 18.112, establish the procedures for 

project review consistent with both the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and 

County use permit policy; and 

WHEREAS, a Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR) has been prepared by 

Lassen County in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), to 

disclose environmental impacts, and evidence presented within said DSEIR indicates that, after 

mitigation, the project will result in significant and unavoidable environmental impacts; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Lassen County Environmental Review Guidelines (Board of 

Supervisors Resolution No. 01-043) section 1(b) and section 15025 of the CEQA Guidelines, the 

Board of Supervisors is required to prepare a Statement of Overriding Considerations in order to 

approve a project for which significant and unavoidable environmental impacts have been 

disclosed; and  

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission as an advisory body is tasked with reviewing the 

DSEIR, and proposed Use Permit and Reclamation Plan Amendments, and making 

recommendations to the Board of Supervisors; and 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission, after due notice, has considered, in an advisory 

capacity to the Board of Supervisors, Use Permit Amendment #2021-003, and Reclamation Plan 

Amendment #2021-001, submitted by TLT Enterprises LLC (Perry Thompson) for Ward Lake 

Pit surface mining operation, to allow expansion of 78.6 acres, with an associated additional 

volume of 5,000,000 tons of material; the extension of the life of the mine from 2030 to 2050; an 

increase in the maximum volume from 100,000 to 200,000 tons of aggregate per year; and 

WHEREAS, Lassen County has caused notice to be given, in accordance with the law, of a 

public hearing before the Planning Commission in these matters on June 7, 2022; and 
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WHEREAS, the Director of Planning and Planning and Building Services has provided to the 

Commission, and the Commission has incorporated into the record of this matter, the DSEIR, 

and supporting documents discussing the environmental effects of the proposed project, 

proposed findings concerning mitigation, project alternatives, and evidence of project benefits to 

support preparation of a Statement of Overriding Consideration including evidence in support of 

the required findings; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has duly considered the DSEIR as required by CEQA, 

and reviewed the above project and actions in light of that DSEIR; and 

 

WHEREAS, before consideration of the proposed project, this Commission called for comments 

on the proposal and all persons so desiring to comment were duly heard; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has considered all of the testimony presented during the 

public comment period and the public hearing. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION 

AS FOLLOWS: 

 

1. The foregoing recitals are true and correct, and the Planning Commission has jurisdiction to 

consider the subject matters of this resolution in an advisory capacity to the Board of 

Supervisors; and 

 

2. The Lassen County Planning Commission certifies that it has reviewed and considered the 

information contained in the DSEIR dated March 2022, for the TLT Enterprises LLC, Ward 

Lake Pit amendment project; and 

 

3. The Planning Commission hereby adopts as its findings the CEQA findings of fact and 

evidence submitted in support of a Statement of Overriding Considerations concerning the TLT 

Enterprises LLC, Ward Lake Pit project, consisting of a use permit amendment and reclamation 

plan amendment, for which detailed findings are attached hereto as EXHIBIT ONE, and 

incorporated herein; and 

 

4. The Planning Commission hereby adopts as its findings the findings and conditions for 

approval of the use permit amendment and reclamation plan amendment for the TLT Enterprises 

LLC, Ward Lake Pit amendment project, which detailed findings are attached hereto as 

EXHIBIT TWO, and incorporated herein; and 

 

5. The Planning Commission, after careful consideration of the facts, evidence, comments and 

recommendations contained in the DSEIR, and as submitted during the public review of the 

DSEIR, and as presented at the public hearings, hereby adopts the following recommendations to 

the Board of Supervisors: 

 

a. That the Board certify that it has reviewed and considered the information contained in 

the FSEIR for the TLT Enterprises LLC, Ward Lake Pit amendment project, and further 

certify that the FSEIR has been completed in compliance with CEQA. 
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b. That the Board adopt the findings as set forth in exhibits ONE and TWO attached 

hereto and consider adopting a Statement of Overriding Consideration. 

 

c. That the Board find that the project is consistent with the Lassen County General Plan, 

2000, and the Standish-Litchfield Area Plan 1982. 

 

d. That the Board consider approval of use permit amendment #2021-003 and 

reclamation plan amendment #2021-001, subject to the conditions of approval attached 

hereto as EXHIBIT THREE. 

 

e. That the Board adopt the Mitigation Monitoring Program set forth in the DSEIR. 

 

f. That Board consider and make findings as to whether or not the project as conditioned, 

will or will not, under the circumstances of this case, be substantially detrimental to the 

health, safety, peace, morals, comfort and general welfare of persons residing or working 

in the neighborhood of such use, nor be substantially detrimental or injurious to people, 

property or improvements in the neighborhood. 

 

 

 

 

PASSED AND ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the Planning Commission of the County of 

Lassen, State of California, on the 7th day of June 2022, by the following vote: 

 

 AYES:  _____________________________________________________________                                                                                                                                                 

 

 NOES:  _____________________________________________________________                                                                                                                                      

 

 ABSTAIN: _____________________________________________________________                                                                                                                                         

 

 ABSENT: _____________________________________________________________                                                                                                                                          

 

 

 

      __________________________________________ 

Chairman 

Lassen County Planning Commission 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

___________________________________                                                                           

Maurice L. Anderson, Secretary 

Lassen County Planning Commission 
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EXHIBIT ONE 
CEQA FINDINGS 

FINDINGS OF FACT REGARDING ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS, 

MITIGATION MEASURES, PROJECT ALTERNATIVES, 

PROJECT BENEFITS AND STATEMENT OF 

OVERRIDING CONSIDERATION 

 

DRAFT SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

TLT ENTERPRISES LLC, WARD LAKE PIT AMENDMENT PROJECT 

LASSEN COUNTY, CALIFORNIA 

 

 

The Lassen County Planning Commission hereby adopts the following findings relating to the 

TLT Enterprises LLC, Ward Lake Pit amendment project in an advisory capacity to the Board of 

Supervisors, including a recommendation that the Board adopt these same findings and certify 

the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (FSEIR). 

 

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) findings for the proposed action follow. To 

the extent that these findings are adopted by the Board of Supervisors, said findings shall apply 

to the certification that the FSEIR has been prepared in compliance with CEQA. 

 

 

CEQA FINDINGS: 
 

I. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

 

A. TLT Enterprises LLC (the applicant) submitted applications for a use permit amendment and 

reclamation plan amendment, which applications were accepted by the County as complete on 

April 9, 2021.  

 

B. A Notice of Preparation dated April 28, 2021, was prepared and distributed to interested 

individuals, agencies and property owners in the vicinity. 

 

C. An Administrative Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report was prepared for County 

staff review before preparation of the Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR). 

Subsequently, the DEIR was prepared to identify, describe, and analyze the environmental 

effects of the proposed project and alternatives. 

 

D. Lassen County sent the Notice of Completion of the DSEIR to the State Clearinghouse on 

March 29, 2022. State Review began on March 29, 2022. Notices of The DSEIR was published 

on the Lassen County Planning and Building Services webpage and a Notice of Completion, 

with notice of availability of the DSEIR, was sent to interested parties, agencies and property 

owners within 1 mile of the project site on March 30, 2022. 

 

E. The DSEIR was released to the public and agencies for a 45-day review and comment period, 

beginning on March 29, 2022 and ending on May 12, 2022. The Planning Commission held a 

public hearing to provide the public, agencies and the Planning Commission an opportunity to 
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comment on the DSEIR. The hearing was opened at the June 7, 2022, Planning Commission 

meeting. Notice of the public hearing was published in the newspaper and distributed to agencies 

and property owners within 1 mile of the project site on May 26th, 2022. 

 

II. FINDINGS REGARDING NO IMPACTS  

 

The SEIR identifies those aspects of the project that pose no environmental impacts. No 

mitigation measures are necessary for these aspects of the project. 

 

A. Impacts to Mineral Resources 

1. Impacts: 

a) Results in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to 

the region and the residents of the state. 

b) Results in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site 

delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan. 

 

2. Findings: 

a) Impacts to mineral resources are discussed in Section 2.8 of the SEIR. 

b) A search of the SMARA Mineral Lands Classification (MLC) data portal did not show 

any MLC related studies or maps for Lassen County or the proposed quarry expansion. 

There are no designated mineral deposits of regional or statewide importance within the 

proposed quarry expansion. 

c) The State of California has not designated an area of statewide or regional mineral 

resource significance within the proposed quarry expansion. In addition, the proposed 

quarry expansion is not delineated in the Lassen County General Plan or Standish-

Litchfield Area Plan as a locally important mineral resource. 

d) The Planning Commission finds that implementation of the proposed Project would not 

result in the loss of availability of a mineral resource of value to the region or residents of 

the state or delineated locally important mineral resource. Therefore, the proposed Project 

would have no impact to mineral resources.  

 

B. Impacts to Population and Housing 

1. Impacts: 

a) Induces substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for example, 

by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of 

roads or other infrastructure). 

b) Displaces substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the 

construction of replacement of housing elsewhere. 

 

2. Findings: 

a) Impacts to population and housing are discussed in Section 2.8 of the SEIR. 

b) No new development or infrastructure is proposed as part of the quarry expansion and no 

additional employees are anticipated. 

c) No existing housing or people will be displaced by the proposed Project 

 

C. Impacts to Public Services 

1. Impacts: 
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a) Results in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new 

or physically altered government facilities, the construction of which could cause 

significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, 

response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services: fire 

protection, police protection, schools, parks, other public facilities. 

 

2. Findings: 

a) Impacts to public services are discussed in Section 2.8 of the SEIR. 

b) The proposed Project includes expansion of an existing mining operation.  

As a result, Project implementation will not increase the local population that, in turn,  

would require new or physically altered schools, parks, or other public facilities. 

c) The proposed Project will not result in an impact to service ratios, response time or 

other performance objectives for fire or police protection which would require the 

construction of new or physically altered governmental facilities. 

 

D. Impacts to Utilities and Service Systems 

1. Impacts: 

a) Requires or results in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, 

wastewater treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or 

telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause 

significant environmental effects. 

b) Sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable 

future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years. 

c) Results in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may 

serve the project that Is ha adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand 

in addition to the provider’s existing commitments. 

d) Generates solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the 

capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste 

reduction goals. 

e) Complies with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and 

regulations related to solid waste. 

 

2) Findings: 

a) Impacts to utilities and service systems are discussed in Section 2.8 of the SEIR. 

b) Implementation of proposed Project will not require or result in the relocation or 

construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or stormwater drainage, 

electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities that would result in 

significant environmental effects. 

c) The proposed quarry expansion will utilize the same utilities and services as the 

current mining operation. 

d) The proposed Project does not include any changes that will affect solid waste at the 

site. 

e) Water used for dust suppression will be provided by an existing well. 

f) As discussed in Section 4.11, Hydrology and Water Quality, the proposed Project will 

not create a demand for water in excess of available groundwater supplies. 

 

E. Impacts to Recreation 

12



1. Impacts: 

a) Increases 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) Includes recreational facilities or requires the construction or expansion of 

recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the 

environment. 

 

2) Findings: 

a) Impacts to recreation are discussed in Section 2.8 of the SEIR. 

b) The proposed quarry expansion does not include recreational facilities and would 

have no foreseeable impact on existing recreational facilities. 

c) The proposed Project would not increase the need for recreational services, as no 

additional employees are proposed. 

 

F. Impacts to Aesthetics and Visual Resources 

1) Impacts: 

a) Substantially damage scenic resources including, but not limited to, trees, rock 

outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway.  

 

2) Findings: 

a) The proposed Project is not located in an area that is designated as scenic highway, 

although the project is visible from portions of Highway 395 for a distance of 

approximately 2 miles, Highway 395 is not a designated scenic highway. 

b) The Project does not impact a designated landmark, historic resource, trees, or rock 

outcroppings of valued visual character. Therefore, no impact to scenic resources 

would occur. 

 

G. Impacts to Agriculture and Forestry Resources 

1. Impacts: 

a) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act contract. 

b) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in 

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

Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as 

defined by Government Code section 51104(g)) or result in the loss of forest land or 

conversion of forest land to non-forest use. 

 

2.  Findings: 

a) The proposed Project is not covered by a Williamson site contract. The County’s 

General Plan allows for mining in areas designated as Extensive Agriculture. 

Implementation of the proposed Project would result in no impact or conflict with 

existing uses or a Williamson Act contract. 

b) The Project area is not forested and not zoned for forestland, timberland, or timber 

production zone. There is no conflict or impact to forestland. 

 

H. Impacts to Air Quality 

1. Impacts: 

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan. 
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2. Findings: 

a) Lassen County is in attainment/unclassified for all criteria pollutants. There are no 

applicable attainment plans or other local air quality plans for the Northeast Plateau 

Air Basin or Lassen County APCD. Therefore, Lassen County is not subject to an air 

quality plan. No impact would occur in this regard. 

 

I. Impacts to Biological Resources 

1. Impacts: 

a) 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 USFWS. 

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands (including, 

but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, 

hydrological interruption, or other means. 

c) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as 

a tree preservation policy or ordinance. 

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

Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or State habitat 

conservation plan. 

 

2. Findings: 

a) Based on the Biological Recourses Report (BRA) (Appendix E) the proposed quarry 

expansion area does not include sensitive natural communities. 

b) Based on the BRA (Appendix E) the proposed quarry expansion area does not include 

any wetlands or other potential waters of the U.S. or State; therefore, the proposed 

Project will not result in impacts to riparian areas, or result in removal, filling, or 

hydrological interruption of wetlands or potentially jurisdictional waters. 

c) Under the Regulatory subsection, the Lassen County General Plan and Standish-

Litchfield Area Plan address the need to preserve unique and important plant 

communities as well as aquatic, fish, and wildlife habitats, for their biological 

resource and ecological values. The proposed Project would not conflict with any 

local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources or a tree a preservation 

policy or ordinance. 

d) There are no habitat conservation plans, natural community conservation plans, or 

related documents for the area for which the proposed Project could conflict. 

 

J. Impacts to Land Use and Planning 

1. Impacts: 

a) Physically divide an established community. 

 

2. Findings: 

a) The proposed Project is consistent with the existing Lassen County General Plan 

designation and zoning of the site. The proposed Project does not have the potential 

to physically divide an established community and does not propose to divide land or 

rezone the parcels. Access to the site is limited. 

 

K. Impacts to Geology and Soils 
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1. Impacts: 

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

Code (1994), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property.  

b) 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. 

 

2. Findings: 

a) Soils at the Project site are comprised on Devada-Rock outcrop association (2 to 50 

percent slopes; non-irrigated land capability class 7e; no specified irrigated land 

capability classification), Orhood very stony sandy loam (5 to 15 percent slopes; non-

irrigated land capability class 7s; no specified irrigated land capability classification), 

McConnel-Mottsville complex (2 to 9 percent slopes; non-irrigated land capability 

class 6e), and Fivesprings-Longcreek association (9 to 30 percent slopes; non-

irrigated land capability class 7s; no specified land capability classification). These 

soils are listed by the NRCS as well drained to excessively drained, with no flooding 

or ponding concerns. The proposed quarry expansion area does not contain expansive 

soils as defined in Table 18-1 B under the Uniform Building Code of 1994. The risks 

of injury, loss of life or property would not be considered substantial, and no impact 

would occur in this regard. 

b) The proposed quarry expansion does not include the use of any septic tanks or 

alternative wastewater disposal systems.  

 

L. Impacts to Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

1. Impacts: 

a) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 

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

b) 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, create a significant 

hazard to the public or the environment. 

c) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not 

been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, the project 

would result in a safety hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in 

the project area. 

d) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response 

plan or emergency evacuation plan 

 

2. Findings: 

a) The proposed Project site is not located within a quarter mile of a school and will not 

emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 

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

b) A search of the DTSC and SWRCB lists identified no open cases of hazardous waste 

violations on the Project site. Therefore, the site is not on a parcel included on a list of 

hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 

(DTSC, 2021; SWRCB, 2021). 

c) The proposed Project is not in the vicinity of an airport and will not expose workers 

to safety hazards or excessive noise from airports. 
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d) The 2019 EIR determined that the impacts of traffic from current operations related to 

emergency access were less than significant. Implementation of the proposed quarry 

expansion will not result in a change or increase the severity of these impacts. The 

proposed Project does not involve a use or activity that could interfere with long-term 

emergency responses or emergency evacuation plans for the area. 

 

M. Impacts to Hydrology and Water Quality 

1. Impacts: 

a) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through 

the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through addition of impervious 

surfaces, in a manner which would impede or redirect flood flows. 

b) Result in flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to 

project inundation. 

 

2. Findings: 

a) There are no rivers or streams within the Project site. The proposed Project is not 

located within or immediately adjacent to a designated floodplain and as a result the 

proposed quarry expansion will not impede or redirect flood flows. 

b) The Project site and the immediate surrounding area is not located within a flood 

hazard zone, tsunami, or seiche zone. The proposed quarry expansion will not be 

inundated by water from flooding, tsunami or seiche. There is no risk of release of 

pollutants due to inundation of the site. 

 

N. Impacts to Noise 

1. Impacts: 

a) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan 

or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or 

public use airport, where the project would expose people residing or working in the 

project area to excessive noise levels. 

 

2. Findings: 

a) The nearest airport is the Susanville Airport which is approximately 8.2 miles to the 

southwest. The Project is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an 

airport land use plan, or within two miles of a public airport or public use airport. 

 

O. Impacts to Transportation 

1. Impacts: 

a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation system, 

including transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities. 

b) Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or 

dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment). 

 

2. Findings: 

a) The proposed quarry expansion will not increase or change the distribution of current 

traffic generated by the existing operation. The proposed Project will continue to 

comply with Condition of Approval #8 for Use Permit Amendment No. 2018-003 and 

will not exceed a daily average of 26 haul truck round trips throughout the calendar 

year or the daily maximum of 275 haul truck round trips. 
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b) Implementation of the proposed quarry expansion will not result in a change or 

increase the severity of these impacts. The proposed Project will continue to comply 

with the additional Conditions of Approval related to traffic for Use Permit No. 2018-

003 for truck traffic distribution on area roadways and requiring assistance with 

roadway improvements. Traffic volumes generated by the proposed quarry expansion 

will not exceed the peak hour traffic numbers analyzed in the 2019 EIR. 

 

III. FINDINGS REGARDING LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS 

 

The DSEIR identifies those environmental impacts that are less than significant. No mitigation 

measures are necessary for less-than-significant impacts. 

 

A. Impacts to Aesthetics and Visual Resources 

1. Impacts: 

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

b) In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality 

of the public views of the site and its surroundings. 

c) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or 

nighttime views in the area. 

 

2. Findings: 

a) Impacts to aesthetics and visual resources are discussed in Section 4.2 of the DSEIR 

b) The area in the vicinity of the mine site is not identified as an area of scenic vistas. 

c) There are two active mines currently operating adjacent to the proposed expansion. 

These include the existing Ward Lake Quarry and smaller aggregate mine located on 

BLM-administered land immediately south of Ward Lake Quarry. 

d) The currently disturbed area of Ward Lake Quarry is 138 acres. The disturbed acreage 

of the BLM mine is approximately 50 acres. 

e) Based on the simulation conducted, the proposed quarry expansion area will be 

visible from the same locations visible due to current operations. 

f) No designated scenic highways or rivers are located in the vicinity of the proposed 

Project. 

g) The existing mining area of the quarry is visible from Highway 395 for a total of up 

to 2 miles. The expansion area would not be visible from additional areas. Highway 

395 is not a designated scenic highway. The site does not obstruct, interrupt, or 

detract from a valued focal point or panoramic vista, trail, or recreation area. 

h) Implementation of the proposed Project will alter the visual character of the site by 

physical disturbance of an additional 78.6 acres. The Project site currently has 

lighting fixtures that are used during the periods of 24-hour operation. This will not 

be expanded as the processing area will not change. 

i) The proposed Project area is estimated to be visible from approximately 55,000 acres, 

which is not a changeover baseline conditions. 

j) Much of the surrounding land with visual impacts by the proposed Project is owned 

and administered by the federal government or State of California for the purpose of 

resource use; therefore, impacts to a large number of residences is limited. 

k) The towns of Litchfield and Standish are shielded from the mine by topographic 

features. 
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l) The visual analysis determined that the proposed Project would result in impacts to 

lands to the west of the site. 

m) The majority of the parcels affected are large-tract agricultural properties. 

n) The existing quarry operation is permitted to operate for 24-hour periods as needed. 

Light and glare impacts have been previously analyzed in the 2019 EIR. This 

represents the baseline condition and will not be modified with implementation of the 

proposed Project. No additional sources of lighting are planned or anticipated in the 

expansion area. 

o) The above-mentioned impacts to aesthetics and visual resources were determined to 

be less than significant. 

 

B. Impacts to Agriculture and Forestry Resources 

1. Impacts: 

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 (FMMP) of the California Resources Agency, to non-

agricultural use. 

b) Involve other changes in the existing environment that, due to their location or nature, 

could result in conversion of farmland to nonagricultural use. 

 

2. Findings: 

a) Impacts to agriculture and forestry resources are discussed in Section 4.3 of the 

DSEIR 

b) According to the Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS), Lassen County has 

not been surveyed for inclusion in the FMMP.  

c) No portion of the proposed Project site is irrigated. 

d) Although the Project site could be used as grazing land, the Project site would not 

yield sufficient vegetation to support an annual carrying capacity equivalent to at least 

one animal unit per acre. 

e) There are no fruit or nut-bearing trees on the project site. Therefore, the Project site 

does not meet the definition of prime agricultural land included in California 

Government Code §51201. 

f) The proposed Project will not result in the loss of prime farmland, unique farmland, 

or farmland of statewide importance, nor will the proposed Project result in the 

conversion of farmland to non-agricultural use. 

g) The proposed Project will result in the loss of approximately 78.6 acres of low 

capability grazing land. 

h) The above-mentioned impacts to agriculture and forestry resources were determined 

to be less than significant. 

 

C. Impacts to Energy 

1. Impacts: 

a) Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or 

unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction or 

operation. 

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

 

2. Findings: 
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a) Impacts to energy are discussed in Section 4.7 of the DSEIR 

b) The proposed Project will increase the annual energy requirements for mining 

operations and extend the energy needs of the Project for an additional 20 years. 

Similar to existing conditions, the proposed quarry expansion would consume energy 

the fuel consumed by off-road vehicles and equipment. The increase in energy will be 

proportionate to the increased volume of material produced from the mine. Electrical 

consumption would be similar to the existing mine operations and would not require 

an increased demand compared to existing conditions. 

c) Fossil fuels used for off-road vehicles and other energy-consuming equipment would 

be used during mine operations. Fuel energy consumed during construction would be 

limited to an additional 20 years would not represent a significant demand on energy 

resources. 

d) The proposed Project will result in an increase in crushing operations as well as an 

increase in annual hours of operation for off-road equipment to support the increase 

in annual production. The annual operating hours for the majority of the off-road 

equipment will increase by 50 percent. On average, the loaders will operate 1,200 

hours per year, the excavators will operate 675 hours per year, onsite haul trucks will 

operate 525 hours per year and the dozer will operate 750 hour per year. 

e) Increased equipment use will result in an increase in diesel fuel consumption. Current 

operations require an estimated 385,520 gallons of diesel fuel each year. The 

proposed Project’s diesel fuel consumption is estimated to be 41,027 gallons, which 

would increase fuel use in the County by two percent. A two percent increase in 

county-wide diesel fuel consumption is not anticipated to trigger the need for 

additional capacity. 

f) The proposed 78.6-acre quarry expansion does not include an increase in truck or 

employee traffic trips beyond existing conditions. It should be noted that, given the 

diverse location and distances of projects that could be served by the proposed 

Project, alternative transportation modes (e.g., rail lines) are generally unavailable or 

infeasible. Construction projects requiring materials from sources such as the 

proposed Project will continue to occur with or without the proposed expansion. As a 

result, the proposed expansion would continue to facilitate reduced vehicle miles 

traveled and fuel consumption by extending the life of a regional material source that 

serves local projects. 

g) Lassen County does not have a stand-alone Climate Action Plan but includes policies 

for energy resources within the Lassen County General Plan Energy Element. The 

objective of the Energy Element is to promote energy efficiency and the reduction of 

energy waste. The project does not conflict with or obstruct these goals or policies. 

Chapter 12.17 (Energy Conservation) of the Lassen County Building Code 

specifically requires compliance with Title 24. The project does not include 

construction of additional buildings at the Project site. Therefore, implementation of 

the proposed Project would not conflict with policies of the Lassen County General 

Plan or obstruct their implementation. 

h) The mine operator will be making improvements to the mixes of asphalt to be more 

energy and resource efficient, such as using reclaimed asphalt pavement (RAP) in 

mixes. Current and proposed operations recycle concrete and asphalt and uses the 

recycled materials in with the new asphalt materials. Using RAP in mixes requires 

approximately 16% less energy consumption compared to a virgin hot mix asphalt 

mixture through re use of asphalt concrete. 
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i) Because the proposed quarry expansion will obtain all of its electricity from Plumas-

Sierra Rural Electric Cooperative, or another supplier that must comply with the 

California Renewable Portfolio Standard, a substantial portion of the energy used by 

the proposed Project would be generated from renewable sources. 

j) the proposed Project is located at the site of an existing quarry and aggregate 

processing facility with convenient access to a Highway 395 and other regional 

roadways, providing efficient transportation options for delivering product to 

throughout Lassen County. 

k) The above-mentioned impacts to energy were determined to be less than significant. 

 

D. Impacts to Greenhouse Gas Emissions  

1. Impacts: 

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

significant impact on the environment. 

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

reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases. 

 

2. Findings: 

a) Impacts to greenhouse gas emissions are discussed in Section 4.9 of the DSEIR 

b) The estimated annual incremental GHG emissions of the Project would be 

approximately 416 metric tons of CO2e, which is well below the significance 

threshold of 10,000 metric tons of CO2e. 

c) Neither Lassen County APCD nor Lassen County has a currently adopted region-

specific plan for reducing GHG emissions. 

d) The operation of the facility is a benefit to Lassen County in that the maintenance of 

roads and other infrastructure requiring the generation of asphalt pavement and 

concrete are necessary for support of a safe public transportation system within 

Lassen County. 

e) The transportation of materials from facilities further away would result in higher 

emissions per ton of material produced due to the increased emission from miles 

traveled by truck. The proposed Project would not conflict with any applicable plans, 

polices, or regulations adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of 

greenhouse gases. 

f) The above-mentioned impacts to greenhouse gas emissions were determined to be 

less than significant. 

 

E. Impacts to Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

1. Impacts: 

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or environment through the routine transport, 

use, or disposal of hazardous materials or through reasonable foreseeable upset and 

accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment. 

b) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving 

wildland fires. 

 

2. Findings: 

a) Impacts to hazards and hazardous materials are discussed in Section 4.10 of the 

DSEIR 
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b) The proposed Project will result in the use of hazardous materials used for the 

existing mining operation in the 78.6-acre expansion area. The existing mining 

operation involves the transport, use, and storage and disposal of hazardous materials 

such as fuels, lubricants and hydraulic fluids for vehicles and equipment onsite. 

Hazardous materials onsite also include materials used for cement and asphalt 

production and explosives used for blasting. All fuel storage tanks onsite have 

secondary containment structures. Explosive are handled by a licensed operator and 

are stored in an ATF-inspected and approved magazine onsite. 

c) The proposed Project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the 

environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials. 

The existing quarry and aggregate processing operation utilize small amounts of fuel 

and lubricants and is subject to the County’s Hazardous Materials Business Plan 

(HMBP) program, which is regulated by the Lassen County Environmental Health 

Department (EHD) as part of the Certified Unified Program. 

d) The proposed Project does not include changes to the current storage or use of 

hazardous materials at the mining operation. 

e) The Project site is located within a State Responsibility Area (SRA), an area where 

the state has financial responsibility for wild land fire protection and is located in a 

Moderate Fire Hazard Severity Zone. 

f) The Mine Safety and Health Administration (MSHA) requires implementation of Fire 

Prevention and Control standards (30 CFR Part 36). These measures are implemented 

at the current operation and will be required in the expansion area as well. Therefore, 

the proposed Project will not expose people or structures to a significant risk or loss, 

injury or death involving wildland fires. 

g) The above-mentioned impacts to hazards and hazardous materials were determined to 

be less than significant. 

 

F. Impacts to Hydrology and Water Quality 

1. Impacts: 

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

substantially degrade surface or groundwater quality. 

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with 

groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater. 

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through 

the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through addition of impervious 

surfaces, in a manner which would: i) result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or 

off-site; ii) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner 

which would result in flooding on-or offsite; or iii) create or contribute runoff water 

which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems 

or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff. 

d) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable 

groundwater management plan. 

e) The proposed quarry expansion site does not include alteration of the course of a 

stream or river or include the addition of impervious surfaces; however, the 

expansion will alter the existing drainage pattern of the mining area. 

f) Erosion or siltation will not be conveyed offsite by stormwater. 
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g) The Project site borders the area covered by the Lassen County Ground Water 

Management Plan (GWMP) and is partially within the Plan area. The proposed 

Project will not conflict with or obstruct the Lassen County GWMP. 

h) The proposed quarry expansion will not conflict with or obstruct the Water Quality 

Control Plan (WQCP) for the Lahontan Region. 

i) The above-mentioned impacts to hydrology and water quality were determined to be 

less than significant. 

 

2. Findings: 

a) Impacts to hydrology and water quality are discussed in Section 4.11 of the DSEIR 

b) The proposed quarry expansion does not include additional pollutant sources or 

changes to the management of stormwater or wash water. 

c) The current mining operation retains all surface flow (stormwater) onsite. Stormwater 

from the expansion area will be conveyed to the existing retention ponds and 

additional retention ponds will be constructed to capture stormwater if needed as 

expansion advances. Ponds will be sized to meet the 25-year, 24-hour storm per the 

Industrial General Permit (IGP) and SMARA requirements. No discharge is 

anticipated from the expansion area. 

d) The existing operation includes gravel/aggregate washing. Water discharged from the 

gravel/aggregate washing operations onsite are retained in settling ponds. The 

proposed Project will not result in changes to wash water management. The proposed 

quarry expansion is subject to Conditions 4 and 5 of Resolution No. 97-067, requiring 

all necessary permits from the Lahontan RWQCB and/or the State Water Resources 

Board be secured and a SPCC plan for fuel storage be approved by the RWQCB. 

e) Well water is used by the current operation for wet suppression of onsite dust.  

f) The operation of off-road equipment will increase to support the increase in annual 

production. The Project will result in an estimated 50 percent increase in annual 

operational hours of the majority of off-road equipment. Therefore, a maximum water 

use increase of 50 percent for dust suppression could occur (increase from 38 acre-

feet per year to 57 acre-feet per year). 

g) The Project site is located within the Honey Lake Valley Groundwater Basin, which 

is not currently at risk for overdraft. Estimated total water stored in the upper 100 feet 

of aquifer is estimated to be 10 million acre-feet. 

h) As seen in the groundwater levels for monitored wells in the Project area, found in the 

Department of Water Resources (DWR) Water Data Library, there is currently no 

trend or pattern indicating overdraft in the basin. Therefore, the proposed quarry 

expansion will not substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere 

substantially with groundwater recharge. 

i) The above-mentioned impacts to hydrology and water quality were determined to be 

less than significant. 

 

G. Impacts to Transportation 

1. Impacts: 

a) Conflict with or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision ( 

 

2. Findings: 

a) Impacts to transportation are discussed in Section 4.14 of the DSEIR 
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b) Lassen County does not have a threshold of significance related to vehicle miles 

traveled (VMT). The California Governor’s Office of Planning and Research 

Technical Advisory on Evaluating Transportation Impacts in CEQA contains 

recommendations regarding significance thresholds for VMT for different project 

types and land uses The OPR Guidance does not include thresholds specific to mining 

or industrial projects. Projects that decrease vehicle miles traveled in the project area 

compared to existing conditions should be presumed to have a less than significant 

transportation impact. 

c) Implementation of the proposed quarry expansion will not result in an increase in 

VMT compared to existing permitted operations. Proposed additional production will 

be achieved by maximizing truck loads, not increasing truck trips. 

d) The facility tends to shorten trips and reduce VMT by providing a construction 

material source in the region serving local projects. Other sources of aggregate and 

asphalt large enough to serve the construction projects generally served by the 

proposed Project are located near Lake Almanor or north of Reno in Nevada. 

Therefore, the proposed Project results in an overall decrease in VMT for 

construction projects within Lassen County. 

e) The proposed quarry expansion will not result in an increase in VMT and will not 

conflict with or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines §15064.3. 

f) The above-mentioned impacts to transportation were determined to be less than 

significant. 

 

H. Impacts to Wildfire 

1. Impacts: 

a) The Project could substantially Impair an Adopted Emergency Response Plan or 

Emergency Evacuation Plan. 

b) Due to Slope, Prevailing Winds, and Other Factors, the Project could Exacerbate 

Wildfire Risks, and thereby Expose Project Occupants to Pollutant Concentrations 

from a Wildfire or the Uncontrolled Spread of Wildfire. 

c) Require the Installation or Maintenance of Associated Infrastructure (Such as Roads, 

Fuel Breaks, Emergency Water Sources, Power Lines or Other Utilities that May 

Exacerbate Fire Risk or that May Result in Temporary or Ongoing Impacts to the 

Environment. 

d) Expose People or Structures to Significant Risks, Including Downslope or 

Downstream Flooding or Landslides, as a Result of Runoff, Post-Fire Slope 

Instability, or Drainage Changes. 

 

2. Findings: 

a) Impacts to wildfire are discussed in Section 4.15 of the DSEIR 

b) Lassen County and the City of Susanville use the Emergency Operations Plan (March 

2019) to respond to major emergencies and disasters. 

c) As of this time CAL FIRE, Lassen County Office of Emergency Services, Lassen 

County Sheriff’s Department, and others have not adopted a comprehensive 

emergency evacuation plan applicable to this area. 

d) Law enforcement personnel and Lassen County Office of Emergency Services staff 

would be responsible for ensuring that evacuations are phased appropriately, taking 

into consideration the vulnerability of communities when making decisions. 
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e) The proposed Project does not include an increase in peak traffic volumes generated 

by the existing operation. As a result, the proposed quarry expansion will not interfere 

with the implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency 

response or evacuation plan. 

f) The proposed quarry expansion does not include residential developments or 

permanent occupied structures. Residences in the Project vicinity are located 

downslope of the expansion area, and on agricultural parcels surrounded by fields. 

There are no residences or occupied land uses upslope of the Project site which is 

comprised of undeveloped agricultural and open space (public lands). The proposed 

expansion area, including areas surrounding the site are located in a Moderate Fire 

Hazard Severity Zone (FHSZ). 

g) Mining has resulted in changes in onsite topography, creating a steeper slope along 

the eastern boundary of the mining area and flat areas on the pit floor where plant 

equipment is currently operated. The risk of potential ignitions resulting from mining 

activities onsite would be considered very low for the existing cleared areas of the site 

with non-combustible land cover (mine production areas, rock crushing/screening 

plant, washing operations, ponds). The proposed Project will continue to maintain 

onsite fire suppression apparatus (i.e., water trucks and fire extinguishers) to assist in 

a fire-related response should an incident occur onsite. 

h) steeper slopes along the eastern boundary of the expansion area could potentially 

result in more rapid burn upslope if wildfire were to occur onsite after reclamation. 

However, the proposed Project is subject to Mine Safety and Health Administration 

(MSHA) requirements related to the implementation of Fire Prevention and Control 

standards (30 CFR Part 36). These measures are implemented onsite at the existing 

quarry and will be required in the expansion area as well. 

i) The proposed quarry expansion will not require installation of fire breaks or 

additional water sources, power lines, or other utilities; however, will include 

construction of internal roads within the expansion area for mining and material 

hauling. The internal roads are not anticipated to exacerbate fire risk at the site since 

vegetation will be removed prior to road construction and use. As a result, 

implementation of the proposed quarry expansion would not include the construction 

of any infrastructure that may exacerbate fire risk or result in temporary or ongoing 

impacts to the environment. 

j) Development of the proposed Project would not significantly alter existing onsite 

drainage patterns or impervious services compared to existing conditions. The flows 

within the existing mine area are contained and slowed by berms and benches and 

ultimately directed into settling basins. 

k) The proposed Project will continue to implement Best Management Practices (BMPs) 

to reduce impacts to storm water quality. In addition, during the mine’s operational 

history there have been no significance surface failures. Therefore, the proposed 

Project does not pose a significant risk of landslides. 

l) The above-mentioned impacts to wildfire were determined to be less than significant. 

 

P. Impacts to Air Quality 

1. Impacts: 

a) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which 

the project region is in non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air 

quality standard. 
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b) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations. 

 

2. Findings: 

a) The regulatory models used to estimate the air quality impacts are described in detail 

in the air quality analysis prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix D, Air 

Quality & Health Risk Assessment). 

b) The only incremental daily emission change is related to the blasting operations due 

to greater blasting zone size. The daily processing rates would not change and thus, 

the associated daily emissions would not change. The incremental annual emissions 

would be greater due to the proposed Project as a result of the greater annual 

production rates. 

c) The Ward Lake Pit Expansion Air Quality and Health Risk Assessment Technical 

Report (RCH Group, 2021) includes reasonable precautions to prevent particulate 

matter from becoming airborne consistent with Lassen County Air Pollution Control 

District (APCD) Rule 4:18. 

d) The Northeast Plateau Air Basin and Lassen County are currently in attainment or 

unclassified for all criteria pollutants. 

e) A Health Risk Assessment (HRA) was included in the Ward Lake Pit Expansion Air 

Quality and Health Risk Assessment Technical Report (RCH Group, 2021) to address 

health impacts on existing residences and schools from diesel generators and off-road 

equipment associated with the aggregate extraction and processing and resultant 

diesel particulate matter (DPM) emissions from the Project. 

f) The proposed Project would constitute an emission source of DPM due to operations 

associated with generators, off-road equipment, and haul trucks. Studies have 

demonstrated that DPM from diesel-fueled engines is a human carcinogen and that 

chronic (long-term) inhalation exposure to DPM poses a chronic health risk. 

g) The HRA is intended to provide a worst–case estimate of the increased exposure by 

employing a standard emission estimation program, an accepted pollutant dispersion 

model, approved toxicity factors, and conservative exposure parameters. 

h) The maximum cancer risk from existing condition emissions for a residential-adult 

receptor would be 0.17 per million and for a residential-child receptor would be 1.35 

per million. The maximum cancer risk from proposed Project emissions for a 

residential-adult receptor would be 0.52 per million and for a residential-child 

receptor would be 1.91 per million. 

i) The chronic HI would be less than 0.01. The chronic HI would be below the 

significance threshold of 1 and the impact of the proposed Project would therefore be 

less than significant. 

j) The above-mentioned impacts to air quality were determined to be less than 

significant. 

 

Q. Impacts to Geology and Soils 

1. Impacts: 

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including 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? 
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ii. Strong seismic ground shaking 

iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction 

iv. Landslides 

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 offsite landslide, lateral 

spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse? 

 

2. Findings: 

a) The Project site is located about 7 miles from the closest State-mapped Holocene-

active fault. However, as shown on Plate 9, it appears that possible northerly 

extension of the Holocene-active Warm Springs Valley fault might project through 

the quarry area (Bajada, 2020). The Warm Springs Valley fault is zoned as Holocene-

active approximately 13.6 miles south of the project site; however, the State has not 

zoned northern extensions of the fault as meeting the Alquist-Priolo Act criteria for 

an active fault (Wills, 1990). 

b) There could be a risk of fault rupture across the Project site from the Warm Valley 

Springs fault (Bajada, 2020). Based on a moment magnitude of 6.8 or less that could 

occur along the Warm Springs Valley fault, it is estimated that a maximum ground 

displacement of about 2.5 feet could occur during an earthquake (Wells & 

Coppersmith, 1994). However, the State evaluated the fault and estimated that the 

fault strands projecting into the quarry area exhibited insufficient evidence of recency 

of movement that they were not zoned as active (Wills, 1990). The potential risk of 

loss, injury, or death are relatively low, especially with a relatively long recurrence 

interval for that fault. The risk might be rockfall triggered by ground shaking but with 

properly designed slopes and benches, this risk should be reduced to a negligible 

level. Mining in the proposed quarry expansion area will be conducted in accordance 

with the recommendations contained in the Preliminary Geotechnical Report Ward 

Lake Quarry Expansion (Bajada, 2020) (refer to Appendix F). 

c) The existing quarry and proposed quarry expansion area are not within a special 

studies zone associated with the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act (AP). 

d) Most materials located within the proposed quarry expansion area consist of volcanic 

rock materials and terrace deposits. The volcanic rock materials are not subject to 

liquefaction. The terrace deposits are thought to contain appreciable fines and 

groundwater is anticipated to be located at depths below 50 feet (Bajada, 2020). 

Terrace deposits are considered to have a low potential for liquefaction susceptibility. 

e) Mining at the project site will be conducted per the recommendations contained in the 

Preliminary Geotechnical Report Ward Lake Quarry Expansion (Bajada, 2020) 

prepared for the expansion area (refer to Appendix F), which will minimize the risk 

of landslides on cut faces. 

f) The proposed Project has the potential to cause localized erosion through actions such 

as excavation, vegetation clearing and disturbing upland areas. The mining protocols 

and BMPs included in the Reclamation Plan Amendment will minimize soil erosion 

and loss of topsoil at the site. 

g) The terrace deposits are thought to contain appreciable fines and groundwater is 

anticipated to be located at depths below 50 feet, per the exploratory holes advanced 

with the air-percussion drill rig (see Appendix F). Thus, terrace deposits are 

considered to have a low potential for liquefaction susceptibility or lateral spreading. 
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h) The above-mentioned impacts to geology and soils were determined to be less than 

significant. 

 

IV. FINDINGS REGARDING IMPACTS MITIGATED TO A LESS-THAN-

SIGNIFICANT LEVEL 

 

The DSEIR identifies those environmental impacts that are mitigable. Conditions of Approval 

for the project will be imposed that will mitigate or avoid these mitigable impacts. 

 

A. Impacts to Air Quality 

1. Impacts: 

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

substantial number of people. 

 

2. Mitigation Measures: 

a) MM 4.4-1: The Project applicant shall ensure compliance with Lassen County APCD 

rules for fugitive dust emissions. Based on Lassen County APCD Rule 4:18 (Fugitive 

Dust Emissions), reasonable precautions shall be taken to prevent particulate matter from 

becoming airborne, including, but not limited to, the following provisions: 

• Cover trucks. Covering open bodied trucks when used for transportation materials 

likely to give rise to airborne dust. 

• Filter and containment. Installation and use of hoods, fans, and other fabric filters to 

enclose and vent the handling of dusty materials. Containment methods may be 

employed during sandblasting and other similar operations. 

• Dust suppression. The application of asphalt, oil, water or suitable chemicals to dirt 

roads, material stockpiles, land clearing, excavation, grading or other surfaces which 

can give rise to airborne dusts. 

• Good housekeeping. The prompt removal of earth or other material from paved 

streets onto which earth or other material for earth moving equipment, erosion by 

water, or other means has been deposited. 

3. Findings: 

a) Impacts to air quality are discussed in Section 4.4 of the DSEIR 

b) Though offensive odors from stationary and mobile sources rarely cause any physical 

harm, they still remain unpleasant and can lead to public distress, generating citizen 

complaints to local governments. 

c) Eight homes are located on parcels from 10 to 80 acres in size to the west and south along 

Ward Lake Road. 

d) The nearest residence is approximately 875 feet from the western property line of the 

existing quarry operations and approximately 4,500 feet from the proposed quarry 

expansion area. Shaffer Elementary School is located 2.4 miles to the southeast of the 

Project Site. There are approximately 24 residences abutting Highway 395 and Center 

Road. Traveling farther west along Center Road, toward the California State Correctional 

Center, there are approximately six additional residences. 

e) Land uses and industrial operations that typically are associated with odor complaints 

include agricultural uses, wastewater treatment plants, food processing plants, chemical 

plants, composting, refineries, landfills, solid waste transfer stations, rendering plants, 

dairies, and fiberglass molding. The proposed project would not fall into any of these 
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categories. Operation of the proposed Project would result in fugitive dust and 

combustion emissions, which would not be expected to generate odors. 

f) Notably, the primary wind direction is from the west and south. Therefore, the primary 

wind direction is from the residences towards the project site. Odor emissions are highly 

dispersive, especially in areas with higher average wind speeds. However, odors disperse 

less quickly during inversions or during calm conditions, which hamper vertical mixing 

and dispersion. 

g) A majority of the proposed Project operations would occur from April through October 

which is not typically the season associated with inversion conditions (i.e., occur during 

wintertime). Inversion conditions may also result in odor impacts due to air stagnation. 

Given that the proposed Project would not operate during the months when inversion 

condition is more common, the likelihood of odor impacts due to the proposed Project 

would be reduced. 

h) Based on information obtained from the Lassen County APCD, no complaints were filed 

related to odor issues (including the existing asphalt plant) in the past five years. 

 

B. Impacts to Biological Resources 

1. Impacts: 

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 CDFW or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS).  

 

2. Mitigation Measures: 

a) MM 4.5-1: To avoid impacts on burrowing owls and other nesting birds, including 

raptors protected under State and federal regulations, the following shall be implemented 

(removal of raptor nests at any time of year is prohibited unless appropriate permits are 

obtained). 

• Burrowing owls. A qualified biologist shall conduct preconstruction surveys for 

burrowing owls in accordance with the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl 

Mitigation prepared by the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFW) 

(March 7, 2012). Upon completion, all survey results shall be submitted to Lassen 

County.  

 

Where physical or visual access is available, survey coverage shall extend 500 

feet around the project site where suitable habitat for burrowing owls is present. A 

minimum of four field surveys shall be conducted: at least one between February 

15th and April 15th; and a minimum of three surveys, at least three weeks apart, 

between April 15th and July 15th, with at least one survey after June 15th. Survey 

methods and survey reports shall be in accordance with the CDFW Staff Report 

and provided to Lassen County. If no active burrows are observed, the site shall 

be re-inspected by a qualified biologist no more than one week prior to initiation 

of construction to ensure that owls are not present. 

 

If an active burrow is observed in the project site, the County shall consult with 

CDFW regarding establishing a non-disturbance buffer around the burrow, or 

implementing passive relocation methods to exclude the owls from the site prior 

to commencement of construction. No burrowing owls shall be excluded from 
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occupied burrows until a burrowing owl exclusion and relocation plan is approved 

by CDFW. Following owl exclusion and burrow demolition, the site shall be 

monitored by a qualified biologist to ensure burrowing owls do not reoccupy the 

site prior to construction.  

 

In the event of loss of burrowing owl nests, a mitigation and monitoring plan shall 

be prepared by a qualified biologist to identify methods to offset the loss at a 

minimum 1:1 ratio (e.g., establishing a permanent conservation easement to 

provide for burrowing owl nesting, foraging, wintering, and dispersal, including 

completing habitat enhancements within the conservation easement area as 

necessary. The mitigation and monitoring plan shall be approved by CDFW prior 

to commencement of construction. 

 

• For all other bird species, if vegetation removal or ground disturbance activities 

occur between February 1st and August 31st, a pre-construction nesting survey 

shall be conducted by a qualified biologist to identify active nests in and adjacent 

to the work area. Surveys shall begin prior to sunrise and continue until vegetation 

and nests have been sufficiently observed. The survey shall consider acoustic 

impacts and line-of-sight disturbances occurring as a result of the project in order 

to determine a sufficient survey radius to avoid nesting birds. At a minimum, the 

survey report shall include a description of the area surveyed, date and time of the 

survey, ambient conditions, bird species observed in the area, a description of any 

active nests observed, any evidence of breeding behaviors (e.g., courtship, 

carrying nest materials or food, etc.), and a description of any outstanding 

conditions that may have impacted the survey results (e.g., weather conditions, 

excess noise, the presence of predators, etc.). The survey shall be conducted no 

more than one week prior to the initiation of construction. If construction 

activities are delayed or suspended for more than one week after the pre-

construction survey, the site shall be resurveyed. Upon completion, all survey 

results shall be submitted to Lassen County.  

 

If active nests are found, appropriate actions shall be implemented to ensure 

compliance with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and California Fish and Game 

Code. Compliance measures may include, but are not limited to, exclusion 

buffers, sound-attenuation measures, seasonal work closures based on the known 

biology and life history of the species identified in the survey, as well as ongoing 

monitoring by biologists. 

 

b) MM 4.5-2: Throughout the life of the mine, if milkweed (Asclepias spp.) is observed 

onsite during the breeding season/pupae development season (spring-summer) for the 

monarch butterfly, the plant shall be inspected for caterpillars by a qualified biologist. If 

developing monarch caterpillars are present, the plant shall be avoided until butterflies 

have emerged and the plant is no longer in use. 

 

c) MM 4.5-3: Prior to new ground disturbance and annually thereafter, a pre-construction 

survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist to determine the presence of pygmy 

rabbits, white-tailed jackrabbits, and other special-status wildlife species that may be 
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present onsite. If special-status animal species are identified within the project site, a 

qualified biologist, in consultation with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife, 

shall recommend avoidance measures for protection of the species. Upon completion, all 

survey results shall be submitted to Lassen County. 

 

d) MM 4.5-4: Prior to new ground disturbance, a qualified biologist shall conduct a survey 

in areas that contain rock outcrops or other potentially suitable roosting habitat for pallid 

bats. If an active maternity roost is present, a qualified biologist, in consultation with the 

California Department of Fish and Wildlife, shall establish a suitable buffer zone to 

ensure that active bat nurseries are not adversely affected. If non-breeding bats are found 

in rock outcrops within the disturbance footprint, the individuals shall be safely evicted 

under the direction of a qualified biologist. Upon completion, all survey results shall be 

submitted to Lassen County. 

 

e) MM 4.5-5: Prior to new ground disturbance and annually thereafter, a botanical survey 

shall be conducted during the blooming season when special-status plants known to occur 

in the region would be identifiable. If special-status plants are present, a suitable buffer 

zone(s) shall be determined by a qualified biologist in consultation with the California 

Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) and exclusionary fencing shall be placed prior 

to commencement of earth-disturbing activities. Upon completion, all survey results shall 

be submitted to Lassen County.  

 

If avoidance is not possible, CDFW shall be contacted to determine a satisfactory method 

of mitigation. Mitigation shall be undertaken concurrently with or in advance of the 

earth-disturbing activities. 

 

f) MM 4.5-6: All construction personnel participating in earth-disturbing activities and their 

supervisors shall receive training by a qualified biologist regarding protective measures 

for special-status plant and animal species and sensitive habitats that could exist in the 

study area. When new personnel are hired, the proof that they receive the mandatory 

training shall be submitted to Lassen County before starting work. At a minimum, the 

training shall include the following: 

• A review of the special-status species that could occur in the project site, the 

locations where the species could occur, the laws and regulations that protect 

these species, and the consequences of noncompliance with those laws and 

regulations. 

• Procedures to be implemented in the event that these species are encountered 

during construction. 

• A review of sensitive habitats that occur in the study area and the location of the 

sensitive habitats. 

• A review of applicable mitigation measures, standard construction measures, best 

management practices, and resource-agency permit conditions that apply to the 

protection of special-status species and sensitive habitats. 

 

g) MM 4.5-7: To minimize impacts from the loss of wildlife habitat, site disturbance in the 

expansion area shall not exceed two 5- acre increments, starting excavation on another 5-

acre increment while concurrently reclaiming the first 5-acre increment. After the initial 
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excavation of two 5-acre increments, disturbance shall not exceed 5- acres. At any given 

time. Reclamation in the expansion area shall be completed concurrently with mining 

operations in accordance with the adopted Reclamation Plan. Reclamation, including 

seeding, must commence within two years following completion of mining in each five-

acre area in order to minimize the total area disturbed at any given time and to allow for 

restoration of the vegetative cover. 

 

h) MM 4.5-8: To ensure no additional foraging habitat loss, all remaining areas of the mine 

parcels shall remain undisturbed for the duration of mining. This includes the remaining 

portions of Lassen County Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) 109-100- 059 and APN 109-

100-060 (i.e., all portions of the parcels outside of the reclamation boundary for the 

current mine operation (as of 2021) and the proposed 2021 mine expansion boundary). 

 

3. Findings: 

a) Impacts to biological resources are discussed in Section 4.5 of the DSEIR 

b) The BRA prepared for the proposed quarry expansion identified 14 special-status wildlife 

species (golden eagle (Aquila chrysaetos), northern harrier (Circus cyaneus), Swainson’s 

hawk (Buteo swainsoni), greater sage-grouse (Centrocercus urophasianus),  burrowing 

owl (Athene cunicularia), long-eared owl (Asio otus), short-eared owl (Asio flammeus), 

loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus), monarch butterfly (Danaus plexippus), gray 

wolf (Canis lupus),  American badger (Taxidea taxus), pygmy rabbit (Brachylagus 

idahoensis), white-tailed jackrabbit (Lepus townsendii townsendii), pallid bat (Antrozous 

pallidus)) as having the potential to occur within the Project area. Three special-status 

plant species (spiny milkwort (Polygala subspinosa), ornate dalea (Dalea ornata), 

Holmgren’s skullcap (Scutellaria holmgreniorum)) could also potentially be present. 

Potential effects to these species as well as raptors and migratory birds protected by 

federal and State regulations are discussed is section 4.5 of the DSEIR. 

c) The golden eagle is listed by the State of California as Fully Protected, which prohibits 

take or possession of the species. The site was assessed for potential nesting habitat as 

described in the USFWS “Protocol for Golden Eagle Occupancy and Reproduction 

Assessment”. No golden eagles were observed onsite. No trees occur onsite that could 

provide nesting habitat for golden eagles. Golden eagles have been observed (per the 

California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB)) within five miles of the site, and there 

is foraging habitat within the expansion area as the sagebrush onsite is inhabited by prey 

species. The proposed quarry expansion would result in the loss of 78.6 acres of 

sagebrush foraging habitat for the golden eagle. 

d) The northern harrier is listed by the State of California as a Species of Special Concern. 

According to CNDDB, there are no known occurrences within five miles of the proposed 

expansion area. However, northern harriers may nest in sagebrush flats several miles 

from water, and there is potential nesting and foraging habitat within the 78.6-acre 

expansion area. 

e) The Swainson’s hawk was listed as a threatened species in 1983. There are no records of 

Swainson’s hawks within the Project area in the CNDDB, but there are three records of 

nesting hawks within five miles of the Project area. All of these records are located in 

irrigated farmland. There is no irrigated agricultural habitat or other suitable nesting 

habitat for Swainson’s hawk within the project area; however, there is potential foraging 

habitat within the 78.6-acre expansion area as the sagebrush onsite is inhabited by prey 

species. 
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f) The greater sage-grouse is listed by the State of California as a Species of Special 

Concern. The species was considered for listing under the ESA as Endangered or 

Threatened in 2015, but the USFWS found that listing was not warranted. There are no 

records of greater sage-grouse within five miles of the project area in the CNDDB; the 

closest record is 58 miles to the north. No leks or signs of sage grouse activity were 

located in the proposed project area during the field surveys; however, potential breeding 

and nesting habitat exists in the open sagebrush areas of the Project area. 

g) The burrowing owl is listed by the State of California as a Species of Special Concern. A 

protocol-level survey for burrowing owls was completed in 2020. The survey followed 

the Burrowing Owl Survey Protocol and Mitigation Guidelines, published by the 

California Burrowing Owl Consortium, and covered the 78.6-acre quarry expansion area 

and a 500-foot buffer around the expansion area. The results of the survey are 

documented in the Burrowing Owl Survey, Ward Lake Quarry, Lassen County, 

California (VESTRA, 2020a), included in Appendix E. No burrows were observed during 

the survey that appeared to be able to accommodate an animal the size of a burrowing 

owl. However, the expansion area contains suitable nesting and foraging habitat for 

burrowing owls. 

h) The long-eared owl is listed by the State of California as a Species of Special Concern. 

There are no records of long-eared owls within five miles of the project area in the 

CNDDB. There are currently no known nesting sites located in or near the project area, 

and there is no suitable dense nesting vegetation for the long-eared owl in the area. 

However, there is suitable foraging habitat for the species within the expansion area. 

i) The short-eared owl is listed by the State of California as a Species of Special Concern. 

There are no records of short-eared owls within five miles of the Project area in the 

CNDDB. There are currently no known nesting sites located in or near the Project area, 

and there is not enough suitable grassland within the area for nesting. However, there is 

some suitable foraging habitat within the open shrubland of the Project area and 

surrounding areas. 

j) The loggerhead shrike is listed by the State of California as a Species of Special Concern. 

There are no records of loggerhead shrikes within five miles of the project area in the 

CNDDB. There are currently no known nest occurrences located in or near the Project 

area, and it is not likely that loggerhead shrike would nest in the project site. However, 

there is potentially suitable foraging habitat for the loggerhead shrike within the open 

shrubland of the Project area and surrounding areas. 

k) The monarch butterfly is a candidate species under the Federal Endangered Species Act. 

Lassen County is in the “Priority 2” restoration zone for western monarchs in California. 

Restoration objectives focus on identifying and protecting existing native milkweed and 

nectar plants, and planting pesticide-free native milkweed and nectar plants. Monarchs 

are likely to be present in the general Project area from May 16th to September 30th 

(USFWS, 2021). 

l) The gray wolf was listed as endangered on March 9, 1978 (USDI FWS, 1978). The last 

recorded observation of gray wolf in the project vicinity was in 1924 near Litchfield, 

California. However, the wolf has a large home range and range expansion is 

documented and could result in wolves re-inhabiting the area at some point. CDFW has 

collected evidence (GPS tracking collar and remote trail camera images in 2016) that 

suggests that a small number of wolves have traveled into Lassen County (CDFW, 2017). 

Due to the small project footprint relative to the large home range size of the gray wolf, 
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the proposed project will not alter an amount of habitat significant enough to have any 

impact on the species. 

m) The American badger is listed by the State of California as a Species of Special Concern. 

There are no records of American badgers within five miles of the project area in the 

CNDDB; however, there is suitable habitat within the open shrubland of the project area 

and surrounding areas. No American badgers, signs of badgers, or burrows were 

observed during the site surveys. Due to sensitivity to noise, badgers in surrounding areas 

would likely avoid the project area due to a close proximity to ongoing operations in the 

current mining area. No direct impacts to American badgers are anticipated. 

n) The pygmy rabbit is listed by the State of California as a Species of Special Concern. 

There are no CNDDB records of these rabbits within five miles of the project area, and 

no pygmy rabbits were observed during site surveys. However, there is suitable foraging 

habitat for this species, so they could potentially occur. The proposed quarry expansion 

would result in the loss of 78.6 acres of sagebrush foraging habitat for the species. 

o) The white-tailed jackrabbit is listed by the State of California as a Species of Special 

Concern. There are no CNDDB records of these rabbits within five miles of the Project 

area; however, there is suitable foraging habitat for this species, so they could potentially 

occur. The proposed quarry expansion would result in the loss of 78.6 acres of sagebrush 

foraging habitat for this species. 

p) The pallid bat is listed by the State of California as a Species of Special Concern. There 

are no records of pallid bats within five miles of the Project area in the CNDDB, and no 

bats or sign of bats were observed in rock outcroppings during the site survey. However, 

there is suitable foraging habitat within the open shrubland of the Project area and 

surrounding areas, and rock outcroppings in the proposed quarry expansion area could 

provide roosting habitat. 

q) Spiny milkwort is a perennial herb native to California. This species is ranked by CDFW 

as 2B.2, i.e., moderately rare, threatened, or endangered in California but more common 

elsewhere. Spiny milkwort was not detected in the expansion area during the field 

surveys; however, the species has the potential to occur within the project area due to the 

gravelly and rocky soils that exist in the proposed quarry expansion area. A botanical 

survey for this species in accordance with CDFW protocols will be conducted prior to 

vegetation removal activities within the expansion area to determine the presence of this 

species. If detected, measures contained below will be implemented. 

r) Ornate dalea is a perennial forb that is native to California and is ranked by CDFW as 

2B.1 (seriously threatened, rare or endangered in California. All seven of the reported 

occurrences of ornate dalea in CNDDB are north of the expansion area, with the closest 

being ±3.5 miles to the northwest. The occurrences were in rocky clay flats with areas of 

vertisol clay soil. The Project site has potentially suitable habitat for ornate dalea, and 

there is potential for the species to be present. 

s) Holmgren’s skullcap has been found to the north and west of the study area, and has a 

moderate to high potential to be present on the site. The taxon is closely related to the 

more widespread Scutellaria nana. Common-garden experiments suggest that the two 

taxa are not distinct; however, field observations have supported differentiation of the 

taxa. Given its taxonomic uncertainty, S. holmgreniorum was reassigned from CRPR 4.3 

to CRPR 3.3 (needs review) in February 2013. 

t) There is a potential for direct mortality or injury to birds to occur if nests are present in 

the expansion area during vegetation removal and ground-disturbing activities. 
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u) There is a potential for direct mortality or injury to the monarch butterfly, pygmy rabbit, 

white-tailed jackrabbit, and pallid bats if they are present in the expansion area during 

vegetation removal and ground-disturbing activities. 

v) Material extraction and possible use of a portable crusher will result in increased noise in 

the expansion area as well as the surrounding areas. The increase in processing at the site 

will require increased use of the primary crusher (estimated 33 percent annual increase in 

use). The proposed Project will also extend the life of the mine to 2050, which will 

increase the duration of impacts from the existing mining operation. The proposed 

Project will result in an increase in human presence within the area for a 30-year period, 

which could potentially result in increased disturbance or stress to special-status and non-

status wildlife species. Increased human presence, noise and vibration from equipment 

operation, and light within the Project area could result in displacement of wildlife from 

the site and surrounding areas for the duration of the proposed Project. 

w) Although some botanical survey work has been conducted on and adjacent to the study 

area, there is a potential for special-status plants to be present in the quarry expansion 

area, and additional survey is warranted. 

x) The project would result in the loss of 78.6 acres of sagebrush scrub habitat that provides 

suitable foraging and breeding habitat for numerous bird species and mammals. Animal 

populations that utilize sagebrush shrub habitat would likely no longer utilize the site and 

surrounding sagebrush habitat. 

 

C. Impacts to Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources 

1. Impacts: 

a) The Project would cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical or 

archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5. 

b) The Project would disturb human remains, including those interred outsides of formal 

cemeteries. 

c) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource. 

 

2. Mitigation Measures: 

a) MM 4.6-1: Prior to ground disturbing activities with the expansion area, a non-

disturbance area for WARD-PRE-01 shall be defined and marked by a qualified 

archaeologist. Once the non-disturbance area is delineated, one of the following options 

shall be implemented by the Project proponent: 

• Resource Avoidance. The Project shall be redesigned to avoid all ground disturbances 

within the established non-disturbance area and long-term access restrictions shall be 

established (fencing or deed restrictions) to preclude disturbance to the resource. 

• Evaluation and Data Recovery. WARDPRE-01 shall be evaluated for eligibility for 

inclusion in the CRHR by a qualified archaeologist. The results of the evaluation shall 

be submitted to Lassen County. If the evaluation is negative (i.e., not historically 

significant), no further mitigation is required. If the property is found to be an 

historical resource and data recovery through excavation is the only feasible 

mitigation, a data recovery plan, which makes provisions for adequately recovering 

the scientifically consequential information from and about the historical resource, 

shall be prepared and adopted prior to any excavation being undertaking. The study 

shall be deposited with the California Historical Resources’ Regional Information 

Center. 
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b) MM 4.6-2: Inadvertent Discovery of Cultural Resources. If subsurface deposits believed 

to be cultural or human in origin are discovered during construction, then all work must 

halt within a 50-foot radius of the discovery. A qualified professional archaeologist, 

meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for 

prehistoric and historic archaeology, shall be retained to evaluate the significance of the 

find, and shall have the authority to modify the no-work radius as appropriate, using 

professional judgment. If the professional archaeologist determines that the find does not 

represent a cultural resource, then work may resume immediately, and no agency 

notifications are required. If the professional archaeologist determines that the find does 

represent a cultural resource from any time period or cultural affiliation, then he or she 

shall immediately notify the County, which shall consult on a finding of eligibility and 

implement appropriate treatment measures, if the find is determined to be eligible for 

inclusion in the NRHP or CRHR. Work cannot resume within the no-work radius until 

the County, through consultation as appropriate, determines that the site either: 1) is not 

eligible for the NRHP or CRHR; or 2) that the treatment measures have been completed 

to its satisfaction. 

 

c) MM 4.6-3: Unanticipated Discovery of Human Remains. In the evert of the discovery of 

human remains, or remains that are potentially human, the contractor shall ensure 

reasonable protection measures are taken to protect the discovery from disturbance 

(Assembly Bill [AB] 2641). The archaeologist shall notify the Lassen County Coroner 

(as per §7050.5 of the Health and Safety Code). The provisions of §7050.5 of the 

California Health and Safety Code, §5097.98 of the California PRC, and AB 2641 will be 

implemented. If the Coroner determines the remains are Native American and not the 

result of a crime scene, the Coroner will notify the NAHC, which then will designate a 

Native American Most Likely Descendant (MLD) for the project (§5097.98 of the PRC). 

The designated MLD will have 48 hours from the time access to the property is granted 

to make recommendations concerning treatment of the remains. If the landowner does not 

agree with the recommendations of the MLD, then the NAHC can mediate (§5097.94 of 

the PRC). If no agreement is reached, the landowner must rebury the remains where they 

will not be further disturbed (§5097.98 of the PRC). This will also include either 

recording the site with the NAHC or the appropriate Information Center; using an open 

space or conservation zoning designation or easement; or recording a reinternment 

document with the county in which the property is located (AB 2641). Work cannot 

resume within the no-work radius until the lead agencies, through consultation as 

appropriate, determine that the treatment measures have been completed to their 

satisfaction. 

 

3. Findings: 

a) Impacts to cultural and tribal cultural resources are discussed in Section 4.6 of the DSEIR 

b) If no eligible resources are identified within the project area, then the subject project is 

not considered to have a significant impact on cultural resources. In addition, State 

regulations require that measures be taken to protect any resources that are uncovered 

during construction, and compliance with CEQA Guidelines §15064.5(f) requires that 

construction activities halt if potentially significant resources are discovered until the 

resources can be assessed by a qualified person. 
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c) The archaeological field survey identified one cultural resource within the expansion area 

and two isolated finds. Isolated finds do not merit formal recordation and are not 

considered cultural resources. The cultural resource identified within the expansion area 

is a prehistoric resource consisting of sparse scatter of lithics including flake and tool 

fragment artifacts. This resource is considered potentially eligible for the California 

Register of Historical Resources (CRHR). 

d) Mining activities within the expansion area could result in a substantial adverse change to 

the cultural resource identified within the expansion area (ALTA_PRE-01), resulting in a 

significant impact. In addition, mining in the expansion area could result in the adverse 

change in the significance of currently undiscovered cultural or archaeological resources, 

resulting in a significant impact. 

e) Buried human remains could be inadvertently unearthed during excavation activities, 

which could result in damage to these human remains. 

f) ALTA archaeologist Kevin Dalton contacted the NAHC on March 27, 2020, to request a 

review of the Sacred Lands file for information on Native American cultural resources in 

the study area and to request a list of Native American contacts in this area. The NAHC 

replied on March 30, 2020, indicating that no Sacred Sites are known within the project 

area. The NAHC provided a list of Native American contacts that have knowledge or 

concerns about cultural resources in the Project area. On April 9, 2020, letters were sent 

to all tribes listed by the NAHC. To date, no response has been received from any of the 

groups consulted as part of this outreach effort. 

g) Pursuant to PRC §21080.3.1, on May 5, 2021 the County notified the Washoe Tribe, a 

California Native American Tribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the 

geographic area, that the Project was under review. No responses were received 

requesting initiation of consultation under the provisions of AB 52. 

h) No tribal cultural resources were identified within or immediately adjacent to the project 

area. 

 

D. Impacts to Geology and Soils 

1. Impacts: 

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

feature? 

 

2. Mitigation Measures: 

a) MM 4.8-1: Avoid and Minimize Impacts to Paleontological Resources. Should any 

potentially unique paleontological resources (fossils) be encountered during development 

activities, work shall be suspended, and the County shall be immediately notified. At that 

time, the County will coordinate any necessary investigation of the discovery with a 

qualified paleontologist. The project proponent shall be required to implement mitigation 

necessary for the protection of paleontological resources. Such measures may include 

avoidance, preservation in place, excavation, documentation, curation, data recovery, or 

other appropriate measures. 

 

3. Findings: 

a) Impacts to geology and soils are discussed in Section 4.8 of the DSEIR 

b) There are no known paleontological resources or unique geologic features present in the 

proposed quarry expansion area. According to the mine operator no paleontological 

resources have been encountered during mining operations. However, there is a chance 
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that unknown paleontological resources may exist below the ground surface and could be 

encountered during mining and reclamation activities. Project implementation would 

result in a significant impact if paleontological resources were directly or indirectly 

destroyed during activities at the Project site. 

 

E. Impacts to Land Use and Planning 

1. Impacts: 

a) Conflict with Lassen County General Plan or Standish-Litchfield Area Plan. 

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with 

jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, 

local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 

mitigating an environmental effect. 

 

2. Mitigation Measures: 

a) See Mitigation Measures 4.5-1 through 4.5-10 in Section 4.5, Biological Resources. 

 

3. Findings: 

a) Impacts to land use and planning are discussed in Section 4.12 of the DSEIR 

b) The proposed quarry expansion does not include additional traffic or a change in the 

distribution of traffic from the current operation; therefore, would not conflict with local 

traffic or circulation policies. 

c) The proposed quarry expansion does not include any changes in land use designation 

(Extensive Agriculture). Subject to County permit requirements and the provisions of 

related elements of the Lassen County General Plan, areas designated Extensive 

Agriculture may also accommodate natural resource-related production facilities, 

including mineral extraction and processing, including asphalt and similar plants. The 

current mining activities are allowed by Use Permit Amendment No. 2018-003. 

d) The Standish-Litchfield Area Plan requires the land uses for mineral extraction should be 

zoned U-C (Upland Conservation District). The proposed quarry expansion area is 

currently zoned U-C-A-P (Upland Conservation District Agricultural Preserve 

Combining District). 

e) Processing of natural mineral materials is included as a use allowed by use permit in U-C 

zoning districts (Lassen County Code Chapter 18.68.040(4)). 

f) The proposed Project will not conflict with the land use goals or policies contained in the 

Lassen County General Plan or Standish-Litchfield Area Plan. 

g) Wildlife impacts are addressed in Section 4.5, Biological Resources, of this DSEIR. Goal 

L-22 contained in the Lassen County General Plan Land Use Element does not contain 

mention of a specific species or criteria for consistency; however, the Project site does 

contain critical winter range for pronghorn and mule deer and potential habitat for 

special-status species. 

h) Following implementation of the above-mentioned mitigation measures, the proposed 

Project is considered substantially consistent with the Lassen County General Plan and 

the Standish-Litchfield Area Plan.  

 

F. Impacts to Noise 

1. Impacts: 
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a) Result in substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in excess of 

standards established in the Lassen County General Plan. 

b) Result in the generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels. 

 

2. Mitigation Measures: 

a) MM 4.13-1: Materials Haul Truck Operations. To maintain traffic noise below 65 dB 

Ldn, the operator shall continue to comply with Condition of Approval #8 of Use Permit 

Amendment No. 2018-003 which limits truck trips to an average of 26 round trips (26 

arriving and 26 departing) throughout the calendar year and a daily maximum of 275 

round trips (275 arriving and 275 departing). 

 

b) MM 4.13-2: Material Haul Truck Counts. Prior to commencement of mining activities 

within the quarry expansion area, the mine operator shall install pneumatic road tubes or 

other similar methods to quantify daily truck trips in an effort to ensure that annual truck 

counts do not exceed limitations imposed by Condition of Approval #8 of Use Permit 

Amendment No. 2018-003. Results of the counts shall be provided to the County on an 

annual basis (January 1st of each year) throughout the duration of mining activities. 

 

c) MM 4.13-3: Plant and Expansion Area Operations. The following measures shall be 

implemented: 

• Restrict crushing operations to the daytime hours of 7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. 

• The operator shall continue to limit winter operation (no grading, excavating, or 

blasting per Resolution No. 97-067, Condition #21). 

• The operator shall limit 24-hour operations to April 1st to December 31st annually. 

• The operator shall not grade or excavate between 7:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. or blast 

between 6:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. 

 

3. Findings: 

a) Impacts to noise are discussed in section 4.13 of the DSEIR 

b) The proposed quarry expansion does not include changes to hourly or maximum plant 

operational noise levels analyzed in the 2019 EIR. Noise measurements of plant 

operations at the quarry were conducted on Thursday May 3rd through Friday May 4th, 

2018 and included in the Hat Creek Materials Facility Expansion Environmental Noise 

Analysis (refer to Appendix H). Noise measurements were conducted when the plant was 

operating during daytime and nighttime hours. Crushing operations at the quarry result in 

noise levels equal to or less than 45 dB L50 at the residential receptor closest to the 

project site. Start-up operations produce the loudest noise levels, and once operations 

occur, they were generally in the mid 30 dBA L50 range. The measured 24-hour Ldn 

(day/night average sound level) at the location representing the nearest residence to plant 

operations was 55.6 dB. 

c) The proposed Project does not include changes to the existing operating hours of the 

quarry or existing operating conditions contained in the use permit for the quarry. The 

proposed Project will not result in additional equipment in the plant area of the Project 

site or locate plant equipment closer to sensitive receptors. The proposed Project will 

include an annual increase in the use of the primary crusher (approximately 33 percent) 

and an increase in the annual hours of off-road equipment use (increase of 50 percent for 
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the majority of off-road equipment). This will not result in a change to maximum or 

hourly average noise levels generated at the plant site. 

d) Noise levels from increased equipment use would not exceed 55.6 dB Ldn at the nearest 

residential receptor (the noise level measured during worst-case 24-hour operating 

conditions that included crushing operations during daytime and nighttime hours). 

e) Some of the plant equipment at the Project site has been switched to electric power 

instead of using a generator, reducing noise levels from plant operations. One of the two 

generators used to power crushing operations was removed in January 2022, further 

reducing noise levels generated by the plant. Plant operation noise levels of the proposed 

Project will not exceed standards established in the Lassen County General Plan. 

f) Noise will be generated in the expansion area by excavation and hauling of materials. 

Noise will be similar to that generated by extraction activities occurring within the 

current mining area of the operation. Equipment will include articulated dump trucks and 

loaders and dozers. A portable crusher will also be operated in the expansion area and 

limited blasting will occur. The expansion area is located north of the currently permitted 

mining area and further from residences in the Project vicinity than the current mining 

boundary. The closest residence is located more than ¾ mile from the expansion area 

(4,500 feet). 

g) Blasting in the expansion area will occur intermittently (3 to 7 times per year) and will 

not exceed the L50, L25, L8 or L1.5 daytime noise standards for Lassen County at the 

nearest residence The Project does not include revisions to the current operating 

conditions of the quarry. Blasting will not occur at night during 24-hour operations. 

h) Noise generated by activities within the expansion area will not exceed Lassen County 

noise standards at nearby receptors. 

i) Existing traffic noise levels during peak operational periods of up to 550 truck haul trips 

per day currently exceed the 60 dB Ldn Lassen County traffic noise level standard along 

Ward Lake Road and Center Road west of Ward Lake Road. 

j) Noise levels up to 65 dB are conditionally acceptable and allowed by Use Permit 

Amendment No. 2018-003. The proposed Project will not result in a significant increase 

in average or maximum traffic volumes generated by the current operation. 

k) Increased production of the Project will be met by maintaining larger truck loads (i.e., 

greater than 24 tons), not by increasing truck volumes. The project does not include 

revisions to existing operating conditions of the quarry. Since the Project does not require 

an increase in traffic volumes, it will not result in an increase in traffic noise levels along 

area roadways compared to existing baseline conditions. 

l) Vibration levels attenuate with distance from the source and would not be perceptible at 

the nearest residence located 4,500 feet from the proposed expansion area. 

 

V. FINDINGS REGARDING SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE IMPACTS 

 

The DSEIR identifies those environmental impacts that are significant and unavoidable. 

Although these impacts cannot be avoided, Conditions of Approval for the project will be 

imposed that will mitigate these impacts. 

 

A. Impacts to Biological Resources 

1. Impacts: 
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a) 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 

 

2. Mitigation Measures: 

a) MM 4.5-9: Limits on Operation. The operator shall continue limits on operations from 

January 1st to March 31st. Impacts can be lessened through continuing seasonal 

operating restrictions included in the Condition of Approval for Use Permit No. 96056: 

Except in a state of emergency, as declared by the local Emergency Services Director 

and/or the Board of Supervisors and/or the City of Susanville, no grading, excavating, or 

blasting on the site shall be allowed between January 1st and March 31st Annually. 

b) MM 4.5-10: Operating Conditions of Use Permit No. 2018-003. The operator shall 

continue the Conditions of Approval for Use Permit Amendment No. 2018-003. Impacts 

can be lessened with the seasonal operating restrictions and light and noise reductions 

included in the Conditions of Approval for Use Permit Amendment No. 2018-003. 

 

3. Findings: 

a) Impacts to biological resources are discussed in section 4.5 of the DSEIR 

b) Expansion of the mining area by an additional 78.6 acres will increase the area over 

which light and noise impacts will occur causing additional displacement of mule deer 

and American pronghorn from noise and human activity. 

c) As discussed in the 1997 Deer Impact Analysis, human activity in the Project area would 

displace animals escaping mid-winter snow as well as taking advantage of late-winter and 

early spring plant phonology or the spring green-up due to noise and activity at the site. 

The proposed Project will result in these impacts occurring over a larger area than the 

current mining operation and for a longer duration (until 2050). 

d) Human disturbance during a time of particular nutritional stress may effectively remove a 

portion of pronghorn and mule deer winter range (Kucera, 1996). Because several 

hundred deer would potentially be affected and impacts will last for an additional 30 

years (until 2050), this would be a significant environmental impact. 

e) Adherence to Mitigation Measure 4.5-7 and Mitigation Measure 4.5-8 contained in 

Section 4.5, Biological Resources, of the DSEIR) for the current operation will reduce 

displacement impacts to American pronghorn and mule deer; however, this impact will 

remain significant and unavoidable. No additional mitigation measures are available for 

this impact. 

f) An increased closure season of all operations onsite was determined to be economically 

infeasible. 

g) The proposed Project combined with the existing mining operations in the Project 

vicinity will result in a significant and unavoidable cumulative impact related to the 

displacement of mule deer and antelope from winter habitat. 

  

 

VI. FINDINGS REGARDING PROJECT ALTERNATIVES 

 

Section 15126(c) of the California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines calls for exploration of 

all available mitigation measures and an explanation of the reason for selecting the 

recommended measures. Other mitigation options that are available are listed below, as well as 
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the reason they were not recommended in the DSEIR. However, the Planning Commission and 

Board of Supervisors may choose to consider any of these measures in their deliberations. 

 

A. Alternative 1 – No Project Alternative. 
 

1. The No Project Alternative includes the continuation of mining operations at the site as 

currently permitted under Use Permit No. 96056 and Use Permit Amendment No. 2018-

003. Activities would continue to occur within the existing 138-acre mining boundary. 

Annual production would be limited to 100,000 tons except to supply emergency jobs. 

Mining activities would cease by the year 2030 and the mining area would be reclaimed. 

 

2. Impacts:  

a) Under the No Project Alternative, environmental conditions at the site would 

remain as they currently exist. The No Project Alternative would eliminate the 

additional significant displacement impacts of the proposed Project to pronghorn 

and mule deer. The existing impacts to pronghorn and mule deer from the current 

operation would continue to occur until the mining area is reclaimed. The No 

Project Alternative would eliminate all other potential impacts of the proposed 

Project. Demand of local and regional construction projects in excess of 100,000 

tons per year would be supplied by an alternate source. Depending on the location 

of the alternate source, the No Project Alternative could result in an increase in 

greenhouse gas emissions, vehicle miles traveled, and air quality impacts if the 

source is located a greater distance from the construction projects than the Ward 

Lake Quarry. 

 

3. Findings: 

a) The No Project Alternative would eliminate the additional significant impacts to 

pronghorn and mule deer of the proposed Project, but would not fully meet the 

Project objectives. The No Project Alternative may not achieve the first Project 

objective of meeting construction material demands of local and regional markets. 

The applicant has determined the current demand from their facility is up to 

200,000 tons of construction material per year and the current operation is 

permitted for an annual production of 100,000 tons per year (except to provide 

materials to emergency projects). The No Project Alternative would meet the 

second Project objective until the end date of mining which is currently 2030. 

Beyond that date, material for emergency jobs would be provided by an alternate 

source. The No Project Alternative would fail to meet the third objective of 

extending the life of the quarry to extract additional superior materials from the 

site. Up to 5,000,000 tons of additional superior material would remain unused. 

 

B. Alternative 2 – Reduced Expansion Alternative 

 

1. This alternative is similar to the proposed Project, but with a reduced expansion area 

and shorter mine life. As with the proposed Project, annual production would increase 

from 100,000 tons to 200,000 tons. The Reduced Expansion Alternative includes 

expansion of the mining area of the current operation to include an additional 26 

acres. Due to the smaller expansion area, the life of the mine would be extended only 

10 years. Mining would occur until 2040 and then the site would be reclaimed. The 
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location of the processing area of the operation would not change. Mining would 

occur as described for the proposed Project, but within the smaller expansion area. 

Mining activities in the expansion area would start immediately adjacent to the 

current mining area of the Project site and progress to the north. This alternative 

would require the same equipment operating at the same capacity as the proposed 

Project. The same average and maximum traffic volumes would be required to haul 

materials. 

 

2. Impacts:  

a) Aesthetics and Visual Resources: The Reduced Expansion Alternative would 

increase the mining area of the current operation by 26 acres. This alternative 

would result in similar visual impacts compared to the proposed Project, but 

within a smaller area. The Reduced Expansion Alternative could also be visible 

from a smaller area surrounding the Project site and reclamation of the mine 

would occur 10 years earlier compared to the proposed Project. Similar to the 

proposed Project, the aesthetic and visual resource impacts of the Reduced 

Expansion Alternative would be less than significant. 

 

b) Agriculture and Forestry: Similar to the proposed Project, the Reduced Expansion 

Alternative would have no impact related to conflict with an existing zoning for 

agricultural use or a Williamson Act contract and would have no impact to 

forestland or important farmland. The Reduced Expansion Alternative will result 

in the loss of 26 acres of low capability grazing land, but no important farmland. 

Similar to the proposed Project, the agricultural and forestry impacts of the 

Reduced Expansion Alternative would have no impact. 

 

c) Air Quality: The Reduced Expansion Alternative would not change the daily or 

annual emissions compared to the proposed Project. The same equipment and 

traffic volumes would be required to achieve the maximum annual production 

volume of 200,000 tons per year. The Reduced Expansion Alternative would 

reduce the duration of time emissions from the operation would occur by 10 years 

compared to the proposed Project. Similar to the proposed Project, air quality 

impacts of the Reduced Expansion Alternative would be less than significant. 

 

d) Biological Resources: Impacts to biological resources under the Reduced 

Expansion Alternative would be reduced when compared to the proposed Project. 

This alternative would decrease the duration of biological resource impacts by 10 

years. This alternative includes a smaller expansion area than the proposed Project 

in which vegetation would be removed and ground disturbance would occur for 

material extraction. The reduced expansion area would reduce indirect impacts 

and direct habitat impacts to special status species, mule deer, and pronghorn 

antelope, however impacts would remain significant without mitigation. 

Displacement impacts to pronghorn and mule deer would remain significant and 

unavoidable. 

 

e) Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources: The Reduced Expansion Alternative 

mining area contains one isolated find and no known cultural resources. Impacts 
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to currently undiscovered cultural resources, archaeological resources, tribal 

cultural resources, or human remains could occur during mining activities in the 

26-acre expansion area. The reduced expansion area impacts to cultural and tribal 

cultural resources would require similar mitigation as proposed by the Project. 

Similar to the proposed Project, impacts would remain less than significant. 

 

f) Energy: The Reduced Expansion Alternative would require the same annual 

energy requirements during operation as the proposed Project. However, the 

overall energy use of the Reduced Expansion Alternative would be less than the 

proposed Project since mining would end in 2040 instead of 2050. Similar to the 

proposed Project, energy impacts of Reduced Expansion Alternative would be 

less than significant. 

 

g) Geology and Soils: The geology and soil impacts of the Reduced Expansion 

Alternative would be similar as those of the proposed Project, but would occur 

over a smaller area. Impacts related to geologic hazards and stability would be 

less than significant and no impacts related to expansive soils and wastewater 

disposal systems and septic tanks would occur. Impacts related to erosion of 

topsoil and paleontological resources and unique geologic features would be less 

than significant with the incorporation of mitigation similar to the proposed 

Project. 

 

h) Greenhouse Gas Emissions: The Reduced Expansion Alternative would result in 

the same daily and annual greenhouse gas emissions as the proposed Project, 

however overall emissions from this alternative would be reduced since mining 

activities would cease in 2040. Similar to the proposed Project, the Reduced 

Expansion Alternative would result in less than significant greenhouse gas 

emission impacts. 

 

i) Hazards and Hazardous Materials: The Reduced Expansion Alternative will have 

the same hazards and hazardous material impacts as the proposed Project. The 

Reduced Expansion Alternative will require the transport, use, storage, and 

disposal of the same hazardous materials used for the existing operation and 

proposed Project. Hazardous materials would be handled, stored, and transported 

in accordance with applicable laws and regulations. Fire prevention and control 

standards would ensue risks due to wildland fires are less than significant. Similar 

to the proposed Project, the Reduced Expansion Alternative would result in less 

than significant impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials. 

 

j) Hydrology and Water Quality: The hydrology and water quality impacts of the 

Reduced Expansion Alternative would be the same as the impacts of the proposed 

Project. The 26 acre expansion area of the Reduced Expansion Alternative would 

include the southern half of the expansion area of the proposed Project. The 

expansion area would not be within a flood hazard area and would not expose 

people or structures to flooding or inundation by seiche, tsunami or mudflow. No 

surface waters would be impacted within the expansion area and all stormwater 

and wash water would be retained onsite. Groundwater use would not create a 
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demand for water in excess of available supplies. Similar to the proposed Project, 

the Reduced Expansion Alternative would result in less than significant impacts 

to hydrology and water quality. 

 

k) Land Use: The Reduced Expansion Alternative could potentially conflict with the 

same land use policies contained in the Lassen County General Plan and Standish-

Litchfield Area Plan as the proposed Project. Land use impacts of the Reduced 

Expansion Alternative would be potentially significant without mitigation. 

Mitigation measures similar to those of the proposed Project for biological 

resources would be required for the Reduced Expansion Alternative. Similar to 

the proposed Project, land use impacts of the Reduced Expansion Alternative will 

be less than significant. 

 

l) Noise: The Reduced Expansion Alternative would result in similar nose impacts 

as the proposed Project. The Reduced Expansion Alternative does not include 

changes to plant operational noise levels or traffic noise levels. Existing 

equipment used for material extraction at the current operation will be used in the 

expansion area. Equipment operated in the expansion area will be operated further 

from the residences than equipment operated within the current mining area and 

will result in lower levels of noise and vibration at the location of the nearest 

receptor. Similar to the proposed Project, noise impacts of the Reduced Expansion 

Alternative will be less than significant. 

 

m) Transportation: The Reduced Expansion Alternative would generate the same 

average and maximum traffic and VMT as the proposed Project during operation. 

The expansion area would be accessed from the existing mining operation. The 

Reduced Expansion Alternative would not result in a conflict with local programs, 

plans, ordinance, or policies, will not increase traffic hazards, or result in 

inadequate emergency access. Similar to the proposed Project, traffic impacts of 

the Reduced Expansion Alternative would be less than significant. 

 

n) Wildfire: As with the proposed Project, wildfire risks from the Reduced 

Expansion Alternative will be less than significant with prevention control 

standards currently practiced at the existing operation. The Reduced Expansion 

Alternative will not impair an emergency response plan or evacuation plan, or 

expose people or structures to significant risks. The Reduced Expansion 

Alternative would result in less than significant impacts related to wildfire. 

 

3. Findings: 

a) The Reduced Expansion Alternative will result in similar impacts as the proposed 

Project, however impacts would occur for a shorter duration since under this 

alternative the life of the mine would be extended to 2040 instead of 2050. Direct 

impacts would occur within a smaller area. Overall pollutant and greenhouse gas 

emissions generated by the reduced expansion would be less than proposed 

Project due to the shorter duration of operations; however, the daily and annual 

emissions would remain the same during the operational period of the Reduced 

Expansion Alternative. The reduced expansion area does not include known 
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cultural resources; therefore, mitigation measures to avoid impacts to a known 

cultural resource would not be required. However, mitigation measures for 

currently undiscovered cultural and tribal cultural resources as well as human 

remains would be required to reduce impacts to a less than significant level. As 

with the proposed Project, impacts related to air quality, biological resources, land 

use and geology will be potentially significant without mitigation. Impacts related 

to displacement of pronghorn and mule deer will remain significant and 

unavoidable. 

b) The Reduced Expansion Alternative would meet the first two Project objectives 

of providing a local construction material supply to serve local and regional 

market demands and to provide a local source of materials for emergency jobs 

and other jobs requiring nighttime work during until the year 2040. Beyond the 

date of 2040, material for local and regional construction jobs, including 

emergency jobs would be provided by an alternate source, which may be located a 

greater distance from local and regional construction sites. The Reduced 

Expansion Alternative would partially meet the objective of extending the life of 

the quarry to extract additional superior materials from the site since the life of 

mine would be extended 10 years from the current end date (to the year 2040). Up 

to 2,500,000 tons of additional material could be extracted from the 26-acre 

expansion area. This alternative would leave as much as 2,500,000 tons of 

superior material unavailable for use. 

 

VII. FINDINGS REGARDING PROJECT BENEFITS 

 

A. CEQA requires the decision-making agency to balance, as applicable, the economic, legal, 

social, technological, or other benefits, including region-wide or statewide environmental 

benefits, of a proposed project against its unavoidable environmental risks when determining 

whether to approve the project. If the specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other 

benefits, including region-wide or statewide environmental benefits, of a proposal project 

outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental effects, the adverse environmental effects may 

be considered “acceptable.” 

 

B. The Board of Supervisors must make findings related to said benefits, supported by 

substantial evidence, to make a Statement of Overriding Considerations.  

 

VIII. STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS 

 

A. When the lead agency approves a project which will result in the occurrence of significant 

effects, which are identified in the final EIR but are not avoided or substantially lessened, the 

agency shall state in writing the specific reasons to support its action based on the final EIR 

and/or other information in the record. The statement of overriding considerations shall be 

supported by substantial evidence in the record. 

 

B. If an agency makes a statement of overriding considerations, the statement should be included 

in the record of the project approval and should be mentioned in the notice of determination. 

This statement does not substitute for, and shall be in addition to, findings required pursuant to 

Section 15091. 
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C. The Board of Supervisors must make findings related to said Statement of Overriding 

Considerations, in order to approve a project resulting in the occurrence of significant and 

unavoidable impacts. 

 

D. The Planning Commission recommends that the Board of Supervisors review any substantial 

evidence of project benefits outweighing the unavoidable adverse environmental effects, as 

provided by the applicant, and consider making a statement of overriding considerations.  
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EXHIBIT TWO 
SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE FOR 

STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATION 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT THREE 
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FINDINGS FOR APPROVAL OF USE PERMIT AMENDMENT #2021-003 AND  

RECLAMATION PLAN AMENDMENT #2021-001 

 

The Planning Commission hereby makes the following findings in support of the approval of  

Use Permit Amendment #2021-003 and Reclamation Plan Amendment #2021-001 for the TLT 

Enterprises LLC, Ward Lake Pit Amendment Project: 

 

1. The Lassen County Planning Commission approved Use Permit #79-80-44 on May 6, 1981, 

allowing a surface mine operation and asphalt batch plant.  

 

2. The Lassen County Planning Commission approved Use Permit #11-02-85 on January 8, 

1986, amending Condition #5 of original Use Permit #79-80-44, related to the asphaltic 

surfacing of Ward Lake Road.   

 

3. The Lassen County Planning Commission approved Use Permit and Reclamation Plan 

#94032 on August 3, 1994, adding a concrete batch plant and expanding mine boundaries. 

 

4. The Lassen County Board of Supervisors approved Use Permit and Reclamation Plan #96056 

on September 23, 1997, expanding mine boundaries and allowing year-round operations with 

limited winter activity. The Board also approved an associated rezone at this time, to allow 

for the previously approved concrete operations.  

 

5. The Lassen County Board of Supervisors approved Use Permit #2018-003 and Reclamation 

Plan #2018-001 amending Use Permit and Reclamation Plan #96056 on May 14, 2019 to 

allow for 24-hour mining operations, Monday through Saturday, extend the life of the mine 

from 2020 to 2030, and allow annual site production in excess of the permitted 100,000 tons 

during declared emergencies. 

 

6. The Lassen County Board of Supervisors approved Use Permit #2018-003 and Reclamation 

Plan #2018-001 amending Use Permit and Reclamation Plan #96056 on May 14, 2019 to 

allow for 24-hour mining operations, Monday through Saturday, extend the life of the mine 

from 2020 to 2030, and allow annual site production in excess of the permitted 100,000 tons 

during declared emergencies. 

 

7. The applicant is proposing an amendment to allow for the expansion of approximately 78.6 

acres, with an associated additional volume of 5,000,000 tons of material; extension of the 

life of the mine from 2030 to 2050; and an increase of the maximum volume per year from 

100,000 tons to 200,000 tons per year. 

8. The current mine boundary is 160 acres with annual production limited to 100,000 tons, 

except to supply emergency jobs, with an end date of 2030. 

 

9. The portion of assessor's parcel number 109-100-059 that is zoned U-C-A-P (formerly APN 

109-100-42) was previously under Williamson Act Contract Number AA-62, but was 

released from said contract upon cancelation by the Lassen County Board of Supervisors on 

September 22, 2015. 
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10. Mining or processing of natural mineral materials is a use allowed by use permit in the U-C 

and U-C-2 zoning districts under Lassen County Code § 18.68.040 and§ 18.69.040, 

respectively. 

 

11. The project site is not within the 100-year flood plain according to the Federal Emergency 

Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM). 

 

12. Expansion of the mining area by an additional 78.6 acres will increase the area over which 

light and noise impacts will occur causing additional displacement of mule deer and 

American pronghorn from noise and human activity. As discussed in the 1997 Deer Impact 

Analysis, human activity in the Project area would displace animals escaping mid-winter 

snow as well as taking advantage of late-winter and early spring plant phonology or the 

spring green-up due to noise and activity at the site. The proposed Project will result in these 

impacts occurring over a larger area than the current mining operation and for a longer 

duration (until 2050). Adherence to Mitigation Measure 4.5-7 and Mitigation Measure 4.5-8 

contained in Section 4.5, Biological Resources, of the DSEIR) for the current operation will 

reduce displacement impacts to American pronghorn and mule deer; however, this impact 

will remain significant and unavoidable. 

 

13. Displacement due to human disturbance of mule deer and antelope from important winter 

habitat was determined to be significant and unavoidable at the Project-level since 

displacement impacts occur over a larger area than direct habitat loss. This impact is 

cumulatively considerable in combination with the existing mining operation as well as the 

nearby BLM pit. The proposed Project combined with the existing mining operations in the 

Project vicinity will result in a significant and unavoidable cumulative impact related to the 

displacement of mule deer and antelope from winter habitat. 

 

14. Eight residences are located along Ward Lake Road; an estimated 24 residences are located 

along Center Road (A-27) and Highway 395, east of Ward Lake Road through the 

community of Litchfield; and approximately six additional residences are located along 

Center Road (A-27), west of Ward Lake Road toward the California Correctional Center and 

High Desert State Prison. 

 

15. The Lassen County Director of Planning and Building Services has determined that this 

project is not a minor amendment pursuant to Lassen County Code, Section 9.60.040(b), 

constitutes a substantial deviation pursuant to California Code of Regulations, Section 

3502(d), and is subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 

 

16. Lassen County prepared a Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report which was 

circulated for agency and public review from March 29, 2022 until May 12, 2022 at 4:00 

p.m. 

 

17. The California Department of Conservation, Division of Mine Reclamation (DMR), was sent 

notice on April 28, 2022, March 30, 2022, and May 12, 2022, of the Use Permit and 

Reclamation Plan Amendment being processed by Lassen County, acting as lead agency. 
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18. Lassen County Code, Chapter 18.112.020 establishes the process for the approval of 

amendments to existing Use Permits and Reclamation Plans. 

 

19. The Department of Planning and Building Services reviewed the proposed amendment and 

has found that it meets all provisions of the Surface Mining and Reclamation Act (SMARA) 

and Lassen County Code, Chapter 9.60. 

 

20. The County's Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) is charged with the review of Use 

Permits and Reclamation Plans pursuant to Lassen County Code Chapter 9.60.060(c). 

 

21. The Planning Commission is the primary decision-making body for Use Permits, 

Reclamation Plans and amendments thereto; however, because certification of the EIR 

requires Board of Supervisors approval, the Planning Commission will make a 

recommendation as to whether or not this project is consistent with the Lassen County 

General Plan, 2000; the Lassen County Land Use Element, Lassen County Natural Resource 

Element; and any other pertinent policies. See Attachment A for relevant plan goals and 

policies, as identified by Planning and Building Department staff. 

 

22. Lassen County Code, Section 18.112.100 requires that the decision-making body make the 

following findings for the approval or denial of a Use Permit application: 

a) That the project will or will not, under the circumstances of the particular case, be 

detrimental to the health, safety, peace, morals, comfort and general welfare of persons 

residing or working in the neighborhood of such use, nor be detrimental or injurious to 

property and improvement in the neighborhood or to the general welfare.  

b) The project is or is not consistent with the Lassen County General Plan, or any applicable 

area plan or resource plan adopted as part of the general plan.  
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EXHIBIT FOUR 
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 

USE PERMIT AMENDMENT #2021-003 

 

 

1. Noncompliance with any of the following use permit conditions shall constitute grounds 

for revocation of the use permit (pursuant to Lassen County Code Section 18.112.060). 

 

2. The Use Permit shall be granted for the use as described in this project description and 

application and as approved by the Planning Commission. Substantial revisions and/or 

expansions of the project will require a new Use Permit, subject to the approval of the 

Planning Commission.  

 

3. All requirements and conditions of the previously approved Use Permit and Reclamation 

Plan #96056 including Use Permit Amendment #2018-003 and Reclamation Plan 

Amendment #2018-001 remain applicable, excepting the changes addressed in Use 

Permit Amendment #2021-003 and Reclamation Plan Amendment 2021-001.  

 

Pre-Operational Conditions 

(Must be satisfied before issuance of the Authorization to Operate) 

 

4. The applicant shall mark the mining boundaries before an Authorization to Operate is 

granted.  

 

5. Prior to issuance of an Authorization to Operate, the applicant shall send copies of all 

required permits from other agencies to Lassen County Planning and Building Services.  

 

6. Prior to issuance of an Authorization to Operate, the applicant shall have an updated 

financial assurance cost estimate and the associated financial assurance mechanism for 

the reclamation of the current mine site and the estimated disturbance in the first year of 

mining on the expansion area. 

 

7. A special-status botanical survey shall be conducted before an Authorization to Operate 

is granted.  

Operational Conditions 

(Must be satisfied during operation of the Use Permit) 

8. All aspects of the mine operations/reclamation shall adhere to noise element standards in 

place for the current (existing) mine operation. If Lassen County expects noise levels are 

being exceed, an annual noise report shall be conducted at the expense of the operator 

and submitted to the Lassen County Planning and Building Services Department. 
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9. TLT Enterprises LLC shall be responsible for reimbursing the County for costs incurred 

to install safety precautions, removal of materials, or detours relating to cleanup of any 

spillage of materials originating from the permitted site onto County Road A-27.  

 

10. The applicant shall mark all vegetation test plots when installed. The vegetation test plot 

shall match the prescription proposed in the reclamation plan and shall be implemented 

within the first year of mining.  

 

11. If dust becomes an issue, it is at the County’s discretion to require that spray bars be 

installed on water trucks or if other methods of dust suppression shall be utilized at the 

operator’s expense. 

Conditions of Approval-Mitigation Measures 

12. MM 4.4-1: The Project applicant shall ensure compliance with Lassen County APCD 

rules for fugitive dust emissions. Based on Lassen County APCD Rule 4:18 (Fugitive 

Dust Emissions), reasonable precautions shall be taken to prevent particulate matter from 

becoming airborne, including, but not limited to, the following provisions:  

 

a. Cover trucks. Covering open bodied trucks when used for transportation materials 

likely to give rise to airborne dust.  

b. Filter and containment. Installation and use of hoods, fans, and other fabric filters 

to enclose and vent the handling of dusty materials. Containment methods may be 

employed during sandblasting and other similar operations. 

c. Dust suppression. The application of asphalt, oil, water or suitable chemicals to 

dirt roads, material stockpiles, land clearing, excavation, grading or other surfaces 

which can give rise to airborne dusts.  

d.  Good housekeeping. The prompt removal of earth or other material from paved 

streets onto which earth or other material for earth moving equipment, erosion by 

water, or other means has been deposited. 

 

13. MM 4.5-1: To avoid impacts on burrowing owls and other nesting birds, including 

raptors protected under State and federal regulations, the following shall be implemented 

(removal of raptor nests at any time of year is prohibited unless appropriate permits are 

obtained).  

 

a. Burrowing owls. A qualified biologist shall conduct preconstruction surveys for 

burrowing owls in accordance with the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl 

Mitigation prepared by the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFW) 

(March 7, 2012). Upon completion, survey results shall be provided to Lassen 

County.  

 

52



Where physical or visual access is available, survey coverage shall extend 500 

feet around the project site where suitable habitat for burrowing owls is present. A 

minimum of four field surveys shall be conducted: at least one between February 

15th and April 15th; and a minimum of three surveys, at least three weeks apart, 

between April 15th and July 15th, with at least one survey after June 15th. Survey 

methods and survey reports shall be in accordance with the CDFW Staff Report 

and be provided to Lassen County. If no active burrows are observed, the site 

shall be re-inspected by a qualified biologist no more than one week prior to 

initiation of construction to ensure that owls are not present.  

 

If an active burrow is observed in the project site, the County shall consult with 

CDFW regarding establishing a non-disturbance buffer around the burrow, or 

implementing passive relocation methods to exclude the owls from the site prior 

to commencement of construction. No burrowing owls shall be excluded from 

occupied burrows until a burrowing owl exclusion and relocation plan is approved 

by CDFW. Following owl exclusion and burrow demolition, the site shall be 

monitored by a qualified biologist to ensure burrowing owls do not reoccupy the 

site prior to construction. In the event of loss of burrowing owl nests, a mitigation 

and monitoring plan shall be prepared by a qualified biologist to identify methods 

to offset the loss at a minimum 1:1 ratio (e.g., establishing a permanent 

conservation easement to provide for burrowing owl nesting, foraging, wintering, 

and dispersal, including completing habitat enhancements within the conservation 

easement area as necessary. The mitigation and monitoring plan shall be approved 

by CDFW prior to commencement of construction.  

 

b. For all other bird species, if vegetation removal or ground disturbance activities 

occur between February 1st and August 31st, a pre-construction nesting survey 

shall be conducted by a qualified biologist to identify active nests in and adjacent 

to the work area. Surveys shall begin prior to sunrise and continue until vegetation 

and nests have been sufficiently observed. The survey shall consider acoustic 

impacts and line-of-sight disturbances occurring as a result of the project in order 

to determine a sufficient survey radius to avoid nesting birds. At a minimum, the 

survey report shall include a description of the area surveyed, date and time of the 

survey, ambient conditions, bird species observed in the area, a description of any 

active nests observed, any evidence of breeding behaviors (e.g., courtship, 

carrying nest materials or food, etc.), and a description of any outstanding 

conditions that may have impacted the survey results (e.g., weather conditions, 

excess noise, the presence of predators, etc.). The survey shall be conducted no 

more than one week prior to the initiation of construction and the survey report 

shall be provided to Lassen County. If construction activities are delayed or 

suspended for more than one week after the pre-construction survey, the site shall 

be resurveyed.  
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If active nests are found, appropriate actions shall be implemented to ensure 

compliance with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and California Fish and Game 

Code. Compliance measures may include, but are not limited to, exclusion 

buffers, sound-attenuation measures, seasonal work closures based on the known 

biology and life history of the species identified in the survey, as well as ongoing 

monitoring by biologists. 

 

14. MM 4.5-2: Throughout the life of the mine, if milkweed (Asclepias spp.) is observed 

onsite during the breeding season/pupae development season (spring-summer) for the 

monarch butterfly, the plant shall be inspected for caterpillars by a qualified biologist. If 

developing monarch caterpillars are present, the plant shall be avoided until butterflies 

have emerged and the plant is no longer in use. 

15. MM4.5-4: Prior to new ground disturbance, a qualified biologist shall conduct a survey in 

areas that contain rock outcrops or other potentially suitable roosting habitat for pallid 

bats. Survey reports shall be provided to Lassen County. If an active maternity roost is 

present, a qualified biologist, in consultation with the California Department of Fish and 

Wildlife, shall establish a suitable buffer zone to ensure that active bat nurseries are not 

adversely affected. If non-breeding bats are found in rock outcrops within the disturbance 

footprint, the individuals shall be safely evicted under the direction of a qualified 

biologist. 

 

16. MM 4.5-5: Prior to new ground disturbance and annually thereafter, a botanical survey 

shall be conducted during the blooming season when special-status plants known to occur 

in the region would be identifiable. Survey reports shall be provided to Lassen County. If 

special-status plants are present, a suitable buffer zone(s) shall be determined by a 

qualified biologist in consultation with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

(CDFW) and exclusionary fencing shall be placed prior to commencement of earth-

disturbing activities. If avoidance is not possible, CDFW shall be contacted to determine 

a satisfactory method of mitigation. Mitigation shall be undertaken concurrently with or 

in advance of the earth-disturbing activities. 

 

17. MM 4.5-6: All construction personnel participating in earth-disturbing activities and their 

supervisors shall receive training by a qualified biologist regarding protective measures 

for special-status plant and animal species and sensitive habitats that could exist in the 

study area. When new personnel are hired, proof that newly hired personnel have 

received mandatory training shall be provided to Lassen County before starting work. At 

a minimum, the training shall include the following:  

 

a. A review of the special-status species that could occur in the project site, the 

locations where the species could occur, the laws and regulations that protect 
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these species, and the consequences of noncompliance with those laws and 

regulations.  

b. Procedures to be implemented in the event that these species are encountered 

during construction.  

c. A review of sensitive habitats that occur in the study area and the location of the 

sensitive habitats.  

d. A review of applicable mitigation measures, standard construction measures, best 

management practices, and resource-agency permit conditions that apply to the 

protection of special-status species and sensitive habitats. 

 

18. MM 4.5-7: To minimize impacts from the loss of wildlife habitat, site disturbance in the 

expansion area shall not exceed two 5-acre increments while concurrently reclaiming the 

first 5-acre increment. After the initial excavation of two 5-acre increments, disturbance 

shall not exceed 5-acres at any given time. Reclamation in the expansion area shall be 

completed concurrently with mining operations in accordance with the adopted 

Reclamation Plan Amendment. Reclamation, including seeding, must commence within 

two years following completion of mining in each five-acre area in order to minimize the 

total area disturbed at any given time and to allow for restoration of the vegetative cover. 

 

19. MM 4.5-8: To ensure no additional foraging habitat loss, all remaining areas of the mine 

parcels shall remain undisturbed for the duration of mining. This includes the remaining 

portions of Lassen County Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) 109-100-059 and APN 109-

100-060 (i.e., all portions of the parcels outside of the reclamation boundary for the 

current mine operation (as of 2021) and the proposed 2021 mine expansion boundary). 

 

20. MM4.5-9: Limits on Operation. The operator shall continue limits on operations from 

January 1st to March 31st. Impacts can be lessened through continuing seasonal 

operating restrictions included in the Condition of Approval for Use Permit No. 96056: 

Except in a state of emergency, as declared by the local Emergency Services Director 

and/or the Board of Supervisors and/or the City of Susanville, no grading, excavating, or 

blasting on the site shall be allowed between January 1st and March 31st annually. 

 

21. MM 4.5-10: Operating Conditions of Use Permit No. 2018-003. The operator shall 

continue the Conditions of Approval for Use Permit Amendment No. 2018-003. Impacts 

can be lessened with the seasonal operating restrictions and light and noise reductions 

included in the Conditions of Approval for Use Permit Amendment No. 2018-003. 

 

22. MM 4.6-1: Prior to ground disturbing activities with the expansion area, a non-

disturbance area for WARD-PRE-01 shall be defined and marked by a qualified 

archaeologist. Once the non-disturbance area is delineated, one the following options 

shall be implemented by the project proponent: 
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• Resource Avoidance. The project shall be redesigned to avoid all ground disturbances 

within the established non-disturbance area and long-term access restrictions shall be 

established (fencing or deed restrictions) to preclude disturbance to the resource.  

• Evaluation and Data Recovery. WARD-PRE-01 shall be evaluated for eligibility for 

inclusion in the CRHR by a qualified archaeologist. The results of the evaluation shall 

be submitted to Lassen County. If the evaluation is negative (i.e., not historically 

significant), no further mitigation is required. If the property is found to be an 

historical resource and data recovery through excavation is the only feasible 

mitigation, a data recovery plan, which makes provisions for adequately recovering 

the scientifically consequential information from and about the historical resource, 

shall be prepared and adopted prior to any excavation being undertaking. The study 

shall be deposited with the California Historical Resources’ Regional Information 

Center. 

 

23. MM 4.6-2: Inadvertent Discovery of Cultural Resources. If subsurface deposits believed 

to be cultural or human in origin are discovered during construction, then all work must 

halt within a 50-foot radius of the discovery. A qualified professional archaeologist, 

meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for 

prehistoric and historic archaeology, shall be retained to evaluate the significance of the 

find, and shall have the authority to modify the no-work radius as appropriate, using 

professional judgment. If the professional archaeologist determines that the find does not 

represent a cultural resource, then work may resume immediately, and no agency 

notifications are required. If the professional archaeologist determines that the find does 

represent a cultural resource from any time period or cultural affiliation, then he or she 

shall immediately notify the County, which shall consult on a finding of eligibility and 

implement appropriate treatment measures, if the find is determined to be eligible for 

inclusion in the NRHP or CRHR. Work cannot resume within the no-work radius until 

the County, through consultation as appropriate, determines that the site either: 1) is not 

eligible for the NRHP or CRHR; or 2) that the treatment measures have been completed 

to its satisfaction. 

 

24. MM 4.6-3: Unanticipated Discovery of Human Remains. In the evert of the discovery of 

human remains, or remains that are potentially human, the contractor shall ensure 

reasonable protection measures are taken to protect the discovery from disturbance 

(Assembly Bill [AB] 2641). The archaeologist shall notify the Lassen County Coroner 

(as per §7050.5 of the Health and Safety Code). The provisions of §7050.5 of the 

California Health and Safety Code, §5097.98 of the California PRC, and AB 2641 will be 

implemented. If the Coroner determines the remains are Native American and not the 

result of a crime scene, the Coroner will notify the NAHC, which then will designate a 

Native American Most Likely Descendant (MLD) for the project (§5097.98 of the PRC). 

The designated MLD will have 48 hours from the time access to the property is granted 
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to make recommendations concerning treatment of the remains. If the landowner does not 

agree with the recommendations of the MLD, then the NAHC can mediate (§5097.94 of 

the PRC). If no agreement is reached, the landowner must rebury the remains where they 

will not be further disturbed (§5097.98 of the PRC). This will also include either 

recording the site with the NAHC or the appropriate Information Center; using an open 

space or conservation zoning designation or easement; or recording a reinternment 

document with the county in which the property is located (AB 2641). Work cannot 

resume within the no-work radius until the lead agencies, through consultation as 

appropriate, determine that the treatment measures have been completed to their 

satisfaction. 

 

25. MM 4.8-1: Avoid and Minimize Impacts to Paleontological Resources. Should any 

potentially unique paleontological resources (fossils) be encountered during development 

activities, work shall be suspended, and the County shall be immediately notified. At that 

time, the County will coordinate any necessary investigation of the discovery with a 

qualified paleontologist. The mine operator shall be required to implement mitigation 

necessary for the protection of paleontological resources. Such measures may include 

avoidance, preservation in place, excavation, documentation, curation, data recovery, or 

other appropriate measures. 

 

26. MM 4.13-1: Materials Haul Truck Operations. To maintain traffic noise below 65 dB 

Ldn, the operator shall continue to comply with Condition of Approval #8 of Use Permit 

Amendment No. 2018-003 (Resolution No. 19-024) which limits truck trips to an average 

of 26 round trips (26 arriving and 26 departing) throughout the calendar year and a daily 

maximum of 275 round trips (275 arriving and 275 departing). 

 

27. MM 4.13-2: Material Haul Truck Counts. Prior to commencement of mining activities 

within the quarry expansion area, the mine operator shall install pneumatic road tubes or 

other similar methods to quantify daily truck trips in an effort to ensure that annual truck 

counts do not exceed limitations imposed by Condition of Approval #8 of Use Permit 

Amendment No. 2018-003. Results of the counts shall be provided to the County on an 

annual basis (January 1st of each year) throughout the duration of mining activities. 

 

28. MM 4.13-3: Plant and Expansion Area Operations. The following measures shall be 

implemented:  

• Restrict crushing operations to the daytime hours of 7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.  

• The operator shall continue to limit winter operation (no grading, excavating, or 

blasting per Resolution No. 97-067, Condition #21).  

• The operator shall limit 24-hour operations to April 1st to December 31st annually. 

• The operator shall not grade or excavate between 7:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. or blast 

between 6:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. 
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Source: Esri, Maxar, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA,
USGS, AeroGRID, IGN, and the GIS User Community

Lassen County makes no guarantee of the accuracy or completeness of
this information or data and assumes no liiability for its use or misuse.
This product is intended to be used for planning purposes only and does
not have the force and effect of law, rule, or regulation. All GIS data
should be verified before it is relied upon for property or project planning.
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Lassen County Noise Element 2021 
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Lassen County Noise Ordinance No. 2021-004 
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