










































































b) The project would not conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of

avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. The project site is zoned Unclassified (U) and has a General Plan
designation of Rural Residential A (RA). A commercial riding stable and academy is permissible in the Unclassified
zone district when consistent with the General Plan and with an approved use permit pursuant to Shasta County Code
(SCC) §17.26.040.G. Allowable uses within the Rural Residential (R-R) zone district are applied to this project in order
to determine conformance with the General Plan. Agricultural uses including animal husbandry that do not exceed one
horse per one-half acre are permitted outright in the R-R zone district (SCC §17.26.020.B.1.a). In addition, SCC
§17.64.020.B permits all agricultural and timber management uses permitted without a use permit in the Exclusive
Agricultural (EA), Timberland (TL) and Timber Production districts in the Unclassified zone district if the parcel is
larger than ten acres; agricultural uses are permitted without a use permit in the EA and TL zone districts
(SCC§17.06.020.B and SCC §17.10.020.D). Agricultural uses are defined in SCC §17.02.055.B as the raising and
breeding of livestock, farming, dairying, beekeeping and other animal husbandry activities customarily incidental to
these uses. The proposed project is consistent with the General Plan.

Parking standards specify asphalt surfacing of parking spaces and driveway access to parking areas of five or more
spaces. The use is located in a rural-residential/agricultural setting. The applicant is requesting an exception from the
required parking and surfacing standards pursuant to SCC § 17.86.140 and 17.86.100 to maintain a gravel surface on
the driveway and trailer parking areas due to traction risk of horses with or without horseshoes. Exceptions to the
parking and surfacing standards are permitted with the approval of a use permit, in accordance with SCC §17.86.160.
The provision of gravel in lieu or asphalt surfacing would be consistent with the visual character of the vicinity and
such exceptions for approved commercial riding stables elsewhere in the County. In addition, gravel surfacing would
minimize impervious surface area that could increase the potential for increased storm water dlscharge from the site.

Landscape standards specify open parking areas containing five or more required vehicle spaces which abut a public
street shall be landscaped to a depth of ten feet, measured from the abutting street right-of-way line, with openings for
walkway and/or driveway purposes, in accordance with county standards, and a minimum three-foot-wide landscaped
strip shall be planted and maintained along the edge of parking areas that abut residential districts. The applicant is
requesting an exception to the required landscape standards pursuant to SCC §17.84.040.G to maintain the existing
vegetation along the project frontage and side yards to meet the intent of the landscape standards. Exceptions to the
landscape standards are permitted with approval of a use permit in accordance with SCC §17.84.040.G. The perimeter
of the project site is currently vegetated with species common to the Blue Oak-Foothill Pine and Blue Oak Woodlands
which is consistent with the visual character of properties in the vicinity.

Mitigation/Monitoring: None proposed.

Less-Than-
XII. MINERAL RESOQURCES - Would the project: Potentially Significant | Less-Than- No
Significant With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral v
resource that would be of value to the region and the
residents of the State?
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important 4
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local
General Plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

Discussion: Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review
of the project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following findings can be made:

a) The project would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region
and the residents of the State.
b) The project site is not identified in the General Plan Minerals Element as containing a locally-important mineral

resource. There is no other land use plan which addresses minerals.

Mitigation/Monitoring: None proposed.

Initial Study — Use Permit 19-0014 - Greaves

25




Potentially Less-Than- | Less-Than- No

XIII. NOISE - Would the project result in: Significant Significant Significant | Impact
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent 4

increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the
project in excess of standards established in the local
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards
of other agencies?

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or

groundborne noise levels

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, would the project expose
people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

Discussion: Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review
of the project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, and an Environmental Noise & Vibration Assessment,
(Bollard Acoustical Consultants Inc., May 2021), the following findings can be made:

a) Operational noise sources would consist primarily of parking area activities (e.g., vehicles arriving and departing, doors

b)

opening and closing, etc.), onsite heavy truck circulation (i.e., double hay trucks), and equestrian clinic activities (i.e.,
human speech from instructor and attendees). These noise sources can be expected to continue in the vicinity for the
operational life of the project. The project does not propose a public address (PA) system for clinic activities. All
normal facility operations would occur during daytime hours only (7:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m.). Bollard Acoustical
Consultants Inc. completed a Noise and Vibration Study for the project in May 2021. The study used the Shasta County
General Plan noise level standards (55 dB hourly Leq daytime and 50 dB hourly Leq nighttime) and the standard to
determine significant increases in ambient noise established by the Federal Interagency Commission on Noise
(FICON), that a 5 dB increase is the threshold of significance where pre-project ambient noise levels are below 60 dB.
Evaluations of on-site operations noise level impacts at the nearest rural residential receivers conservatively apply the
County’s noise level criteria at the property lines of the nearest 11 residential properties. The results of the study
indicate that project is not predicted to result in a substantial increase in ambient noise levels, unless a speaker is used
outside of the primary riding arena, or a speaker is used inside the primary riding arena and exceeds a reference noise
level of 60 dB Leq and a distance of 50 feet. The study recommends mitigation measures XIIl.a.1 and a.2 to minimize
operational noise.

The project proposes the construction of a garage and storage area with a caretaker’s apartment above, two barns with
paddocks, a hay storage barn, eight self-exercise paddocks with shade covers, a potentially covered riding arena, and a
future main residence and second arena. Noise from construction activates would temporarily increase ambient noise
levels in the vicinity of the project. Construction activities could potentially exceed the Shasta General Plan Noise
standards (55 dB hourly Leq daytime and 50 dB hourly Leq nighttime) on a temporary basis. Noise levels would vary
depending on the type of equipment used, how it is operated, and how well it is maintained. Noise exposure at any
single point outside the project work area would also vary depending upon the proximity of equipment activities to that
point. The property line of the nearest existing noise-sensitive receiver (rural residence) is located approximately 50
feet away from where construction activities would occur on the project parcel. The noise and vibration study
recommended mitigation measures to minimize construction noise. In addition, it is County practice for projects that
involve construction near noise sensitive uses is to recommend limited hours of operation and days for construction
equipment as standard condition of approval.

With implementation of mitigation measures XIIl.a.1-10 the project would not generate significant temporary or
permanent increases in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project.

The project would not result in generation of excessive ground borne vibration or ground borne noise levels. The Noise
and Vibration Study predicts that vibration levels generated from on-site construction activities at the nearest existing
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residence would be well below the strictest Caltrans thresholds for damage to residential structures of 0.30 in/sc PPV,
and that the predicted vibration levels area also at or below the strictest Caltrans thresholds for annoyance.

c) The project is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan, or within two miles of a
public airport or public use airport.

Mitigation/Monitoring: With the following mitigation measures, noise impacts from the project would be less-than-
significant.

XlII.a.1.Should a Bluetooth speaker be used to compliment clinic instruction; it shall not be used outside of the primary

(largest) riding arena.

XlII.a.2 Equestrian clinic management shall procure a sound level meter and limit the sound output of a Bluetooth speaker

within the primary riding arena to an overall average (Leq) of 60 dB at a position 50 feet in front of the speaker. In
addition, clinic management shall periodically monitor sound levels at the 50-foot distance during clinics to ensure
said noise level is being maintained.

XlII.a.3 All on-site construction activities are restricted to during daytime hours (7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.), Monday through

Friday.

XlII.a.4 The project shall utilize temporary construction noise control measures including the use of temporary noise

barriers, or other appropriate measures as mitigation for noise generated during construction of projects.

XlIIl.a.5 All equipment and vehicles shall be turned off when not in use. Unnecessary idling of internal combustion engines

shall be prohibited.

XlIl.a.6 All mobile or fixed noise-producing equipment used on the project site that are regulated for noise output by a

federal, state, or local agency shall comply with such regulations while in the course of project activity.

XlII.a.7 All stationary noise-generating construction equipment, such as air compressors, shall be located as far as practical

from nearby residences. Such equipment shall be acoustically shielded when it must be located within close
proximity to residences.

XIII.a.8 Quiet equipment, particularly air compressors, shall be used whenever possible. All noise-producing project

equipment and vehicles using internal combustion engines shall be equipped with manufacturer-recommended
mufflers and be maintained in good working condition. Electrically powered equipment shall be used instead of
pneumatic or internal combustion powered equipment, where feasible.

XIII.a.9 Material stockpiles and mobile equipment staging, parking, and maintenance areas shall be located as far as

practicable from nearby residences.

XIlI.a.10 Nearby residences shall be notified of construction schedules so that arrangements can be made, if desired, to

limit their exposure to short-term increases in ambient noise levels.

Potentially Less-Than- Less-Than- No
XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING - Would the Significant Significant Significant Impact
project: Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an v

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 people or 4

housing, necessitating the construction of

replacement housing elsewhere?

Discussion: Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review
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of the project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following findings can be made:

a) The project would not induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly or indirectly. The
project would include the development of a one-family residence for a caretaker and will create one job. A second one-
family residence is proposed as a future use. The project does not include the expansion or extension of any permanent
roads or other infrastructure and is not expected to induce substantial growth in the area.

b) The project would not displace existing housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere. The
project does not include destruction of any existing housing.

Mitigation/Monitoring: None proposed.

XV. PUBLIC SERVICES: Would the project result in | Potentially Less-Than- | Less-Than- No
substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the | Significant Significant | Significant | Impact
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, | Impact With Impact

need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the Mitigation

construction of which could cause significant environmental Incorporated

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?

RNIN] S

Parks?

Other public facilities? v

Discussion: Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review
of the project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following findings can be made:

The project would not result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically
altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance
objectives for:

Fire Protection:

The project is located in an area designated as a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone and is within the State Responsibility
Area. The property receives fire protection services from the Shasta County Fire Department (SCFD). A preliminary review
of the project was completed by the SCFD and no significant additional level of fire protection has been identified as
necessary to serve this project. Construction plans will be reviewed by the SCFD to determine the location and number of
fire hydrants to be installed, if needed, according to Fire Safety Standards.

Police Protection:

The County has a total of 165 sworn and 69 non-sworn County peace officers (Sheriff’s deputies) for the County population
of 66,850 persons that reside in the unincorporated area of the County (U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the
Census, April 1, 2020). This level of staffing equates to a ratio of approximately one officer per 286 persons. The project
will result in additional residences which would not significantly increase the need of police protection and the project
would not warrant any additional Sheriff’s deputies.

Schools:

The resultant development from the project will be required to pay the amount allowable per square foot of construction to
mitigate school impacts.

Parks:
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The County does not have a neighborhood parks system.
Other public facilities:

As noted in section XIV. Population and Housing, subsection a), the project is not expected to result in substantial population
growth. Therefore, the project would not create a need for the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities
or physically altered governmental facilities the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts.
Development of the site would increase its value for property tax purposes. County General Fund revenue derived from
property taxes can be spent on general government services, public health, the library system, animal control, and other
public facilities at the discretion of the Shasta County Board of Supervisors. Any funds dedicated to the provision of new
or physically altered governmental facilities or physically altered governmental facilities would be subject to review under
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Mitigation/Monitoring: None proposed.

Less-Than-
Potentially | Significant Less-Than- No
XVI. RECREATION: Significant With Significant | Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
a) Would the project increase the wuse of existing 4
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 4
the construction or expansion of recreational facilities
which might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

Discussion: Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review
of the project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following findings can be made:

a) The project would not increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities such
that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated. The County does not have a
neighborhood or regional parks system.

b) The project would not include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of recreational facilities
which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment.

Mitigation/Monitoring: None proposed.

Less-Than-
XVII. TRANSPORTATION: Would the project: Potentially Significant Less-Than- No
Significant With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy v
addressing the circulation system, including transit,
roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities?
b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management v
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?
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Less-Than-

XVII. TRANSPORTATION: Would the project: Potentially Significant Less-Than- No
Significant With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
c) Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric v

design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? v

Discussion: Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review
of the project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following findings can be made:

a)

b)

d)

The project would not conflict with a program, ordinance or policy establishing measures of effectiveness for the
performance of addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities.

The project will result in the construction of two one-family residences and the development of a boarding facility for
up to 25 horses. The one-family residence for the caretaker and the second one-family residence combined would
generate approximately 10 vehicle round trips per day, or 20 one-way trips per day. Based on a poll of similar facilities
conducted by Vestra Resources Inc., approximately 25 percent of boarders visit their equine companion on an average
weekday or weekend. As a result of the poll, the applicant expects the project would generate approximately 8§ to 12
vehicle round-trips per day from boarders for a total of approximately 16 to 22 vehicle round trips per day to the
proposed property, or 32-44 one-way trips per day. Up to four equestrian clinics would occur at the project site that
would involve up to 25 participants. The applicant is proposing to organize these clinics such that participants would
sign up for a particular time slot and therefore not all participants would be at the site at the same time. Each event
would generate up to 25 vehicle round-trips, or 50 one-way trips per clinic day. These trips would be spread throughout
the day of the event. In the event that the facility was at maximum capacity, and each boarder visited the project site
daily, 35 daily vehicle round trips, or 70 daily one-way vehicle trips inclusive of trips generated by the residences,
would be generated. The total number of vehicle trips generated on event days could reach 60 vehicle round trips, or
120 one-way trips but this would only occur four days of the year and only if all borders visited the property on the
same day a clinic is held, none of the participants were boarders, and/or the applicant does not limit boarder visits on
clinic days. Horse trailers will be left onsite by boarders for evacuation purposes, which is typical with boarding
facilities. Similar boarding facilities see one trailer leave and return to the premises approximately 2-3 times per week,
based on the poll of similar facilities.

The Shasta County Department of Public Works has reviewed the project and indicated that this would not produce a
significant increase in traffic. The project would not generate enough traffic to significantly increase the volume-to-
capacity ratio of adjacent roadways to reduced levels of service. The project would not conflict with adopted policies,
plans or programs supporting alternative transportation. The project is consistent with the Shasta County General Plan
Circulation Element policies for transit, pedestrian and bicycle modes, the 1998 Shasta County Bikeway Plan, and with
the Regional Transportation Plan. The project would not conflict with a program, ordinance or policy establishing
measures of effectiveness for the performance of addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle,
and pedestrian facilities.

There is no County congestion management agency, and no level-of-service established by such an agency.

Animal husbandry is permitted outright in the Rural Residential zone district, therefore the anticipated use of horse
trailers approximately 2-3 times a week would not be considered an incompatible use. It is anticipated that feed will be
delivered by hay truck once per month. The Shasta County Department of Public Works has reviewed the project and
determined that the project would not substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature or incompatible
uses.

The project would not result in inadequate emergency access. The project has been reviewed by the Shasta County Fire
Department which has determined that there is adequate emergency access.

Mitigation/Monitoring: None proposed.
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Less-Than-

XVIII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would | Potentially Significant Less-Than- No
the project: Significant With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change v

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

i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local
register of historical resources as defined in Public
Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or

i) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to
be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section
5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code Section
5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the
significance of the resource to a California Native
American tribe.

Discussion: Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review
of the project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following findings can be made:

a) In accordance with Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21080.3.1, the Wintu Tribe of Northern California (Tribe)
filed and Shasta County received a request for formal notification of proposed projects within an area of Shasta County
that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the Tribe. Pursuant to PRC §21080.3.1, the Department of Resource
Management sent a certified letter on February 5, 2020 to notify the Tribe that the project was under review and to
provide the Tribe 30 days from the receipt of the letter to request consultation on the project in writing. To date, no
response has been received.

Mitigation/Monitoring: None proposed.

Less-Than-
Significant With
Mitigation
Incorporated

XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS:
Would the project:

Less-Than- No
Significant | Impact
Impact

Potentially
Significant
Impact

a) Require or result in the relocation or construction of v
new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or
storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas or
telecommunications facilities, the construction or
relocations of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the v
project and reasonably foreseeable future
development during normal, dry and multiple dry

¢) Result in a determination by the wastewater v
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Less-Than-

XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS: Potentially Significant With | Less-Than- No
Would the project: Significant Mitigation Significant | Impact
Impact Incorporated Impact

treatment provider which serves or may serve the
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the
project’s projected demand in addition to the
provider’s existing commitments?

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local v

standards, or in excess of the capacity of local
infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of
solid waste reduction goals?

e)

Comply with Federal, State, and local management v
and reduction statutes and regulations related to
solid waste?

Discussion: Based on the related documents listed in the Sources of Documentation for Initial Study Checklist, staff review
of the project, observations on the project site and in the vicinity, the following findings can be made:

a)

b)

d)

The project would not require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water or, wastewater
treatment facilities or expansion of existing storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas or telecommunications
facilities, the construction or relocations of which could cause significant environmental effects.

Potable water will be provided by the Centerville Community Services District (CCSD). The CCSD has indicated that
it has adequate capacity to serve the project without the need for construction of new water treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities.

The project would have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable future
development during normal, dry and multiple dry years. Potable water will be provided by the Centerville Community
Services District (CCSD). The CCSD may allow the property owner to install a future well to support the agricultural
use of the property.

The project will be served by a new onsite wastewater treatment system (OWTS). The applicant would be required to
apply for a permit to construct the new OWTS. These application process would determine the adequacy of the soils
at the project site and determine a proper design to serve the project prior to issuance of the permit and construction of
the system.

The project would not generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity of local
infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals. The project would be served by a
landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs.

The project would comply with Federal, State, and local management and reduction statutes and regulations related to
solid waste. The proposed project would be required to comply with applicable elements of AB 1327, Chapter 18
(California Solid Waste Reuse and Recycling Access Act of 1991) and other local, state, and federal waste disposal
standards.

Mitigation/Monitoring: None proposed.

XX. WILDFIRE: If located in or near state responsibility | Potentially | Less-Than- Less- No
areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, | Significant | Significant Than- Impact
would the project: Impact With Significant
Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan v
or emergency evacuation plan?
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XX. WILDFIRE: If located in or near state responsibility | Potentially | Less-Than- Less- No
areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, | Significant | Significant Than- Impact
would the project: Impact With Significant
Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, /
exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project
occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or
the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?
¢) Require the installation or maintenance of associated v
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, v
including downslope or downstream flooding or
landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope
instability, or drainage changes?

Discussion:

a) There is no specifically adopted emergency response or emergency evacuation plan for the project vicinity. Therefore,
the project would not substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan.

b) The project would not exacerbate wildfire risks due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, and thereby expose
project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire.

c) The projectsite is in a Very High Fire Severity Zone. The project would involve access improvements and construction
of on-site structures including residential structures in conformance with Fire Safety Standards including defensible
space requirements. Project construction and ongoing operations would involve vegetative fuels reduction and
management, which would be limited to proposed building areas and areas where fuel ladders are apparent. All
pertinent Fire Safety Standards as determined by the Shasta County Fire Department are incorporated into the
conditions of approval for the project. The project would not significantly exacerbate fire risk or result in temporary or
ongoing impacts to the environment that would significantly exacerbate not fire risk.

d) The project would not expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream flooding or

landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes.

Mitigation/Monitoring: None proposed.

Potentially | Less-Than- Less- No
XIX. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE: Significant | Significant Than- Impact
Impact With Significant
Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
a) Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade v

the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below the self-sustaining levels,
threaten to ecliminate a plant or animal community,
substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a
rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important
examples of the major periods of California history or
prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually
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Potentially | Less-Than- Less- No

XIX. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE: Significant | Significant Than- Impact
Impact With Significant
Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

limited, but cumulatively considerable? (“Cumulatively
considerable” means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection the v
effects of past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future projects)?

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

Discussion:

a) Based on the discussion and findings in Section IV. Biological Resources, there is evidence to support a finding that

b)

the project would have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below the self-sustaining levels, threaten
to eliminate a plant or animal community, or substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal.

With the implementation of the mitigation measures specified in Section IV. Biological Resources, potential impacts
to nesting birds, bats and nocturnal wildlife species would be less-than-significant.

Based on the discussion and findings in Section V. Cultural Resources, there is no evidence to support a finding that
the project would have the potential to eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or
prehistory.

Based on the discussion and findings in all sections above, there is no evidence to suggest that the project would have
impacts that are cumulatively considerable.

Based on the discussion and findings in all sections above, there is evidence to support a finding that the project would
have environmental effects which would cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly.

With the implementation of the mitigation measures specified in Section III. Air Quality and Section VIII. Noise,
potential impacts on human beings, either directly or indirectly, would be less-than-significant.

Mitigation/Monitoring: With the implementation of the proposed mitigation measures, the impacts from the project would
be less-than-significant. See the attached Mitigation Monitoring Program (MMP) for a complete listing of the proposed
mitigation measures, timing/implementation of the measures, and enforcement/monitoring agents.
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INITIAL STUDY COMMENTS
PROJECT NUMBER _USE PERMIT 19-0014 — (Greaves)

GENERAL COMMENTS:

Special Studies: The following project-specific studies and management plans have been completed for the proposal and
will be considered as part of the record of decision for the Negative Declaration. These studies are available for review
through the Shasta County Planning Division and online at https://www.shastacounty.gov/planning/page/ceqa-documents-
and-notices-non-eir-documents.

Biological Resources Assessment, Vestra Resources Inc., February 2020 (Revised September 2023).
Bumble Bee Memo, Vestra Resources Inc., December 2024

Riparian Zone Delineation, Vestra Resources Inc., February 2020

Preliminary Jurisdictional Determination, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, March 2023.

Special Status Species Survey, Vestra Resources Inc., April 2020.

Environmental Noise & Vibration Assessment, Bollard Acoustical Consultants, Inc., May 2021
Hydrologic Report, Vestra Resources Inc., March 2022.

Stable Waste Fly and Vector Control Plan, Vestra Resources Inc., May 2020

Draft Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan, Vestra Resources, Inc., March 2022

000NN U A L

Agency Referrals: Prior to an environmental recommendation, referrals for this project were sent to agencies thought to
have responsible agency or reviewing agency authority. The responses to those referrals (attached), where appropriate, have
been incorporated into this document and will be considered as part of the record of decision for the Negative Declaration.
Copies of all referral comments may be reviewed through the Shasta County Planning Division. To date, referral comments
have been received from the following State agencies or any other agencies which have identified CEQA concerns:

1. California Department of Fish and Wildlife
2. State of California Regional Water Quality Control Board
3. Centerville Community Services District

Conclusion/Summary: Based on a field review by the Planning Division and other agency staff, early consultation review
comments from other agencies, information provided by the applicant, studies conducted for the project, and existing
information available to the Planning Division, the project, as conditioned, is not anticipated to result in any significant
environmental impacts.
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SOURCES OF DOCUMENTATION FOR INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

All headings of this source document correspond to the headings of the initial study checklist. In addition to the resources
listed below, initial study analysis may also be based on field observations by the staff person responsible for completing
the initial study. Most resource materials are on file in the office of the Shasta County Department of Resource Management,
Planning Division, 1855 Placer Street, Suite 103, Redding, CA 96001, Phone: (530) 225-5532.

GENERAL PLAN AND ZONING
1. Shasta County General Plan and land use designation maps.
2. Applicable community plans, airport plans and specific plans.
3. Shasta County Zoning Ordinance (Shasta County Code Title 17) and zone district maps.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

I. AESTHETICS
1. Shasta County General Plan, Section 6.8 Scenic Highways, and Section 7.6 Design Review.
2. Zoning Standards per Shasta County Code, Title 17.

II. AGRICULTURAL AND FORESTRY RESOURCES
1. Shasta County General Plan, Section 6.1 Agricultural Lands.
2. Shasta County Important Farmland 2016 Map, California Department of Conservation.
3. Shasta County General Plan, Section 6.2 Timber Lands.
4. Soil Survey of Shasta County Area, California, published by U.S. Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation
Service and Forest Service, August 1974.

III. AIR QUALITY
1. Shasta County General Plan Section, 6.5 Air Quality.
2. Northern Sacramento Valley Air Basin, 2021 Air Quality Attainment Plan.
3. Records of, or consultation with, the Shasta County Department of Resource Management, Air Quality Management
District.

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
1. Shasta County General Plan, Section 6.2 Timberlands, and Section 6.7 Fish and Wildlife Habitat.
2. Designated Endangered, Threatened, or Rare Plants and Candidates with Official Listing Dates, published by the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife.
Natural Diversity Data Base Records of the California Department of Fish and Wildlife.
Federal Listing of Rare and Endangered Species.
Shasta County General Plan, Section 6.7 Fish and Wildlife Habitat.
State and Federal List of Endangered and Threatened Animals of California, published by the California Department
of Fish and Wildlife.
7. Natural Diversity Data Base Records of the California Department of Fish and Wildlife.

ARl

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES
1. Shasta County General Plan, Section 6.10 Heritage Resources.
2. Records of, or consultation with, the following:
a.  The Northeast Information Center of the California Historical Resources Information System, Department of
Anthropology, California State University, Chico.

b.  State Office of Historic Preservation.
c. Local Native American representatives.
d.  Shasta Historical Society.

VI. ENERGY

1. California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (AB 32)
2. California Code of Regulations Title 24, Part 6 — California Energy Code
3. California Code of Regulations Title 24, Part 11 — California Green Building Standards Code (CALGreen)

VII. GEOLOGY AND SOILS
1. Shasta County General Plan, Section 5.1 Seismic and Geologic Hazards, Section 6.1 Agricultural Lands, and Section
6.3 Minerals.
2. County of Shasta, Erosion and Sediment Control Standards, Design Manual
3. Soil Survey of Shasta County Area, California, published by U.S. Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation
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Service and Forest Service, August 1974.
4. Alquist - Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Maps.

VIII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
1. Shasta Regional Climate Action Plan
2. California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (White Paper) CEQA & Climate Change, Evaluating and
Addressing Greenhouse Gas Emissions from Projects Subject to the California Environmental Quality Act

IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
1. Shasta County General Plan, Section 5.4 Fire Safety and Sheriff Protection, and Section 5.6 Hazardous Materials.
2. County of Shasta Multi-Hazard Functional Plan
3. Records of, or consultation with, the following:
Shasta County Department of Resource Management, Environmental Health Division.
Shasta County Fire Prevention Officer.
Shasta County Sheriff's Department, Office of Emergency Services.
Shasta County Department of Public Works.
California Environmental Protection Agency, California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central
Valley Region.

oo o

X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
1. Shasta County General Plan, Section 5.2 Flood Protection, Section 5.3 Dam Failure Inundation, and Section 6.6
Water Resources and Water Quality.
2. Flood Boundary and Floodway Maps and Flood Insurance Rate Maps for Shasta County prepared by the Federal
Emergency Management Agency, as revised to date.
3. Records of, or consultation with, the Shasta County Department of Public Works acting as the Flood Control Agency
and Community Water Systems manager.

XI. LAND USE AND PLANNING
1. Shasta County General Plan land use designation maps and zone district maps.
2. Shasta County Assessor's Office land use data.

XII. MINERAL RESOURCES
3. Shasta County General Plan Section 6.3 Minerals.

XIII. NOISE
1. Shasta County General Plan, Section 5.5 Noise and Technical Appendix B.

XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING
1. Shasta County General Plan, Section 7.1 Community Organization and Development Patterns.
2. Census data from U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census.
3. Shasta County General Plan, Section 7.3 Housing Element.
4. Shasta County Department of Housing and Community Action Programs.

XV. PUBLIC SERVICES
1. Shasta County General Plan, Section 7.5 Public Facilities.
2. U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census.
3. Records of, or consultation with, the following:

a.  Shasta County Fire Prevention Officer.

b.  Shasta County Sheriff's Department.

c.  Shasta County Office of Education.

d.  Shasta County Department of Public Works.
XVI. RECREATION

1. Shasta County General Plan, Section 6.9 Open Space and Recreation.

XVII. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC
1. Shasta County General Plan, Section 7.4 Circulation.
2. Records of, or consultation with, the following:
a.  Shasta County Department of Public Works.
b. Shasta County Regional Transportation Planning Agency.
¢.  Shasta County Congestion Management Plan/Transit Development Plan.
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3. Institute of Transportation Engineers, Trip Generation Rates.

XVIII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES
1. Tribal Consultation in accordance with Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1

XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
1. Records of, or consultation with, the following:
Pacific Gas and Electric Company.
Pacific Power and Light Company.
Pacific Bell Telephone Company.
Citizens Utilities Company.
T.C.L.
Marks Cablevision.
Shasta County Department of Resource Management, Environmental Health Division.
Shasta County Department of Public Works.

SR 0 a0 o

XX. WILDFIRE
1. Office of the State Fire Marshall-CALFIRE Fire Hazard Severity Zone Maps
2. County of Shasta Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan

XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
None
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MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM (MMP)

FOR USE PERMIT #19-0014 (GREAVES)

Mitigation Measure/Condition

Section III: Air Quality

II.d.1 The applicant shall employ the management practices to
minimize vector breeding sources, odors, and manure content
and sediment in stormwater runoff as specified in the Stable
Waste, Fly and Vector Control Plan developed for the
proposed project by Vestra Engineering in May 2020.

II1.d.2 Manure and soiled bedding shall be removed from stalls daily
and paddocks weekly and moved to a manure
storage/composting area on a covered concrete slab with a
visual barrier.

II1.d.3 The composting manure shall be heated to over 100 degrees
Fahrenheit. Material in the manure piles shall be turned and
wetted with water, as needed, to treat the entire pile.

III.d.4 The processed manure shall be used as organic fertilizer on the
project property.

III.d.5 Manure in the pasture shall be spread via drag method. If there
is an accumulation that cannot be readily spread and
incorporated into the soil, manure shall be removed regularly
throughout the year, and specifically prior to and during the
rainy season October 1st-April 15th.

II1.d.6  Processed manure shall not be stored onsite.

II1.d.7 The facility shall be thoroughly cleaned prior to and during the
rainy season October 1% through April 15th to remove any
excess accumulations of manure from the facility to prevent
fly breeding and to prevent any inadvertent transport of
manure via stormwater.
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Timing/Implementation

For the Life of the Use Permit

For the Life of the Use Permit

For the Life of the Use Permit

For the Life of the Use Permit

For the Life of the Use Permit

For the Life of the Use Permit

For the Life of the Use Permit
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Enforcement/Monitoring

Resource Management, Planning
Division

Resource Management, Planning
Division

Resource Management, Planning
Division

Resource Management, Planning
Division

Resource Management, Planning
Division

Resource Management, Planning
Division

Resource Management, Planning
Division

Verification

(Date &
Initials)



Mitigation Measure/Condition

Section IV: Biological Resources

IV.a.1. The project proponent shall implement the following mitigation
measures to avoid significant impacts to special-status bumble
bees in accordance with the survey considerations outlined in
the June 2023 Survey Considerations for California
Endangered Species Act (CESA) Candidate Bumble Bees
Species publication:

A. Prior to land alteration, vegetation removal, and/or
construction activities for use permit improvements,, a
qualified biologist, specifically those qualified under a
research Memorandum of Understanding or authorizing
Incidental Take Permit (as described on page 7 of CDFW’s
Guidelines), shall conduct surveys for special-status
bumble bees prior to the start of construction. Three on-site
surveys shall be conducted two to four weeks apart,
weather depending, and when floral resources are present.

i. Species identification and photographic vouchers shall
be submitted to CDFW and experts from the Bumble
Bee Watch for species verification by an experienced
taxonomist prior to the start of land modification and/or
vegetation removal.

ii. If special-status bumble bees are detected, a nesting
survey as the protocol is described in CDFW’s June
2023 Survey Considerations for CESA Candidate
Bumble Bee Species, shall be performed throughout the
project area.

iii. If special-status bumble bees and/or their nests are
detected, the potential for "take" as defined by Fish and
Game Code section 86 shall be analyzed and quantified.
If suitable avoidance and minimization measures to
fully avoid take are not feasible, CDFW shall be
consulted regarding the need for take authorization
pursuant to Fish and Game Code section 2081(b).
Otherwise, suitable avoidance and minimization
measures to fully avoid take should be employed,
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Timing/Implementation

During Construction
For the life of the Project
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Enforcement/Monitoring

Resource Management, Planning
Division / California Department of
Fish and Wildlife

Verification

(Date &
Initials)



IV.a.2

IV.a.3

IV.a4

Mitigation Measure/Condition

and/or the formulation of a Mitigation and Monitoring
Plan should be developed for impacts to suitable
western bumble bee habitat.

iv. All data, including negative and/or positive
observations, shall be submitted to the CNDDB and
Bumble Bee

Insecticides and fungicides shall not be applied to
undeveloped areas on the property and the use of
herbicides shall be limited to management of noxious
weeds and to outside of the period of adult activity
(Marchl — September 1).

If a bumble bee is observed in an area where vegetation
removal or ground disturbance activities will occur, then
a qualified biologist shall complete a survey to determine
the species present. if a listed species is present, then a
five (5)-foot non-disturbance buffer shall be
implemented around the location until floral resources
are least abundant onsite and bees are least likely to be
present (March 1- September 1).

Non-native bees (e.g., honeybees) shall not be kept
onsite.

IV.b.1 A 75-foot riparian buffer shall be implemented on-site to

minimize impacts of adjacent land use within riparian
areas. No disturbance shall occur within the riparian
buffer except to construct a driveway crossing if the
applicant decides to build the single-family residence on
the far side of the stream, and for fuels reduction
activities and wildlife management if necessary, and
after consultation with the California Department of Fish
and Wildlife.

IV.b.2 Prior to construction, high-visibility fencing, flagging, or

markers shall be installed along the edges of the work
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Timing/Implementation

For the Life of the Use Permit

During Construction
For the life of the Project

For the Life of the Use Permit

Prior to Issuance of Building Permits
Final Inspection of Building Permits
For the Life of the Use Permit

Prior to Construction
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Enforcement/Monitoring

Resource Management, Planning
Division

Resource Management, Planning
Division / California Department of
Fish and Wildlife

Resource Management, Planning
Division

Resource Management, Planning
Division / Building Division /
California Department of Fish and
Wildlife

Planning Division / Building Division
/ Regional Water Quality Control

Verification
(Date &
Initials)



Mitigation Measure/Condition Timing/Implementation Enforcement/Monitoring Verification
(Date &
Initials)

zone to prevent encroachment into riparian areas. Board (RWQCB)

IV.b.3 All work and stockpiling of materials shall be confined to

the project disturbance area. During Construction Building Division / (RWQCB)

IV.b.4 Temporary stockpiling of excavated or imported material During Construction Building Division / (RWQCB)
shall be placed in upland areas.

IV.b.5 Excess soil shall be used onsite or disposed of at a During Construction Building Division / (RWQCB)
regional landfill or other appropriate facility.

IV.b.6 Hazardous materials, including fuels, oils, cement, and During Construction Planning Division
solvents, shall b? stored and contained in an areéa  For the life of the Project Building Division / (RWQCB)
protected from direct runoff and away from riparian
areas.

IV.b.7 Vehicle fueling shall be conducted a minimum of 50-feet During Construction Building Division / (RWQCB)
from waters of the United States.

IV.b.8 Construction equipment shall be inspected daily for leaks.  pyring Construction Building Division / (RWQCB)
Leaking fluids shall be contained upon detection and
equipment repairs shall be made as soon as practicable
or the leaking equipment shall be moved offsite.

IV.b.9 Spill containment and cleanup materials shall be kept During Construction Building Division / (RWQCB)
onsite at all times for use in the event of an accidental
spill.

IV.d.1 In order to avoid impacts to nesting migratory birds
and/or raptors prot'ecte('l uqder federal Migratory Blrd Prior to Issuance of Building Permits Resource Management, Planning
Treaty Act and California Fish and Game Code sections Final I tion of Building Permit Division / California Department of
3503 and 3503.5, including their nests and eggs, one of fha TSpection of BUlicing ©ermits L VISION, T ormia Lepartment o

7 ’ For the Life of the Use Permit Fish and Wildlife

the following shall be implemented:

A. Vegetation removal and other ground-disturbance
activities associated with construction shall occur
between September 1 and January 31 when birds are

Initial Study — Use Permit 19-0014 - Greaves
42



Mitigation Measure/Condition Timing/Implementation Enforcement/Monitoring Verification
(Date &
Initials)

not nesting; or

B. If vegetation removal or ground disturbance activities
occur during the nesting season (February 1 through
August 31), a pre-construction nesting survey shall be
conducted by a qualified biologist within 14 days of
vegetation removal or construction activities. If an
active nest is located during the preconstruction
surveys, a non-disturbance buffer shall be established
around the nest by a qualified biologist in consultation
with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife
(CDFW). No vegetation removal or construction
activities shall occur within this non-disturbance
buffer until the young have fledged, as determined
through additional monitoring by the qualified
biologist. The results of the pre-construction surveys
shall be sent electronically to CDFW at
R1CEQARedding@wildlife.ca.gov.

IV.d.2 In order to avoid impacts to bats, the following shall be

. . Prior to Issuance of Building Permit Resource Management, Planning
implemented: . . o . S o
) ) Final Inspection of Building Permit Division / California Department of
A. If removal of trees identified to have roost structure g the Life of the Use Permit Fish and Wildlife

potential will occur during the bat maternity season,
when young are non-Volant (March1 - August 31), or
during the bat hibernacula (November 1 — August 31),
when bats have limited ability to safely relocate
roosts, humane exclusions shall be implemented
which consist of a two-day removal process by which
the non-habitat trees and brush are removed along
with smaller tree limbs on the first day, and the
remainder of the tree limbs and tree trunk on the
second day. These activities shall be monitored by a
biologist with experience conducting exclusions.

B. To account for the potential loss of bat roost habitat,
bat boxes shall be installed, in accordance with
installation guidance from Bat Conservation
International or in consultation with the DFW, on
structures onsite in an appropriate location to provide
suitable bat roost habitat.
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Mitigation Measure/Condition

IV.d.3 To minimize impacts of lighting to birds and other
nocturnal species, any artificial lighting associated with
short term and long- term project activities shall be
downward facing, fully-shielded, and designed and
installed to minimize photo pollution of adjacent wildlife
habitat.

IV.d.4 Large piles of woody debris shall be checked for presence
of wildlife prior to disturbance or removal. If wildlife is
present, disturbance to wildlife shall be avoided until the
animal has left the site.

IV.e.l Project plans shall involve clustering buildings whenever
feasible in order to minimize the need for tree removal.

IV.e.2 To minimize impacts from grazing and hoof compaction
to native trees, exclusion fencing adequate for preventing
grazing damage to foliage and bark shall be installed
around each tree that is within horse pasture areas.

IV.e.3 Native trees shall be planted onsite wherever possible to
replace mature trees that are removed during
construction.

Section VIII: Noise

XlIl.a.1. Should a Bluetooth speaker be used to compliment
clinic instruction, it shall not be used outside of the
primary (largest) riding arena.

Xlll.a.2 Equestrian clinic management shall procure a sound
level meter and limit the sound output of a Bluetooth
speaker within the primary riding arena to an overall
average (Leq) of 60 dB at a position 50 feet in front of
the speaker. In addition, clinic management shall
periodically monitor sound levels at the 50-foot
distance during clinics to ensure said noise level is
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Timing/Implementation

Verify lighting at building permit

application. Light requirements to be

maintained through the life of the

project. Prior to Certificate of Occupancy
for the first structure on the property

During Construction and Through the

life of the project

Building Permit Application

During Construction and Through the

life of the project

During Construction and Through the

life of the project

Through the life of the project

Through the life of the project
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Enforcement/Monitoring

Resource Management, Planning
Division

Resource Management, Planning
Division

Resource Management, Planning
Division

Resource Management, Planning
Division

Resource Management, Planning
Division

Resource Management, Planning
Division

Resource Management, Planning
Division

Verification
(Date &
Initials)



Mitigation Measure/Condition

being maintained.

XIl.a.3 All on-site construction activities are restricted to
during daytime hours (7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.), Monday
through Friday.

XllIl.a.4 The project shall utilize temporary construction noise
control measures including the use of temporary noise
barriers, or other appropriate measures as mitigation
for noise generated during construction of projects.

XIII.a.5 All equipment and vehicles shall be turned off when
not in use. Unnecessary idling of internal combustion
engines shall be prohibited.

XlIl.a.6 All mobile or fixed noise-producing equipment used
on the project site that are regulated for noise output
by a federal, state, or local agency shall comply with
such regulations while in the course of project activity.

XIIl.a.7 All  stationary  noise-generating  construction
equipment, such as air compressors, shall be located as
far as practical from nearby residences. Such
equipment shall be acoustically shielded when it must
be located within close proximity to residences.

XIIl.a.8 Quiet equipment, particularly air compressors, shall be
used whenever possible. All noise-producing project
equipment and vehicles using internal combustion
engines shall be equipped with manufacturer-
recommended mufflers and be maintained in good
working condition. Electrically powered equipment
shall be used instead of pneumatic or internal
combustion powered equipment, where feasible.

XIIl.a.9 Material stockpiles and mobile equipment staging,
parking, and maintenance areas shall be located as far
as practicable from nearby residences.
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Timing/Implementation

Through the life of the project

Through the life of the project

Through the life of the project

Through the life of the project

Through the life of the project

Through the life of the project

During construction and through the life
of the project
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Enforcement/Monitoring

Resource Management, Planning
Division

Resource Management, Planning
Division

Resource Management, Planning

Division

Resource Management, Planning
Division

Resource Management, Planning

Division

Resource Management, Planning
Division

Resource Management, Planning
Division

Verification

(Date &
Initials)



Mitigation Measure/Condition Timing/Implementation Enforcement/Monitoring Verification
(Date &
Initials)

XlII.a.10 Nearby residences shall be notified of construction Prior to construction Resource Management, Planning
schedules so that arrangements can be made, if desired, Division
to limit their exposure to short-term increases in
ambient noise levels.
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State of California — Natural Resources Agency GAVIN NEWSOM. Governor
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE CHARLTON H. BONHAM, Director
Region 1 — Northern

601 Locust Street

Redding, CA 96001

www.wildlife.ca.gov

January 23, 2020

Lisa Lozier Senior Planner

Planning Division

Department of Resource Management
1855 Placer Street, Suite 103
Redding, CA 96001

Subject: Review of the Early Scoping for Use Permit 19-0014 (Chaparral
Stables), Assessor Parcel Number 203-130-007, Shasta County

Dear Ms. Lozier:

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (Department) has reviewed the
early consultation Agency Referral dated January 7, 2020, for the above-
referenced project (Project). As a trustee for the State’s fish and wildlife
resources, the Department has jurisdiction over the conservation, protection, and
management of fish, wildlife, native plants and their habitat. As a responsible
agency, the Department administers the California Endangered Species Act and
other provisions of the Fish and Game Code (FGC) that conserve the State’s fish
and wildlife public trust resources. The Department offers the following comments
and recommendations on this Project in our role as a trustee and responsible
agency pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), California
Public Resources Code 821000 et seq. The following are informal comments
intended to assist the Lead Agency in making informed decisions early in the
Project development and review process.

Project Description

The Project is a “proposed boarding facility for up to 25 horses, and including
training, riding lessons, and breeding facilities. The project is proposed to be
developed in three phases. Phase | improvements include clearing and grading,
driveway and trailer parking, caretaker’s residence, paddocks with shelters, lighted
arena and round pen, covered hay storage. Phase Il will include two barns to
support up to 25 horses total. Phase Il will include covering the existing arena,
construction of a second arena, landscape, and construction of a second single
family residence.” The Project is located in unincorporated Centerville Area of
Shasta County on Assessor’s Parcel Number 203-130-007. An unnamed
seasonal drainage traverses the southwestern portion of the parcel.

Comments and Recommendations

The Department has the following recommendations and comments as they
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pertain to biological resources.

Biological Resources

Since the Project is proposed in wildlife habitat, the Department will require a
basic botanical, wildlife, and habitat assessment (conducted at the appropriate
time of the year) to determine whether focused or protocol-level surveys are
warranted. The Department recommends all plant and wildlife species identified in
the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) and other biological resource
databases (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, California Native Plant Society, or other
pertinent references) be analyzed for the potential to occur within the Project area.

A query of the CNDDB identified two special-status botanical species within a
three-mile radius including, but not limited to, the following:

Plants
e Piorkowski’s clover (Trifolium piorkowskii) (California Rare Plant Rank
1B.2
e Dubious pea (Lathyrus sulphureus var. argillaceus) (California Rare
Plant Rank 3)

The CNDDB is a positive sighting database. It does not predict where something
may be found. The Department maps occurrences only where we have
documentation that the species was found at the site. There are many areas of the
state where no surveys have been conducted and therefore there is nothing on the
map. That does not mean that there are no special status species present. The
next step is to conduct surveys to document what is present and submit the
information on special status species to the Department and CNDDB. All surveys
should be conducted prior to approval of the Project and survey results shall be
sent to the Department at the following address: Department of Fish and Wildlife,
Attn: CEQA, 601 Locust Street, Redding, CA 96001 or emailed at
R1CEQARedding@wildlife.ca.gov. A thorough assessment of rare plants and rare
natural communities should be conducted following the Department’s March 2018
Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant
Populations and Sensitive Natural Communities
(https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/conservation/survey-protocols#377281280-plants). If
any special-status species are found during surveys, the Department requests that
CNDDB forms be filled out and sent to Sacramento and a copy of the form be sent
to the Regional office at the above address. Instructions for providing data to the
CNDDB can be found at: https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Submitting-Data.

Blue Oak Woodland (Quercus douglasii)

Blue oak woodland appears to cover much of the approximately 12-acre parcel.


mailto:R1CEQARedding@wildlife.ca.gov
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/conservation/survey-protocols#377281280-plants
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Submitting-Data

Lisa Lozier, Senior Planner
January 23, 2020
Page 3

In Shasta County, oak woodlands continue to be removed without any effective
mitigation measures, resulting in a continuous regional loss of oak woodlands.
Oak woodlands are important to a wide range of wildlife species and have higher
levels of biodiversity than virtually any other terrestrial ecosystem in California. Oak
woodlands provide habitat for nearly half of the 632 terrestrial vertebrates species
found in the state. Acorns are a key resource for deer, squirrels, turkeys, jays, quail
and bear. Standing dead trees provide an important habitat resource for raptors, bats,
salamanders, and lizards. Coarse woody tree material lying on the ground, particularly
large logs, is a very important wildlife habitat element because they retain moisture in
a seasonally dry ecosystem.

The Department recommends and encourages retaining and working around the
existing mature, healthy oaks. Building envelopes for each structure could be included
as part of project approval.

An impact analysis including assessing the number of trees to be removed and
providing details about individual tree species, such as the species and their
diameter at breast height, is needed to assess significance. Tree removal, if
essential, should be done outside of the bird nesting season and in a way that
prevents disturbance to bats (see Bat section below).

Nesting Birds

In order to avoid impacts to nesting birds and/or raptors protected under FGC sections
3503 and 3503.5, one of the following shall be implemented:

a) Conduct vegetation removal and other ground-disturbance activities
associated with construction from September 1 through January 31, when
birds are not nesting; or

b) Conduct pre-construction surveys for nesting birds if vegetation removal or
ground disturbing activities are to take place during the nesting season
(February 1 through August 31). These surveys shall be conducted by a
gualified biologist no more than one week prior to vegetation removal or
construction activities during the nesting season. If an active nest is located
during the preconstruction surveys, a non-disturbance buffer shall be
established around the nest by a qualified biologist in consultation with the
Department. No vegetation removal or construction activities shall occur
within this non-disturbance buffer until the young have fledged, as determined
through additional monitoring by the qualified biologist. The results of the pre-
construction surveys shall be sent electronically to the Department at
R1CEQARedding@wildlife.ca.gov.
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Bats

Trees that contain cavities, crevices and/or exfoliated bark have high potential to be
used by various bat species including pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus), a California
Species of Special Concern. A thorough survey of the large trees should be conducted
by a qualified biologist or arborist familiar with these features to determine if tree
features and habitat elements are present within the oak woodland. Trees with
features potentially suitable for bat roosting should be clearly marked prior to removal.

If removal or disturbance of trees identified to have roost structure will occur during
the bat maternity season, when young are non-volant (March 1 — Aug 31), or
during the bat hibernacula (November 1 — March 1), when bats have limited
ability to safely relocate roosts, it could cause a significant impact to bats through
direct mortality during the roost removal. Impacts to roosts are usually accompanied
by high mortality of bats and it is a significant impact because a single colony could
consist of the entire local population of a species. The availability of suitable
roosting habitat is considered a limiting factor in almost all bat species. Roost site
suitability is often based on a narrow range of suitable temperatures, relative
humidity, physical dimensions, etc., and many species exhibit high roost site fidelity.
Depending on the impact, if any, to the roosting habitat, additional mitigation may be
necessary and could include providing replacement or alternate roost habitat. If
necessary, humane evictions should be conducted during seasonal periods of bat
activity, which may vary by year, location, or species and must be conducted by or
under the supervision of a biologist with specific experience conducting exclusions.
Humane exclusions could consist of a two-day tree removal process whereby the non-
habitat trees and brush are removed along with certain tree limbs on the first day and
the remainder of the tree on the second day. This two-step process changes the
microhabitat of the area causing the bats to vacate the area under their own volition,
therefore minimizing mortality and other impacts to bat species.

Seasonal Stream

A seasonal stream exists on the site. The Site Plan (undated) shows no structures or
grading to occur near the stream. The Department recommends a 75-foot buffer be
placed on the site plan around the seasonal drainage to prevent erosion and minimize
the impacts of the adjacent land use on stream habitat and water quality.

Mitigation

Avoidance and mitigation measures for impacts to special-status species and
sensitive habitats, if found, should be proposed in subsequent environmental
review to avoid any significant effects the Project would have on the species or its
habitat. Examples of mitigation measures for special-status species and habitat
include, but are not limited to, project modification to avoid the species and its
habitat, enhancement of existing onsite habitat, offsite restoration or enhancement
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of habitat, or onsite/offsite preservation of habitat.
Lighting

The Department recognizes the adverse effects that artificial lighting has on birds and
other nocturnal species. The effects are numerous and include impacts to singing and
foraging behavior, reproductive behavior, navigation, and altered migration patterns.
To minimize adverse effects of artificial light on wildlife, the Department recommends
that lighting fixtures associated with the Project be downward facing, fully-shielded and
designed and installed to minimize photo-pollution and spillover of light onto adjacent
wildlife habitat.

If you have any questions, please contact Amy Henderson, Senior Environmental
Scientist, at (530) 225-2779, or by email at Amy.Henderson@wildlife.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Adam McKannay
Senior Environmental Scientist - Supervisor
Interior Cannabis and Conservation Planning

ec: Lisa Lozier, Senior Planner
Shasta County Department of Resource Management
llozier@co.shasta.ca.us

Amy Henderson
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Amy.Henderson@wildlife.ca.gov
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April 3, 2020

Lisa Lozier, Senior Planner

Shasta County Department of Resource Management
Planning Division

1855 Placer Street, Suite 103

Redding, CA 96001

Subject: Review of the Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Chaparral Stables —
Horse Boarding Facility Project, State Clearinghouse Number 2020039011,
Shasta County

Dear Lisa Lozier:

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (Department) has reviewed the Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) dated March 2020, for the above-referenced
project (Project). As a trustee for the State’s fish and wildlife resources, the Department has
jurisdiction over the conservation, protection, and management of fish, wildlife, native
plants, and their habitat. As a responsible agency, the Department administers the
California Endangered Species Act (CESA) and other provisions of the Fish and Game
Code that conserve the State’s fish and wildlife public trust resources. The Department
offers the following comments and recommendations on this Project in our role as a trustee
and responsible agency pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA),
California Public Resources Code section 21000 et seq.

Project Description

The Project is a “boarding facility for up to 25 horses with additional services including
riding lessons and training for boarding clients only. The boarding facility may be used to
host small training events up to four times per year. A commercial riding stable and
academy is permissible in the Unclassified zone district when consistent with the General
Plan and with an approved use permit. Structures proposed to be constructed for the
project include a 1,728-square-foot garage and storage area with a caretaker’s apartment
above, two 1,800 square-foot barns with paddocks, 800 square-foot hay storage barn, eight
self-exercise paddocks with shade covers, a turnout pasture, 100-foot by 200-foot arena,
and 60-foot diameter round pen. Both the round pen and arena will be equipped with lights
and sprinklers. Two small wash and grooming areas as well as the driveway and parking
areas will be graveled. An exception from the parking and surfacing standard as allowed
SCC Sections 17.86.140 and 17.86.100 is requested to maintain to gravel drive and
parking areas. A temporary mobile home may be on-site during the construction of the
caretaker’s residence. Signage will be included at the driveway entrance.”

The Project is located in unincorporated Centerville Area of Shasta County on Assessor’s

Parcel Number 203-130-007. An unnamed seasonal drainage traverses the southwestern
portion of the parcel.

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870
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Comments and Recommendations

The Department commented on this Project on January 23, 2020, during the Early
Consultation review period. The Department appreciates that many of our comments were
incorporated into the MND. The Department has the following comment and
recommendation:

Botanical Surveys

The Department requested a botanical and wildlife survey be conducted. A Biological
Resource Assessment was prepared by VESTRA, Inc. and dated February 2020.

The Department had previously queried the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB)
and two special status plant species were identified in the query: Piorkowski’s clover
(Trifolium piorkowskii) (California Rare Plant Rank 1B.2) and Dubious pea (Lathyrus
sulphureus var. argillaceus) (California Rare Plant Rank 1B.3). The Biological Resource
Assessment states that there is no habitat for either species; however, dubious pea could
be present. It is often found in oak woodlands, near shrubs or in grassy areas. Both species
bloom in April and May, so the Department recommends an additional survey during the
appropriate blooming period to confirm neither species is present. An additional mitigation
measure should be developed. An example could be something such as the following:

Prior to the start of construction, a focused botanical survey will be conducted
by a qualified biologist, preferably a botanist, during the blooming period for
potentially occurring plant species. Botanical surveys should follow California
Department of Fish and Wildlife’s March 20, 2018, Protocols for Surveying
and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations and
Sensitive Natural Communities. If no special status plant species are found
during the botanical survey no other measures will be required. If special
status plant species are found during the botanical surveys, the plants will be
marked by a qualified biologist familiar with the species. If the area can be
avoided, exclusionary fencing will be placed around the plants and no
pedestrian or vehicular entry shall be allowed. If the area cannot be avoided,
the County will coordinate with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife
to avoid, minimize, and mitigate impacts to the species. Potential measures
for reducing project impacts on special status plants include limiting ground
disturbance until annual plants have gone to seed, then stockpiling the topsoil
during the initial excavation to be replaced as the tip layer during the final site
rehabilitation. Botanical survey results shall be emailed to the CDFW at
R1CEQARedding@wildlife.ca.gov or mailed to California Department of Fish
and Wildlife, ATTN: CEQA, 601 Locust Street, Redding, California 96001.

If you have any questions, please contact Amy Henderson, Senior Environmental Scientist
(Specialist), at (530) 225-2779, or by e-mail at Amy.Henderson@wildlife.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

oct

W~ Babeock
Curt’Babcotk
Habitat Conservation Program Manager

ec: page 3
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ec: Lisa Lozier, Senior Planner
Shasta County
llozier@co.shasta.ca.us

State Clearinghouse
state.clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov

Amy Henderson
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Amy.Henderson@wildlife.ca.gov
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Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
12 June 2020

Lisa Lozier, Senior Planner

Shasta County Department of Resource Management
1855 Placer Street, Suite 103

Redding, CA 96001

COMMENTS ON USE PERMIT 19-0014 - CHAPARRAL STABLES, APN NUMBER
203-130-007, REDDING, SHASTA COUNTY

The Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (Central Valley Water Board)
is a responsible agency for this project, as defined by the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA). On 8 January 2020, we received your request for comments on
Use Permit 19-0014 — Chaparral Stables (Project) and provided a response on 21
January 2020.

The project consists of a proposed boarding facility for up to 25 horses, to include
training, riding lessons, and breeding facilities. The project is proposed to be developed
in three phases. Phase | improvements include clearing and grading, driveway and
trailer parking, caretaker’s residence, paddocks with shelters, lighted arena and round
pen, as well as covered hay storage. Phase Il will include two barns to support up to 25
horses total. Phase Il will include covering the existing arena, construction of a second
arena, landscape, and construction of a second single family residence. The Project site
is located to the southwest and adjacent to Chaparral Drive approximately two-tenths of
a mile south of the intersection of Placer Road and Chaparral Drive. A seasonal
tributary to Oregon Gulch Creek crosses the Project site.

Upon further review of the project, we have the following additional comments:

Manure and/or Wastewater Management

The Project should be conditioned to implement a written plan to manage waste and to
prevent the discharge of manure and/or wastewater to surface water. At a minimum, the
plan should address how often the corrals are scraped and manure is collected; Best
Management Practices to protect the manure and waste from inundation and runoff to
surface water; where the manure will be stored; whether and when the manure will be
exported to a permitted disposal facility; and whether the manure will be used as
fertilizer.
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Section 404 Permit and Section 401 Water Quality Certification must be obtained prior
to site disturbance. Any person discharging dredge or fill materials to waters of the State
must file a report of waste discharge pursuant to Sections 13376 and 13260 of the
California Water Code. Both the requirements to submit a report of waste discharge and
apply for a Water Quality Certification may be met using the same application form,
found at Water Boards 401 Water Quality Certification Application
(http://Imvww.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/water _issues/water _quality certification/w

gc_application.pdf)

General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction and Land
Disturbance Activities (CGP)

Construction activity, including demolition, resulting in a land disturbance of one acre or
more must obtain coverage under the CGP. The Project must be conditioned to
implement storm water pollution controls during construction and post-construction as
required by the CGP. To apply for coverage under the CGP the property owner must
submit Permit Registration Documents electronically prior to construction. Detailed
information on the CGP can be found on the State Water Board website Water Boards

Stormwater Construction Permits
(https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water _issues/programs/stormwater/constpermits.

shtml)

Isolated wetlands and other waters not covered by the Federal Clean Water Act
Some wetlands and other waters are considered "geographically isolated" from
navigable waters and are not within the jurisdiction of the Clean Water Act. (e.g.,
isolated wetlands, vernal pools, or stream banks above the ordinary high-water mark).
Discharge of dredged or fill material to these waters may require either individual or
general waste discharge requirements from the Central Valley Water Board. If the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers determine that isolated wetlands or other waters exist at the
project site, and the project impacts or has potential to impact these non-jurisdictional
waters, a Report of Waste Discharge and filing fee must be submitted to the Central
Valley Water Board. The Central Valley Water Board will consider the information
provided and either issue or waive Waste Discharge Requirements. Failure to obtain
waste discharge requirements or a waiver may result in enforcement action.

Any person discharging dredge or fill materials to waters of the State must file a report
of waste discharge pursuant to Sections 13376 and 13260 of the CWC. Both the
requirements to submit a report of waste discharge and apply for a Water Quality
Certification may be met using the same application form, found at Water Boards
Adopted Orders for Water Quality
(http:/imvww.waterboards.ca.gov/board_decisions/adopted_orders/water_quality/2004/w

qo/wqo2004-0004.pdf)
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If you have any questions or comments regarding this matter, please contact me at
(530) 224-4784 or by email at Jerred.Ferguson@waterboards.ca.gov.

S

Jerred Ferguson
Environmental Scientist
Storm Water & Water Quality Certification Unit

JTF: db

ccC: Heather Greaves, Redding
Susan Goodwin, VESTRA Resources, Inc., Redding

Keith Forbes, Eureka



COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT

January 28, 2020

Lisa Lozier — Senior Planner

Shasta County Dept. of Resource Management
Planning Division

1855 Placer Street, Suite 103

Redding, CA 96001

Subject:

Use Permit 19-0014 - CHAPARRAL STABLES
Applicant; Heather Graves
APN: 203-130-007

Dear Ms. Lozier,

This is to inform you that the above referenced real property lies within the Centerville Community
Services District, The District has reviewed the application for parcel map and has the following

comments:

1.

In October, 2019 a Conditional, Non-Transferable Will Serve Letier was issued for the
subject property.

Inherent to the Will Serve Letter Policy, the District requires receipt of, and an opportunity to
conment on, the following; '

a. Tentative maps for real property or use permit applications as the case may be;

b. Review and acceptance of improvement plans for construction of needed water system
improvements; and

¢. Review and acceptance of completed water system improvements whether on-site or off-
site and which are associated with this property.,

At the time of issuing a building permit for the caretaker’s residence as proposed in Phase I,
the applicant will be required to make application for water service,

As proposed in Phase II the District will require notification of submittal of a Well Permit.

At the time of Phase III as referenced in the subject Use Permit, the applicant will be required
to provide the building permit information for the second single family residence to the
District,

Please contact me at your earliest convenience should you require additional information tegarding this

matter,

Sincerely,

Chris Muehlbacher

District Manager

8330 FLACER ROAD, REDDING, CA 96001-9719 » PHONE: 530-246-0680 » FAX: 530-246-2254

www.centervillecsd.org
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