


















































































PLUMAS COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN: INITIAL STUDY40

4.12.  NOISE
WOULD THE PROJECT:

4.12.1.  DISCUSSION
The dominant sources of noise in Plumas County are 
mobile, related to automobile and truck traffic, aircraft 
and train transportation. Stationary sources in the county 
include power plants, lumber mills and aggregate mining 
and processing facilities. To a smaller extent, construction 
sites are also considered a stationary source of short-term, 
or temporary, noise in the County.

4.12.2.  RESPONSES TO CHECKLIST 
QUESTIONS

Responses a-f): Less than Significant. Implementation of 
the proposed Project consists primarily of improvements 
to the existing transportation network in Plumas County. 
There are no new roadways proposed that would 
introduce new vehicle trips into areas not currently 

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in 
excess of standards established in the local general plan 
or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other 
agencies? 
b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive 
ground borne vibration or ground borne noise levels? 
c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise 
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without 
the project? 
d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels 
existing without the project? 
e) For a project located within an airport land use plan 
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two 
miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the 
project expose people residing or working in the project 
area to excessive noise levels? 
f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, 
would the project expose people residing or working in 
the project area to excessive noise levels? 
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exposed to mobile noise sources from the existing 
transportation network. The improvements identified in 
the RTP would not directly result in increased vehicle trips 
on the County roadway network and would therefore not 
result in increased noise levels from vehicles travelling 
on existing roadways and transportation facilities in 
the County. Any noise disturbances to people or animals 
due to construction activities would be temporary, and 
subsequent environmental review of project‐specific 
impacts would be required prior to approval and 
implementation of future improvements to ensure that 
sensitive species are not disturbed. This review would 
propose temporary mitigations to sensitive receptors 
and assign mitigation measures as needed to reduce 
noise impacts. This is a less than significant impact and 
no mitigation is required.
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4.13.  POPULATION AND HOUSING 
WOULD THE PROJECT:

4.13.1.  DISCUSSION
According to the US Census Bureau American Community 
Survey, the total number of housing units in Plumas 
Country was estimated at 15,396 in 2020. An estimated 
74.3% of the housing units were owner-occupied. The 
median home value in the County is $310,100.

According to the US Census, the population of Plumas 
County population in the County is 19,790, a decrease since 
the last census recording in 2010 of 20,007. Furthermore, 
Plumas County has seasonal population increases 
that are directly related to the region’s recreational 
tourism industry. Transportation planning efforts must 
accommodate the seasonal population boosts. 

4.13.2.  RESPONSES TO CHECKLIST 
QUESTIONS

Responses a-c): Less than Significant. The Plumas 
County region is not undergoing any major development 
or construction that would significantly alter the 
population. The proposed Project consists primarily of 
the rehabilitation of the existing transportation network 
in Plumas County. There are no new roadways proposed 
that would extend vehicular access into areas of the 
County that are not currently accessible by area roadways. 
The Project would not result in the direct or indirect 
inducement of population growth. The RTP includes 
projects that would occur primarily within the right‐of‐
way of the existing transportation network and would not 
displace any persons or housing units. This is a less than 
significant impact and no mitigation is required.

a) Induce substantial 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) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, 
necessitating the construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere? 
c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating 
the construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 
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4.14.  PUBLIC SERVICES
WOULD THE PROJECT:

4.14.1.  DISCUSSION
Plumas County has 19 different fire districts, the U.S. 
Forest Service and CAL FIRE that provide fire protection 
services. Not all populated areas are located within an 
established fire district that provides structural fire 
protection. The U.S. Forest Service provides the majority 
of wildland fire suppression; however, structural fire 
protection responsibility lies with local Fire Districts 
located throughout the county. Law enforcement for the 
County is provided by the Plumas County Sheriff’s Office, 
located in Quincy. The California Highway Patrol enforces 
traffic laws throughout the county. 

Plumas Unified School District and Plumas County Office 

of Education serve the students in the 2,613 square miles 
through four elementary schools, three comprehensive 
high schools, and eight alternative education sites, which 
include: Chester Elementary School, Chester Jr. /Sr. High 
School, Greenville Elementary, Greenville High School, 
Quincy Elementary, Quincy Jr. /Sr. High School, C. Roy 
Carmichael Elementary, Portola Jr. /Sr. High School, and 
Feather River Adult School

The Central Plumas Recreation and Park District was 
formed by a voter mandate in 1953. The district is 
dedicated to providing a wide variety of recreation and 
park opportunities to the residents of Quincy, Meadow 
Valley, and the outlying areas located within its political 
boundaries. 

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse 
physical impacts associated with the provision of new or 
physically altered governmental facilities, need for new 
or physically altered governmental facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant 
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response times or other performance 
objectives for any of the public services: 

Fire protection? 
Police protection? 
Schools? 
Parks? 
Other public facilities? 
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4.14.2.  RESPONSES TO CHECKLIST QUESTION
Response a): Less than Significant.  The proposed 
Project (adoption of the RTP) consists primarily of 
the rehabilitation and improvement of the existing 
transportation network in Plumas County. The projects 
included in the RTP would not construct any new 
roadways into areas not already accessible and would not 
have an impact on population change. As such, the RTP 
would not create a demand for increased public services, 
including police protection, fire protection, schools, parks 
and other public. Furthermore, every project included 
in the RTP will be analyzed at a project-specific level to 
verify this. This is a less than significant impact and no 
mitigation is required.
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4.15.  RECREATION
WOULD THE PROJECT:

4.15.1.  DISCUSSION
With a majority of the County consisting of open space 
land use, the County provides a variety of opportunities 
for recreational activities. Park and recreation facilities 
include both public and privately managed facilities, with 
several key parks, recreation areas, and wildlife viewing 
areas Residents and visitors alike enjoy a range of festivals, 
picnics, concerts and events related to local history 
throughout the year.

4.15.2.  RESPONSES TO CHECKLIST 
QUESTIONS

Responses a-b): Less than Significant. The proposed 
Project (adoption of the RTP) consists primarily of 
the rehabilitation and improvement of the existing 
transportation network in Plumas County. The projects 
included in the RTP would not construct any new 
roadways into areas not already accessible and would 

not have an impact on population change. Furthermore, 
every project included in the RTP will be analyzed at a 
project-specific level to verify this. As such, the demand 
for increased recreational facilities would not increase as a 
result of implementation of the proposed Project. This is a 
less than significant impact and no mitigation is required.

a) Would the project increase the use of existing 
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational 
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of 
the facility would occur or be accelerated? 
b) Does the project include recreational facilities or 
require the construction or expansion of recreational 
facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on 
the environment? 
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4.16.  TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC
WOULD THE PROJECT:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy 
establishing measures of effectiveness for the 
performance of the circulation system, taking into 
account all modes of transportation including mass 
transit and non-motorized travel and relevant 
components of the circulation system, including but not 
limited to intersections, streets, highways and freeways, 
pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit? 
b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management 
program, including, but not limited to level of service 
standards and travel demand measures, or other 
standards established by the county congestion 
management agency for designated roads or highways? 
c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including 
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in location 
that results in substantial safety risks? 
d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature 
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or 
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 
e) Result in inadequate emergency access? 
f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs 
regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, 
or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such 
facilities? 
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4.16.1.  DISCUSSION
Plumas County is served by local roadways and six major 
State Highways: SR-36, SR-49, SR-70, SR-89, SR-147, and 
SR-284. The roadway network provides the regional 
transportation routes for automobiles and trucks. Other 
roadways with similar functional classifications as the 
state highways in Plumas County include Interstate and 
U.S. Highways. Neither of these roadway types are located 
directly in Plumas County, but they serve as a route option 
for travelers in the surrounding region. Forest roads are 
also present in the County and are described in more 
detail below.

4.16.2.  RESPONSES TO CHECKLIST 
QUESTIONS

Responses a-b): Less than Significant.  The Project is the 
preparation of the Regional Transportation Plan, which is 
a plan developed to guide transportation investments for 
all modes of transportation through goals, policies and 
proposed projects. It establishes vehicle miles traveled 
(VMT) standards established by the Plumas County 
Transportation Commission for the County’s roads and 
highways. It also includes policies regarding public transit, 
bicycle and pedestrian facilities and airports. As such, 
there is no conflict as the RTP is the guiding transportation 
plan for the region. The RTP is also consistent with 
the Circulation Element of the 2035 General Plan and 
would not result in conflicts or inconsistencies with that 
plan. Therefore, there is no impact, and no mitigation is 
required. Implementation of the proposed RTP would 
result in improvements and rehabilitation to the existing 
transportation and roadway network in Plumas County. 

Although a slight increase in VMT is likely to occur 
throughout the lifetime of this RTP, few changes are 

expected in the ratings of state routes in Plumas County.  
In 2045, most highway segments are expected to be 
operating at an acceptable congestion rating. 

Implementation of the proposed Project would not result 
in population growth within Plumas County and would 
not directly result in increases of VMT.  The proposed 
Project would improve traffic flows and operations 
throughout the County and would not result in VMT that 
exceeds applicable standards or thresholds. This is a less 
than significant impact and no mitigation is required.

Responses c-f): Less than Significant.  As described 
throughout this Initial Study, implementation of the 
proposed Project would assist in the improvement of 
the County’s transportation network across all modes of 
transit and transportation. The improvements proposed 
to aviation facilities in the County would not result in an 
increase in flights or a change in flight patterns. There are 
policies and programs included in the RTP that would 
improve public access to transit systems and alternative 
modes of transportation, such as bicycle use, and the 
RTP does not conflict with any existing plans to improve 
active transportation or transit. The various roadway 
improvements identified in the RTP would assist in the 
delivery of emergency services by improving the local and 
regional roadway network and reducing existing design 
and safety hazards. The RTP and the projects included 
within were developed after careful review of the 2035 
General Plan of the County. The RTP is consistent with the 
Circulation Element of the 2035 General Plan and would 
not result in conflicts or inconsistencies with the above 
referenced plan. This is considered a less than significant 
impact and no mitigation is required. 
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4.17.  TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES
WOULD THE PROJECT: 

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance 
of a tribal cultural resource, defined in public Resources 
Code section 21074 as either a site, feature place, cultural 
landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the 
size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object 
with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, 
and that is: 

a) Listed or eligible for listing in the California 
Register of the Historical Resources, or in a local 
register of historical resources as defined Public 
Resources Code section 5020.l(k), or 
b) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its 
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, 
to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 
5024.l. In applying the criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 
5024.l , the lead agency shall consider the 
significance of the resource to a California Native 
American Tribe. 
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