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MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

 
Permit No. AMND-2024-00295 

State Clearinghouse No. ____________ 
 
 
SUBJECT 
 
Amendment Application AMND-2024-00295 to Site Plan Review SPR-19-90, by Steve Manning 
Construction, is requesting approval to expand an existing contractor storage yard by 
approximately 3.24 acres for circulation and outdoor storage of heavy equipment.  
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 
The project applicant, Steve Manning Construction, is seeking approval to expand an existing 
contractor storage yard by approximately 3.24 acres for circulation and outdoor storage of heavy 
equipment on properties located at 4977 Mountain Lakes Boulevard and 5000 Caterpillar Road.  
 
There is currently one 8,500 square foot commercial building located on the 4977 Mountain Lakes 
Boulevard property, utilized as an office building and storage warehouse. The remainder of the 
property is utilized as a contractor storage yard storing heavy equipment. The project proposes to 
utilize 3.24 acres of the property the south, 5000 Caterpillar Road, to further expand their existing 
storage yard business.  
 
The existing storage yard currently has all required City of Redding utilities located along the 
property frontage, and Mountain Lakes Boulevard will be utilized for public access to the storage 
yard. With all street, utility, and drainage improvements already existing, no off-site improvements 
are proposed with the project.  
 
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 
 
The project area consists of approximately 6.2 acres; of that, 2.96 acres is developed land with 
minimal amount of landscaping and vegetation apart from the landscape planters along the 
property frontage. The area proposed for expansion, which is 3.24 acres, consists of annual 
grassland, blue oak woodland, and foothill pines. The average maximum temperature on the site 
range from 55.5 degrees Fahrenheit in December to 99.2 degrees Fahrenheit in July, with an 
average of 34.62 inches of annual precipitation. The project site consists primarily of Newtown 
gravelly loam, which is found on 15 to 30 percent slopes, and Redding gravelly loam, which is 
found on 0 to 5 percent slopes.  
 
North: Redding Oil Company 
South: Industrial uses and storage yards 
East: Office and warehouse building 

CITY OF IREDDIING 
Deveilopment Services Plannin,g Div:ision 
777 Cypress Avenue, Redding, CA 96001: 
P.O. Box 496071 , Redding, CA '9<6049-6071 
Phone: 530-225-4022 
cityo,fredd,ing_gov 
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West: Contractor storage yard and warehouse 
 
FINDINGS AND DETERMINATION 
 
The City of Redding conducted an Initial Study (attached), which determined that the proposed 
project could have significant environmental effects.  Subsequent revisions in the project proposal 
create the specific mitigation measures identified below.  The project, as revised and as agreed to 
by the applicant, avoids or mitigates the potentially significant environmental effects identified, 
and the preparation of an environmental impact report will not be required.  There is no substantial 
evidence, in light of the whole record before the City, that the project as revised may have a 
significant effect on the environment.  If there are substantial changes that alter the character or 
impacts of the proposed project, another environmental impact determination will be necessary. 
 
The project includes measures to mitigate potentially significant impacts associated with grading 
and developing an area potentially suitable for various special status plant and animal species. 
 
Prior to approval of the project, the lead agency may conclude, at a public hearing, that certain 
mitigation measures identified in the Mitigated Negative Declaration are infeasible or undesirable.  
In accordance with CEQA Section 15074.1, the lead agency may delete those mitigation measures 
and substitute other measures which it determines are equivalent or more effective.  The lead 
agency would adopt written findings that the new measure is equivalent or more effective in 
mitigating or avoiding potential significant effects and that it, in itself, would not cause any 
potentially significant effect on the environment. 
 
1. Based on the whole record (including the Initial Study and any supporting 

documentation) and the mitigation measures incorporated into the project, the City 
of Redding has determined that a Mitigated Negative Declaration is appropriate.  All 
potentially significant impacts would be reduced to less than significant.   

 
2. The Mitigated Negative Declaration, with its supporting documentation, fully 

incorporated herein, reflects the independent judgment and analysis of the lead 
agency, which is the City of Redding. 

 
DOCUMENTATION 
 
The attached Initial Study documents the reasons to support the above determination.  
 
MITIGATION MEASURES 
 
MM Bio-1. If any ground disturbance occurs within 25 feet of an ephemeral stream or 50 feet of 
an intermittent stream, then surveys for the potentially occurring plant species shall be completed 
prior to disturbance of any vegetation in this area. Surveys should comply with CDFW Protocols 
for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations and Sensitive 
Natural Communities (2018). If no special-status plants are found, no further measures pertaining 
to special-status plants are necessary. If special status plants are observed, then plants should be 
avoided with implementation of a 10-foot non-disturbance buffer. If avoidance is not possible, 
then consultation with CDFW shall occur to determine the appropriate mitigation measures. 
 
MM-Bio-2. If vegetation removal and/or construction activities are to occur during the bat roosting 
season (March 1 through August 31), a Qualified Biologist shall conduct a preconstruction survey 



 
Mitigated Negative Declaration Page 3 

no more than seven days before vegetation removal or construction activities begin. If an active 
roost is found, a non-disturbance buffer shall be established for a distance of 500 feet around the 
nest unless a smaller buffer is approved by CDFW. Construction may resume once the young have 
left the nest or as approved by the Qualified Biologist. The survey shall be provided to the CDFW. 
If a lapse in construction activities of 14 days or more occurs during the roosting season, an 
additional roost survey is required to ensure no roosts were established in the area while 
construction was on hold. Minimum qualifications for a Qualified Biologist include a Bachelor’s 
degree in biological or environmental science, natural resources management, or related discipline; 
field experience in the habitat types that may occur at the Project site; familiarity with the Covered 
Species (or closely related species) that may occur at the Project site; and prior preconstruction 
survey, construction monitoring, or construction oversight experience (if and as relevant to the 
activity to be conducted). 
 
MM-Bio-3. To avoid impacts to nesting birds and raptors, vegetation removal and/or construction 
shall be conducted between September 1 and January 31. If vegetation removal or construction 
activities are to occur during the nesting season (February 1 through August 31), a qualified 
biologist shall conduct a preconstruction survey no more than seven (7) days before vegetation 
removal or construction activities begin. If an active nest is found, a non-disturbance buffer shall 
be established by a qualified biologist in coordination with CDFW.  Construction may resume 
once the young have left the nest or as approved by the qualified biologist. The survey shall be 
provided to the CDFW. If construction activities cease for a period greater than (7) days, additional 
preconstruction surveys will be required. 
 
PUBLIC REVIEW DISTRIBUTION 
 
Draft copies or notice of this Mitigated Negative Declaration were distributed to: 
  
• State Clearinghouse  
• Shasta County Clerk 
• U.S. Army Corp of Engineers, Redding 
• California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Redding 
• Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board, Redding 
• California Native Plant Society, Shasta County 
• Shasta Environmental Alliance 
• Steve Manning Construction Incorporated 
• All property owners within 300 feet of the property boundary  
 
PUBLIC REVIEW 
 
( X  ) Draft document referred for comments September 22, 2025. 
 
(   ) No comments were received during the public review period. 
 
(   ) Comments were received but did not address the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration 

findings or the accuracy/completeness of the Initial Study.  No response is necessary.  The 
letters are attached. 

 
(   ) Comments addressing the findings of the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration and/or 

accuracy or completeness of the Initial Study were received during the public review period.  
The letters and responses follow (see Response to Comments, attached). 
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September 22, 2025 

 
Copies of the Mitigated Negative Declaration, the Initial Study, documentation materials, 
and the Mitigation Monitoring Program may be obtained at the Planning Division of the 
Development Services Department, City of Redding, 777 Cypress Avenue, Redding, CA  
96001 and online on the Planning/Projects page of the Development Services website at: 
www.cityofredding.gov.  If you have any questions or wish to submit comments, please 
contact Drew Morgan, Assistant Planner, at dmorgan@cityofredding.org, or by telephone 
at (530) 225-4407. 
 
 
                                                                                                                           
Lily Toy, Planning Manager   Date 
          
                                                                    ______ 
        Date of Final Report 
          

 
Attachments: 
A. Location map 
B. Initial Study 
C. Mitigation Monitoring Program 
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CITY OF REDDING 
 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM 
 
 
  
1. Project Title: Steve Manning Construction, Inc. Contractor Storage Yard 
 
2. Lead agency name and address: 
 

CITY OF REDDING 
Development Services Department 
Planning Division  
777 Cypress Avenue 
Redding, CA  96001  

 
3. Contact Person and Phone Number:   
 
 Drew Morgan, (530) 225-4407 

 
4. Project Location:  
 
 4977 Mountain Lakes Boulevard and 5000 Caterpillar Road 
   
5.  Applicant’s Name and Address:  
 
 Steve Manning Construction 
 P.O. Box 491660  
 Redding CA, 96049    

 
6. General Plan Designation:  General Industry “GI” 
  
7. Zoning:  General Industry “GI” 
  
8. Description of Project:    

 
The project applicant, Steve Manning Construction Incorporated, is requesting approval of Amendment Application 
AMND-2024-00295, to expand an existing heavy equipment contractor storage yard by approximately 3.24 acres into 
undeveloped land for site circulation and more storage space on 5000 Caterpillar Road. The grading will include 43,358 cubic 
yards of fill and 7 cubic yards of cut.  
 
Access to the Project is taken from 4977 Mountain Lakes Boulevard, a 2.97-acre parcel which serves as the existing heavy 
equipment storage yard. Located on this property is an existing 8,500 square foot commercial building which is operated as a 
storage warehouse, with an office located in the front portion of the property, adjacent to Mountain Lakes Boulevard. The 
remainder of the property, located behind the building, is utilized forthe storage of heavy equipment and dismantled 
construction equipment parts.  
 
The property is located just north of the Mountain Lakes Industrial Park which was part of a 37-lot subdivision that was recorded 
in 1968 to facilitate growth for industrial businesses in Redding. Off-site improvements are not proposed with the Project . The 
property is currently served by all public utilities.  
 

9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:   
 

The Project area consists of approximately 6.2 acres, comprised of the existing 2.96 acre storage yard and 3.24 acres on which 
the expanded area of the storage yard will be located. The area is generally located where the Klamath Mountain range meets 
the northern end of the Interior Coast Range. The surrounding area is primarily developed land with other industrial land uses.  
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10. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation agreement):   
 

• California Regional Water Quality Control Board 
• California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) 
• United States Army Corps of Engineers 

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

consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1?  If so, is there a plan for consultation that includes, 
for example, the determination of significance of impacts to tribal cultural resources, procedures regarding 
confidentiality, etc.? 

 
 Three Native American Tribes were noticed in regard to the Project. The Redding Rancheria, the Paskenta Band of Nomlaki 

Indians, and the Wintu Tribe of Northern California were sent letters about this project and the preparation of its associated 
initial study. The Wintu Tribe of Northern California requested consultation for the project and it was determined that the 
project is located in an area with potential cultural significance. With this, the City of Redding will add two conditions to the 
project. The first condition will be to stop work within 100 feet in the event that a cultural resource is discovered until a qualified 
archeologist can assess the significance of the find. Second, in the event that human remains are discovered, all activity within 
50 feet will cease immediately, the Contractor shall immediately notify the Shasta County Coroner’s Office, and a qualified 
archeologist and Native American monitor shall be contacted.  

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

to discuss the level of environmental review, identify and address potential adverse impacts to tribal cultural resources, and 
reduce the potential for delay and conflict in the environmental review process.  (See Public Resources Code section 
21080.3.2.) Information may also be available from the California Native American Heritage Commission’s Sacred Lands File 
per Public Resources Code section 5097.96 and the California Historical Resources Information System administered by the 
California Office of Historic Preservation.  Please also note that Public Resources Code section 21082.3(c) contains provisions 
specific to confidentiality. 

          
ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 
 
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact that is a “Potentially 
Significant Impact or Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.  
 

 Aesthetics  Agricultural and Forestry 
Resources  Air Quality 

X Biological Resources  Cultural Resources  Energy 

 Geology / Soils  Greenhouse Gas Emissions  Hazards & Hazardous Materials 

 Hydrology / Water Quality  Land Use / Planning  Mineral Resources 

 Noise  Population / Housing  Public Services 

 Recreation  Transportation  Tribal Cultural Resources 

 Utilities / Service Systems  Wildfire  Mandatory Findings of Significance 

 
DETERMINATION:  (To be completed by the Lead Agency) 
 
On the basis of the initial evaluation: 
 
☐ I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

will be prepared. 
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☒   I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a significant effect 

in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent.  A MITIGATED NEGATIVE 
DECLARATION will be prepared. 

 
☐ I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

REPORT is required. 
 
☐ I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant unless mitigated” impact 

on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal 
standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets.  An 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed. 

 
☐ I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment because all potentially significant 

effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, 
and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR of NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or 
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required. 

 
The Initial Study, site plan, project description, draft Mitigated Negative Declaration, and other information concerning the project are 
available for public review from 8:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m. weekdays at the Planning Division, Development Services Department, 777 
Cypress Avenue, Redding, CA 96001, and online on the City Planning Projects page of the Development Services website at: 
www.cityofredding.gov. If you have any questions or to submit comments, please contact Drew Morgan, Assistant Planner, at 
dmorgan@cityofredding.org, or by telephone at (530) 225-4407. 
 
 
 
          
Drew Morgan, Assistant Planner      Date 
Development Services Department         

September 22, 2025 
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 
 
This section analyzes the potential environmental impacts associated with the proposed project.  The issue areas evaluated in this Initial 
Study include:  
 

 Aesthetics 
 Agricultural and Forestry Resources 
 Air Quality 
 Biological Resources 
 Cultural Resources 
 Energy 
 Geology/Soils 
 Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
 Hazards & Hazardous Materials 
 Hydrology/Water Quality 
 Land Use/Planning 

 Mineral Resources 
 Noise 
 Population/Housing 
 Public Services 
 Recreation 
 Transportation 
 Tribal Cultural Resources 
 Utilities/Service Systems 
 Wildfire 
 Mandatory Findings of Significance 

 
 
The environmental analysis in this section is patterned after the Initial Study Checklist recommended by the State CEQA Guidelines and 
used by the City of Redding in its environmental review process.  For the preliminary environmental assessment undertaken as part of 
this Initial Study's preparation, a determination that there is a potential for significant effects indicates the need to more fully analyze 
the development’s impacts and to identify mitigation.  
 
For the evaluation of potential impacts, the questions in the Initial Study Checklist are stated and an answer is provided according to the 
analysis undertaken as part of the Initial Study.  The analysis considers the long-term, direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of the 
development.  To each question, there are four possible responses: 
 

• No Impact.  The development will not have any measurable environmental impact on the environment.   
 

• Less Than Significant Impact.  The development will have the potential for impacting the environment, although this impact 
will be below established thresholds that are considered to be significant. 

 
• Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigation Incorporated.  The development will have the potential to generate 

impacts which may be considered as a significant effect on the environment, although mitigation measures or changes to the 
development’s physical or operational characteristics can reduce these impacts to levels that are less than significant. 

 
• Potentially Significant Impact.  The development will have impacts which are considered significant, and additional analysis 

is required to identify mitigation measures that could reduce these impacts to less than significant levels. 
 
Where potential impacts are anticipated to be significant, mitigation measures will be required, so that impacts may be avoided or 
reduced to insignificant levels.  
 
Prior environmental evaluations applicable to all or part of the project site:  
 

- City of Redding General Plan 2045 
- City of Redding General Plan Update Final Environmental Impact Report, 2024, SCH #2022050300  
- CEQA Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations for the City of Redding General Plan Update Final 

Environmental Impact Report, as adopted by the Redding City Council on March 13, 2024, by Resolution 2024-027 
 

List of attachments/references: 
 
Attachment A –  Figure 1 – Location Map 

  Figure 2 – Project Site Plan 
    Figure 3 – Preliminary Grading Plan 
      
Attachment B – Biological Resource Assessment, prepared by Vestra Resources Inc., January, 2024  
 
Attachment C – Bat roost memo, prepared by Vestra Resources Inc., May 2, 2025  
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Attachment D – Tree Data Table, prepared by Vestra Resources Inc., October 2024  
 
Attachment E – Tree Survey and Protected Trees, agreed upon by the property owner and the City of Redding on August 26, 2025.  
 
Attachment F – Storm Drain Calculations, prepared by Edward Whitson, May 30, 2024  
 
Attachment G – Cultural Resources Survey, prepared by AnthropologyRx, February 13, 2025 (on file in the Development Services 

Department, Planning Division) 
 
Attachment H – Letters sent to the Redding Rancheria, The Paskenta Band of Nomlaki Indians, and the Wintu Tribe of Northern 

California.  
 
SUMMARY OF MITIGATION MEASURES: 
 
 

 
I. AESTHETICS:  Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 
21099, would the project: 

Potentially  
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than- 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, 
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a State scenic 
highway? 

   X 

c) In nonurbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual character 
or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views 
are those that area experienced from publicly accessible vantage point).  
If the project is in an urbanized area, would the project conflict with 
applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality? 

   X 

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely 
affect day or nighttime views in the area?    X 

 
Discussion: 
 
a) Scenic resources identified in the General Plan Environmental Impact Report include the Sacramento River and its tributaries; 

mountains and foothill; and open hillsides. Development of the Project would not obstruct a scenic vista identified in the City of 
Redding General Plan 2045 and would be consistent with the development pattern established on nearby properties. Although new 
development would alter the appearance of the existing conditions, it would not create a substantial adverse impact on scenic vistas 
or degrade the City’s visual character or quality due to the existing urbanized character of the City. The Project will comply with 
the City’s development ordinances, including the Zoning Ordinance. The proposed Project would not represent a significant change 
to the overall scenic quality of the area.  

 
b) The Project site is not located adjacent to a state-designated scenic highway. In addition, the Project would be consistent with the 

surrounding land uses and the Project would not substantially obstruct, interrupt, or detract from identified scenic resources. There 
are not prominent rock outcroppings, visually-significant tree stands, or historic buildings in the vicinity of the Project. 

 
c) The Project will be compatible with the existing developed visual character of the adjacent/nearby industrial development. The 

Project is consistent with the General Plan density allowed on-site and the Project site is located within the area which is developed 
with similar uses. The location, size, and design of the proposed use would be compatible with uses in the immediate area. 

 
d) The Project would generate light that is customary for development and comply with the Zoning Ordinance light standards.  There 

would not be an adverse effect on day or nighttime views in the area. 
 

Documentation: 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Community Development and Design Element 2045 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Natural Resources Element 2045 
City of Redding Zoning Ordinance, Chapter 18.40.090 
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Mitigation: 
None necessary. 
 

II. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES: In determining whether impacts to 
agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to 
the California Agricultural, Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Mode (1997) prepared 
by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts 
on agriculture and farmland.  In determining whether impacts to forest resources, 
including effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the California 
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, 
including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment 
project; and forest carbon measurement methodology provided bin Forest Protocols 
adopted by the California Air Resources Board.  Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than- 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

   X 

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

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as 
defined in Public Resources Code Section 12220(g)), timberland (as 
defined by Public Resources Code Section 4526), or timberland zoned 
Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code Section 
5110(g))? 

   X 

d Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest 
use?    X 

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their 
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland to non-
agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest land? 

   X 

 
Discussion: 
 
a-e) The Project site does not contain designated farmland, forest land, or timberlands.  The Project site has not been historically used 

for agricultural purposes, nor does it possess soils that are prime for agricultural production.  The site is not located within an area 
of Prime Farmland as identified by the California Department of Conservation’s Important Farmland Series Mapping and 
Monitoring Program and is not under Williamson Act contract. The Project would not convert or rezone any farmland to non-
agricultural use, or any forest land to non-forest use. 

 
Documentation: 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Natural Resources Element 2045 
California Department of Conservation’s Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program 
United States Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service and Forest Service, Soil Survey of Shasta County Area. 
 
Mitigation: 
None necessary. 
 

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

Potentially  
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than- 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant 
for which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable Federal 
or State ambient air quality standard   

  X  

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?    X 



City of Redding 
Development Services Department 
Planning Division  Initial Study 
 

 

 
 
AMND-2024-00295/Manning Vehicle Storage 8  

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

Potentially  
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than- 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely 
affecting a substantial number of people?    X 

      
Discussion:   
a) Shasta County, including the far northern Sacramento Valley, currently exceeds the state's ambient standards for ozone (smog) and 

particulates (fine, airborne particles).  Consequently, these pollutants are the focus of local air quality policy, especially when 
related to land use and transportation planning.  Even with application of measures to reduce emissions for individual projects, 
cumulative impacts are unavoidable when ozone and/or particulate emissions are involved.  For example, the primary source of 
emissions contributing to ozone is from vehicles.  Any project that generates vehicle trips has the potential of contributing 
incrementally to the problem.   

 
The City of Redding General Plan (GP) Environmental Impact Report (EIR) concluded that cumulative impacts would be 
significant and unavoidable on a City-wide basis and those impacts are addressed in the adopted CEQA Findings of Fact and 
Statement of Overriding Considerations. The GP EIR estimated areawide and mobile source emissions under the General Plan 
2045 and compared the estimates to the estimated area and mobile source emissions projected in the 2021 Air Quality Attainment 
Plan (AQAP) for year 2025, which is the time horizon of the AQAP. The analysis concluded that the cumulative ROG and NOX 
emissions that would be generated by activity under the GP in 2045 would exceed the projections in the AQAP for year 2025 
resulting in a very conservative determination.  The GP EIR mirrors GP policies by requiring Mitigation Measures AQ-1 and AQ-
2. AQ-1 requires that “Standard Mitigation Measures” (SMMs) be applied to all discretionary projects. AQ-2 requires the use of 
Best Available Mitigation Measures (BAMMs) recommended by SCAQMD which has the ability to provide recommendations for 
each discretionary project. The requirement of SMMs are also required by the City’s Standard Conditions of Approval (SCOA) 
for discretionary projects. Because the Project would generate the type of construction and traffic emissions projected for the land 
use types and density set forth for the Project site by the GP EIR, the Project would not conflict with the SCAQMD plans and 
impacts would be less than significant.  
 

b) The GP EIR concluded that cumulative impacts would be significant and unavoidable on a City-wide basis and those impacts are 
addressed in the adopted CEQA Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations. The GP EIR concluded that 
implementation of the GP would cumulatively generate construction-related emissions of criteria air pollutants and precursors, 
including ROG, NOX, PM10, and PM2.5 from site preparation (e.g., excavation, clearing), off-road equipment, material delivery, 
worker commute trips, and other activities (e.g., building construction, asphalt paving, application of architectural coatings).  
Implementation of the construction-related SMMs as required by the City’s SCOA for discretionary projects would reduce 
construction-generated emissions of criteria air pollutants and precursors. However, due to Shasta County’s nonattainment-
transitional status for ozone, construction activities associated with the Project would add to the cumulative impacts, and the GP 
EIR acknowledges that implementation of the GP may result in adverse air quality impacts to surrounding land uses and may 
contribute to the existing air quality condition in the City. There are no components of the proposed Project that would result in 
increased construction-related air quality emissions beyond what was previously evaluated and disclosed by the GP EIR for the 
Project site. Nonetheless, and consistent with the findings of the GP EIR, Project-related air quality emissions during construction 
activities would contribute to the significant and unavoidable construction-related air quality impact identified by the GP EIR 
(Impact AQ-2), However, the Project would not result in increased impacts or increased cumulatively-considerable impacts due to 
construction-related emissions beyond what was evaluated and disclosed by the GP EIR and would not exceed the thresholds 
established by the GP.  

 
The City of Redding General Plan 2045, Natural Resources Element 2045 establishes emission thresholds that have been adopted 
by regional agencies when determining air quality impacts of discretionary projects for the important regional/local pollutants, 
including:  Reactive Organic Gases (ROG) and Oxides of Nitrogen (NOx), which are ozone precursors, and Inhalable Particulate 
Matter, 10 Micron (PM10) and 2.5 Micron (PM2.5) as follows: 

 
Level “A”     Level “B” 
25 pounds per day of NOx   137 pounds per day of NOx 
25 pounds per day of ROG   137 pounds per day of ROG 
80 pounds per day of PM10   137 pounds per day of PM10 
80 pounds per day of PM2.5 
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 The process of applying SMM and BAMM is to apply appropriate SMM to all projects based on potential air quality impacts and 
to help contribute to reducing cumulative impacts.  If the project exceeds Level “A” threshold, then BAMM will be applied based 
on the unique characteristics of the project selected from a list of measures provided by AQMD.  If a project exceeds Level “B” 
thresholds, SMM, BAMM, and appropriate special BAMM would be applied and the City will seek recommendations of the 
AQMD regarding the efficiency of proposed emissions measures beyond BAMM. If a project’s emission cannot be reduced to 
below Level “B” thresholds, emission offsets will be required. If, after applying emission offsets, the project still exceeds the Level 
“B” threshold, then an Environmental Impact Report is required. 

 
 The current Project has the potential to impact air quality primarily in two ways: (1) the Project would generate vehicle trip 
emissions (with NOx, ROG, and PM10) that contribute cumulatively to local and regional air quality conditions; and (2) fugitive 
dust (particulate/PM10 and PM2.5) emissions are possible during construction activities. The Project does not have the potential to 
generate significant emission concentrations of other pollutants subject to state and federal ambient air quality standards and no 
recommendation for BAMM were made by the SCAQMD. 

 
Application of the SMMs and the outlined below would reduce the Project’s potential air quality impacts to a level less than 
significant. 

 
1. Apply nontoxic soil stabilizers according to manufacturer’s specification to all inactive construction areas (previously-graded 

areas inactive for ten (10) days or more). 
2. Reestablish ground cover on the construction site through seeding and watering prior to final occupancy. 
3. All grading operations shall be suspended by the City Engineer when winds (as instantaneous gusts) exceed 20 miles per hour 

as directed by the AQMD. 
4. Provide temporary traffic control as appropriate during all phases of construction to improve traffic flow (e.g. flag person) as 

approved by the City Engineer. 
5. Schedule construction activities that affect traffic flow to off-peak hours as determined by the City Engineer.  
6. Water active construction sites at least twice daily or as directed by the Public Works Department.  
7. All truck hauling dirt, sand, soil, or other loose materials shall be covered or maintain at least two feet (2’) of freeboard (i.e., 

minimum vertical distance between top of the load and the trailer) in accordance with the requirements of California Vehicle 
Code Section 23114. This provision is enforced by local law enforcement agencies.  

8. Sweep streets at the end of the day if visible soil materials are carried onto adjacent public paved roads (recommend water 
sweeper with reclaimed water).  

9. Install wheel washers where vehicles enter and exit unpaved roads onto paved roads, or wash off trucks and any equipment 
leaving the site each trip.  

 
 In addition to the requirements of the California Building Code, the following operational SMMs will be applied as appropriate to 

as recommended by the Shasta County Air Quality Management District: 
 

1. Provide energy-efficient process systems, such as water heaters, furnaces, and boiler units. 
2. All new wood burning devices shall be EPA Phase II certified. 
3. Large residential, commercial, and industrial projects should include bus shelters at transit access points. 
4. Contribute to traffic-flow improvements that reduce emissions and are not growth-inducing (e.g., right-of-way, capital 

improvements, etc.). 
5. Install an electrical outlet at the front and back of all residential units for electrical yard equipment. 
6. Streets should be designed to maximize pedestrian access to transit stops. 

c-d) The GP EIR concluded that cumulative impacts would be significant and unavoidable on a City-wide basis and those are addressed 
in the adopted CEQA Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations. However, the document notes that the 
SCAQMD identified the following types of land use conflicts that could result in the exposure of sensitive receptors to excessive 
pollutant concentrations in their CEQA Land Use Protocol Guidelines:  

 
• Development projects with sensitive receptors in close proximity to a congested intersection or roadway with high levels of 

emissions from motor vehicles. High concentrations of carbon monoxide, fine particulate matter, or toxic air contaminants are 
the most common concerns. 

• Development projects with sensitive receptors close to an industrial source of toxic air contaminants.  
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• Development projects with sensitive receptors close to a source of odorous emissions. Although odors generally do not pose 
a health risk, they can be quite unpleasant and often lead to citizen complaints to the District and to local governments.   

 
The Project does not meet any of these criteria.  Further, the Project is not located in proximity to any of the land uses types noted. 

 
Documentation: 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Natural Resources Element 2045 
City of Redding General Plan Update Final Environmental Impact Report, 2024, SCH #2022050300  
CEQA Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations for the City of Redding General Plan Update Final Environmental 

Impact Report, as adopted by the Redding City Council on March 13, 2024, by Resolution 2024-027 
 
Mitigation: 
None necessary. 
 
 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Would the project: 
Potentially  
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than- 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat 
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or 
special-status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or 
by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S.  Fish and 
Wildlife Service? 

 X   

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

  X  

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands 
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through 
direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?  

   X 

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or 
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or 
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery 
sites? 

 X   

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

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, 
Natural Community, Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, 
or State habitat conservation plan? 

   X 

 
Discussion: 
 
a-d)  The Project site is characterized by Blue Oak – Foothill Pine Woodland, and foothill pine upper canopy. The understory of blue 

oak foothill pine woodland general varies from a shrubby mid-canopy to a purely herbaceous ground cover. The blue oak woodland 
community within the Project area has a scattered understory and these understory species include manzanita and buck brush. The 
property also had cottonwood trees, which were classified as riparian trees in the tree data table, as well as a willow tree. A 
biological report was prepared by Vestra Resources Inc., dated January 2024.  The study recommended conservation measures, 
BMPs, and features be incorporated into the Project to avoid and minimize the potential environmental impacts from construction 
and long-term operation of the expanded storage yard. If nighttime lighting is installed onsite, then illumination from the facility 
shall be directed downward to contain light such that ongoing operations from the facility do not cause light pollution to the 
surrounding area on a long-term basis, particularly the stream corridor, to avoid impacts to nocturnal wildlife dispersal and nesting 
birds.  

 
According to the biological resources assessment, three (3) special-status plant species were identified by the biologist as having 
potential to occur along the stream bank. The Project proposes to avoid the ephemeral and intermittent streams on the property. If 
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there is disturbance within 25 feet of the ephemeral stream or 50 feet of the intermittent stream, surveys for special-status plant 
species shall be completed prior to disturbance of any vegetation in this area, per MM-Bio-1, which will bring the impacts to less 
than significant if there is encroachment.  
 
Special-status plants with the potential to occur along a stream bank were identified as: 
 
Sulphur Creek brodiaea – Occurs near intermittent streams within chaparral-type ecosystem and foothill woodland above 190 
meters.  
 
Shield-bracted monkeyflower – Occurs near wet soils within chaparral-type ecosystem, Cismontane woodland, valley and foothill 
grassland below 600 meters.  
 
Maverick clover – Habitat lies within intermittent streambanks, riparian corridors with chaparral-type ecosystem, and foothill 
woodland.  

 
 The biological resources assessment stated there were no special status plants or animals identified as having the potential to occur 

within the Project area. The Project has been designed to avoid these riparian areas.  
 

The Project site is surrounded by existing development. The site does not serve as a wildlife movement corridor as it does not link 
together areas of suitable habitat that are otherwise separated by rugged terrain, changes in vegetation, or human development. The 
site contains trees that could be used for nesting migratory birds and bats. Although no special status bird or bat species were 
observed on the Project site during the protocol level field survey, the potential for the Project to interfere with an established 
native resident, migratory wildlife, or native wildlife nursery site is considered a potentially significant impact. Mitigation measures 
MM-Bio-2 and MM-Bio-3 bring those impacts to less than significant. 

 
e) Tree cover on the site ranges from dense pockets of live oak and blue oak with a moderate canopy to sparser tree cover over other 

areas, which are dominated by annual grasses and brush species such as manzanita and ceanothus. While the planned avoidance 
of open space associated with the Project will result in a greenbelt with the retention of 32 trees outside of the proposed expansion 
area, the Project’s grading and utility demands make it unfeasible to save trees within the development area in a meaningful way. 
 
The City has adopted a Tree Management Ordinance (Chapter 18.45 of the RMC) that promotes the conservation of mature, healthy 
trees in the design of new development.  The ordinance also recognizes that the preservation of trees will sometimes conflict with 
necessary land-development requirements.  The City’s General Plan EIR further acknowledges that preservation of native trees 
will sometimes conflict with normal land development and that implementation of the General Plan will ultimately set aside over 
7,000 acres of open space, much of which contains oak habitat. However, efforts must still be made to retain existing trees if 
reasonably possible, and to sufficiently plant new trees in the context of the new development. In the case of this development, 32 
trees are being preserved, all of which are outside of the scope of work in the application and are identified on Attachment E, Tree 
Survey and Protected Trees. A tree survey was required to identify natural trees and tree groups most suitable for preservation.  
Where all identified candidate trees/groups cannot be preserved, the set-aside of a natural area or areas within a project site that is 
particularly suitable for the planting, retention, and/or natural regeneration of trees is considered to be a desirable means of 
accomplishing the goals of the ordinance.  
 
The Arborist report was prepared for the Project by Vestra Resources, Inc. The report specifically focuses on blue oaks but also 
identified foothill pines on site. The proposed grading/improvement plan shows that any tree within the 3.24 acre area of 
disturbance will be removed during the grading process.  Under the circumstances, focusing the Project’s tree-preservation efforts 
within the creek area provides the best tree management strategy for the Project.  

 
f) No habitat conservation plans or other similar plans have been adopted for the Project site or Project area. No impact would occur 

in this regard. 
 
Documentation: 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Natural Resources Element 2045 
City of Redding General Plan Update Final Environmental Impact Report, 2024, SCH #2022050300 
City of Redding Municipal Code, Chapter 18.45, Tree Management Ordinance 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife:  Natural Diversity Data Base. 
Biological Resource Assessment, Vestra Resources Inc, dated January 2024.  
Bat roost assessment memo, prepared by Vestra Resources Inc., May 2, 2025.  



City of Redding 
Development Services Department 
Planning Division  Initial Study 
 

 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
AMND-2024-00295/Manning Vehicle Storage 12  

 

Tree Survey, prepared by Vestra Resources Inc., October 2024.  
Tree Plan, prepared by Vestra Resources Inc., May 2024. 
Trees to be saved, agreed upon by the property owner and the City of Redding on August 26, 2025. 
 
Mitigation: 
 
MM Bio-1. If any ground disturbance occurs within 25 feet of an ephemeral stream or 50 feet of an intermittent stream, then surveys 
for the potentially occurring plant species shall be completed prior to disturbance of any vegetation in this area. Surveys should comply 
with CDFW Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations and Sensitive Natural 
Communities (2018). If no special-status plants are found, no further measures pertaining to special-status plants are necessary. If special 
status plants are observed, then plants should be avoided with implementation of a 10-foot non-disturbance buffer. If avoidance is not 
possible, then consultation with CDFW shall occur to determine the appropriate mitigation measures. 
 
MM-Bio-2. If vegetation removal and/or construction activities are to occur during the bat roosting season (March 1 through August 
31), a Qualified Biologist shall conduct a preconstruction survey no more than seven days before vegetation removal or construction 
activities begin. If an active roost is found, a non-disturbance buffer shall be established for a distance of 500 feet around the nest unless 
a smaller buffer is approved by CDFW. Construction may resume once the young have left the nest or as approved by the Qualified 
Biologist. The survey shall be provided to the CDFW. If a lapse in construction activities of 14 days or more occurs during the roosting 
season, an additional roost survey is required to ensure no roosts were established in the area while construction was on hold. Minimum 
qualifications for a Qualified Biologist include a bachelor’s degree in biological or environmental science, natural resources 
management, or related discipline; field experience in the habitat types that may occur at the Project site; familiarity with the Covered 
Species (or closely related species) that may occur at the Project site; and prior preconstruction survey, construction monitoring, or 
construction oversight experience (if and as relevant to the activity to be conducted). 
 
MM-Bio-3. To avoid impacts to nesting birds and raptors, vegetation removal and/or construction shall be conducted between 
September 1 and January 31. If vegetation removal or construction activities are to occur during the nesting season (February 1 through 
August 31), a qualified biologist shall conduct a preconstruction survey no more than seven (7) days before vegetation removal or 
construction activities begin. If an active nest is found, a non-disturbance buffer shall be established by a qualified biologist in 
coordination with CDFW.  Construction may resume once the young have left the nest or as approved by the qualified biologist. The 
survey shall be provided to the CDFW. If construction activities cease for a period greater than (7) days, additional preconstruction 
surveys will be required. 
 

V.  CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the project: 
Potentially  
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than-
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical 
resource pursuant to Section 15064.5?   X  

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

c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outsides of 
dedicated cemeteries?   X  

 
Discussion: 
 
a-c)  The City of Redding received an Archaeological Inventory Survey which was prepared by AnthropologyRx on February 13, 2025. 

One historic-era tin fuel can, approximate date range between 1942 and 1958 was recorded as an isolated find, but it is not 
considered a historical resource. The potential for subsurface archaeological remains with the Project area is very low, but there is 
always a possibility of discovery with tree removals and grading. The Project is required to follow state law in the event of 
discovery. The archaeological survey findings also indicated the Project as designed is not expected to adversely affect a cultural 
resource, nor will it result in a significant adverse impact to a historical resource, as defined by CEQA. Based on the survey 
findings, the report does not recommend archaeological monitoring during construction activities unless during the consultation 
process, the City determines it is required. The City of Redding would be open to on-site archaeological monitoring in the event 
that substantial evidence as defined in CEQA Section 15384 Substantial Evidence was presented to the City by the Wintu Tribe of 
Northern California. With substantial evidence provided, a mitigation measure would be added to allow for on-site archaeological 
monitoring during construction activities that would cause ground disturbance.  
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Documentation: 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Natural Resources Element 2045 
Archaeological Inventory Survey, by AnthropologyRx dated February 13, 2025. 
Email from the Wintu Tribe of Northern California 
 
Mitigation: 
None Necessary.  
 

VI.  Energy: Would the project: 
Potentially  
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than-
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, 
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during 
project construction or operation? 

  X  

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

 
Discussion: 
 
a) The Project would not result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary 

consumption of energy resources during Project construction or operation. With the use being an expansion of outdoor storage, it 
is not anticipated that the Project would permanently increase the demand for electricity and natural gas at the project site. CEQA 
requires mitigation measures to reduce “wasteful, inefficient and unnecessary” energy usages (Public Resources Code Section 
21100, subdivision [b][3]). Neither the law nor the State CEQA Guidelines, however, establish criteria that define wasteful, 
inefficient, or unnecessary use.  

 
Grading and Construction: During the grading and construction phases of the Project, the primary energy source utilized would 
be petroleum from construction equipment and vehicle trips. To a lesser extent, electricity would also be consumed for the 
temporary electric power for as-necessary lighting and electronic equipment. Activities including electricity would be temporary 
and negligible; therefore, electricity use during grading and construction would not result in wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary 
consumption of energy. In addition, natural gas is not anticipated to be required during construction of the Project. Any minor 
amounts of natural gas that may be consumed as a result of the Project construction would be temporary and negligible and would 
not have an adverse effect; therefore, natural gas used during grading and construction would also not result in wasteful, inefficient, 
or unnecessary consumption of energy. 

 
The energy needs for the Project construction would be temporary and would not require additional capacity or increase peak or 
base period demands for electricity or other forms of energy. Construction equipment use and associated energy consumptions 
would be typical of that associated with the construction of Industrial projects of this size in a similar setting. Project construction 
contractors would minimize nonessential idling of construction equipment during construction in accordance with the California 
Code of Regulations Title 13, Article 4.8, Chapter 9, Section 2449. Additionally, the Project is consistent with the General Plan 
and Zoning Ordinance. Therefore, the Project would not result in wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of fuel during 
construction.   

 
Operational. Operation of the Project is typical of Industrial land uses with the long-term use of electricity for operations within 
the warehouses such as lighting, and heating and cooling in the office portions of the building is expected to be less than significant 
due to the scale of the project. 

 
b) The Project will not conflict with any State or local plans for renewable energy or energy efficiency.  
 
Documentation: 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Natural Resources Element 2045 
 
Mitigation: 
None necessary. 
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VII.  GEOLOGY AND SOILS: Would the project: 
Potentially  
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than- 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, 
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving: 
i) Rupture of a known earthquake, fault, as delineated on the most 

recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the 
State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial 
evidence of a known fault?  Refer to Division of Mines and 
Geology Special Publications 42. 

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?  
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 
iv) Landslides?     

  X  

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

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would 
become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- 
or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or 
collapse? 

  X  

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

  X  

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or 
alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available 
for the disposal of waste water?  

  X  

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site 
or unique geologic feature?     X 

 
Discussion:   
 
a)(i)  The Project is not located in a fault rupture hazard zone identified by the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act, Special 

Publication 42, Revised 1997, Fault-Rupture Hazards Zones in California, or located on any known active, potentially active, or 
inactive fault traces. Regardless, all new construction would have to comply with the latest version of the California Building Code 
which contains criteria and standards designed to reduce ground rupture risks. To apply this code to site development, the City of 
Redding requires that new construction also be consistent with the requirements of the grading, and erosion-control ordinances of 
the City’s Municipal Code, and includes inspections during plan check and construction to ensure that design standards are met.  

 
a)(ii) Redding, and thus the Project site, is located in a portion Shasta County which is considered to be susceptible to moderate risk of 

seismic activity. A soils compaction report with proposed foundation recommendation would be required to be approved before 
the issuance of a grading permit. BMPs would be implemented to ensure that the Project would not result in a significant impact.  

 
a)(iii)The Project site is not potentially impacted by liquefaction. The Project will be required to comply with the City’s Grading 

Ordinance. A soils investigation report is required and appropriate recommendations of the report will be complied with. Therefore, 
compliance with these measures would ensure that the Project would not result in a significant impact.  

 
a)(iv)The Project is not located in an area that is susceptible to landslides based on information obtained from the California Geologic 

Survey. The Project will be required to comply with the City’s Grading Ordinance. Compliance with these requirements and 
implementation of standard engineering techniques will ensure proper ground stability.  

 
b) The predominant geological unit of the Planning Area is marine sandstone, shale, and conglomerate. The soil types found in the 

Planning Area have slight to moderate erosion potential. The areas most subject to erosion are typically steep with sparse vegetation 
and exposed areas adjacent to waterways which are typically classified as “Greenway” and protected from development. The 
Biological Resource Assessment (Attachment B) identifies the slopes between 15 to 30 percent as Newton gravelly loam, and 
slopes between 0 to 5 percent (moist) are Redding gravelly loam. An interim erosion control plan will be submitted to and approved 
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by the City’s Development Services Department prior to construction and monthly during the period of May 1 to October 1. 
 
The Project would not result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil because the Project would be required to comply with 
the Grading Ordinance, which would ensure that the Project would not result in any unprotected erodible soils, would not 
substantially alter existing drainage patterns, and would not be developed steep slopes. Additionally, the Project would be required 
to implement Best Management Practices (BMPs) per the requirements of the City’s Grading Ordinance to prevent fugitive 
sediment.  
 

c) In order to assure that any proposed buildings are adequately supported, a Soils Engineering Report is required as part of the 
Building Permit process. This report would evaluate the strength of underlying soils and make recommendations on the design of 
building foundation systems. The Soils Engineering Report must demonstrate that a proposed building meets the structural stability 
standards required by the California Building Code. The report must be approved by the City prior to the issuance of a Building 
Permit. With this standard requirement, in addition to compliance with the City’s Grading Ordinance and implementation of 
standard engineering techniques, impacts would be less than significant as addressed in the GP EIR. 

 
d)  The Project is underlain by expansive soils as well as non-expansive soils. The predominant soil type on the site is Newtown 

gravelly loam, which does not have expansive characteristics; however, there is a mix of Redding gravelly loam which does have 
expansive characteristics due to the higher clay content within the soil. Regardless, the Project would not result in a significant 
impact because compliance with the California Building Code, preparation and adherence to appropriate requirements of a Soils 
Engineering Report, and implementation of standard engineering techniques would ensure structural safety. 

 
e) The Project would rely on sewer service provided by the City of Redding and would not use septic tanks or alternative wastewater 

disposal systems. As such, the Project would not place septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems on soils incapable 
of adequately supporting the tanks or system. 

 
f) No unique geologic features, fossil-bearing strata, or paleontological sites are known to exist in the vicinity of the Project site.  
 
Documentation: 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Public Safety Element 2045, figures PS-1 (Ground Shaking Potential) and PS-2 (Liquefaction 

Potential) 
City of Redding General Plan Update Final Environmental Impact Report, 2024, SCH #2022050300 
City of Redding Grading Ordinance, RMC Chapter 16.12 
City of Redding Standard Specifications, Grading Practices 
City of Redding Standard Development Conditions for Discretionary Approvals  
Soil Survey of Shasta County Area, United States Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service and Forest Service, 

August 1974 
Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42 
State Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central Valley Region, Regulations Related to Construction Activity Storm Water Permits 

and Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plans 
 
Mitigation: 
None necessary. 
 

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

Impact 

Less-Than-
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the 
purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?    X 
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Discussion: 
 
a, b) The City of Redding General Plan (GP) and Environmental Impact Report (EIR) concluded this impact is cumulatively significant 

and unavoidable as pertains to buildout of the GP and is addressed in the GP EIR’s CEQA Findings of Fact and Statement of 
Overriding Considerations. The EIR indicates that greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions are projected to result in a slight decrease in 
emissions from the CEQA baseline established by the GP EIR but not result in the 85 percent reduction from existing conditions 
necessary to ensure the City is on a trajectory to achieve the long-term reductions goals AB 1279 and substantial progress toward 
the State’s carbon neutrality goals for year 2045. The Project is not anticipated to create generate any new greenhouse gas emissions 
due to the proposed use of the project being storage of construction equipment.   

 
The City has not adopted a numerical significance threshold for assessing impacts related to GHG emissions. Similarly, neither 
the Shasta County Air Quality Management District, California Air Resources Board (CARB), nor any other state or regional 
agency has yet adopted a numerical significance threshold for assessing GHG emissions that would apply to the Project. Since 
there is no applicable adopted or accepted numerical threshold of significance for GHG emissions, the methodology for evaluating 
the Project’s impacts related to GHG emissions focuses on its consistency with statewide, regional, and local plans adopted for the 
purpose of reducing and/or mitigating GHG emissions. This consistency with such plans is the sole basis for determining the 
significance of the project’s GHG-related impacts on the environment. 
 
The Project is consistent with numerous policies of the GP that address lowering VMT through infill development, including but 
not limited to the following: 
 
• Prioritizing infill development. 

 
The Project is also consistent with the applicable Shasta Regional Transportation Agency’s Regional Transportation Plan’s goals, 
including: 

 
• Encouraging transportation-efficient growth and development where it is supported by current or planned mobility options.  
• Ensuring historically-marginalized and otherwise disadvantaged communities have an equitable role in planning and decision-

making processes. 
 

With regard to consistency with the California Air Resources Board’s 2017 Scoping Plan, the Scoping Plan addresses a broad 
range of actions and strategies intended to reduce greenhouse gases such as increasing stringency of carbon fuel standards, adding 
additional zero-emission vehicles on the state’s roadways, and similar broad-based programs which are not applicable to the 
Project.  
 
As demonstrated by the above and the analysis provided in the GP EIR, the Project complies with or exceeds the plans, policies, 
regulations and GHG reduction actions/strategies outlined in the GP, the Shasta Regional Transportation Agency’s Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP), and CARB’s 2017 Scoping Plan. Therefore, the Project would not conflict with any applicable plan, 
policy, or regulation of an agency adopted for the purpose of reducing emissions of GHGs.  

 
Documentation: 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Natural Resources Element 2045 
 
Mitigation: 
None necessary. 
 
 

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

Impact 

Less-Than- 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through 
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release 
of hazardous materials into the environment?  

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

Impact 

Less-Than- 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

   X 

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites 
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, 
would it create a significant hazard to the public or the environment? 

   X 

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

   X 

f) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted 
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?    X 

g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant 
risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires?    X 

 
Discussion:   
 
a-d) The nature of the Project as a storage yard does not present a significant risk related to hazardous materials or emissions. There are 

no documented hazardous material sites located on or near the Project. 
 
e) The Project is not located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a public airport or public use airport and would 

not result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area.  There would be no impact on public safety. 
 
f) The Project does not involve a use or activity that could interfere with emergency-response or emergency-evacuation plans for the 

area. 
 
g) The Project site does not have a wildland fire-hazard potential.  The site has been disturbed in the past and is surrounded primarily 

by developed industrial lots. 
 
       
Documentation: 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Public Safety Element, 2045, including figures PS-4 (Very High Fire Severity Zone) and PS-6 

(Wildfire Evacuation Routes) 
 
Mitigation: 
None necessary. 
         

X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY:  Would the project: 
Potentially  
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than- 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a)  Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or 
otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality?    X 

b)  Substantially decease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with 
groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable 
groundwater management of the basin? 

   X 

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, 
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or 
through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which would: 

   X 

 i) Result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site;    X 
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X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY:  Would the project: 
Potentially  
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than- 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 ii) Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner 
which would result in flooding on- or off-site;    X 

 iii) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of 
existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial 
additional sources of polluted runoff; or  

   X 

 iv) Impede or redirect flood flows?    X 

d)  In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to 
project inundation?    X 

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan 
or sustainable groundwater management plan?    X 

 
Discussion: 
 
a) Since the Project would be served by City sanitary sewer service, the Project would not involve any permitted discharges of waste 

material into ground or surface waters. Construction and operation of the Project would not violate any water quality standards 
established by the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) in its Basin Plan for the Sacramento River 
and San Joaquin River Basins. Water pollution best management practices are required and will be incorporated into the 
improvement plans for the Project. The City’s construction standards require that all projects prepare an erosion and sediment 
control plan (ESCP) prior to construction to address water pollution control. The ESCP will ensure that water quality standards are 
not substantially affected by the Project during construction. 

 
b) The Project currently utilizes City water service for domestic uses and fire protection. The proposed Project would not impact 

groundwater supplies.  
 

c) Stormwater runoff from the site currently runs south into the Boulder Creek secondary channel and eventually makes its way to 
the Boulder Creek main channel.  

 
The Project is subject to standard requirements defined under Section VII., Geology and Soils, and mitigation measures (if any) 
under Section IV, Biological Resources that minimize the potential for erosion or siltation on- or off-site.  The final improvement 
plans for the Project must also incorporate specific design measures intended to limit pollutant discharges in stormwater from 
urban improvements as established under the State’s National Pollutant Elimination System (NPDES) general permit, which the 
City is now obligated to follow in accordance with State Water Quality Control Order No. 2013-0001-DWQ.  Feasible Best 
Management Practices (BMPs) would be incorporated in the final design of the Project’s storm-drain system, as approved by the 
City Engineer, based on the BMPs listed in the latest edition of the California Storm Water Quality Association’s Storm Water 
Best Management Practices Handbook. 

 
City of Redding Policy 1806 requires that all new development include stormwater detention facilities designed to maintain 
existing predevelopment rates of runoff during a 10-, 25-, and 100-year storm event with a 6-hour duration.  The Project application 
includes Storm Drain Calculations (Attachment F), which conclude that the post-development runoff rates for the Project will not 
exceed the predevelopment runoff rates. 

 
d) The Project site is not located in a flood hazard, tsunami or seiche zone. 

 
e) The Project would not conflict with a water quality control plan or groundwater management plan 
 
Documentation: 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Natural Resources Element 2045 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Public Safety Element 2045 
Federal Emergency Management Agency Floodplain regulations, FIRM map 06089C1219G dated March 17, 2011 
City of Redding Storm Drain Master Plan, Montgomery-Watson Engineers 1993 
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Mitigation: 
None necessary. 
 
 

XI. LAND USE AND PLANNING: Would the project: 
Potentially  
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than- 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Physically divide an established community?     X 

b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to conflict with any land 
use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental effect? 

   X 

 
Discussion: 
 
a) The Project does not have the potential to physically divide an established community. 
 
b) The Project is compatible with the applicable policies and regulations of the City General Plan and Zoning Ordinance and is not 

in conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. 
 
Documentation: 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Community Development and Design Element, 2045 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Natural Resources Element, 2045 
 
Mitigation: 
None necessary. 
 
 

XII.  MINERAL RESOURCES: Would the project: 
Potentially  
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than- 
Significant With 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

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

   X 

 
Discussion:  
 
a, b) The Project site is not identified in the General Plan as having any known mineral-resource value or as being located within any 

“Critical Mineral Resource Overlay” area. 
 
Documentation: 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Natural Resources Element, 2045 
City of Redding General Plan Land Use 2045 Diagram 
 
Mitigation: 
None necessary. 
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XIII.  NOISE: Would the project result in: 
 

Potentially  
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than- 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase 
in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess 
of standards established in the local general plan or noise 
ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies? 

  X  

b) Generation of excessive ground-borne vibration or ground-
borne noise levels?   X  

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip 
or an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been 
adopted, 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? 

   X 

 
Discussion: 
 
a, b) Due to the nature of the Project as a contractor storage yard, it would not result in a permanent increase in ambient noise levels 

and would not result in generation of excessive ground-borne vibration or ground-borne noise levels. 
 
 During the construction of the proposed Project, there will be a temporary increase in noise in the Project vicinity above existing 

ambient noise levels.  The most noticeable construction noise will be related to grading, utility excavation, and land-clearing 
activity. The City's Grading Ordinance (RMC Chapter 16.12.120.H) limits grading-permit-authorized activities to between the 
hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m., Monday through Saturday.  No operations are allowed on Sunday.  Since heavy construction 
work associated with the Project is limited in scope and by existing regulation, the anticipated noise impact to neighboring residents 
is considered less than significant. 

 
c) The proposed project site is not located within any of the noise contours of Redding Municipal Airport and is located approximately 

7.5 miles away the airport.  There are no private airstrips in the vicinity of the Project site. 
 
Documentation: 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Noise Element, 2045 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Transportation Element, 2045 
City of Redding Zoning Ordinance Redding Municipal Code, Section 18.40.100 
City of Redding Grading Ordinance Redding Municipal Code, Section 16.12.120 
City of Redding Municipal Airport Area Plan 
 
Mitigation: 
None necessary. 
 

XIV.  POPULATION AND HOUSING: Would the project: 
Potentially  
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than- 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either 
directly (for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) 
or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other 
infrastructure)? 

   X 

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, 
necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?    X 

 
Discussion: 
 
a, b)  The nature of the Project as a contractor storage yard would not displace substantial numbers of people or housing, and therefore, 

would not necessitate construction of replacement housing. No impacts to population and housing will result from the Project. 
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Documentation: 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Housing Element, 2020-2028 
 
Mitigation: 
None necessary. 
 

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

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than- 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

Fire Protection?    X 

Police Protection?    X 

Schools?    X 

Parks?    X 

Other public facilities?     X 

 
Discussion: 
 
Fire and Police Protection: 
 
The City would provide police and fire protection to the project from existing facilities and under existing service levels. The size of the 
Project would not mandate the need for additional police or fire facilities. 
 
The Project is subject to Chapter 16.20 of the Redding Municipal Code, which requires new development to pay a citywide fire facilities-
impact fee calculated to mitigate a project’s fair share of cumulative impacts to the City’s fire-protection infrastructure based upon 
improvements necessary to accommodate new development under the City’s General Plan. 
 
Schools: 
 
The Project is located in the Gateway Unified School District and the expansion of this storage yard will have no impacts on the schools.  
 
Parks: 
 
The Project will not cause a physical deterioration of an existing park facility or cause an adverse physical impact associated with a new 
park facility.   
 
Other public facilities: 
 
See discussion under Item XIX (Utilities and Service Systems) below. 
 
Documentation: 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Public Facilities and Services Element 2045 
 
Mitigation: 
None necessary. 
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XVI. RECREATION: 
Potentially  
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than- 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

   X 

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

   X 

 
Discussion: 
 
a) The Project lies within an industrially zoned area where industrial uses such as contractor storage yards, industrial warehouses, 

etc., are present. It will not cause a physical deterioration of an existing recreation facility or cause an adverse physical impact 
associated with a new recreation facility. 

 
b) The Project does not propose any recreational facilities or require construction or expansion of facilities. There would not be any 

potentially significant impacts to recreation associated with the Project. 
 
Documentation: 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Natural Resources Element, 2045 
City of Redding General Plan, Parks, Trails, and Recreation Element, 2045 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Public Facilities and Services Element, 2045 
 
Mitigation: 
None necessary. 
 
 

XVII. TRANSPORTATION: Would the project: 
Potentially  
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than- 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing the 
circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities?     

   X 

b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 
15064.3, Subdivision (b)?     X 

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

   X 

d) Result in inadequate emergency access?    X 

Discussion:  
 
a-c) The General Plan (GP) Environmental Impact Report (EIR) concluded this impact to be less than significant. Local programs, 

plans, ordinances, and policies are consistent with the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and Sustainable Communities Strategy 
(SCS) for the Shasta Region, the Redding Active Transportation Plan (ATP), the Redding Area Bus Authority (RABA) Short 
Range Transit Plan, Title 11, Vehicles and Traffic of the Redding Municipal Code, and the Redding Complete Streets Policy. The 
GP focuses on increasing options for alternative transportation (public transit, walking, and bicycling); ensuring that pedestrian 
and bicycle systems connect residential neighborhoods to public facilities and services, schools, parks, and shopping areas; and 
other means to develop a multi-modal transportation system that meets the needs of all members of the community. This Project 
is an expansion of an existing use of a contractor storage yard and does not have any conflicts with program plans, City of Redding 
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ordinances or policies. The Project is meant for the storage of construction equipment and will not increase vehicular traffic.  
 

d)  Access to the site is provided off of Mountain Lakes Boulevard and the current site is at 4977 Mountain Lakes Boulevard. The 
new storage area is proposed to be located behind this property behind the existing storage area.  The Redding Fire Marshal has 
deemed this to be adequate access for emergency access and fire protection. 

 
Documentation: 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Transportation Element, 2045 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Parks, Trails, and Recreation Element 2045 
City of Redding Parks, Trails, and Open Space Master Plan, Update 
City of Redding Traffic Impact Fee Program 
City of Redding Active Transportation Plan, 2018 
Redding Area Bus Authority Short Range Transit Plan, January 2024 
 
Mitigation: 
None necessary. 
 

XVIII. 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: 

Potentially  
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than-
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) 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 

   X 

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 5024.1. In applying 
the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 
5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to 
a California Native American tribe. 

  X  

 
Discussion:   
 
a) A records search of a ½-mile radius around the Project area was completed by staff at the Northeast Information Center (NEIC) in 

Chico, California according to the archaeological survey report. The NEIC is an affiliate of the State of California Office of Historic 
Preservation (OHP). The review of historic registers and inventories indicate that no Historic Districts are within ½ mile of the 
Project area and that no historical landmarks or points of interest were noted within the vicinity of the Project area.  

 
b) During the consultation process, the Wintu Tribe of Northern California told the City of Redding that the surrounding area, 

including the Project area, was an area of cultural significance. The Project proposes to remove trees from the ground within the 
Project area which will pull the roots up from the ground and disturb the soil beneath, possibly damaging potential sensitive 
resources beneath the surface. The Project was required to be routed to Native American Tribes affiliated with the area under 
California State Law Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52). After consultation, the Wintu Tribe of Northern California expressed the tree 
removal/grading process could potentially unearth Tribal Resources and requested that the City of Redding require an on-site 
Tribal monitor due to the proximity of a seasonal stream. On-site monitoring is not a requirement for a Project unless substantial 
evidence is provided to the City. As a condition of the Project, if a Tribal Resource is discovered, on-site monitoring would then 
be required. The City of Redding sent an email on July 23, 2025 requesting substantial evidence be provided in order to help make 
a determination for on-site Tribal monitoring; however, the City did not receive a response, therefore, on-site monitoring is not 
required during grading. Consultation is still ongoing.    

 
Documentation:   
Letters sent to Redding Rancheria, the Wintu Tribe of Northern California, and Paskenta Band of Nomlaki Indians, dated May 7, 2025. 
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Mitigation:   
None.  
 
 

XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS: Would the project: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than- 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

   X 

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

   X 

c) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider 
which serves or may serve the project that it has adequate 
capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to 
the provider’s existing commitments? 

 

   X 

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or 
infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste 
reduction goals? 

   X 

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

 
Discussion:  
 
a) The proposed development does not generate the need for relocation or construction of new or expanded water or wastewater 

treatment or stormwater drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities. 
 

b) Potable water is available from the City to serve the Project with adequate pressure and flows for fire suppression. The demands 
of the Project can be accommodated within the City’s existing water resources.  Sufficient water supplies are available to serve the 
Project and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry, and multiple dry years. 

 
c) The Project already utilizes the City’s sanitary sewer system to dispose of wastewater.  Adequate sewer capacity and wastewater 

treatment is available in the City’s existing system. 
 

d) The Project would not generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment 
of solid waste reduction goals. The addition of the storage area will not generate additional waste. Adequate capacity is available 
to serve the needs of the Project without need of special accommodation. 

 
e) The Project will comply with Federal, State, and local management and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste. 

The City regulates and operates programs that promote the proper disposal of toxic and hazardous materials from commercial 
facilities, including those currently created by the Project. 

 
Documentation: 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Public Facilities and Services Element, 2045 
City of Redding Water and Sewer Atlas 
 
Mitigation: 
None necessary. 
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XX.  WILDFIRE: If located in or near state responsibility areas or 
lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, would the 
project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than- 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation Plan?    X 

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate 
wildfire risks, and thereby expose projects occupants to, 
pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled 
spread of wildfire? 

  X  

c) Require installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure 
(such as roads, fuel sources, power lines or other utilities) that 
may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or 
ongoing impacts to the environment? 

   X 

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including 
downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result, 
post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes? 

   X 

 
Discussion:  

 
a) The Project site is not located within the Very High Fire Severity Zone and is not adjacent to areas with significant fuel loads.  The 

Project would not impair an emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan.  
 

b-d) Due to vegetation and slopes existing on the property before and after the Project expansion, it is impossible to say there are no 
impacts in regard to wildfire. However, the Project site already has slopes with vegetation located on it and the Project would be 
reducing wildfire risks by removal of vegetation that is not located near the seasonal stream, making the impact of exposing 
occupants to pollutant concentrations from wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of wildfire less than significant. The Project does 
not require the installation of new roads, fuel sources, power lines or other utilities. The Project would not expose people or 
structures to downstream flooding or landslides.  

 
Documentation: 
City of Redding General Plan 2045, Public Safety Element 2045 
 
Mitigation: 
None necessary. 
 
 

XXI.  MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE: 
Potentially  
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than- 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

  X  

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

  X  
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XXI.  MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE: 
Potentially  
Significant 

Impact 

Less-Than- 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less-Than- 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

   X 

 
Discussion:   
 
Based on the analysis undertaken as part of this Initial Study, the following findings can be made:        
 
a) The Project has the potential to degrade wildlife habitat in general due to erosion and sedimentation resulting from grading and 

construction of Project infrastructure.  However, the Project conditions as identified under Hydrology/Water Quality have been 
established to reduce potential impacts to a level less than significant. 

 
b) As discussed in Item III, the Project will contribute to regionwide cumulative air quality impacts.  However, under policy of the 

General Plan, application of Standard Mitigation Measures (SMMs) and Best Available Mitigation Measures (BAMMS) will 
reduce potential impacts from this Project to a level less than significant. 

 
c) As discussed herein, the Project does not have characteristics which could cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either 

directly or indirectly. 
 

Documentation: 
See all Sections above. 
 
Mitigation: 
 
MM Bio-1. If any ground disturbance occurs within 25 feet of an ephemeral stream or 50 feet of an intermittent stream, then surveys 
for the potentially occurring plant species shall be completed prior to disturbance of any vegetation in this area. Surveys should comply 
with CDFW Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations and Sensitive Natural 
Communities (2018). If no special-status plants are found, no further measures pertaining to special-status plants are necessary. If special 
status plants are observed, then plants should be avoided with implementation of a 10-foot non-disturbance buffer. If avoidance is not 
possible, then consultation with CDFW shall occur to determine the appropriate mitigation measures. 
 
MM-Bio-2. If vegetation removal and/or construction activities are to occur during the bat roosting season (March 1 through August 31), 
a Qualified Biologist shall conduct a preconstruction survey no more than seven days before vegetation removal or construction activities 
begin. If an active roost is found, a non-disturbance buffer shall be established for a distance of 500 feet around the nest unless a smaller 
buffer is approved by CDFW. Construction may resume once the young have left the nest or as approved by the Qualified Biologist. 
The survey shall be provided to the CDFW. If a lapse in construction activities of 14 days or more occurs during the roosting season, an 
additional roost survey is required to ensure no roosts were established in the area while construction was on hold. Minimum 
qualifications for a Qualified Biologist include a bachelor’s degree in biological or environmental science, natural resources 
management, or related discipline; field experience in the habitat types that may occur at the Project site; familiarity with the Covered 
Species (or closely related species) that may occur at the Project site; and prior preconstruction survey, construction monitoring, or 
construction oversight experience (if and as relevant to the activity to be conducted). 
 
MM-Bio-3. To avoid impacts to nesting birds and raptors, vegetation removal and/or construction shall be conducted between 
September 1 and January 31. If vegetation removal or construction activities are to occur during the nesting season (February 1 through 
August 31), a qualified biologist shall conduct a preconstruction survey no more than seven (7) days before vegetation removal or 
construction activities begin. If an active nest is found, a non-disturbance buffer shall be established by a qualified biologist in 
coordination with CDFW.  Construction may resume once the young have left the nest or as approved by the qualified biologist. The 
survey shall be provided to the CDFW. If construction activities cease for a period greater than (7) days, additional preconstruction 
surveys will be required. 
 



Attachment A 

Figure 1 – Location Map 

Figure 2 – Project Site Plan
 Figure 3 – Preliminary Grading Plan
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1. 1 Project Description 

The proposed project involves the expansion of a commercial lot to create a larger storage yard 
for construction equipment and a temporary materials stockpile area. The City of Redding 
Planning Division determined that the project will be an amendment to a previously approved Site 
Development Permit (SPR-19-90). 

Within the proposed expansion area, fill material would be placed to achieve the desired grade. 
The material will be temporarily stockpiled onsite until it is used for slope construction. The 
project bas been designed to minimize the removal of existing trees. The total disturbed area is 
estimated to be 3.24 acres. The project area for the purposes of this assessment includes the area 
as shown on the site plan included as Appendix A. 

1. 2 Site Description 

The project area is located in the City of Redding in Shasta County, California. The general site 
location is shown on Figure 1. The site is an undisturbed parcel that is surrounded by existing 
commercial buildings and industrial lots that arc located on ei1her Mountain Lakes Boulevard or 
Caterpillar Drive. 

The site is located at 4977 Mountain Lakes Boulevard, Redding, California. The project area is in 
a mixed commercial and industrial region within north Redding. The coordinates for the center 
of the project site are 40.627934, -122.378328. Heavy commercial and industrial land use has 
occurred o n the surrounding parcels since the I 990's, according to Google Earth aerial imagery. 
An unnamed tributary to Boulder Creek runs through the site along its southern boundary. 

2.0 ACTION AREA 

2.1 General Setting 

The area is generally located where the Klamath Mountain range meets the northern end of the 
Interior Coast Range. The site is located on a terrace land form at the northern end of the City of 
Redding in Shasta County, California. 

2.2 Climate 

Based on climate data from the nearby Redding, California, airport (KRDD) for 2020, the region 
receives on average 34.62 inches of precipitation annually, mostly between October and May. 
Average maximum temperatures range from 55.5 degrees Fahrenheit ("F) in December to 99.2°F 
in July. Average minimum temperatures range from 36.5°F in December to 66.4°F in July (NOA./\, 
2023). 
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2.3 Soils and Topography 

Soils within the biological survey area were determined using the Natural Resources Conservation 
Service (NRCS) Web Soil Survey. The site consists of roughly equal proportions of 1) Newtown 
graveUy loam, 1 S to 30 percent slopes; 2) Redding gravelly loam, 0 to 5 percent slopes (moist); and 
3) "tailings and placer diggings". A custom soil resource report map of the project area is provided 
as Appendix B. 

2.4 Vegetation Communities 

Vegetation communities in the study area were classified based on descriptions provided in A 
Guide to IIYildlifa Habitats ofCa!ifamia (CDF\V 2014), VegCA!vlP Classifications, and a site habitat 
assessment. The guide describes typical California Wildlife Habitat Relationships (CWI-IR), which 
is included as Figure 2. Habitat types are identified based on the guide, VegCAMP, and on the site 
visit arc described below. 

According to the pre-survey CWHR Classifications (Figure 2), the project area is characterized as 
barren. Photos of the project area are shown below. Within tbis area, the alliance-level vegetation 
communities observed were Blue Oak - Foothill Pine Woodland, Mediterranean California 
Naturalized Annual/ Perennial Grassland, aquatic, and urban. These communities and the site­
specific conditions are described below. 

2.4.1 M ed iterranean California Natura lized Annual/ Perennial Grassland 

Vegetation within annual grassland often includes California wild oat (Ave11a fat11a), rattlesnake 
grass (Briza spp.), medusahead (Efy1J1111 ,ap111111ed111a), and vetch (V;,ia spp.). Common forbs and 
perennials found in this vegetation type include red-stemmed ftlaree (E,vdi11111 dc11tari11111), wild 
parsnip (Lo111alhm1 11/ri,11/0111111), California mustard (Ca11la11tlu11 la,;opl!J//111), California poppy 
(EsdJJc/)()/zja ,alifamka), and common sand aster (Cortotbrogy11e jilag;11ifalia). 

The northern portion of the project area has been historically disturbed by grading and heavy 
equipment traffic, according to Google Earth aerial imagery. In addition, soils in roughly one-third 
of the site are mapped as "tailings" which indicates that tbe site was once disturbed by aggregate 
mining. The areas where historic disturbance has occurred supports non-native species including 
medusabead (E!J1111,s cap11t-111ed11sae), Italian thistle (Card1111s pyC11otephobts} and bur chervil (A11thrisCJ1s 
ca11calis), shown on Figure 3. 

2.4.2 Blue Oak - Foothill Pine Woodland 

Blue oak-foothill pine woodland is comprised of a blue oak {Q11ert·11s do11glaJtii) and foothill pine 
(Pi1111s sabi11ia11a) upper canopy (Figure 4). The understory of blue oak foothill pine woodland 
generally varies from a shrubby mid-canopy to a purely herbaceous ground cover. The blue oak 
woodland community ,vithin the project area has a scattered understory. Understory species 
include manzanita (Arrtostapl!Jlo, ma11Zf111ita) and buck brush (Cea11oth11s c,meal11s). For unknown 
reasons most of tbe manzanita onsite is dead, leaving a small remnant shrub understory. The 
ground cover is heavily dominated by medusahead (E!J111111 cap11t-11,ed111a,) . 
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Figuie 3. Annual Grassland; medusabead dominant community 

Figure 4. Blue oak-foothill pine woodland with dead manzanita in undcrstory 

2.4.3 Urban 

The urban habitat type is that it is characterized by vegetation growing between developed areas 
which includes buildings, streets, parks, etc. The northern, eastern, and southern boundaries are 
industri.al aod commercial lots. The ground oo these lots is rocked or pa,,ed and hosts no 
vegetation (Figure 5). 
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Figu_rc 5. Urban dcvclopooeot surrou.odi.ng the project area 

2.4.4 Aquatic/Water 

One intermittent stream occurs on the property but o utside of the proposed disturbance area. The 
stream is an unnamed tributary to Boulder Creek. Stormwater runoff from surrounding industrial 
lots is the primary source of surface water. One ephemeral tributary to this unnamed stream was 
observed on the southern property lioe. The vcgemtion immediately surrounding the stream is 
deergrass (M11hle11bc7,ia rig,111); no riparian tree or shrub species were observed. A photograph of 
the stream is shown in Figure 6. 

Figure 6. Aquatic habitat 
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3.0 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK FOR BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

This section describes the federal and state regulation of special-status species, wmers of the 
United States, and other sensitive biological resources. 

3.1 Federal Regulations 

3.1.1 F ederal Endangered Species Act 

Section 9 of the federal Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA) prohibits acts that result in the 
"take" of thteatened or endangered species. As defined by the Federal ES1\, "endangered" refers 
to any species that is in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its current 
range. The term "threatened" is applied to any species likely to become endangered within the 
foreseeable future throughout all or a significant portion of its current range. "Take" is defined as 
"harass, barm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect, or attempt to engage in 
any such conduct." Sections 7 and 10 of the federal ESA provide methods for permitting 
otherwise lawful actions that may result in "incidental take" of a federally listed species. Incidental 
take refers to take of a listed species that is incidental to, but not the ptimary purpose of, an 
otherwise lawf,tl activity. Incidental take is permitted under Section 7 for projects on federal land 
or involving a federal action; Section 10 provides a process for non-federal actions. The act is 
administered by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) for terrestrial species. 

3.1.2 Clean Water Act 

11,e objective of the Clean Water Act (1977, as amended) is to restore and maintain the chemical, 
physical, and biological integrity of the nation's waters. Discharge of dredged or fill material into 
waters of the United States, including jurisdictional wetlands, is regulated by the Army Corps of 
Engineers (ACOE) under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 USC 1251-1376) under a 
permitting process. Applicants for Section 404 permits are also required to obtain water quality 
certification or waiver through the local Regional Water Qualicy Control Board under Section 401 
of the Clean Water Act (33 USC 1341). 

Corps regulations implementing Section 404 define waters of the United States to include 
intrastate waters, including lakes, rivers, streams, wetlands, and natural ponds, the use, degradation, 
or destruction of which could affect interstate or foreign commerce. Wetlands are defined for 
regulatory purposes as "areas that are inundated or satutated by surface or groundwater at a 
frequency and dutation sufficient to support, and that under normal circumstances do support, a 
prevalence of ,,cgetation typically adapted for life in satu.ratcd soil conditions" (33 CFR 328.3; 40 
CFR 230.3). To comply with the Corps policy of"no net loss" of wetlands, discharge into wetlands 
must be avoided and minimized to the extent practicable. For unavoidable impacts, compensatory 
mitigation is typically required to replace the loss of wetland functions in the watershed. 

3.1.3 Mig ratory Bi1d Treaty Act 

lvligratory birds are protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of1918 (16 USC 703-
711). The MBTA makes it unlawful to take, possess, buy, sell, purchase, or barter any migratory 
bird listed in 50 CFR Part 10, including feathers or other parts, nests, eggs, or products, except as 
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allowed by implementing regulations (SO CFR 21). l\faigation measures can be identified to avoid 
or minimize adverse effects o n migratory birds. 

3.2 State Regulatory Requirements 

3.2.1 California Endangered Species Act 

The California Endangered Species Act (CESA) lists species of plants and animals as threatened 
or endangered. Projects that may have adverse effects oo state-listed species require formal 
consultation with California Department of Fish and Wildlite (COFW). "Take" of protected 
species incidental to otherwise lawful activities may be authorized under Section 2081 of the 
California Fish and Game Code. Authorization from the CDF\V is in the form of an Incidental 
Take Permit, and measures can be identified to minimize take. COFW Species of Special Concern 
are considered under the California Endangered Species Act. 

3.2.2 Streambed Alteration Agreement 

A Lake or Streambed Alteration Agreement (Sections 1600-1616 of the California Fish and Game 
Code) requires an entity to notify CDFW prior to commencing any activity that m.,y subslllntially 
obstruct the natural flow or use any material from a river, stream, or lake, or deposit or dispose of 
debris where it may pass into any river, stream, or lake. The notification requirement applies to 
any ephemeral or perennial river, stream, or lake in California. 

3.2.3 Birds of Prey 

Under Section 3503.5 of the California Fish and Game Code, it is unlawful to take, possess, or 
destroy any birds in the orders of Falconiformes or Sttigiformes (birds of prey) or to take, possess, 
or descroy the nest or eggs of any such bird, except as othCNlise pro,~ded by this code or any 
regulation adopted pursuant thereto. Project features will be implemented to protect nesting 
migratory birds and birds of prey to comply with this code. 

3.2.4 Fully Protected Species 

California statutes also accord "fully protected" status to a number of specifically identified birds, 
mammals, reptiles, amphibians, and fish. These species cannot be "takeo," even with an incidental 
take permit (California Fish and Game Code, Sections 3505, 3511, 4700, 5050, and 5515). 

3.2.5 Migratory Birds 

The California Fish and Game Code, Section 3513, states that it is unlawful to take or possess any 
migratory nongame bird as designated in the MBT A or any part of such migratory nongame bird 
except as provided by rules and regulations adopted by the Secretary of the Interior under 
provisions of the MBTA. Project features will be implemented to protect nesting migratory birds 
and birds of prey 10 comply ,~th this code. 
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3.3 City of Redding Regulatory Requirements 

3.3.1 Chapter 18.45 - Tree M anagement 

No tree, regardless of species, that exceeds six inches Diameter at Breast Heigbt in incbes {DBI-I) 
on any developed or undeveloped/vacant property in the city shaU be destroyed, killed, or 
removed unless a tree removal permit is first obtained, except as may be permitted pursuant to 
the terms of discretionary permits or as may be expressly exempted 
underhttps://library.municode.com/ca/redding/codes/code of ordinances?nodeld=TIT18ZO OIVIV 
REAPALDI CH18.45TRMA 18.4S.040EX (Exemptions). 

3.3.2 Chapter 18.48 - River/ Creek Corridor Development 

The City of Redding provides a schedule of 'Waterway Corridor Setback Requirements" for 
streams included in the Redding General Plan. The recommended setback from nearby Boulder 
Creek is 25 feet from the edge of riparian, or 50 feet top of bank, whichever is greater. 

4.0 BIOLOGICAL SITE SURVEY 

4. 1 Pre-Survey Review 

Special-status plant and animal species and sensitive habitats that have the potential to occur 
within the project area were determined, in part, by reviewing agency databases, literature, and 
other relevant sources. The following information sources were re,~ewcd to aid this determination; 

• Cottonwood, California, USGS 7.5-minute quadrangle; 

• Aerial photography of the project area and vicinity; 

• The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) official list of endangered and threatened 
species that may occur, or be affected by, projects in AppendLx C; 

• The CDFW California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) (CDFW 2024a) records 
for the Cottonwood, California, USGS 7.5-minutc quadrangle and the eight 
surrounding quadrangles on Figure 7; 

• The California Native Plant Society (CNPS) ooline Inventory of Rare and Endangered 
Planes (California Native Plant Society 2021) records for the Cottonwood, California, 
USGS 7 .5-minutc quadrangle and the eight surrounding quadrangles in Appendix D; 

• California Wildlife Habitat Relationships (CWHR) System (CDFW 2021) on Figure 2; 

• GIS shapefiles of designated critical habitat from the USF\VS Critical Habitat Portal 
website; 

• CDFW publications including State and Federally Listed Endangered, Threatened and 
Rare Plants of California (CDFW 2021b); State and Federally Listed and Threatened 
Animals of California (CDFW 2021d); and Special Animals List (CDFW 2021c); and 
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• Pertinent biological literature including Bird Species o f Special Concern in California 
(Shuford and Gardali 2008). 

4.2 Survey Methods 

A habitat assessment survey was completed on January 16, 2024. ·n,e habitat assessment survey 
covered the entire project site. A Trimble Geo XT Explorer 6000, camera, and binoculars were 
used during the survey to observe and document site characteristics aod species presence. 
Biological resources within these areas were documented, including all wildlife species and plant 
species observed during the survey. 

4. 3 Survey Results 

No special-status species were observed onsite during the survey. Spotted towhee (Pipilo 111amlal11s) 
were observed generally utilizing the area. Turkey vultures (Catharles 011rd), and one red tailed hawk 
(8111,0 joJJJaim1Ji1) were observed flying overhead. 

Evidence of general wildlife dispersal across the site was observed. Black tailed deer (Od()(()i/1111 
/,e111io11111 co/11mbia1111s) scat and coyote (Ca11i1 lalro111) tracks were observed along a small wildlife trail 
onsu-c. 

No special-status plant species were observed during the survey. The following plant species were 
observed within the project area: blue oak (Q11m:111 do11gla1Ji1) , foothill pine (Pi11111 1abi11ia110), 
manzanita (/J.rrJostapfty/01 111011Zf111ita), buck brush (Cta11oth111 c11uea/11s), medusahead (E!J11111s cap11I• 
1n,d1110,), Italian thistle (Cord11111 /!)'f11o«pho/11s), bur chervil (A11thrim11 ca11calis), Soap plant 
(Chlorogah1111 po111eridia1111111), yellow star-thistle (Cmlam,a solstilialis), and deer grass (M11hlt11beria 
rig,111). One isolated patch of cattail (Typha sp.) was observed below the storage yard. For unknown 
reasons, most of the manzanita onsite is dead, leaving a small r~mnant shrub understory. 

5.0 POTENTIAL IMPACTS TO BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

5.1 Special-Status Wildlife Species 

Special-status animal species include species that are (1) listed as threatened or endangered under 
the CESA or the ESA; (2) proposed for federal listing as threatened or endangered; (3) identified 
as state or federal candidates for listing as threatened or endangered; and/or (4) identified by the 
CDFW as a Species of Special Concern or a California Fully Protected Species. 

;\ list of regionally occurring special-status wildlife species was compiled based on a review of 
pertinent literature and consultations with the USFWS Infonnation for Planning and Consultation 
(iPAC) database (Appendix C), CNDDB database records (Figure 7), and a map of the California 
\Vtldlife Habitats Relationship (CWHR) system habitats onsite ~igure 2). 

For each special-status wildlife species, habitat and other ecological requirements were e,•aluated 
and compared to the habitats in the study area and immediate vicinity to assess the presence of 
potential habitat. The habitat assessments for special-status species are provided in Table 1. 
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T b1 1 
J?OTENTlALLY OCCU!RIUNG SPECIAlrSTATUS WILDLIFE SPECIES 

Cons rvatlion 
Common Sdentiffc 

I 
tatus Habitat 

Name Name (CDP\V /Stl!.H:/Jx'tl) Desc1iptfon Impact Sununarv 
Biird$ 

Near open: water, ncstiog N1;1 po«::ntfal fg, 1;1c;(ur .. 

B:tld eagle Hdim111 
FP/ /SE 

h11.liimt •COl'lsis.~ of beg~· , ire hcks nesting ot 
lmrofWplm/111 l'tjCC:S U1iOO ly within focaging h<:1bit:u. 0 

rioo.rim fores[ lffllll!Cl. 

Fi~h-bewing w.itec o po,tesn:tia to OCCIIJ. 
bodies; .liar Ci[ bmkcn 

05plt)' Pm11!ion hPfim/111 \'.' I - / - tops of n."ttivc c:oru.for 
Sire lack:;. m;sr,fog or 
fotagmg habitat. 0 trues, :mags, or power 
impacr. 

poles . 

Tricolored 
F:cshwatc:r marshe · in No, po1~ab. ,1 1.0 oocu:r. 

bl'ackbud 
A&,lnim rritolor L C/'E,f/-- dense cattrul stnnds. Sic:c htc:ks dense cattail 

Fon1,c-;s in .ficM, pastur~. st:ands. No im!Mlcr. 

Ripan:m scnib, willow 
No pou~ntial to occllilt. 

&nk ~walow Rifk!m1 ripmill --/Sf/- thickecs 
Site l:ldks ve rticil sandy 
banks. No inmact ' 
No pot :oilid o, OCA;;ur. 

O!d gwwth; mi.'<ed fir 
o p<ire11 rial nesting, 

Northem Stfi.~ «mlmt11_fj1 
·-/fif/F1' and ook with liu» 

for.i.ging, ru: roosliqg 
' Spooce:d Owl M!ltifltt 

diamcrC'.c UC.cs 
lmblta:r wi1hin. greatei ch:m 
1.3. miles of site. _ .o 
impact. 

Rel!l1iles, .&: Amphib:iam 
Rapidly fJo,.,,,ing. highly 

1 ,o po,te11tiat to oe ur·. 
l<oothill y Dow- O:'<)'geuatcd stte:t.ms wil:h 

• t!l'carn onsi~e lacks 
legged frog -

rocky subsua.te and deep 
adequare flows or rock)• 

QrthCoast 
lk,111} l!oylii SSC/-/-- poob fo:r u;dugfa, Brcr:d ~ubstrn c for adult 

dade 

I 

11long gravel bars 
dispersal 0£ breeding 

,deposited wirhln la.rg;e 
h11blrar. oimpac1. 

~ttc:.lms. and civco. 
No p1;1ccoda:I to, qccur, 

qUJ1tic, marsh & swamp, o pe.re.nnial wctl2nd, 

Westucn pond ponds :mcl wethmd pond fc:u:ures occur; within 
En{JI IJM1'7H()1'affl SSC/--/PT hab' rat 11cst in adjacent the project acca. Strc:un 

ruinle upl:ands unde.,r loo:s:c ditt lacks adequare depth, 
o.r leaf litter. du.ration of w~tcr. Q 

imPac:t 
T cr11eslriru, cn.l:er \wirer 
fo[ breeding. Ml!lddy 

o pot.coti>al co OC<!'!I r. 
pools for breeding rh;it 

'Wcstem Spa, hamlllfJndii SSC/-/PT do nor h11.ve bullfrogs, No '-"etn:itl pools w otirler 
sp:adcfoo:t foh, o,r ,ray6:.h. B1.1m;1W$ 

epltememl pon&!, puols 

underground io san.d)0 or 
prescmt ons.itt. o irnp.ict. I 

I itmvellv :sQils . 
. Pish. a.ad Aauatie V c:rt,tbrates: 

Eslf:1lll.tic$., e~cept dui:ing 

f/_J"f!Oi11tlrJI 
spawning w.huc the)' No potential! to occm 

Del a smcl.r --/ -/FT migr.ne upsuc:nn ro fresh Outside of crurem species: 
lrousptmjk'1s 

water following fu:"St f11;1w tange. o impact. 
events:. 
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T lblel 
POTE IALLY OCCURRlNG SPECIAL-S'f A'l' S \Vl LDIJFE SPECIE __ I 

Common 

Groen sturgeon 

dentlfilc 

Aa'ptnnr 
1.11ediirllfn1 pop. 1 

I 
Chinook • m.on 01tmrl!J1ulJNs 

Cons . rvarion 
Sm,tus 

CDF\V /Slilltli:/1 

··/·•/FT 

H bi:rat 

Spawn 1n coo , oep, swjft 
ffo,ving river mtch1.,-, ovr;r 
gm eel !ind cobble 
bouoms.; :mignm: .in 
Sacmmento Rive.i: 
betv,1eel!l March- Me 

m 

o, po(e.n , ; l w oec11 
She lacks wmcr d'.cp'th for: 
.stmg"COn. O i_mpa.!:t-

C\ 'Spnng-n.m tshalf!)'J.rthP -JS /Ff 
r.~· f 1 ~ • ru d -o potoe11tiaJ fcu· 

1-.::i;.....,=· .=....-----+-....t:.:.c.:.;:.;.__-+------~ _..,qu:mc; vcn; an 
an1.llruon1oy5, fis to Onan?JW1i·l»u perennial and intennjucnt 

cmmcnto ., •• trib,.n1l1'ies occur. C2li(Q.rnia P D 
River Winter-nm lsha»!]mha --/S /F" ~hows tor:d barrier to fish 
ESU pop, 7 pas~1ge at Twin Vic 

_________ O_n.o __ -..;,.--,,i-dm.-:1--+--------1-:\-- .-Ri-.---d-----1 Blvd. fCD F\X1 2024!d). o 
Stcclhcad CV , ':.J ., •q1,1auc· • vci:s iin .impa.ct. 
DPS 1J1ykiu iriJeus ·-/--/FT perennial and intcrmittcot 

11 uibumties 
[,w nebut 11 & fose<:ts 

fon;irch 
buttcrfl)' 

\ alileJ• Elderberry 
longhorn bc..-et.lc 

.Pmij$J"f/N'III jorfil 

Dondifl pkxijifml 

Dt.rm«1nfil 

cal:ffomi<ws 
tfi11JO.rphlu 

- /S •/f 

·-/·-/CE 

l~ol:.:ted pottioos: of rhe 
Pit River; one intcoduced 
population in R(X; • Creek 
in E. Shasti Co. 

ligratory ,md 
widespread; breed on 
hosr plant milkweed 
As 

Reliant on hosr plenr -
cldcdiert}' (S amlmm$ sp.). 

o p eo~i l to o-c:cur 
due m la.ck of vemu pool 
habirar 011::;ire. NQ imp.i«. 

o po~eo,tial to oocur. 
Oursidc of s~cics G\11 e . 
Nojmpact. 

No potential ro oocu.r. 
No milkweed plams were 
found during Silrc survey. 

C•!!!f 

No elderbe,r.cy was fo11.1nd 
during ~ite survey. o 
im . ct. 

PT: fcd~mllr lmro :is r.Ju.-accnal; PE: fcdcmlly md cnlbng,c:ced\. F • C:1111.dibt.: ft t tisring. FDi Frucmll de~ too 
ST: still,: "•ted th=~ : sll!.t rim-cl 'llS~:nJgn_gc:ml 
CDfW SSC: Speci<s f Sj1«i.l1 Conam; CDiFW Pl': C DJi\'1/ filll)• pcotL--cccd; COfW • Cl.WW 11,mch Ii t 
CV: ~Ir,,!} !!l! • 

Of the eighteen special-status wildlife species e a.luated, none were determined o have a potenti-al 
to occur based on the best ava.il.abl data, hahirar types 011site~ and the potential for dispersal or 
.migration from su •,ounding ai.:eas. 1 1ere~ re, them ate no impacts ro special-status midlife speci 
to discuss fot this site. 

5.2 Speciall-Status P_ant ·species 

Special-status plant species include plants that 111.:c (1) de-Sig11ared as ra:r by CDFW ot: U ' or 
e tis d as tlu:eatened or endange~ed uod he California Endangered ped.es Act (0 ) OJ' 

\; (2) proposed for designation as rare or listing as threatened or endangered· (3) designated as 
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stat or federn] candi.date species for listing a • thraeatened oi.: endangered; ,md/or (4) r.inked a 
Cal.ifomia R.1r Pt nc Rank tCRPR) 1 ' , lB, ? , 2B, a d CRP 3 and 4 plants tha [e tracked jn 
the C DOB. A lis of · egionally occurrjng special.~status p]ant species was compiled based on a 
review of p rtinent l.itern ture, the resul! of th . field surveys, and a r iew of he US~ S spocics 
list,. C DDB data bas records, and a nin: quad sear-ch (R,edding and surrounding quads) of C 
database rccor<ls. The Califomia Rare Plan Ranking (CRPR) uJ are included s ppendix D. 

oi: ead special-status plant species habittr a.n.d o hc.r ecological requirements 'i r,c alrnncd and 
compared to the habitats in the study at-ea and i.m.media1:e v:icinity m a scs the pr-cseri.cc of 
poreotial h.abjtar. The: habitat asse sments fo • special-status specie are prov'd,ed in able 2. 

I 
'f •bl - 2 

POTENTIALLY OCCUR__RING SPECIAL-STATUS PLANT SPECIES 
Common ScientUic Habitat Pot•e ti I to Occur 

Name Name CRPR Des,cdpdon in Project Area 
Pila.ors 

Imermiuent suc!lffls Pollen "a.l to OCCW' 'long 
Sulphur Creek 

&udiam 1.110/Jtmii nu wi hin ch:i~rril, foorhiU s tttam bank o impacr a~ site 
btodia~ wood!l,md ttbovc: 190 plan shows the potential habitat 

merers onsite would be avoided. 
Wet soils within Pot~otial to ,ocetu alon -

Shield-bmcud fuJ'lhro11I~ 
Ghap:m-:al, ismontanc 

str: -am ba.nlk. o impact as site 
monkcyf'Jowu g/OIJ:tletJll 

4,,3 woodland, valley md 
plan shows 1he potentiru h9bitar foo1h.ill gmssland below ans.ire wo1.1ld be avoided. 

600metcrs. 
]ntcmrittcnt stmamb:ml\.--s, Piottnri -1 M· occur long 

t\bverick dov~r T1ijqfrim1 pilllll()rskii lB-2 
ri~da.n comdon within , trca:111 b11ok. No 1mpac 3$ s..itc 
dmparru, foothill plan shows the potcnlial habitat 
woodlrtnd on~ite wouM be avoided. 
GE111~S}!, md,1• slopes, No potentl:a1 to occur due ro 

Big-s.calc Bf1lifllNOr!Jizy openings within previo1.1s. significant distuib:mce 

b:d5-MDfoot OJ1Moftpi1 
tB.2 chapar.ml: vaUey and of gmssland portion of sire 

oolhill grn$:sl:ands below fGoogle E:ar1h 2022). Oak 
J ,400 metro: WQodland not habitat. 

Legcne~ l.,gtmre liJJMta lB. ] 
I 

\'emeal pool~, ponds 
No, potential to occu,. S.ite 
Tuic:ks oools or ponds. 

Ci~m.on1me oodland, 
o poretni I. to occur. Si c Silky ci:ypmntha Cryp1,11rtw ai11it(,I 8.2 roe .y subrn:atcs in lack5 .rocl...1• srn:.i:_mbanks. 

rioarian corridors 

Ahart's 
No poli otial to ocem due m 

pru-onychia. 
Pm'O,!]diin ahm'fii lB.1 \ cmal . ools. lack of vcmALI p,ool halbi1at 

ons.itc. 

Hcnd non's No potendall to occw: due ro 

boot grass. AJ/'Olfil h111dtr101111 3.2 remal pooJs hi.ck of ve.mal pool h11blr:ar 
onsite. 

Red Bluff dwarf Jr.mm, k1'o[ptmt11s 
VcPJ:aJ ()QO] macgin:., wet No p<ueowal: to oociu· due to 

nish wt. /tiotplrm.lJI 
m.t places: in chaparral, bi.ck of vc:rnal pool habitiu 

woodli1.nd on~itt:. 

Slendei: Oi:cuu 
No potential to occur du~ to 

Ormllia ltwrr11 lB. Vernal pools lac '· of vc~I pool habitat 
gra:.s onsjte. 

P!\:t'rolul,\l0i4\1ll4111-· (;,~ ""'"'•l\T.,,;, I a.ak,,pnl PlHDv-r<cl ......... .,.,,n\,IIIE DE'IELCll'MI ' IIEPMIT il<'ficollCH ........ m,n ·12124 doc, u 

I 
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Sanford's 
arrowhead 

Canyon ~ cc:k 
s10flecrop 

Owl-leaved 
viburnum 

Dimoi:phic 
~mpdragon 

hasm sno'\ 
wicath 

Dul/ous pea 

Std11n1 Jk1rml"-l!m 
ssp. pm'ddiJJm, 

Vilnmmm e!liptiam 

Al1rirrMNrJn1 
m/J.Qrrk,111111 

i 1tlli11Fi,1 ,lijll111ii 

LllfqntJ .llllp/JJtttlll 

"'at· ,1Wfloa11s 

CR_FR 

lB.2 

]B,3 

213.3 

4.3 

rn.2 

3 

'- etfands, freshwate.l'. 
m11,rshc:s in California 
Ro<::k ourc.mops. in yellow 
pine forest, chnpRtnl 
ibo\i\e 305 mmecs 

• octh-f:11:ing slopes in 
)'CUow pine forest, 
Chili :mm 
Scrpe.ntin.e dopes in 
ch;iip;.m.il nnd oonifcrous 
fores1 
Shaded, north-f.icing 
slo~s. .in cipa.ci:tn 
t:orrid~m: within yellow 
ine forest in Sbasra Co. 

Chaplll'.tal, Cismoomne 
woodll.:md, 600-2,500 
mcrcrs 

c:to 
site. 

No poren.tia to occt1mr. Si1e 
below elevation range. 

o _poliC'tl.tiaW to occur due to 
lack of yellow pine fore.st, 
cha ncr.i1 habit.lit OD$itc. 

No poten -• a[ to occur due to 
-· ck of $t;rpcriune hahitlH oru;ire\ 

o p.oteo "al to occur due to 
Ill.ck of s.h:a.ded nonh w:ing; 
:slopes, )'tllow pine l'ott$r 011s.irc. 

o poteotii.1 to o cu.r. • t.e 
below e!evuio:n ra.ngc. 

I 
m: Pl ~ rnre, d1raccn~ or cndaDl:<'n.'tl in Califomb. aad ctsN•kre; 2.D: l'l:ml.'l rore, cllreucnoo,, o, c:ndll.11&~.id i11 C:dif'ornia bur ri'IQie ('.nmmnn 
~r.,_ ... ,...,re;: 3: l'lane~ :lbo1<11L "''l, ieli mn~ rnri;,11m1r.it111 i., n,.wl,,J. 4: l.i111ic~ di$11,bt,1ii:m '" inltt, uetll Ihm - ilf>ll[ ~ bto~dct nn.""':1 li'I C~lit. i'lld . 

the spe • al-s tus plant species ,evaJ ted duee we determined to have a potc.ntia.l to occui: 
at the projec site, while the rest were de1ermi.nod to have no potentia] or ar,e uolikcly to occur. 

pecies d termined to have potential to occur within the project ,u:ea are dis.cuss.cd bclow, whil 
species that were determ.ined to be bsent are not discussed fui:thcr. pecial.- nnu-s plan species 
that are known to occur, or ha, c the potential to occur, within the project area include·: 

• ulphur • · r•eek brodiaca (Brodioen flJt1/.Jon1i) 

hleld-btacted monkeyfl wer (E,ythranthe glt11Hesce11$) 
iaver.ick dover (T rifalillNJ pio1JJOrski1) 

ufphlll!l' te k b di_" aea 
Brodiau1 molsonii 
ul.phur Creek brndiaea is a high! localized sp cies res trict•ed to a single . tended p opulatlon 

along Sulphur Creek, in Redding. This species grows from ccacks and crevices ln bedrock along 
a:n in enni.tten stream within foo ,bill woodfan communities . u1phlll' Crc.ck brodiaea " s 6rst 
identified in 2005 and was published ~ s a newly descci.bed pecies :in 201 L The only known 
occm:renoe of this p1anr is along ulphur Creek est of orth Matket treet. h • am wi hin 
the project azea could p:i:-ovide habitat for: SuJph1m: Cn::ek brodiaca. o d.is.rurb:ao.ce is proposed 
within this potential habitat 

Shi =ld-bi:a t d m•Mlmyftm: er 
E ,J,'lbm11t!x. J!,l(Jnmrens 
hieid-bracted monk! yflowe is an allllual forb that grows in seeps and minor d:ra:inages within 

foothill oodland and alley grass.land communities. It is endemic to California, ,vhere- it .i known 
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only from the foothills of the southernmost Cascade Range and adjacent northernmost Sierra 
Nevada. The species is mostly found in Butte and Tehama counties; there are no known 
or..<:urrences within five miles of the project site. The stream within the project area could provide 
habitit for Sulphur Creek brodiaea. No disturbance is proposed within this potential habitat. 

Maverick dover 
T rifoli11111 pio,vorskii 
Maverick dover occurs in the low foothills of the Cascade Range and upper Sacramento Valley in 
southern Shasta County and possibly in adjacent portions of Tehama County in northern 
California. This species inhabits shallow vernal depressions on volcanic flats, or the banks of 
intermittent or perennial watercourses flowing through open rccky grassland, often with scattered 
blue oak trees. One occurrence of mave,ick dover documented in 1905 is mapped within five 
miles of the project site. The stream within the project area could provide habitat for Sulphur 
Creek brodiaea. No disturbance is proposed within this potencal habitat. 

5. 3 Sensitive Natural Communities 

The CNDDB serves to inventory sensitive natural communities. Communities respond to 
environmental changes and can be thought of as an indicator of the overall health of an ecosystem 
and its component species. R.1re natural communities are those that are of highly limited 
distribution. They arc considered "sensitive," though they may or may not contain rare, threatened, 
or endangered species. 

Two sensitive communities were identified on CNDDB within five miles of the project area: Great 
Valley Cottonwood Riparian Forest and Great Valley Oak Riparian Forest. None of these 
communities occur onsite. Therefore, there will be no impact to Sensitive Natural Communities. 

5.4 Critical Habitat 

There is no critical habitat for federally listed species near the project area. There is no National 
Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration (NOM) Critical Habitat or National Marine 
Fisheries Service Essential Fish Habitat. 

5. 5 Waters of the United States/Waters of the State 

J\11 Waters of the United States and Waters of the State are outside of the proposed development 
area. No impact is anticipated. 

5. 6 Raptors and Other Migratory Birds 

J\11 raptors and migratory birds, including common species and their nests, arc protected from 
"take" under the California Fish and Game Code Section 3503 and 3503.5, and federal l\1igratory 
Bird Treacy Act. Raptor species (birds of prey) and migratory birds may nest in trees aod other 
vegetation located within or in the immediate vicinity of the project area. Tree removal occurring 
during the nesting seasoo (February 1 through August 31) could result in direct impacts to nesting 
birds. Refer 10 Section 6.2 for recommended conservation measures to reduce impacts to nesting 
birds during construction of the project to a less than significant level. 
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6.0 RECOMMENDED CONSERVATION MEASURES 

The conservation measures, BMPs, and project features discussed below will be incorporated into 
the project to avoid and minimize the potential environmental impacts from construction and 
long-term operation of the expanded storage yard. 

6. 1 General Wildlife 

• If nighttime lighting is installed onsitc, then illumination from the facility shall be directed 
downward to contain light such that the ongoing operations of the facility do not cause 
light pollution to the surrounding area on a long-term basis, particularly to the stream 
corridor, to avoid impacts to nocturnal wildlife dispersal and nesting birds during long 
term use of the site. 

6. 2 Nesting Birds 

The following measures are recommended to avoid impacts to nesting birds during construction 
of the project: 

• If possible, vegetation removal will occur outside the nesting season to avoid impacts. The 
general nesting season for songbirds and mptors in the project area is February I" through 
August 31". 

• If vegetation remo,•al will occur during rhc nesting season for birds (February 1st through 
August 31st), a qualified biologist shall conduct preconstruction surveys within seven days 
before construction activities begin. 

• If nesting birds are found, then a qualified biologist shall recommend an appropriate buffer 
to be placed around the nest uncil the young have fledged. The buffer will depend on the 
species and conservation status as well as site conditions and will consider noise and line­
of-sight disturbances. Construction may resume once the young have left the nest or as 
approved by a qualified biologist. If a buffer is not possible, then consultation with CDFW 
shall occur. 

6. 3 Botanical Resources 

• If any ground disturbance occurs within 25 feet of an ephemeral stream or 50 feet of an 
intermittent stream, then surveys for che potentially occurring plant species shall be 
completed prior 10 disturbance of any vegetation in this area. Surveys should comply with 
the CDFW P1nlocq/s for Slfrveying and BIJ(Jflfaling !11,pncls lo Sp,dal S1a111, Nali,,, P/0111 Poplfla1io11s 
and Sensilive Nallfral Co1111111111iti,s (2018). If no special-status plants are found, no further 
measures pertaining to special-status plaocs are oecessary. If special status plants are 
observed, then plants should be avoided with implementation of a 10-foot non­
disturbance buffer. If avoidance is not possible, then consultation with CDFW shaU occur 
to determine the appropriate mitigation measures. 
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6.4 Water Quality 

• The recommended setback for any site development is SO feet from any intermittent 
streams and 25 feet from any ephemeral streams. If any work occurs within the setback, 
then permits and authorizations may be required from the Army Corps of Engineers and 
Regional Water Quality Control Board. 

• During construction phase of the project, equipment shall be staged in an upland area 
away from any watercourses, and equipment refueling and maintenance/ repair work shall 
occur at lease SO feet away from any watercourses 

• During construction, hazardous materials, including fuels oils, cement, and soh•ents shall 
be stored in areas protected from precipitation and where materials cannot enter 
waterways. 

• Construction equipment shall be inspected daily for leaks and leaks shall be contained 
upon detection. Spill containment and cleanup materials shall be stored onsite to address 
spills and leaks. 
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Appendix A 
Preliminary Site Plan 
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Appendix B 
NRCS Soils Report 



Soil Ma.p 

Tihe sofll map section inc 1Jdes I.he soil map for the defined area of interesl, a list of 
soil map units ori the map .and extent ,of each map unit, and cartographic symbols 
displayed on 1he map. AJl'so pr,esented are va,iious metadata about data used to 
produoe the map, and a description of each soil map unil:. 
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Custom Soil Re,source R,eport 
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M,AP 11NFORMAT10N 

'f\he soil surveys lhat cc • risa your AOI were m.apped a 
no.ooo. 

Vllaml~: Se>ill M:ap 1n,a,y n.ol 'be valid .WI lliis scale. 
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1rnisunds rstandlngi of u,a c!Allall or mapp' ng and acouracy 0 so,I 
I e placement Tl\e maps do, not s!low the Slll'lll!I areas, or 
conlr sling sails tnat cc have beetil shown al , mo.re deta ed 
scate. 

Pfeae rely on ·the bar scale on each map sllec or map 
measurements_ 

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conse:rvation Service 
Web Soil SUN~ URL: 
Coordinate S.)1$tem: \IIA!lb Mercalor tEPSG:3857) 

Map-s fiom the Web SCI Survey are based on the Web Mercalo.r 
p1oj&d;iM , which pr ~N&s dir8'l:tlon aru:I shape 1:>1:1t dlstorts 
C!'is!anoe aM ar,e,a_ A prqe(ltion tnaI 1Pl'•G-Se &t. area, ·su-.ch, as the 
A/lbers, eQuaM1re:a COTiiC p,oJeellon, S.l'iouldl be us.ed ir more 
accurate calculaliol'li5 of d'.istance ,or ,a.fea are requtreu. 

nr ' p,oc:IUCI: is generated from, IM USOA•NRCS ~rl!ifioo, data a-s 
of he ve-Hiio date(s) lis!e<I !::>elow. 

Soil Survey Araa: Slilasta Cou:nty Area. Califomla, 
Sunrey Area Data'. Version 19, Aug 28. 20~3 

Soil map units r,e II eler:I (as space a c,ws) ror map 5cales: 
·1 :50,000 or la~ger_ 

Date(s) aerial im:ag,es were pl\.olog rsphe<t; May S, 2019-Jun 
21,2019 

The ,ortl'lopnolo 01 olhe 'ba:w map on which the so111 I nes . re 
oompile.dl and digitized prolla'bl)' differs rrom lfl llackgrounci 
mag;ery ctlsplaryed cm ·I1:w!ui maps. As a result. ,som mi , or 
sti". "ng of'rnep u:nit bou:nda Jes may Ile evid!nl; 



Custom Soil Resource Report 

Map Unit Legend 
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Map Unit D·escriptions 

The l'll"taP units delineated on tlie detailed :soil maps in a soi'! survey reiPresent the 
soils or m[sceUaneous areas in 1he suNey area. The map unit descriptions, along 
with the maps, can be used to determine the, composition and properlies of a unlt 

A map uni1 delineation on a soi l map represents an area dominated by one or more 
maja:r kinds of soil or imisoeltaneous area.s . .A map unit is iden.Ufied and named 
according to th,e tal(O nomic classification ,of the dominar:rt soils. Wlth in a taxonomic 
class there are, precisely defined liimits for the properties of the soils. On the 
landsca,pe, ho ever, 1he soils are natural phenomena. and they have the 
characteristic variability of all natural phenomena. Thus, the range, ,of some 
observed! properties may exten beyond Uie limits defined for a taxonomic class. 
Ar,eas of soi rs of a sing1le taxonomic ciass rare'ly, if ever, cani lbe mapped without 
including areas of ,other taxon.om ic er.asses. Co nsequenlly, e¥ery rnap u riit is made 
up of , he soils or misootlanoous area:s for whioh it is named and some minor 
components that belong to taxonomic classes other than those of th.e major soils. 

Most minor soils have properties similar to, those of the dominant soil or soils in the 
map unit, and thus they do not affect use, and management. These are calte<:I 
noncontrasling, or similar, components. They may or may not be· menrtioned in a 
pMioutar map unit description. Other minor components, howev,er. have properties. 
and beha,vioral characteristics diverg·ent enough to affect use or t,o require different 
management. These are ca.lied contrasting, or dlssimil.-ar, components. They 
generally are 1in small ar,eas and could not be mapped separately because of tltte 
scate used. Some small ar,eas of stro.ng1ly contrasting soils or misoellaneous area,s 
are Ld:en~med by a speolal symbol on the maps. If include<l in the· database• for a 
giv,en area, the contrasting minm components are identified in the map 1.mil 
dese1ri,ptions a'l'ong, with some cheiracleiiis iics of ,eachr. A few areas or minor 
components may not have been observed . and consequently they are not 
mentioned in the d,escriiptions, ,especially where the pattem was so complex that it 
1185 impractical to make enough observations to identify all the soils and 
miscellaneous areas on the landscape. 

The 1Jr,esence of minor components rn a map unit ff"I no, way diminishes the 
usefulness or aowmcy ohhe data. llhe objective of ma.pp rig is not to dellneaite 
pure l.a~onom!c classes but rather to separate ~he landscape into landforms or 
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Appendix C 
USFWS IPaC List of Potentially Occurring ESA-Listed Species 



I Reply Refer To: 

U ni.ted Stat1es ,eparanent of the [nterior 
FIS • AND WILDLIFE SE VIC 

S .amentc :Fish And WUdllfe Office 
•ederal B11ildli11,g 

2800 Coua,ge Way, Room W-2605 
S cramemo, CA 95625 1846 

Phone; (916) 414-6600 Fax: (916) 414-:6713 

Project Code: 2024~00369.38 
Project Nam : Mountain Lakes Sit-e Expansion 

Jan a ry 16, 2024 

Subj,ect: List of threate11Jed and endangered species that may occur in your proposed project 
location or may be affected by yomr proposed project 

To Whom. It Maiy Conce:m: 

The ,enclosed species ]ist identifies threatenedJ endangered, pr-oposed, and candidate species~ as 
well s proposed and final designated crjtical habitat, that may occur within the boundary of your 
:proposed project and/or may be affiected by· your pr,oposed project he sp~des list fulfills the 
requirements. of the U.S . . ish aind WUd]ife ' ervice (S,erv:ice) under secfon 7(c) of the 
Endangered Species Act (Act:) of 1973. as amended (16 U.S.G 1531 et seq.),. 

New informat~on bas,ed on updated surveys, changes in the abunda1nce and dJ.Stributiion of 
specjes. changed habi • at conditions, or other factors cou d change this list. Please feel ree to 
contact us i·f you eed more ,current information or assistance regarding he potential impaiets to 
~ederaUy proposed,. listed, and candidate species and ederally designat,ed and p,roposed critical 

bita.t. Please note that under 50 CPR 402.12(e) of the egulations implementing section 7 of the 
Act, the accuracy of this species Ust should be ver.ified after 90 days. This vermcatio,n can be 
completed ormally or informa Iy as desired. The S,erv:ice r•ecommends that verification be, 
comp eted by visiting th IPaC website at regular intervals du.rin project planning and 
lmp,lementati.on for updates to species lists and· formafon. An updat,ed I.is, may be requested 
through IPaC by comp~eting the sam.e process used to r.eceive me enclosed list. 

The purpose of the Act is to provide a means whereby threatened and endangered species and the 
eoosystems upon which the depend may be conserved. Under sections 7(a)(:t) and 7(a)(2) of the 
Act and its imp e enti g J1egu ations {SO CPR 402 et seq.),. Federal agendes are required to 
utilize their authorities to carry om programs for the conser'vation ,of threatened and endang,e11ed 
species and to determine whether proj'eCts may affect threatened and enda_n_gered species and/or 
designated critical habitat 

A Biological Assessment is required for oonstrnction projects (or other under akings having 
similar physi al impacts), mat are major Federal actions signmcantly af1 ecting the quality o,f the 
humane vironmeat a defined in the ationa E. viroamemal Po 1·cy Act (42 U.S. 4332(2) 



Project code: 2024-0036938 01116/2024 

(c)). For projects other than major construction activities, the Service suggests that a biological 
evaluation similar to a Biological Assessment be prepared to determine whether the project may 
affect listed or proposed species and/or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended 
contents of a Biological Assessment are described at 50 CFR 402.12. 

If a Federal agency determines, based on the Biological Assessment or biological evaluation, that 
listed species and/or designated critical habitat may be affected by the proposed project, the 
agency is required to consult with the Service pursuant to 50 CFR 402. In addition, the Service 
recommends that candidate species, proposed species and proposed critical habitat be addressed 
within the consultation. More information on the regulations and procedures for section 7 
consultation, including the role of permit or license applicants, can be found in the "Endangered 
Species Consultation Handbook" at: https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/ 
endangered-species-consultation-handbook.pdf 

Migratory Birds: In addition to responsibilities to protect threatened and endangered species 
under the Endangered Species Act (ESA), there are additional responsibilities under the 
Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BG EPA) to 
protect native birds from project-related impacts. Any activity, intentional or unintentional, 
resulting in take of migratory birds, including eagles, is prohibited unless otherwise permitted by 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (50 C.F.R. Sec. 10.12 and 16 U.S.C. Sec. 668(a)). For more 
information regarding these Acts, see Migratory Bird Permit I What We Do I U.S. Fish & Wildlife 
Se1v ice ffws.gov}. 

The MBTA has no provision for allowing take of migratory birds that may be unintentionally 
killed or injured by otherwise lawful activities. It is the responsibility of the project proponent to 
comply with these Acts by identifying potential impacts to migratory birds and eagles within 
applicable NEPA documents (when there is a federal nexus) or a Bird/Eagle Conservation Plan 
(when there is no federal nexus). Proponents should implement conservation measures to avoid 
or minimize the production of project-related stressors or minimi.ze the exposure of birds and 
their resources to the project-related stressors. For more information on avian stressors and 
recommended conservation measures, see htms://www.fws.gov/library/collections/threats-birds. 

In addition to MBTA and BG EPA, Executive Order 13186: Responsibilities of Federal Agencies 
to Protect Migratory Birds, obligates all Federal agencies that engage in or authorize activities 
that might affect migratory birds, to minimize those effects and encourage conservation measures 
that will improve bird populations. Executive Order 13186 provides for the protection of both 
migratory birds and migratory bird habitat. For information regarding the implementation of 
Executive Order 13186, please visit htros://www.fws.gov/partner/council-conserva1jon­
migratory-birds. 

We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages 
Federal agencies to include conservation of threatened and endangered species into their project 
planning to further the purposes of the Act. Please include the Consultation Code in the header of 
this letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your project that you submit 
to our office. 
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Project code: 2024-0036938 0111612024 

Attachment{s): 

• Official Species List 

OFFICIAL SPECIES LIST 
This list is provided pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and fulfi lls the 
requirement for Federal agencies to "request of the Secretary of the Interior information whether 
any species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of a proposed 
action". 

This species list is provided by: 

Sacramento Fish And Wildlife Office 
Federal Building 
2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2605 
Sacramento, CA 95825-1846 
(9 l 6) 414-6600 
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Pro1ec1 code: 2024-0036938 

PROJECT SUMMARY 
Project Code: 
Project Name: 
Project Type: 
Project Description: 
Project Location: 

2024-0036938 
Mountain Lakes Site Expansion 
Commercial Development 
Industrial development 

The approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https:// 
www.google.com/maps/@40.62794715.-122.37803516098685.l4Z 

Counties: Shasta County, California 

Ol/16/2024 
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Project code: 2024-0036938 0111612024 

ENDANGERIE.D SPECIES ACT SPECIES 
There is a total of 7 threatened . endange,11ed. or candidate species on th.is species list. 

Spedes on this list shou d be conside:11 din an effects analysis for your project and could include 
species that exis m another geographic area. For ,example; certain fish may appear ,on the spedes 
list because a p:mject could affect downstream spe i,es. 

IPaC does not display listed sped.,e or critical habitats u der the sole jurisdi tion o NOAA 
Fisheries!, as USFW doe not have the au hor.ity to speak on behalf ,of · OAA and the 
Department of Comme ce. 

See d1e· "Critical habitats" section below for those critical habitats that lie who]ly or partially 
within your project area nnder this office's. jurisdiction . . Please contact the designated F\11/S office 
if you have questions. 

1. NOAA Fisheries, also known as the · aUo,nai Marine Fisheries ervice MFS}, is an 
office of the atio:m1l Oceanic and. Atmospheric dministration with.in ihe Department of 
Commerce. 

BIRDS 
NAME STATUS 

ol'!them Sponed Owl S!rix occid'entalis caurina Threatene-d 
Th is (ir J critica habirnI for this sped~. Your location does not ovl!ld:lp the critic.al habitat. 
Spec-1 profl!le: ht11.l§;llec;os.ifi. s,c,ovtcqi,(specjes(J ll 23 

REPTILES 
NAME 

orthweste n P'ond Turtlle Actinemys marmoraca 
o criti.caJ hab.i1a1. has l:iee.n des.ig,iat.ed for ll'iis species. 

Species profile: 1lli.P§://ec;21>,h11s,qov/EK_p/, 12ec:ies/1 1 l 1 

A.MPHIBIANS 
AME 

Western Sp.adefoot pea hammondii 
o ct ti.cal habitat has b -11 d'e$igrnued for this species:. 
~des p1Vfile: lmm,;llecos. fw;,goy/J:c:p/spec:i es/5425 

• TA'TIJS 

Proposed 
Threatened 

STATUS 

Pr-opo,sed 
Threatened 

S of 7 



Projec, code: 2024-0036938 

INSECTS 
NAME 

Monarch Butterfly Danaus plexippus 
No critjcal habitat has been designated for this species. 
Species profile: lutns·//rroS [ws gqytecQfsorcif:51'9743 

Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle Desmacerus califarnicus dimorphus 
There is final critical habhat for this species. Your location does not overlap the critical habitat. 
Species profile: httns·t/fC9s fws gov/ecptsneries0650 

CRUSTACEANS 
NAME 

Shasta Crayfish Pacifascacus fortis 
No critical habital has been designated for this species. 
Species profile: hnns·/Jcros fwi goYLccQ{species/8284 

Vernal Pool Fairy Shrimp Branchinecta /ynchi 
There is final critjcal habitat for ,his species. Your location does not overlap lhe critical habitat 
Species proflle: httn:rl/c:rofi fws goWecn/sPCrics/498 

CRITICAL HABITATS 

01/1612024 

STATUS 

Candidate 

Threatened 

STATUS 

Endangered 

Threatened 

THERE ARE NO CRITICAL HABITATS WITHIN YOUR PROJECT AREA UNDER THIS OFFICE'S 
JURISDICTION. 

YOU ARE STILL REQUIRED TO DETERMINE IF YOUR PROJECT(S) MAY HAVE EFFECTS ON ALL 
ABOVE LISTED SPECIES. 
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Pro1ec1 code: 2024-0036938 

IPAC USER CONTACT INFORMATION 
Agency: 
Name: 
Address: 
City: 
State: 
Zip: 
Email 
Phone: 

VESTRA 
Anna Prang 
5300 Aviation Drive 
Redding 
CA 
96002 
aprang@vestra.com 
5302232585 

01116/2024 
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Appendix D 
CNPS Rare Plant List 
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Attachment C 

Bat Roost Memo and Tree Survey, prepared by Vestra Resources, May 2, 2025



May 2, 2025 
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72407 
 
 
Bill Spoon Via Email 
Project Manager bspoon@smci-const.com 
Steve Manning Construction, Inc.  
P.O. Box 491660 
Redding CA 96049-1660 
 
 
RE: Bat Roost Assessment for Site Development Permit Amendment to SPR-19-90 
 Redding, Shasta County, California 
 
Dear Mr. Spoon:  
 
On April 19, 2024, VESTRA completed a tree survey on the subject property (APN 114-340-037) for 
the proposed Site Development Permit Amendment to SPR-19-90. As requested by the City of 
Redding, each tree on the property was surveyed for the following data:  
 

1) Species 
2) Size (estimated or measured diameter and height) 
3) Health and vigor, including external signs of defects or disease 
4) Aesthetic quality as determined by shape, branching, and color 
5) Ecological quality as determined by evidence of wildlife use, grove size, adjacency to water, or 

connectivity to other habitats 
6) Potential hazards posed by dead branches or tops, lean, or defects 
7) Location relative to existing or potential development and the ability to provide sufficient 

growing space 
 
To address item number 5, “Ecological quality as determined by evidence of wildlife use, grove size, adjacency to 
water, or connectivity to other habitats,” the tree survey included a visual assessment of each tree for bat 
roost structures. Bats may select trees with certain structures, such as hollows, snags (dead trees), or 
exfoliating bark that provide a safe entry/exit hole and a thermally stable cavity or crevice. Bats will 
utilize such structures during their maternity roost season, when they are raising their non-volant 
young; sometimes this occurs in a communal environment.  
 
Trees were assessed visually using binoculars. None of the healthy, living trees exhibited cavities, broken 
limbs, or areas with exfoliating bark large enough to accommodate a bat roost. Five dead or dying trees 
were identified onsite. These trees were closely inspected for bat roost structures; none were found to 
possess features that could support a bat roost because they lack entry/exit holes or crevices. Tree survey 
data is included in Attachment A.  

RA 
5300 Aviation Drive I Redding, CA 96002 
Phone 530.223.2585 I Fax 530.223.1145 

lnfo@vestra.com I www.vestra.com 

GIS, Environmental, & Engineering Services 



Tree Survey Memo 
May 2, 2025 
Page 2 of 2 
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Thank you. Please contact me at (530) 223-2585 if you have any questions.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
VESTRA Resources, Inc. 
 
 
 
Anna Prang 
Senior Biologist 
 
Attachment: Tree Survey Data 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Tree Survey Data 



DATA POINT SPECIES DBH HEIGHT DISEASE ECOLOGICAL QUALITY POTENTIAL HAZARDS
1 BO 11 15
2 BO 8 15
3 BO 12 15
4 BO 21 25 bore holes in tree bark
5 BO 9 20 sign of stress or disease 
6 BO 3 10
7 BO 1 8
8 BO 1 8
9 BO 2 10
10 BO 4 15
11 BO 34 25
12 BO 11 20
13 CT 9 12
14 BO 8 20
15 BO 1 8
16 BO 15 25
17 BO 2 8
18 BO 9 18
19 BO 18 25
20 BO 13 15 dead tree no habitat (no cavity entrance holes)
21 BO 2 10
22 BO 2 10
23 BO 3 10
24 FP 7 15
25 BO 1 7
26 FP 5 20
27 BO 22 28 bird nest habitat
28 BO 21 30 bird nest habitat
29 BO 27 30 bird nest habitat
30 FP 18 30 tree leaning to west
31 FP 22 30 tree leaning to west
32 FP 5 15
33 BO 16 25 bird nest habitat
34 FP 14 25
35 BO 5 15
36 BO 5 15
37 BO 12 20
38 BO 9 15
39 BO 8 20
40 BO 7 15
41 FP 3 15 riparian tree
42 BO 4 10 dead tree no habitat (no cavity entrance holes) N/A likely outside of development area
43 BO 13 15
44 BO 10 20
45 BO 6 15
46 BO 12 20 riparian tree
47 BO 4 15 riparian tree
48 CT 38 40 riparian tree
49 CT 34 40 riparian tree
50 CT 50 45 riparian tree
51 CT 32 35 riparian tree
52 BO 23 25
53 BO 5 15
54 FP 5 15
55 BO 17 25
56 BO 16 20
57 BO 13 20
58 BO 15 15
59 BO 17 20
60 BO 23 25
61 FP 3 15
62 BO 22 25
63 BO 21 30
64 BO 38 30 tree hollow at base
65 BO 13 20
66 BO 12 20
67 BO 13 20
68 BO 6 10
69 BO 12 15 tree growing sideways but likely outside of development area
70 CT 9 20 riparian tree
71 BO 10 25
72 BO 7 15
73 BO 29 25
74 BO 11 20
75 BO 17 20
76 BO 12 20
77 BO 16 25
78 BO 31 30
79 PR 6 10 dead limb no habitat (no cavity entrance holes)
80 BO 7 15 riparian tree
81 CT 45 45 riparian tree
82 CT 45 50 riparian tree
83 CT 38 35 riparian tree
84 BO 6 15 dead tree no habitat (no cavity entrance holes)
85 BO 6 20 dead tree no habitat (no cavity entrance holes)
86 FP 8 20
87 BO 6 15
88 FP 9 25
89 BO 13 20
90 FP 14 25
91 BO 16 20
92 BO 10 15
93 BO 6 15
94 BO 20 30
95 BO 8 15
96 BO 6 20
97 BO 7 15
98 BO 6 15
99 BO 5 15
100 BO 11 20



101 BO 8 20
102 BO 1 20
103 BO 7 20
104 BO 29 25
105 BO 9 25
106 BO 24 30
107 BO 23 30
108 BO 14 25
109 BO 16 20 riparian tree
110 WI 24 20 riparian tree; cavity entrance holes present
111 BO 23 25
112 BO 16 20
113 BO 15 20
114 BO 26 25
115 BO 13 25
116 BO 29 30
117 BO 6 15
118 BO 27 20 bird nest habitat
119 BO 11 20
120 FP 6 15
121 BO 11 20
122 BO 22 30
123 CT 19 25
124 CT 11 20
125 BO 3 10
126 BO 4 10
127 BO 2 8
128 BO 4 10
129 BO 3 10
130 BO 2 8
131 BO 5 15
132 BO 3 10
133 BO 3 10
134 BO 8 10
135 FP 7 15
136 FP 7 15
137 BO 6 10
138 BO 2 8



Attachment D 

Tree Data Table, prepared by Vestra Resources, October 2024
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5. ZONING: GI 

GENERAL PLAN: GI 
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SLOPES > 20% 
17,537 SF 

EXISTING GRAVELED AREA 
100,280 SF 

EXISTING LANDSCAPE AREA 
9,680 SF 

0 DETENTION/STILLING BASIN 

0 TRASH ENCLOSURE(E) 

CONSTRUCTION NOTES: 

1. THE CONSTRUCTION & INSTALLATION OF IMPROVEMENTS SHALL 
CONFORM TO THESE PLANS & THE CITY OF REDDING CONSTRUCTION 
STANOARDS & STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS FOR PUBLIC WORKS 
CONSTRUCTION (GREEN BOOK). 

2. GRADING SHALL CONFORM TO THIS GRADING PLAN AND THE 
CITY OF REDDING GRADING PERMIT FOR THIS PROJECT. 

3. ANY CHANGES IN THESE PLANS ARE TO RECEIVE PRIOR 
APPROVAL OF THE CITY OF REDDING'S DEPARTMENT OF 
PUBLIC WORKS. 

4. THE PURPOSE OF THIS GRADING IS TO EXPAND THE EXISTING 
STORAGE YARD FOR CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT. 
PUBLIC WORKS. 

5. THE FILL MATERIAL WILL BE GENERATED FROM PROJECTS WITH 
EXCESS EXCAVATED MATERIAL. THE MATERIAL WILL BE STOCKPILED 
ON THE SITE DELINEATEO ON THIS PlAN, UNTIL ENOUGH MATERI.AL 
IS STORED TO WARRANT PLACEMENT OF THE COMPACTED FILL. 
THE STOCKPILE AREA WILL BE MAINTAINED WITH THE BMP'S PROVIDED 
WITH THE SWPPP. IT IS ANTICIPATED THE FILL MATERIAL WILL BE 
DEPOSITED OVER TIME, AND NOT IMPACT THE CITY INFRASTRUCTURE 
WITH A MASS HAULING OF MATERIAL AT ONE TIME. 

6. THE EMBANKMENT HAS BEEN DESIGNED TO MINIMIZE THE LOSS 
OF EXISTING TREES AND LOSS OF SLOPES OVER 20%. 
A TREE REMOVAL PERMIT WILL BE OBTAINED PRIOR TO 
COMMENCEMENT OF ANY WORK ON THE SITE. 

ESTIMATED EARTHWORK: 
CUT 7 CY 
FILL 43,358 CY 
AREA OF DISTURBANCE=3.24AC 
AREA OF FILL=3.24AC 

SITE PLAN 
CITY OF REDDING 

IMPROVEMENT PLANS 
-GP-24 

APN 114-330-040 4977 MT. LAKES BLVD 

APN 114-340-037, 5000 CATERPILLAR RD 
FOR 

S. MANNING CONSTRUCTION 
qJ/ BY 
VVHITSON ENGINEER/NC, INC. 

1035 EUREKA WAY 
REDDING, CALIFORNIA 96001 

(530)-243-8181 
SHEET 

DATE:5-23-24 SCALES: VERT 1"= HORIZ 1 "= 50' 1 OF 3 
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Attachment E 

Tree Survey and Protected Trees, agreed upon by the property owner
and the City of Redding on August 26, 2025.
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Attachment F 

Storm Drain Calculations, prepared by Edward Whitson, May 30, 2024
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1 

Hydrograph Summary Report . . . 
Hydraflow Hydrographs Extension for Autodesk® C1v1I 30® by Autodesk, Inc. v2020 

Hyd. Hydrograph Peak Time Time to Hyd. Inflow Maximum Total Hydrograph 
No. type flow interval Peak volume hyd(s) elevation strge used Description 

(origin) (cfs) (min) (min) (cuft) (ft) (cuft) 

1 Rational 2.647 1 17 6,749 ---- --- ---- A-1 PRE 

2 Rational 3.841 1 15 8,642 -- -- ---- A-1 POST 

3 Reservoir 2.553 1 35 8,638 2 662.36 2,328 DPOND A-1 

S. MANNING 2024.gpw Return Period: 10 Year Wednesday, 05 / 29 / 2024 
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Hydrograph Summary Report . . . 
Hydraflow Hydrographs Extension for Autodesk® CIvII 3D® by Autodesk, Inc. v2020 

Hyd. Hydrograph Peak Time Time to Hyd. Inflow Maximum Total Hydrograph 
No. type flow interval Peak volume hyd(s) elevation strge used Description 

(origin) (cfs) (min) (min) (cuft) (ft) (cuft) 

1 Rational 3.320 1 17 8,467 ----- --- ---- A-1 PRE 

2 Rational 4.816 1 15 10,836 ---- --- ------ A-1 POST 

3 Reservoir 3.024 1 37 10,832 2 662.74 3,153 DPOND A-1 

S. MANNING 2024.gpw Return Period: 25 Year Wednesday, 05/29/2024 
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Hydrograph Summary Report . . . 
Hydraflow Hydrographs Extension for Autodesk® C1v1I 30® by Autodesk, Inc. v2020 

Hyd. Hydrograph Peak Time Time to Hyd. Inflow Maximum Total Hydrograph 
No. type flow interval Peak volume hyd{s) elevation strge used Description 

{origin) {cfs) {min) {min) {cuft) (ft) (cuft) 

1 Rational 4.356 1 17 11,108 -- ----- ---- A-1 PRE 

2 Rational 6.320 1 15 14,219 -- ---- ----- A-1 POST 

3 Reservoir 3.628 1 41 14,215 2 663.33 4,624 DPOND A-1 

S. MANNING 2024.gpw Return Period: 100 Year Wednesday, 05 / 29 / 2024 
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Hydrograph Summary Report . . . 
Hydraflow Hydrographs Extension for Autodesk® C1v1I 30® by Autodesk, Inc. v2020 

Hyd. Hydrograph Peak Time Time to Hyd. Inflow Maximum Total Hydrograph 
No. type flow interval Peak volume hyd(s) elevation strge used Description 

(origin) (cfs) (min) (min) (cuft) (ft) (cuft) 

1 Rational 4.156 1 17 10,598 --- --- ----- A-2 PRE 

2 Rational 5.939 1 14 12,471 ---- ------ ---- A-2 POST 

3 Reservoir 4.096 1 31 12,467 2 672.67 3,106 PONDA-2 

\\Server\d\Work Folder\HYDROFLOW\S.M -\NReltilta ~al'i0624~}'war Wednesday, 05 / 29 I 2024 
lo veit-✓ 
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Hydrograph Summary Report . .. 
Hydraflow Hydrographs Extension for Autodesk® C1v1I 3D® by Autodesk, Inc. v2020 

Hyd. Hydrograph Peak Time Time to Hyd. Inflow Maximum Total Hydrograph 
No. type flow interval Peak volume hyd(s) elevation strge used Description 

(origin) (cfs) (min) (min) (cuft) (ft) (cuft) 

1 Rational 5.214 1 17 13,295 ----- ----- ---- A-2 PRE 

2 Rational 7.444 1 14 15,633 --- ---- ---- A-2 POST 

3 Reservoir 4.856 1 33 15,629 2 673.15 4,194 PONDA-2 

\\Server\d\Work Folder\HYDROFLOW\S.M I\NR'ettilu\ ~eti062i~J,'war Wednesday, 05/29/2024 
2 \/(:'o-.i/ 
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Hyd rog rap h s Um ma ry Report Hydraflow Hydrographs Extension for Autodesk® Civil 3D® by Autodesk, Inc. v2020 

Hyd. Hydrograph Peak Time Time to Hyd. Inflow Maximum Total Hydrograph 
No. type flow interval Peak volume hyd(s) elevation strge used Description 

(origin) (cfs) (min) (min) (cuft) (ft) (cuft) 

1 Rational 6.840 1 17 17.443 ---- ----- ----- A-2 PRE 

2 Rational 9.770 1 14 20,516 ----- ---- ----- A-2 POST 

3 Reservoir 5.873 1 36 20,512 2 673.91 6,196 PONDA-2 

\\Server\d\Work Folder\HYDROFLOW\S.M ~liR'eWta Jl!etiM24qfp~ear Wednesday, 05 / 29 / 2024 
IDD y y 
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Attachment G

Cultural Resources Inventory Survey 

NOTE TO REVIEWER: Information contained in the Cultural Resources Inventory Survey for the 
Steve Manning Construction Inc., related to the specific location of prehistoric and historic 
sites is confidential and exempt from the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and the California 
Public Records Act (CPRA); therefore, site specific cultural resource investigations are not 
appended to this Initial Study. Professionally qualified individuals, as determined by the 
California Office of Historic Preservation, may contact the City of Redding Development 
Services Department, Planning Division directly in order to inquire about its availability. 



Attachment H 

Letters sent to the Redding Rancheria, The Paskenta Band of Nomlaki Indians, and the Wintu
Tribe of Northern California, prepared by City of Redding



 

DM:es 
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May 7, 2025     
 
 
Paskenta Band of Nomlaki Indians  
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer  
22580 Olivewood Avenue  
Corning, CA 96021 
 
Subject: Tribal Cultural Resources Under the California Environmental Quality Act, AB 52. 

Formal Notification of Determination That a Decision to Undertake a Project, and 
Notice of Consultation Opportunity, Pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1.  

 
Dear Tribal Historic Preservation Officer: 
 
This letter includes information and details for a proposed project located in Redding, California, 
for which the City of Redding (City) is the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Lead 
Agency. As the CEQA Lead Agency, the City has determined that the CEQA documentation is in 
the form of an Initial Study and Negative Declaration. Pursuant to § 21080.3.1 (d), and the City 
respectfully requests that the Paskenta Band of Nomlaki Indians respond with a written request for 
consultation within 30 days of receipt of this letter. 
 
Below, please find a description of the proposed project and the point of contact. Attached is a 
project location map, pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (d).   
 
PROJECT 
 
Project Proponent:  Steve Manning Construction, Incorporated  
 
Project Location:  4977 Mountain Lakes Boulevard and 5000 Caterpillar Road  
 
Project Description:  Amendment Application AMND-2024-00295, to Site Plan Review 

SPR-19-90 by Steve Manning Construction Incorporated, proposes to 
expand the existing contractor storage yard located at 4977 Mountain 
Lakes Boulevard in a “GI” General Industry Zoning District.  

 
Project Planner: Drew Morgan, Assistant Planner 
   777 Cypress Avenue, Redding, CA 96001 
   (530) 225-4407         

Sincerely, 
 
 
     Drew Morgan 
     Assistant Planner 
     Development Services 

CITY OF 

REDDIM 
CA L I FOR ~ 

CITY OF REDDING 
Development Services Planning Division 
777 Cypress Avenue, Redding, CA 96001 
P.O. Box 496071 , Redding, CA 96049-6071 
Phone 530-225-4022 
cityofredding.gov 
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May 7, 2025     
 
 
Redding Rancheria 
James Hayward, Sr. – Cultural Resource Project Manager 
2000 Redding Rancheria Road 
Redding, CA 96001 
 
Subject: Tribal Cultural Resources Under the California Environmental Quality Act, AB 52. 

Formal Notification of Determination That a Decision to Undertake a Project, and 
Notice of Consultation Opportunity, Pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1.  

 
Dear Tribal Historic Preservation Officer: 
 
This letter includes information and details for a proposed project located in Redding, California, 
for which the City of Redding (City) is the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Lead 
Agency. As the CEQA Lead Agency, the City has determined that the CEQA documentation is in 
the form of an Initial Study and Negative Declaration. Pursuant to § 21080.3.1 (d), and the City 
respectfully requests that the Paskenta Band of Nomlaki Indians respond with a written request for 
consultation within 30 days of receipt of this letter. 
 
Below, please find a description of the proposed project and the point of contact. Attached is a 
project location map, pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (d).   
 
PROJECT 
 
Project Proponent:  Steve Manning Construction, Incorporated  
 
Project Location:  4977 Mountain Lakes Boulevard and 5000 Caterpillar Road  
 
Project Description:  Amendment Application AMND-2024-00295, to Site Plan Review 

SPR-19-90 by Steve Manning Construction Incorporated, proposes to 
expand the existing contractor storage yard located at 4977 Mountain 
Lakes Boulevard in a “GI” General Industry Zoning District. 

 
Project Planner: Drew Morgan, Assistant Planner 
   777 Cypress Avenue, Redding, CA 96001 
   (530) 225-4407         

Sincerely, 
 
 
     Drew Morgan 
     Assistant Planner 
     Development Services 

CITY OF 

REDDIM 
CA L I FOR ~ 

CITY OF REDDING 
Development Services Planning Division 
777 Cypress Avenue, Redding, CA 96001 
P.O. Box 496071 , Redding, CA 96049-6071 
Phone 530-225-4022 
cityofredding.gov 
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May 28, 2025 

Kelli Hayward  
Wintu Tribe of Northern California 
PO Box 995   
Shasta Lake, CA 96019 

Subject: Tribal Cultural Resources under the California Environmental Quality Act, AB 52. 
Correction to Formal Notification of Determination of Decision to Undertake a 
Project, and Notice of Consultation Opportunity, Pursuant to Public Resources Code 
§ 21080.3.1.

Dear Ms. Hayward: 

On May 7, 2025, a Tribal Consultation Opportunity letter was mailed to the above address pursuant 
to Public Resources Code 21080.3.1 (d). It was brought to our attention that an error was 
discovered in relation to the name of your tribe within the text of the letter. A revised letter 
correcting this information has been recreated and enclosed for your reference. The project 
information, comment request period, and all other information is accurate.  

This enclosed letter includes information and details for proposed projects located in Redding, 
California, for which the City of Redding (City) is the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) Lead Agency. As the CEQA Lead Agency, the City has determined that the CEQA 
documentation is in the form of an Initial Study that may result in a Negative Declaration, 
Mitigated Negative Declaration, or Environmental Impact Report for a project. Pursuant to 
§ 21080.3.1(d), the City respectfully requests that the Wintu Tribe of Northern California respond
with a written request for consultation within 30 days of receipt of the original letter dated May 7,
2025.

We apologize for any inconvenience this may have caused. If you have any questions, please 
contact Assistant Planner Drew Morgan at dmorgan@cityofredding.org; or by telephone at (530) 
225-4407.

Sincerely, 

Jennifer Gannon, Executive Assistant 
Development Services 

CITY OF REDDING 
Deve!lopment Services Planning Divis -on 
777 Cypress Avenue, Redding, CA 960011 
P.O. !Box 496071 , !Redding, CA 96049-6071 
Phone: 5-30-2.25-4022 
,cityo,fredd,ing_,gov 
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May 28, 2025     
 
 
Kelli Hayward 
Wintu Tribe of Northern California 
PO Box 995  
Shasta Lake, CA 96019 
 
Subject: Tribal Cultural Resources Under the California Environmental Quality Act, AB 52. 

Formal Notification of Determination That a Decision to Undertake a Project, and 
Notice of Consultation Opportunity, Pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1.  

 
Dear Tribal Historic Preservation Officer: 
 
This letter includes information and details for a proposed project located in Redding, California, 
for which the City of Redding (City) is the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Lead 
Agency. As the CEQA Lead Agency, the City has determined that the CEQA documentation is in 
the form of an Initial Study and Negative Declaration. Pursuant to § 21080.3.1 (d), and the City 
respectfully requests that the Wintu Tribe of Northern California respond with a written request 
for consultation within 30 days of receipt of this letter. 
 
Below, please find a description of the proposed project and the point of contact. Attached is a 
project location map, pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (d).   
 
PROJECT 

 
Project Proponent:  Steve Manning Construction, Incorporated  
 

Project Location:  4977 Mountain Lakes Boulevard and 5000 Caterpillar Road  
 

Project Description:  Amendment Application AMND-2024-00295, to Site Plan Review 
SPR-19-90 by Steve Manning Construction Incorporated, proposes to 
expand the existing contractor storage yard located at 4977 Mountain 
Lakes Boulevard in a “GI” General Industry Zoning District. 

 

Project Planner: Drew Morgan, Assistant Planner 
   777 Cypress Avenue, Redding, CA 96001 
   (530) 225-4407         

Sincerely, 
 
 
     Drew Morgan 
     Assistant Planner 
     Development Services 

CITY OF 

REDDIM 
CA L I FOR ~ 

CITY OF REDDING 
Development Services Planning Division 
777 Cypress Avenue, Redding, CA 96001 
P.O. Box 496071 , Redding, CA 96049-6071 
Phone 530-225-4022 
cityofredding.gov 
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MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM 
 

 
[Mitigation Monitoring Program, AMND-2024-00295]   -1- September 22, 2025 

 
Steve Manning Construction, Inc. 

Amendment Application AMND-2024-00295 to  
Site Plan Review SPR-19-90 

 
MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM CONTENTS 
 
This document is the Mitigation Monitoring Program (MMP) for Steve Manning Construction, 
Inc., Contractor Storage Yard. The MMP includes a brief discussion of the legal basis for and the 
purpose of the program, discussion, and direction regarding complaints about noncompliance, a 
key to understanding the monitoring matrix, and the monitoring matrix itself. 
 
LEGAL BASIS OF AND PURPOSE FOR THE MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM 
 
California Public Resources Code Section 21081.6 requires public agencies to adopt mitigation 
monitoring or reporting programs whenever certifying an environmental impact report (EIR) or a 
mitigated negative declaration.  This requirement facilitates implementation of all mitigation 
measures adopted through the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process. 
 
The MMP contained herein is intended to satisfy the requirements of CEQA as they relate to the 
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared for Steve Manning Construction, Inc., 
Contractor Storage Yard. It is intended to be used by City of Redding (City) staff, participating 
agencies, project contractors, and mitigation monitoring personnel during implementation of the 
project. 
 
Mitigation is defined by CEQA Guidelines Section 15370 as a measure that does any of the 
following: 
 
• Avoids impacts altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of an action. 
 
• Minimizes impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of the action and its 

implementation. 
 
• Rectifies impacts by repairing, rehabilitating or restoring the impacted environment. 
 
• Reduces or eliminates impacts over time by preservation and maintenance operations 

during the life of the project. 
 
• Compensates for impacts by replacing or providing substitute resources or environments. 
  
The intent of the MMP is to ensure the effective implementation and enforcement of adopted 
mitigation measures and permit conditions.  The MMP will provide for monitoring of construction 
activities as necessary, on-site identification and resolution of environmental problems, and proper 
reporting to City staff. 
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MITIGATION MONITORING TABLE 
  
The Mitigation Monitoring Table identifies the mitigation measures proposed for the Steve 
Manning Construction Inc., Contractor Storage Yard. These mitigation measures are reproduced 
from the Initial Study and conditions of approval for the project.  The tables have the following 
columns: 
 
Mitigation Measure:  Lists the mitigation measures identified within the Initial Study for a 
specific impact, along with the number for each measure as enumerated in the Initial Study. 
 
Timing:  Identifies at what point in time, review process, or phase the mitigation measure will be 
completed.  
 
Agency/Department Consultation:  References the City department or any other public agency 
with which coordination is required to satisfy the identified mitigation measure. 
 
Verification:  Spaces to be initialed and dated by the individual designated to verify adherence to 
a specific mitigation measure. 

NONCOMPLIANCE COMPLAINTS 
 
Any person or agency may file a complaint asserting noncompliance with the mitigation measures 
associated with the project.  The complaint shall be directed to the City in written form, providing 
specific information on the asserted violation.  The City shall conduct an investigation and 
determine the validity of the complaint.  If noncompliance with a mitigation measure has occurred, 
the City shall take appropriate action to remedy any violation.  The complainant shall receive 
written confirmation indicating the results of the investigation or the final action corresponding to 
the particular noncompliance issue. 
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MITIGATION MONITORING TABLE 
FOR STEVE MANNING CONSTRUCTION INC. MMP 

 

Mitigation Measure Timing/Implementation Enforcement/ 
Monitoring 

Verification 
(Date and 
Initials) 

Biological Resources 

MM-Bio-1 If any ground disturbance occurs within 25 feet of an ephemeral stream or 
50 feet of an intermittent stream, then surveys for the potentially occurring plant species 
shall be completed prior to disturbance of any vegetation in this area. Surveys should 
comply with CDFW Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status 
Native Plant Populations and Sensitive Natural Communities (2018). If no special-
status plants are found, no further measures pertaining to special-status plants are 
necessary. If special status plants are observed, then plants should be avoided with 
implementation of a 10-foot non-disturbance buffer. If avoidance is not possible, then 
consultation with CDFW shall occur to determine the appropriate mitigation measures. 

At time of development Public Works, 
Planning 

 

MM-Bio-2 If vegetation removal and/or construction activities are to occur during the 
bat roosting season (March 1 through August 31), a Qualified Biologist shall conduct a 
preconstruction survey no more than seven days before vegetation removal or 
construction activities begin. If an active roost is found, a non-disturbance buffer shall 
be established for a distance of 500 feet around the nest unless a smaller buffer is 
approved by CDFW. Construction may resume once the young have left the nest or as 
approved by the Qualified Biologist. The survey shall be provided to the CDFW. If a 
lapse in construction activities of 14 days or more occurs during the roosting season, an 
additional roost survey is required to ensure no roosts were established in the area while 
construction was on hold. Minimum qualifications for a Qualified Biologist include a 
bachelor’s degree in biological or environmental science, natural resources 
management, or related discipline; field experience in the habitat types that may occur 
at the Project site; familiarity with the Covered Species (or closely related species) that 
may occur at the Project site; and prior preconstruction survey, construction monitoring, 
or construction oversight experience (if and as relevant to the activity to be conducted). 

At time of development Public Works, 
Planning 
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Mitigation Measure Timing/Implementation Enforcement/ 
Monitoring 

Verification 
(Date and 
Initials) 

Biological Resources 

MM-Bio-3 To avoid impacts to nesting birds and raptors, vegetation removal and/or 
construction shall be conducted between September 1 and January 31. If vegetation 
removal or construction activities are to occur during the nesting season (February 1 
through August 31), a qualified biologist shall conduct a preconstruction survey no 
more than seven (7) days before vegetation removal or construction activities begin. If 
an active nest is found, a non-disturbance buffer shall be established by a qualified 
biologist in coordination with CDFW.  Construction may resume once the young have 
left the nest or as approved by the qualified biologist. The survey shall be provided to 
the CDFW. If construction activities cease for a period greater than (7) days, 
additional preconstruction surveys will be required. 

At time of development Public Works, 
Planning 

 

 




