











































































































allowing intermittent use of the facility by local firefighting personnel. Transportation of
materials to the site via large trucks is estimated to be no more than 6 times per year, with
transport of materials from the site via smaller commercial vehicles at less than once per week.
Operation of forestry equipment on the site is expected to be limited to movement between
transportation vehicles (e.g., flatbed trailers), the maintenance shop, and the fleet storage area
and would not be a significant source of additional noise. The most significant source of
additional noise is likely to result from slightly increased traffic accessing Gibney Lane on the
way to and from the project site as materials and equipment are transported. However, per the
applicants proposal the increase in vehicle trips will be minor, resulting in a less than significant
impact on ambient noise.

b) No Impact: The project does not propose digging, blasting, drilling or other work that is
typically associated with significant groundborne vibrations. Some vibrations may occur as a
result of heavy equipment being moved around within the project site, but these would be
limited to the immediate area around the equipment and not felt off-site.

c) No Impact: The project is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or airport land use
plan, or within two miles of a public airport or public use airport. The closest airport to the
project site is the Little River Airport, located 7.3+ miles to the south. No impacts related to
airport noise will cccur as a result of project approval.

MITIGATION MEASURES: None.

FINDINGS: The proposed project would have a LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT on Noise.

5.14 POPULATION AND HOUSING

: Less Than
Potentially L Less Than No
WOULD THE PROJECT: Significant gnt Significant
with Impact
Impact L Impact
Mitigation

a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth inan area,
either directly (e.g., by proposing new homes and/for O N ] i
businesses) or indirectly (e.g., through extension of roads
or cther infrastructure)?

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

DISCUSSION: The most recent census for Mendocino County was in 2020, with an estimated population
of 87,497. The county has undergone cycles of population boom followed by periods of slower growth. For
example, the county population increased by approximately 25 percent between 1950 and 1950, but barely
grew from 1950 to 1970. Between 1990 and 2000, the population of Mendocino County increased 7.4
percent, a much slower rate of growth than the 20 percent increase from 1980 to 1990. Population growth
slowed further from 2000 to 2007, increasing only 4.6 percent.

Mendocino County’s Housing Element is designed to facilitate the development of housing adequate to
meet the needs of all County residents. The Mendocino Council of Government’'s (MCOG) Regicnal
Housing Needs Plan assigned the County a production goal of 2,552 housing unit for the unincorporated
area between 2009 and 2014. Goals and policies were set forth in order to facilitate the development of
these housing units at a range of sizes and types to address this need.

a) No Impact: Population growth in an area can typically be spurred by either the creation of new
homes, or the displacement of existing homes that forces residents to relocate to other areas.
The project proposes using an existing Industrial site for storage of materials related to forestry
operations, including railcar bridges, timbers, fencing materials, and culverts. The project site
has been used as a mill for more than 50 years and is currently vacant with the exception of a
shop and an unpermitted fire training facility. Residences are not permitted within the Coastal
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Industrial zone with the exception of employee housing related to an industrial operation, so
approval of the project would not result in the loss of either current or possible future home
sites.

b) No Impact: See item a), above.

MITIGATION MEASURES: None.

FINDINGS: The proposed project would have NO IMPACT on Population and Housing.

5.15 PUBLIC SERVICES

WOULD THE PROJECT result in substantial adverse Physical

impacts associated with the provision of new or physically Less Than

altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically Potentially P —— Less Than No
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could | Significant gwith Significant ik
cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain Impact Mitiqation Impact P
acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance 9

objectives for any of the public services:

a) Fire protection? | | | X
b) Police protection? ] n n X
¢) Schools? O O O X
d) Parks? N N N X
e) Other public facilities? n m m X

DISCUSSION: The Mendocino County Office of Emergency Services (OES) is the primary local
coordination agency for emergencies and disasters affecting residents, public infrastructure, and
government operations in the Mendocino County Operational Area.

Fire protection services are provided by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL
FIRE) or cne of several local fire districts. Police protection is provided by the County Sheriff, California
Highway Patrol, or city police. Several school districts and parks are located throughout the County. Cther
public facilities include roads, libraries, water and sewage treatment plants, airports, and animal control
facilities. Projects may have an impact if they would cumulatively contribute to significantly increased
demand for public services such that new facilities would be required. General Plan Policy DE-179
establishes standards for the provision of parkland in the county. The amount of sufficient park space is
determined by population. 26

a) No Impact: Project referrals were provided to both the Fort Bragg Rural Fire Protection District
and CAL FIRE. FBRFP responded with no comments, and CAL FIRE provided a list of state
fire safe regulations that must be complied with before permit approval. The project proposes
storage of nonflammable forestry materials, including metal bridges, culverts, and fencing
materials. No new structures requiring fire protection are proposed, and there would be no
change in the level of service required to provide fire protection.

b) No Impact: The project proposes the use of an existing site for the storage of forestry materials
and use of a shop and fire training facility. The project would not include any cvernight
occupation or residential uses that could increase demand police services.

c) No Impact: The project consists of an industrial use on an industrial site and would not have
any impacts on school services. Any permits for subsequent commercial structures would be
required to pay applicable school fees.

25 The County of Mendocino (2009). General Plan. Retrieved from https:/fwww.men docinocounty. gov/govemnment!planning-buildin g-services/plans/mendocino-
county-general-plan.
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d) No Impact: The total number of employees needed for operation of the facility is estimated at
4 and it is expected that existing staff in the forestry office on the parcel to the south will cover

those responsibilities, so not additional staff will be required.

e) No Impact: See item d) above.

MITIGATION MEASURES: Nore.

FINDINGS: The proposed project would have NO IMPACT on Public Services.

5.16 RECREATION

. Less Than
Potentially Sianifesnt Less Than No
WOULD THE PROJECT: Significant gnt Significant
| with Impact
mpact I Impact
Mitigation
a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional
parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial O [ O X
physical deterioration of the facility would occur or bhe
accelerated?
b) Include recreational facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which might have an O O O X
adverse physical effect on the environment?

DISCUSSION: The County of Mendocino manages a variety of public recreation areas including the Low
Gap Park in Ukiah, Bower Park in Gualala, Mill Creek Park in Talmage, Faulkner Park in Boonville, Indian
Creek Park and Campground in Philo, and the Lion's Club Park in Redwood Valley, all of which are operated
by the Mendocino County Facilities and Fleet Division. Additionally, the County is host to a variety of state
parks, reserves, other state protected areas used for the purpose of recreation, with thirteen (13) locations

along the coast and eight (8) in the inland areas.

a) No Impact: The project proposes storage of forestry materials including railcar bridges, fencing
materials, timbers, and culverts, along with approval of a fire training facility. The project site
is within 5 miles of several state parks along the Mendocino Coast, which could potentially be
visited by project staff. However, the increased use of the park facilities would be negligible

given the low number of employees on the site.

b) No Impact: The project does not propose the construction of new recreational facilities or
require the use of existing facilities, so there will be no physical impacts related to the

construction of new facilities.

MITIGATION MEASURES: None.

FINDINGS: The proposed project would have NONE on Recreation.

5.17 TRANSPORTATION

roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?
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. Less Than
Potentially SRTEAHE Less Than No
WOULD THE PROJECT: Significant ant Significant
Impact with Impact Impact
P Mitigation P
a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy
addressing the circulation system, including transit, O O O X
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Less Than

Potentially Sianificant Less Than No
WOULD THE PROJECT: Significant gnt Significant
Impact with Impact Impact
P Mitigation P
b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section O ] X ]

15064.3, subdivision (b)?

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

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? N O | X

DISCUSSION: General Plan Policy DE-131, DE-148, DE-149 and DE-157 relate to transportation,
including Action ltem DE-138.1. 27 The Mendocino Council of Governments (MCOG) most recently adopted
a Regional Transportation Plan on April 7, 2022. The Regional Transportation Plan is a long-range planning
document that provides a vision of regional transportation goals, policies, objectives, and strategies. These
may be relevant to individual projects when conducting environmental review.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 recommends “specific considerations for evaluating a project's
fransportation impacts. Generally, vehicle miles traveled is the most appropriate measure of transportation
impacts. For the purposes of this section, “vehicle miles traveled” refers fo the amount and distance of
automaobile travel aftributable to a project. Other relevant considerations may include the effects of the
project on transit and non-moforized travel” This section details appropriate methods for determining the
significance of transportation impacts.

According to the 2018 Office of Planning and Research (OPR) Technical Advisory on Evaluating
Transportation Impacts in CEQA, “many local agencies have developed screening thresholds fo indicate
when detailed analysis is heeded. Absent substantial evidence indicating that a project would generate a
potentially significant level of VMT, or inconsistency with a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) or
general plan, projects that generate or attract fewer than 110 trips per day generally may be assumed fo
cause a less-than-significant transportation impact.” 2 The 2010 MCOG Travel Demand Forecasting Model
estimates daily trip generation values for various land uses and geographic areas in Mendocine County
and may be used to assist in determining whether projects exceed the screening threshold. 29

The Mendocino County Department of Transportation (DOT) is responsible for the maintenance and
operation of County maintained roads, bridges, and related features. The County Road and Development
Standards apply to road improvements, project-related improvements in subdivisions, and other land
development projects that require County approval. On state highways under CALTRANS jurisdiction, the
Highway Design Manual establishes policies and procedures that guide state highway design functions.
Mendocino County Code Section 17-52, 53, and 54 establish ot design, configuration, access, and private
road requirements for subdivisions.

a) No Impact: The Mendocino County LCP contains several policies related to transportation and
development along State Route 1, but none that would pertain to the proposed project.
Similarly, Mendocino County Code §20.516.015(C) imposes several transportation
requirements, but only for subdivision projects or where projects relate to corridor preservation
setbacks. The project abuts Holquist Lane, a County road, to the south and would be subject
to corridor preservation setbacks from this road. But neither Holquist Lane nor Gibney Lane
have been improved with pedestrian accommodations including bicycle lanes, so the project
would not conflict with any of these programs.

b) Less than Significant Impact: PRC §15064.3(b) provides methods for a Lead Agency to
evaluate the transportation impacts that may result from approval of a project. The most
common method used to evaluate transportation impacts related to land use projects is by

27 The County of Mendocino (2009). General Plan. Retrieved from hitps:/www.mendocinocounty. govigovermment/planning-building-se vices/plansimendocino-
county-general-plan.

% State of Califonia. Governor's Office of Planning and Research. (2018). Techical Advisory on Evaluating Transportation Impacts in CEQA.

21 Mendocino Council of Governments. (2010). Final Model Develbpment Report: MCOG Travel Demarnd Forecasting Model
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using vehicle miles travelled (VMT) measured against an established threshold of significance.
However, as provided for in §15064.3(b)(3), a qualitative analysis may be conducted for
projects that don't fit within established VMT models or lack a sufficient amount of data to be
so analyzed. The project proposes storage of materials and equipment related to forestry
operaticns, including railcar bridges, timbers, fencing materials, culverts, and equipment. The
operation is estimated to require a maximum of 4 employees to manage, and it's the
expectation of the applicant that these staffing requirements can be met by employees currently
working in the forestry office adjacent to the project site. Transportation of materials to off-site
forestry operations can be expected to occur periodically throughout the year as needed.

The mobile office building on the site is currently leased to a tree care management company.
Per the applicant’s information, the company employs approximately 30 staff, with 15 fleet
vehicles parked daily. Depending on the scheduled work, daily trips can be estimated to range
from 30 — 90 per day, including employees travelling to the site, fleet vehicles leaving and
returning, and employees leaving the site. The Technical Advisory on Evaluating
Transportation Impacts in CEQA prepared by the Governor's Office of Land Use and Climate
Innovation (LCI) indicates that projects that generate or attract less than 110 trips per day may
be generally assumed to cause a less-than-significant impact. The mobile office use of the site
is estimated to fit within this screen threshold. Additional trips generated by the fire training
facility are assumed to be minimal, with use of the tower estimated between one and four days
per month.

The project site is served by Holquist Lane, a publicly maintained road, via State Route 1.
Transportation of materials would likely utilize the local network of state highways including SR
20 and SR 128 before exiting onto private property. The applicant estimates delivery trips to
be approximately 6 incoming and 50 outgoing per year. However, approval of the project may
result in a neutral or net-loss impact on these factors by locating the materials storage site
closer to the end-use locations.

c) Less than Significant Impact: The project proposes the use of an existing developed site for
storage of forestry materials, including railcar bridges, fencing materials, timbers, and culverts
of varying sizes. No new transportation infrastructure is required or proposed for the project,
so ho changes would occur to the existing access roads (State Route 1, Gibney Lane, and
Holquist Lane). Due to the large size of some of the materials, transportation on and off-site
may require the use of a tractor-trailer or larger utility vehicle, which would result in temporary
impacts to vehicles along Gibney Lane during travel. Gibney Lane is a rural two-lane road, so
interactions between personal and commercial vehicles may present challenges due to the
lack of improved shoulders. However this impact is considered to be minimal given the low
frequency of transportation of larger materials, estimated at no more than 6 trips annually.

d) No Impact: The proposed project would not affect emergency access as there would be no

permanent impacts to access roads. Operation of the site for materials storage and fire training
would not require the creation of additional emergency access points.

MITIGATION MEASURES: None.

FINDINGS: The proposed project would have a LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT on Transportation.

5.18 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES
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Less Than

Potentially Less Than

WOULD THE PROJECT: Significant | Sanificant | g ificant | NO
with Impact
Impact e Impact
Mitigation

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in
Public Resources Code §21074 as either a site, feature,
place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in O O O =
terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place,
or object with cultural value to a California Native American
tribe, and that is:

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

i) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its
discretion and supported by substantial evidence,
to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code
§5024.17 In applying the criteria set forth in O O O X
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code
§5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the
significance of the resource to a California Native
American tribe.

DISCUSSION: According to Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21074, “Tribal cultural resources” are
either of the following:

e« Sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a
California Native American tribe that are either of the following:

o Included or determined to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register of Historical
Resources.

o Included in a local register of historical resources as defined in subdivision (k) of Section
9020.1. ("a list of properties officially designated or recognized as historically significant by
a local government pursuant to a local ordinance or resolution.”)

« Aresource 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 Section 5024.1 ((1) Is associated
with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patters of California’s history and
cultural heritage; (2) 1s associated with the fives of persons important in our past, (3) Embodies the
distinctive characteristics of a type, periad, region, or method of construction, or represents the
work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values; (4) Has yielded, or may
be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history). In applying the criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Section 5024.1 for the purposes of this paragraph, the lead agency shall consider
the significance of the resource to a California Native American tribe.

¢ A cultural landscape that meets the criteria of subdivision (a) is a tribal cultural resource to the
extent that the landscape is geographically defined interms of the size and scope of the landscape.

¢ Ahistorical resource described in Section 21084.1, a unique archaeological resource as defined in
subdivision (g) of Section 21083.2, or a “nonunigue archaeological resource” as defined in
subdivision (h) or Section 21083.2 may also be a tribal cultural resource if it conforms with the
criteria of subdivision (a).

PRC Section 5020.1(k) defines a “local register of historical resources” as “a list of properties officially
desighated or recoghized as historically significant by a local government pursuant to a local ordinance or
resaolution.”

PRC Section 5024.1(c) establishes the following: “A resource may be listed as a historical resource in the
California Register if it meets any of the following National Register of Historic Places criteria;

INITIAL STUDY Project #U_2024-0007
DRAFT NEGATIVE DECLARATION PAGE 39



e [s associated with events that have made a significant contribution fo the broad pafterns of
California’s history and cultural heritage.

s /s associated with the lives of persons important in our past.

¢ Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction, or
represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values.

e Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.”

The area known now as Mendocino County has a long history of occupation and use by Native American
groups. Notably the Russian and Eel Rivers as well as other watercourses, valleys, and coastal areas
provided rich and varied habitat for early human occupation. The first dated chronclogical periods and
related cultural patterns within the region were developed by David A Fredrickson in his 1973 Ph.D.
dissertation *° and 1984 regional synthesis. 3' This research provides a baseline archaeclogical information
for the area, but there still remains significant gaps in archaeological data for the region that affects our
understanding of regional cultural history.

From this understanding, ten (10) Native American tribes had territory within the County’s current borders.
The southern third of the County was the home Native Americans speaking the Central Pomo languages.
To the north of the Central Pomo groups were the Northern Pomo, who controlled a strip of land extending
from the coast to Clear Lake in Lake County. The Coast Yuki occupied a portion of the coast extending
from Fort Bragg north to an area slightly north of Rockport. They were linguistically related to a small group,
called the Huchnom, living along the South Eel River north of Potter Valley. Both of these smaller groups
were related to the Yuki, who were centered in Round Valley. At the far northern end of the county, several
groups extended south from Humboldt County. The territory of the Cahto was bounded by Branscomb,
Laytonville, and Cummings. The North Fork Wailaki was almost entirely in Mendocino County, along the
North Fork of the Eel River. Other groups in this area included the Shelter Cove Sinkyone, the Eel River,
and the Pitch Wailaki.

a) No Impact: The project was referred out to a number of Tribes for review and comment, but
no comments were received. The project was also referred to the Northwest Information
Center at Soncma State (NWIC) and the Mendocino County Archaeclogical Commission, but
no additional studies were required. No tribal cultural resources have been identified on the
site, so impacts related to project operation are not expected.
MITIGATION MEASURES: None.

FINDINGS: The proposed project would have NO IMPACT on Tribal Cultural Resources.

5.19 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

. Less Than
Potentially Siarifcarit Less Than No
WOULD THE PROJECT: Significant an Significant
with Impact
Impact L Impact
Mitigation

a) Require or result in the relocation or construction of hew or
expanded water, wastewater treatment or stormwater
drainage, electric  power, natural  gas, or I | | =4
telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation
of which could cause significant environmental effects?

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

* Fredrickson, David, A. 1973. Early Cullures of the North Coast of the North Coast Ranges, Calfomia, UC Davis
# Fredrickson, David, A. 1984. The North Coastal Region, California Archaeology
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Potentially LB Tz Less Than

WOULD THE PROJECT: Significant | Sanificant | g ificant | NO
with Impact
Impact e Impact
Mitigation

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

d) Generate solid waste in excess of state or local standards,

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

e) Comply with federal, state, and local management and [ O O X

reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

DISCUSSION: Public sewer systems in Mendocino County are provided by cities, special districts, and
some private water purveyors. There are 13 major wastewater systems in the county, four of which primarily
serve the incorporated cities, but alsc serve some unincorporated areas. Sewage collected by the
Brooktrails Township Community Services District and Meadowbrook Manor Sanitation District is treated
at the City of Willits Wastewater Treatment Plant. The City of Ukiah’s Wastewater Treatment Plant also
processes wastewater collected by the Ukiah Valley Sanitation District. Sewage disposal in the remainder
of the county is generally handled by private onsite facilities, primarily septic tank and leach field systems,
although alternative engineered wastewater systems may be used.

Solid waste management in Mendocino County has undergone a significant transformation from waste
disposal in landfills supplemented by transfer stations to a focus on transfer stations and waste stream
diversion. These changes have responded to rigorous water quality and environmental laws, particularly
the California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 (AB 939). The Act required each city and county
to divert 50 percent of its waste stream from landfill disposal by the year 2000 through source reduction,
recycling, composting, and other programs. Chapter 3 (Development Element) of the Mendocino County
General Plan (2009) notes there are no remaining cperating landfills in Mendocino County, and as a result,
solid waste generated within the County is exported for disposal to the Potrero Hills Landfill in Solano
County. The Potrero Hills Landfill has a maximum permitted throughput of 4,330 tons per day and a
remaining capacity of 13.872 million cubic yards and is estimated to remain in operation until February
2048.

Mendocino County's Development Goal DE-21 (Solid Waste) states: Reduce salid waste sent to landfills
by reducing waste, reusing materials, and recycling waste. Solid Waste and Hazardous Waste and Material
Management Policy DE-201 states the County’s waste management plan shall include programs to
increase recycling and reuse of materials to reduce fandfilled waste. Mendocino County’s Environmental
Health Division regulates and inspects more than 50 solid waste facilities in Mendocino County, including:
5 closedfinactive municipal landfills, 3 wood-waste disposal sites, 2 composting facilities, and 11 transfer
stations.

a) No Impact: The project proposes storage of forestry materials including railcar bridges,
fencing materials, timbers, and culverts, along with the use of a fire training facility. Domestic
and wastewater services including restrooms are available for employees at the forestry office
adjacent to the project site, so no development of that infrastructure is required or proposed.
Operation of the mobile business office will include a temporary portable toilet for use by
employees of the business. Existing utility services including electrical are sufficient to serve
the utility needs of the project.

b) No Impact: The only water resources required for the site would be in associated with
employee needs (drinking water and restrooms) and dust abatement and fire suppression on
the project site itself. Employee needs are provided by the forestry office on the adjacent
parcel, and dust abatementffire suppression is accomplished through the existing reservoirs
on the project site, Bromley Creek and the existing pond.

INITIAL STUDY Project #U_2024-0007
DRAFT NEGATIVE DECLARATION PAGE 41



c) No Impact: The project site is not served by any wastewater provider. Employee restrooms
are provided in the forestry office on the adjacent parcel, which is served by an existing, on-
site septic. A portable toilet will be placed on the site in conjunction with the mobile business
office for use by employees of that business.

d) No Impact: Materials stored on the site are used in existing forestry ocperations throughout the
County, so generation of solid waste from the project can be expected to be minimal and mostly
related to incidental waste created by employees during their work shifts.

e) No Impact: As noted in item d) above, generation of solid waste on the site will be minimal
and far below federal, state, and local regulatory thresholds.

MITIGATION MEASURES: Nore.

FINDINGS: The proposed project would have NO IMPACT on Utilities and Service Systems.

5.20 WILDFIRE

Less Than

If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands Potentially e Less Than

- . ! . N Significant S No
classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, Significant o Significant IreipE
WOULD THE PROJECT: Impact Mitigation Impact
a) Impair an adopted emergency response plan or 1 1 1 4

emergency evacuation plan?

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors,
exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project [ u [ =4
occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire
or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire™?

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

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including

downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a [ n n X
result of runoff, postfire slope instability, or drainage
challenges?

DISCUSSION: The County of Mendocino County adopted a Mendocino County Operational Area
Emergency Operations Plan (County EOP) on September 13, 2016, under Resolution Number 16-119. As
noted on the County’s website, the County EOP, which complies with local ordinances, state law, and
stated and federal emergency planning guidance, serves as the primary guide for coordinating and
responding to all emergencies and disasters within the County. The purpose of the County EOP is to
“facilitate multi-agency and multi-jurisdictional coordination during emergency operations, particularly
between Mendocino County, local and tribal governments, special districts as well as state and Federal
agencies” (County of Mendocino — Plans and Publications, 2019). In July 2020, an annex to the EOPF was
incorporated to include the Mendocino County Evacuation Plan, which provides both a summary and
detailed version of evacuation and repopulation procedures in the event of a major disaster.

The Mendocino County Community Wildfire Protection Plan (CWPP), updated in May of 2025, was
developed through a collaborative effort by a core team comprised of federal, state, and local agencies,
organizations, tribal representatives, and residents. It offers a comprehensive hazard assessment, project
recommendations, and background information on the community’s wildland fire environment, including
relevant land management plans and agencies. The primary objective of this CWPP is to enhance local
communities’ wildfire mitigation capacity by facilitating collaboration with government agencies. This
collaboration aims to identify high-risk areas and prioritize efforts in mitigation, fire suppression, and
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emergency preparedness. Additionally, the CWPP seeks to increase public awareness regarding both
natural and human-caused wildland fire risks to lives, safety, and the local economy.

Public Resources Code (PRC) §4201-4204 and Government Code 51175-89 direct the California
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) to map areas of significant fire hazards based on
fuels, terrain, weather, and other relevant factors. These zones, referred to as Fire Hazard Severity Zones
(FHSZ), define the application of various mitigation strategies to reduce risk associated with wildland fires.
CAL FIRE is remapping Fire Hazard Severity Zones (FHSZ) for State Responsibility Areas (SRA) and Very
High Fire Hazard Severity Zones (VHFHSZ) in Local Responsibility Areas (LRA) to provide updated map
zones, based on new data, science, and technology. This specific dataset provides DRAFT boundaries for
Very High FHSZs within LRA lands. Since these zones were the result of a model that considers influence
of fire behavior and embers from adjacent lands, zones for SRA and FRA lands are included to assist in
understanding the hazard zoning on LRA lands.

a) No Impact: Beyond the adopted County EOP, no specific emergency response plan exists for
the Gibney Lane neighborhood. The project proposes storage and occasional transportation
of forestry materials, including railcar bridges, timbers, fencing materials, and culverts, in
addition to periodic use of a fire training tower. The forestry operation would require the
temporary presence of only 4 employees, with an unknown number of firefighting personnel
present on site for period training. Operation of the project within the proposed scope would
not have any impacts on emergency access or evacuations.

b) No Impact: The project site is flat and mostly open space, with several riparian areas cutting
through the parcel. The project proposes storage of forestry materials, periodic operation of a
mobile office building, and occasional use of a fire training tower. There are no special
topographic considerations that would result in higher wildfire risk for occupants of this site
during project operation.

c) No Impact: The project proposes using the existing open space area at the northern part of
the parcel as its corporation yard for storing materials related to forestry processing, including
railcar bridges, timbers, fencing materials, and culverts. An existing but unpermitted fire
training tower near the southwest corner of the site would be legalized for use by local fire
personnel for training exercises, and an existing shop would continue to be used for plant
storage and vehicle maintenance. No new construction would cccur as a result of project
approval and no extension or addition of utility services would be required.

d) No Impact: The project proposes to utilize the site as-is for storage of materials and vehicles,
and to legalize the use of an existing fire training tower and mobile cffice building. The project
would not generate any additional runoff into creeks due to the addition of impermeable
surfaces or wastewater being generated, so no downstream flooding impacts would occur. No
changes to existing drainages would occur, as all work and storage would occur at least 50
feet from existing wetlands. The overall site has a slope of 10% or less, so no slope-related
impacts would occur in the event of a wildfire, including landslides or other instabilities.

MITIGATION MEASURES: None.

FINDINGS: The proposed project would have NO IMPACT on Wildfire.

5.21 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

: Less Than
Potentially Sianificant Less Than No
WOULD THE PROJECT: Significant ant Significant
with Impact
Impact P Impact
Mitigation

a) Doesthe project have the potential to substantially degrade
the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the O N o i
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to
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. Less Than
Potentially Sianificant Less Than No
WOULD THE PROJECT: Significant gni Significant
Impact ; \.Nlth. Impact Impact
Mitigation
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?
b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited,
but cumulatively considerable? (‘Cumulatively
considerable® means that the incremental effects of a O ] N i
project are considerable when viewed in connection with
the effects of past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future projects).
c) Does the project have environmental effects, which will
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either I:l | | X
directly or indirectly?

DISCUSSION: Certain mandatory findings of significance must be made to comply with CEQA Guidelines
§15065. The proposed project has been analyzed and it has been determined that it would nct:

*  Substantially degrade environmental quality;

*  Substantially reduce fish or wildlife habitat;

* Cause a fish or wildlife population to fall below self-sustaining levels;

* Threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community;

* Reduce the numbers or range of a rare, threatened, or endangered species;

+ Eliminate important examples of the major pericds of California history or pre-history;

* Achieve short term goals to the disadvantage of long term goals;

*» Have environmental effects that will directly or indirectly cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings; or

*» Have possible environmental effects that are individually limited but cumulatively considerable
when viewed in connection with past, current, and reasonably anticipated future projects.

a) No Impact: As proposed, the project consists of the storage and periodic transportation of
materials for use in off-site forestry operations, including steel railcar bridges, timbers for use
in repairing and shoring up bridges, fencing materials including t-posts and wire, and steel
culverts of assorted sizes used in road repair and maintenance. A portion of the site will be
dedicated to parking of vehicles used in forestry operations. An existing shop will be used for
vehicle maintenance and storage, and an existing but unpermitted fire training structure will be
legalized for pericdic use by local fire personnel. Additionally, an existing but unpermitted
mobile office building will remain to provide office services related to Automotive and
Equipment: Fleet Storage uses currently leasing a portion of the site. No construction or
development would occur on the site with the exception of minimal grading that may be required
to restore existing internal access roads, and pruning or removal of vegetation adjacent to
these roads to allow vehicle access.

The project site was the location of a lumber mill for 50 years, until approximately 2003. Given
the importance of timber operations within the history of Mendocine County and especially the
connection to its coastal communities, it's possible that the old mill site may have contained
structures that would have qualified as historic resources, but these were dismantled
ministerially in the early 2000’s, leaving only the existing maintenance shop. The project would
utilize the existing shop and open space areas for its operations, and would not require any
new development of land or structures. A biological report was prepared for the site in 2024
which found only a single instance of a sensitive resource on the site, and appropriate buffers
are recommended for its protection. Bromley Creek passes through the project site from east
to west and runs to the Pacific Ocean, but the creek has been identified as a Class Il (non-fish
bearing) watercourse, so project operations would not impact any fish or wildlife species.
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b) No Impact: The only foreseeable impacts from project approval have been discussed
elsewhere in this report, and are associated with minor impacts to transportation, biology, and
noise. The project would not have any cumulative impacts related to its operation that are not
otherwise mitigated.

c) No Impact: See item a) and b), above.

MITIGATION MEASURES: None

FINDINGS: The proposed project would have NO IMPACT on Mandatory Findings of Significance.
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