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LASSEN  COUNTY  PLANNING  COMMISSION 
Continued from Public Hearing Opened March 20, 2019 

STAFF  REPORT 
April 2, 2019 

FILE NUMBER: UP 2018-003, RP 2018-001, EIR 2018-001 
OWNER: TLT Enterprises, LLC 
TYPE OF APPLICATION:          Use Permit Amendment, Reclamation Plan 

Amendment, Subsequent Environmental Impact 
Report 

GENERAL LOCATION: The project is located at 476250 Ward Lake Road, 
off Center Road (A-27) in Litchfield, CA  

ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER(S): 109-100-59 (Old 109-100-40, 42, 44)
PROJECT SITE ZONING: U-C-2 (Upland Conservation/Resource Management

District)
GENERAL PLAN: Extensive Agriculture  
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT: Subsequent Environmental Impact Report 
STAFF CONTACT: Nancy McAllister, Natural Resources Technician 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

AUTHORITY FOR APPLICATION: 

Lassen County Environmental Review Guidelines (Board of Supervisors Resolution No. 01-043) 
section 1(b) establishes the procedure for project recommendations, as well as review of and 
recommendations provided upon the Environmental Impact Report. 
______________________________________________________________________________

REGULATING AGENCIES:  

Agency          Identified Permits / Approvals 

Planning Commission 

Board of Supervisors 

Provide Review and Recommendations 

Review and Approve 

Department of Conservation, 
Division of Mine Reclamation 

Lassen County Air Pollution 
Control District 

Review and Approve 

Issue Permit 

INTRODUCTION: 

The purpose of this public hearing is to consider the Use Permit Amendment, Reclamation Plan 
Amendment, and Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR) for the above 
referenced proposed project. 
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The Planning Commission is tasked with reviewing said project and making recommendations to 
the Board of Supervisors, in accordance with the Lassen County Environmental Review 
Guidelines (Board of Supervisors Resolution No. 01-043) section 1(b). The Planning 
Commission is typically the primary decision making body for Use Permits, Reclamation Plans 
and amendments thereto; however, because certification of the EIR requires Board of 
Supervisors approval, the Planning Commission will make a recommendation as to whether or 
not this project is consistent with the Lassen County General Plan, 2000; the Lassen County 
Land Use Element, Lassen County Natural Resource Element; and any other pertinent policies. 
Additionally, the Board of Supervisors is the decision-making body on this project, as overriding 
considerations have been deemed necessary for project approval.  
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION:  
 
This project is a proposal to amend mining operations at the Ward Lake Pit (CA mine ID #91-
18-0008). If approved, the amendment would allow for 24-hour mining operations, Monday 
through Saturday (currently the use permit allows operations from 6:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m., 
Monday through Saturday), extend the life of the mine from 2020 to 2030, and allow annual site 
production in excess of the permitted 100,000 tons during declared emergencies. The increase of 
permitted truck trips was removed from the proposed project amendments at the request of the 
applicant (see Discussion section for details).   
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The Ward Lake Pit currently occupies 160 acres on a 442-acre parcel, owned by TLT Enterprises 
LLC. The surface mining operation is presently permitted for the mining of rock, crushing, 
screening, washing, material stockpiling, fuel storage; operation of a cement plant (12,000 cubic-
yard annual limit) and asphalt plant; and the use of settling ponds, scales, an office and a truck 
shop. Grading, excavating, and blasting are prohibited onsite between January 1 and March 31 
annually, except in a state of emergency, as declared by the local Emergency Services Director 
and/or the Board of Supervisors and/or the City of Susanville. The detonation of explosives is 
prohibited between the hours of 6:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. year-round. Current noise standards for 
the operation, as measured at the nearest affected residentially designated lands, require that 
daytime noise levels stay below 70 dBA and nighttime noise levels stay below 60 dBA (noise 
level standard varies with the cumulative number of minutes the noise lasts in any one-hour time 
period, see Lassen County Noise Element, Table III).  
 
The project area consists mainly of shrub communities, including sagebrush, bitterbrush, and 
rabbitbrush. Approximately 120 acres of the project site, out of 160 permitted acres, has been 
cleared of vegetation. The project area is considered important wintering range for deer and 
antelope, and also serves resident antelope and chuckar. Special status wildlife species that have 
the potential to occur within the project area include the golden eagle, northern harrier, 
Swainson’s hawk, greater sage-grouse, burrowing owl, long-eared owl, short-eared owl, 
loggerhead shrike, gray wolf, American badger, pallid bat, Townsend’s big-eared bat, pygmy 
rabbit, and white-tailed jackrabbit. There are no existing streams or bodies of water within the 
boundaries of the project site, and the site is not within the 100-year floodplain. Several 
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permitted settling ponds are located at the north end of the project site, which drain into 
intermittent channels. The project site is located within the Honey Lake Valley Groundwater 
Basin, which has been identified as a “low priority basin” by the Department of Water 
Resources, signifying that it is not currently at risk for overdraft. The area surrounding the site is 
primarily used for agriculture and open space. The nearest residence is approximately 875 feet 
from the western property line of the project parcel. 
 
The current site conditions serve as the baseline for the above referenced DSEIR. All existing 
and anticipated ground disturbance associated with the mining operation was previously 
considered in an Environmental Document during the mines permitting process. No additional 
ground disturbance is proposed by this project. A current daily haul-truck trip average of 16 
round trips (16 arriving and 16 departing trucks) and daily maximum of 358 round trips (358 
arriving and 358 departing) were accepted as baseline conditions for the DSEIR. These counts 
(16 average and 358 maximum) were arrived at using Ward Lake Pit scale log data from years 
2014-2018 and represent the number of trucks leaving the site, loaded with material. While these 
baseline counts are applicable to analyses in the DSEIR, they do not represent allowable activity 
under the existing use permit entitlement.  
 
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT: 
 
The County of Lassen prepared a Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report, which 
identified potentially significant impacts in the following categories (see DSEIR for more 
information): 

• Land Use and Planning 
• Biological Resources 
• Noise 
• Aesthetic and Visual Resources 
 
Mitigation measures that have been identified to reduce these effects include continuation of 
limited winter operations during the daytime (no grading, excavating, blasting), limiting of 24-
hour operations to April 1 – December 31 annually, limiting of all grading/excavating/blasting to 
7:00a.m.-6:00p.m., limiting of onsite generator start-up to 7:00a.m.-10:00p.m., installation of 
noise reduction barriers, reorientation of generator opening to the north, use of fully shielded 
downward facing light fixtures, directing of light internally when possible, exclusive use of low 
beams on trucks through the local residential areas, posting of "reduce speed," "no use of Jake 
brake," and "wildlife crossing" signs, avoidance of the Litchfield residential area during 
nighttime operations, reduction of haul trucks to a 550 total per day (275 arriving and 275 
departing), and implementation of driver education/awareness events. After mitigation, only 
certain impacts to aesthetics, biological resources, and noise remain significant and unavoidable 
in the DSEIR. Because the DSEIR identified significant and unavoidable impacts, a statement of 
overriding considerations is required for project approval. The applicant has submitted 
documents to support a statement of overriding considerations, to be considered by the Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors.  
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APN 109-100-59

 Source: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS,
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RESOLUTION NO. __________ 
 

RESOLUTION OF THE LASSEN COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION MAKING 
FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDING THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

CONSIDER USE PERMIT AMENDMENT (#2018-003), AND RECLAMATION PLAN 
AMENDMENT (#2018-001), FOR WARD LAKE PIT (MINE ID #91-18-0008), TLT 

ENTERPRISES LLC (Perry Thompson), AND THAT THE BOARD CONSIDER 
CERTIFICATION OF THE FINAL SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

REPORT (#2018-001),  
 
 
WHEREAS, Lassen County has received and accepted use permit and reclamation plan 
amendment applications submitted by TLT Enterprises LLC (Perry Thompson) for Ward Lake 
Pit surface mining operation, to allow for 24-hour mining operations (Monday through 
Saturday), extend the life of the mine from 2020 to 2030, and allow annual site production in 
excess of the permitted 100,000 tons during declared emergencies; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Lassen County Environmental Review Guidelines (Board of Supervisors 
Resolution No. 01-043), and Lassen County Code Section 18.112, establish the procedures for 
project review consistent with both the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and 
County use permit policy; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Environmental Review Officer of Lassen County, following preliminary 
project review, prepared an Initial Study (IS#2018-001) to determine if the proposed project 
could result in significant environment effects; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Lassen County Planning Commission reviewed the Initial Study, and 
determined that there is substantial evidence in the record that, if approved, the project will result 
in significant environmental impacts, and that a Subsequent Environmental Impact Report should 
be prepared and certified prior to project approval; and  
 
WHEREAS, a Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR) has been prepared by 
Lassen County in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), to 
disclose environmental impacts, and evidence presented within said DSEIR indicates that, after 
mitigation, the project will result in significant and unavoidable environmental impacts; and 
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to the Lassen County Environmental Review Guidelines (Board of 
Supervisors Resolution No. 01-043) section 1(b) and section 15025 of the CEQA Guidelines, the 
Board  of Supervisors is required to prepare a  Statement of Overriding Considerations in order 
to approve a project for which significant and unavoidable environmental impacts have been 
disclosed; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission as an advisory body is tasked with reviewing the 
DSEIR, and proposed Use Permit and Reclamation Plan Amendments, and making 
recommendations to the Board of Supervisors; and 
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RESOLUTION NO. _____________ 
Page 2 of 30 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission, after due notice, has considered, in an advisory 
capacity to the Board of Supervisors, Use Permit Amendment #2018-003, and Reclamation Plan 
Amendment #2018-001, submitted by TLT Enterprises LLC (Perry Thompson) for Ward Lake 
Pit surface mining operation, to allow for 24-hour mining operations (Monday through 
Saturday), extend the life of the mine from 2020 to 2030, and allow annual site production in 
excess of the permitted 100,000 tons during declared emergencies; and 
 
WHEREAS, Lassen County has caused notice to be given, in accordance with the law, of a 
public hearing before the Planning Commission in these matters, which hearing was opened on  
March 20, 2019, and was continued to and concluded on April 2, 2019; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Director of Planning and Planning and Building Services has provided to the 
Commission, and the Commission has incorporated into the record of this matter, the DSEIR, 
and supporting documents discussing the environmental effects of the proposed project, 
proposed findings concerning mitigation, project alternatives, and evidence of project benefits to 
support preparation of a Statement of Overriding Consideration including evidence in support of 
the required findings; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has duly considered the DSEIR as required by 
CEQA, and reviewed the above project and actions in light of that DSEIR; and 
 
WHEREAS, before consideration of the proposed project, this Commission called for comments 
on the proposal and all persons so desiring to comment were duly heard; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has considered all of the testimony presented during the 
public comment period and the public hearing. 
 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION 
AS FOLLOWS: 
 
1. The foregoing recitals are true and correct, and the Planning Commission has jurisdiction to 
consider the subject matters of this resolution in an advisory capacity to the Board of 
Supervisors; and 
 
2. The Lassen County Planning Commission certifies that it has reviewed and considered the 
information contained in the DSEIR dated February 2019, for the TLT Enterprises LLC, Ward 
Lake Pit amendment project; and 
 
3. The Planning Commission hereby adopts as its findings the CEQA findings of fact and 
evidence submitted in support of a Statement of Overriding Considerations concerning the TLT 
Enterprises LLC, Ward Lake Pit project, consisting of a use permit amendment and reclamation 
plan amendment, for which detailed findings are attached hereto as EXHIBIT ONE, and 
incorporated herein; and 
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RESOLUTION NO. _____________ 
Page 3 of 30 

4. The Planning Commission hereby adopts as its findings the findings and conditions for 
approval of the use permit amendment and reclamation plan amendment for the TLT Enterprises 
LLC, Ward Lake Pit amendment project, which detailed findings are attached hereto as 
EXHIBIT TWO, and incorporated herein; and 
 
5. The Planning Commission, after careful consideration of the facts, evidence, comments and 
recommendations contained in the DSEIR, and as submitted during the public review of the 
DSEIR, and as presented at the public hearings, hereby adopts the following recommendations to 
the Board of Supervisors: 
 

a. That the Board certify that it has reviewed and considered the information contained in 
the FSEIR for the TLT Enterprises LLC, Ward Lake Pit amendment project, and further 
certify that the FSEIR has been completed in compliance with CEQA. 
 
b. That the Board adopt the findings as set forth in exhibits ONE and TWO attached 
hereto and consider adopting a Statement of Overriding Consideration. 
 
c. That the Board find that the project is consistent with the Lassen County General Plan, 
2000, and the Standish-Litchfield Area Plan 1982. 
 
d. That the Board consider approval of use permit amendment #2018-003 and 
reclamation plan amendment #2018-001, subject to the conditions of approval attached 
hereto as EXHIBIT THREE. 
 
e. That the Board adopt the Mitigation Monitoring Program set forth in the DSEIR. 
 
f. That Board consider and make findings as to whether or not the project as conditioned, 
will or will not, under the circumstances of this case, be substantially detrimental to the 
health, safety, peace, morals, comfort and general welfare of persons residing or working 
in the neighborhood of such use, nor be substantially detrimental or injurious to people, 
property or improvements in the neighborhood. 
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RESOLUTION NO. _____________ 
Page 4 of 30 

PASSED AND ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the Planning Commission of the County of 
Lassen, State of California, on the 2nd day of April 2019, by the following vote: 
 

 AYES:  _____________________________________________________________                                                                                                                                                 
 

 NOES:  _____________________________________________________________                                                                                                                                      
 

 ABSTAIN: _____________________________________________________________                                                                                                                                         
 

 ABSENT: _____________________________________________________________                                                                                                                                          
 
 
 
      __________________________________________ 

Chairman 
Lassen County Planning Commission 

 
ATTEST: 
 
 
___________________________________                                                                           
Maurice L. Anderson, Secretary 
Lassen County Planning Commission 
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RESOLUTION NO. _____________ 
Page 5 of 30 

EXHIBIT ONE 
CEQA FINDINGS 

FINDINGS OF FACT REGARDING ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS, 
MITIGATION MEASURES, PROJECT ALTERNATIVES, 

PROJECT BENEFITS AND STATEMENT OF 
OVERRIDING CONSIDERATION 

 
DRAFT SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

TLT ENTERPRISES LLC, WARD LAKE PIT AMENDMENT PROJECT 
LASSEN COUNTY, CALIFORNIA 

 
 
The Lassen County Planning Commission hereby adopts the following findings relating to the 
TLT Enterprises LLC, Ward Lake Pit amendment project in an advisory capacity to the Board of 
Supervisors, including a recommendation that the Board adopt these same findings and certify 
the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (FSEIR). 
 
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) findings for the proposed action follow. To 
the extent that these findings are adopted by the Board of Supervisors, said findings shall apply 
to the certification that the FSEIR has been prepared in compliance with CEQA. 
 
 
CEQA FINDINGS: 
 
I. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 
 
A. TLT Enterprises LLC (the applicant) submitted applications for a use permit amendment and 
reclamation plan amendment, which applications were accepted by the County as complete on 
March 9, 2018.  
 
B. An initial study dated June 1, 2018, was conducted by Lassen County. Based on the initial 
study, it was determined by the Planning Commission that a Subsequent Environmental Impact 
Report was necessary to evaluate the potential significant effects of the project on the 
environment, with a focus on potential impacts to aesthetics, traffic, biological resources, and 
noise, as these impacts were identified as potentially significant in the Initial Study.  
 
C. A Notice of Preparation dated June 19, 2018, was prepared and distributed to interested 
individuals, agencies and property owners in the vicinity. 
 
D. An Administrative Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report was prepared for County 
staff review before preparation of the Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR). 
Subsequently, the DEIR was prepared to identify, describe, and analyze the environmental 
effects of the proposed project and alternatives. 
 
 
E. Lassen County sent the Notice of Completion of the DSEIR to the State 
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RESOLUTION NO. _____________ 
Page 6 of 30 

Clearinghouse on March 1, 2019. State Review began on March 4, 2019. Notices of 
The DSEIR was published on the Lassen County Planning and Building Services webpage and a 
Notice of Completion, with notice of availability of the DSEIR, was sent to interested parties, 
agencies and property owners within 1 mile of the project site on March 5, 2018. 
 
F. The DSEIR was released to the public and agencies for a 45-day review and comment period, 
beginning on March 5, 2019 and ending on April 18, 2019. The Planning Commission held a 
public hearing during the 45-day DSEIR review period to provide the public, agencies and the 
Planning Commission an opportunity to comment on the DSEIR. The hearing was opened at the 
March 20, 2019, Planning Commission meeting and was continued to the April 2, 2019, meeting. 
Notice of the public hearing was published in the newspaper and distributed to agencies and 
property owners within 1 mile of the project site on March 5, 2019, with a corrected notice 
published on March 12, 2019. 
 
G. A Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (FSEIR) will be prepared, and will 
incorporate the responses to comments received as a result of the public review of the DSEIR. 
The FSEIR is expected to be substantially the same as the DEIR except that it will include copies 
of the comments on the DSEIR, responses to those comments, as well as changes in or additions 
to the text of the DSEIR in response to comments for clarification or additional information. The 
FSEIR will give direct responses to each comment letter received. 
 
H. the DSEIR analyzes the impacts of the TLT Enterprises LLC, Ward Lake Pit amendment 
project. 
 
II. FINDINGS REGARDING NO IMPACTS  
 
The DSEIR identifies those aspects of the project that pose no environmental impacts. No 
mitigation measures are necessary for these aspects of the project. 
 
A. Impacts to Traffic 
 
1. Impacts: 

a) Cause an increase in traffic, which is substantial in relation to the existing traffic load 
and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in either the number 
of vehicle trips, the volume-to-capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections). 
b) Need for additional turn lanes. 

 
2. Findings: 
 a) Impacts to traffic are discussed in Section 4.11 of the DSEIR 

b) No increase in total truck trips will occur as part of the project. There will be no 
change in existing traffic load and capacity. For the duration of 2 to 4 nighttime-required 
highway projects per year, the traffic volume will be redistributed to nighttime hours 
(7:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m.). This redistribution will result in less daytime traffic loading. No 
impact to traffic load and capacity of the street system is anticipated. 
c) The need for an exclusive eastbound left turn lane on Center Road (A27) at the Ward 
Lake Road intersection and the need for an exclusive westbound right turn lane on Center 
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Road (A27) at the Ward Lake Road intersection were reviewed based on guidelines  
presented in the AASHTO publication A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and 
Streets. Analyses of these intersections found that there is a need to construct turning 
lanes due to increased traffic from project operations. 
d) The Planning Commission finds the traffic sections above to have no impact. 

 
III. FINDINGS REGARDING LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS 
 
The DSEIR identifies those environmental impacts that are less than significant. No mitigation 
measures are necessary for less-than-significant impacts. 
 
A. Impacts to Air Quality 
 
1. Impacts: 

a) Exposure of sensitive receptors to substantial concentrations of toxic air contaminants 
 
2. Findings: 

a) Impacts to air quality are discussed in Section 4.3 of the DSEIR  
b) The Health Risk Assessment prepared for the Project assessed the health impacts to 
nearby sensitive receptors from diesel particulate matter generated by additional truck 
trips, and operation of generators onsite. Cancer risks and non-cancer health hazards were 
calculated to be below thresholds for significant health impacts. 
c) The only known current or future project within the vicinity of the proposed Project 
that could combine with the Project-related diesel particulate matter emissions to result in 
a cumulatively significant impact is a smaller aggregate mine located adjacent to and 
south of the site on Bureau of Land Management (BLM) administered land. As discussed 
in the Health Risk Assessment prepared for the Project, the majority of any health 
impacts from mine operations are due to the operation of generators as haul truck 
emissions occur over the length of a haul route and are not near receptors for much 
duration. The adjacent mine does not have any concrete or asphalt plants or associated 
generators that would generate diesel particulate matter. The adjacent mine does not have 
any generators, therefore cumulative impacts related to toxic air contaminants are 
anticipated to be less than significant. 
d) The Planning Commission finds impacts to air quality to be less than significant. 
e) The Planning Commission finds cumulative impacts to air quality to be less than 
significant. 

 
B. Impacts to Biological Resources 
 
1. Impacts: 

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

2. Findings: 
a) Impacts to biological resources are discussed in Section 4.4 of the DSEIR  
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b) Fifteen special-status species are known or have the potential to occur within the 
project area. Impacts were assessed based on habitat availability and documented 
occurrences of the species. Nocturnally foraging animals are likely to avoid the project 
area and utilize alternate habitat in the adjacent public land and privately-owned 
agricultural fields. Diurnal animals will not be impacted by nighttime activities. 
c) As discussed in Section 4.4 of the DSEIR, the Project-level impacts of onsite nighttime 
operations and traffic from the project were determined to have a less-than-significant 
impact on any special-status species in the project area. Impacts of the project to special 
status species are not cumulatively considerable. There are no current or future known 
projects requiring nighttime operations in the County that would combine with the project 
to result in cumulatively significant impacts to special status species. 
d) The Planning Commission finds the above impacts to biological resources to be less 
than significant. 
e) The Planning Commission finds the above cumulative impacts to biological resources 
to be less than significant. 

 
C. Impacts to Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
 
1. Impacts: 

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a 
significant impact on the environment. 
b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of 
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases. 

 
2. Findings: 
 a) Impacts to greenhouse gas emissions are discussed in Section 4.5 of the DSEIR 

b) The County determined in the Initial Study that the Project may have a less-than-
significant impact to GHG emissions, directly or indirectly, that may significantly impact 
the environment. No changes are being proposed to the permitted production of the 
asphalt or concrete plants, and therefore the total amount of GHG produced by the plant 
remains unchanged. An analysis of potential truck emissions completed by Lassen 
County using thresholds from the Bay Area GHG Management District resulted in values 
below the CEQA thresholds of significance for GHG (see initial study). The additional 
analysis including the calculated emissions from the asphalt plant and concrete plant, 
support the assessment and conclusion that the Project will have a less-than-significant 
impact to GHG emissions, directly or indirectly, on the environment. 
c) No specific area plans or numerical threshold of significance for GHG emissions have 
been established by Lassen County. Therefore, the focus is whether the Project is 
consistent with applicable federal and state regulations and programs adopted to achieve 
state and regional reductions in GHG emissions. The Project is not in violation of any 
State or Federal standard. 
d) The Project does not violate any state or federal plans or standards. In addition, the 
operation of the facility is a benefit to Lassen County in that the maintenance of roads 
and other infrastructure requiring the generation of asphalt pavement and concrete are 
necessary for support of a safe public transportation system within Lassen County. The 
generation of pavement material and concrete are required whether located at this facility 
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or other facilities further away. The transportation of materials from facilities further 
away would result in higher emissions per ton of material produced due to the increased 
emission from miles traveled by truck. For these reasons, this impact is considered less 
than significant and no mitigation is required. The Project will not result in a cumulative 
impact that would conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the 
purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases. 
e) The Planning Commission finds impacts to greenhouse gas emissions to be less than 
significant. 
f) The Planning Commission finds cumulative impacts to greenhouse gas emissions to be 
less than significant. 

 
D. Impacts to Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
 
1. Impacts: 

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or environment through the routine transport, 
use, or disposal of hazardous materials or through reasonable foreseeable upset and 
accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment. 
b) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving 
wildland fires. 

 
2. Findings: 
 a) Impacts to hazards and hazardous materials are discussed in Section 4.6 of the DSEIR 

b) The Project does not include changes to mineral or asphalt production. The existing 
permitted mineral and asphalt production amount were analyzed under a previous 
environmental document and the impact was concluded to be less than significant. 
Additionally, the operation is required to have the necessary permits from Lassen County 
Environmental Health for storing hazardous materials. Operations will continue to follow 
the applicable laws and regulations regarding hazardous material transport, as defined in 
Section 353 of the California Vehicle Code. 
c) The Project includes nighttime operations that may add to the risk of fire starting on 
site at night. However, wildfire spreading is reduced at night, due to increased relative 
humidity and decreased temperature and wind. The potential of fire to spread to the few 
residences in the area is low, due to roads and agricultural use. Additionally, it is 
expected that operation will move from day to night (project specific), without additional 
shifts. Because the volume of mining is not increasing, but rather undergoing a change in 
its timing, the cumulative risk for wildfire will not increase. 
d) Project-level impacts related to the transport, use or disposal of hazardous materials 
will be less than significant and will not be cumulatively considerable. There are no 
projects in the county that will combine with the project to result in a cumulative impact 
related to hazardous materials. 
e) The Project will result in no hazards and hazardous material impacts with exception of 
a possible change in the risk of fire starting onsite at night during 24-hour operations. The 
Project will not introduce new activities at the site or increase the likelihood of fires 
onsite. Project impacts related to wildland fires will not be cumulatively considerable, 
and will not contribute to cumulative impacts. 
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f) The Planning Commission finds impacts to hazards and hazardous materials to be less 
than significant. 
g) The Planning Commission finds cumulative impacts to hazards and hazardous 
materials to be less than significant. 

 
E. Impacts to Hydrology and Water Quality 
 
1. Impacts: 

a) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater 
recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the 
local groundwater table level. The Project will not change groundwater use at the Project 
site. The project is not expected to create a demand for water in excess of available 
supplies. 

 
2. Findings: 
 a) Impacts to hydrology and water quality are discussed in Section 4.7 of the DSEIR 

b) The Project will not change groundwater use at the Project site. The project is not 
expected to create a demand for water in excess of available supplies. 
c) Hydrology and Water Quality impacts are cumulatively considerable when considered 
with all current and future projects within the same groundwater basin that may utilize 
groundwater. There is currently no trend or pattern indicating overdraft in the basin. The 
Project is not expected to create a demand for water in excess of available supplies. No 
additional projects that would use a substantial amount of groundwater have been 
identified in the County.  
d) The Planning Commission finds impacts to hydrology and water quality to be less than 
significant. 
e) The Planning Commission finds cumulative impacts to hydrology and water quality to 
be less than significant. 

 
F. Impacts to Noise 
 
1. Impacts: 

a) Result in the exposure or persons to or generation of excessive ground borne vibration 
or ground borne noise levels. 

 
2. Findings: 
 a) Impacts to noise are discussed in Section 4.9 of the DSEIR 

b) The project will not introduce any new equipment or processes to the project site that 
will increase the levels of vibration or ground born noise levels generated by current 
onsite operations. The project would result in an increase in truck traffic on roadways 
during nighttime hours, however loaded trucks produce vibration levels less than the 
threshold at which vibration becomes annoying or levels that could cause damage to any 
buildings along the material haul route. 
c) The Project does not result in the addition of any new equipment or processes to the 
project site that will increase vibration or ground borne noise levels, and there are no 
projects within the area that will include stationary sources of vibration or ground borne 
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noise levels. Increases in vibration from truck traffic are cumulatively considerable in 
combination with projected traffic increases through the year 2030. However, even when 
increased traffic volumes are considered, loaded truck pass-bys produce vibration levels 
below human annoyance thresholds and below levels that could result in damage to 
structures along area roadways. 
d) The Planning Commission finds the above impacts to noise to be less than significant. 
e) The Planning Commission finds the above cumulative impacts to noise to be less than 
significant. 

 
G. Impacts to Public Services 
 
1. Impacts: 

a) Result in the Need for New or Physically Altered Facilities related to Fire Protection. 
 
2. Findings: 
 a) Impacts to public services are discussed in Section 4.1 of the DSEIR 

b) The addition of nighttime operations could increase the risk of onsite fires, but this is 
not anticipated to affect service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for 
fire protection services. 
c) Impacts from the Project are cumulatively considerable in combination with all other 
current and future projects that would result in an increased demand for fire protection 
services. The County has not identified any cumulative projects within Lassen County. 
The Project will change the timing of fires onsite due to 24-hour operations but will not 
result in an overall increase in fire risks at the site. 
d) The Planning Commission finds impacts to public services to be less than significant. 
e) The Planning Commission finds cumulative impacts to public services to be less than 
significant. 

 
H. Impacts to Traffic 
 
1. Impacts: 

a) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard established by 
the County congestion management agency for designated roads or highway. 
b) Conflict with local circulation policies. 
c) Cause a cumulative increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to the existing 
traffic load and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in either 
the number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at 
intersections). 
d) Cause a cumulative need for additional turn lanes. 

 
2. Findings: 
 a) Impacts to traffic are discussed in Section 4.11 of the DSEIR 

b) Analysis of intersection traffic capacity at Center Road (A27)/Ward Lake Road and 
Center Road (A27)/Cutoff Road focused on the impacts to the Level of Service defined 
for each roadway. No degradation to Level of Service is anticipated. 

16



RESOLUTION NO. _____________ 
Page 12 of 30 

c) The Lassen County General Plan Circulation Element and the Standish-Litchfield Area 
Plan Circulation Element contain goals, policies, and implementation measures related to 
circulation in the project area. The Project will have a minimal impact on the Level of 
Service at the Center Road (A27)/Ward Lake Road and Center Road (A27)/Cutoff Road 
intersections. Level of Service at these intersections will remain at LOS A under existing, 
plus Project, traffic conditions. 
d) Lassen County requires that no public highway or roadway should be allowed to fall to 
or exist for a substantial amount of time at or below a Level of Service rating of “E” (i.e., 
road at or near capacity; reduced speed; extremely difficult to maneuver; some 
stoppages).The Project combined with a 1 percent traffic increase each year is not 
anticipated to degrade roadway capacity below a Level of Service of “E”. 
e) The Project combined with a 1 percent traffic increase each year is not anticipated to 
degrade roadway or intersection capacity or result in the need for additional turn lanes.in 
the Project area. 
f) Combined with regional growth of 1 percent each year, the Project traffic is not 
expected to result in a significant cumulative impact to the load and capacity of the street 
system. 
g) The Planning Commission finds the above impacts to traffic to be less than significant. 
h) The Planning Commission finds the above cumulative impacts to traffic to be less than 
significant. 

 
I. Impacts to Utilities and Service Systems 
 
1. Impacts: 

a) Require New or Expanded Water Supply Entitlements. 
 

2. Findings: 
 a) Impacts to utilities and service systems are discussed in Section 4.12 of the DSEIR 

b) Well water is used by the current operation for wet suppression of onsite dust. While 
the amount of groundwater used by the surface mining operation may be impacted by the 
proposed Project amendment, the Project is not expected to create a demand for water in 
excess of available supplies.  
c) The geographic context for cumulative impacts related to water at the site is the 
Honey Lake Valley Groundwater Basin. The Project water use will not have significant 
impact to groundwater supplies and no new or expanded water quality entitlements will 
be required. 
d) The Planning Commission finds impacts to utilities and service systems to be less than 
significant. 
e) The Planning Commission finds cumulative impacts to utilities and service systems to 
be less than significant. 
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J. Impacts to Energy Consumption 
 
1. Impacts: 

a) The project’s energy requirements and its energy use efficiencies by amount and fuel 
type for each stage of the project including construction, operation, maintenance and/or 
removal. If appropriate, the energy intensiveness of materials may be discussed. 
b) The effects of the project on local and regional energy supplies and on requirements 
for additional capacity. 
c) The effects of the project on peak and base period demands for electricity and other 
forms of energy. 
d) The degree to which the project complies with existing energy demands. 
e) The effects of the project on energy resources. 
f) The projects projected transportation energy use requirements and its overall use of 
efficient transportation alternatives. 
 

2. Findings: 
 a) Impacts to energy consumption are discussed in Section 4.13 of the DSEIR 

b) Because project work during operations will be transferred from daytime to nighttime 
use, there will be only a slight increase in generator fuel consumption. The increase in 
generator use for lighting represents a small draw on generator power and will be for 
limited duration, two to four times per year. The project would not result in any unusual 
characteristics that would result in excessive long-term operational fuel consumption. 
Fuel consumption associated with vehicle trips generated by the project would not be 
considered inefficient, wasteful, or unnecessary; in fact, the local nature of the facility 
results in fewer vehicle trips for local construction projects. The extension of the project 
for a 10-year period will continue the use of diesel fuel for generators and heavy-duty 
trucks. All new trucks must meet new emission control guidelines. The Hat Creek 
Construction fleet is in change-out period for trucks. In addition, Hat Creek Construction 
will be making improvements to the mixes of asphalt to be more energy and resource 
efficient, such as using RAP in mixes. 
c) The project will not have a negative impact on local and regional energy supplies. The 
use of locally produced asphalt and aggregate will reduce overall energy demand due to 
decrease in miles from the location of final use. 
d) There are no project impacts on peak and base period demand for electricity and other 
forms of energy. 
e) The project is in compliance with existing energy standards. 
f) The project uses diesel for onsite fuel. No other alternatives are available. 
g) No transportation alternatives are available for product delivery at this time. Energy 
use is not anticipated to increase over time. 
h) The Project will not combine with other projects to create a significant impact on local 
and regional energy supplies resulting in a need of additional capacity. The Project will 
not combine with other projects to result in an increase on peak and base period demand 
for electricity and other forms of energy, or result in a significant impact on energy 
resources. 
i) The Planning Commission finds impacts to energy consumption to be less than 
significant. 
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j) The Planning Commission finds cumulative impacts to energy consumption to be less 
than significant. 
 

IV. FINDINGS REGARDING IMPACTS MITIGATED TO A LESS-THAN-
SIGNIFICANT LEVEL 
 
The DSEIR identifies those environmental impacts that are mitigable. Conditions of Approval 
for the project will be imposed that will mitigate or avoid these mitigable impacts. 
 
A. Impacts to Biological Resources 
 
1. Impacts: 

a) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or 
wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or 
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites; specifically nighttime operations to 
Pronghorn antelope, mule deer and nocturnal foragers. 

  i) Additional Noise and Light Levels. 
ii) Increased Traffic Impacts to Wildlife. 

  
2. Mitigation Measures: 

a) Operator shall continue limits on operations from January to March 31. Impacts can be 
lessened through continuing seasonal operating restrictions included in the Condition of 
Approval for Use Permit No. 96056: Except in a state of emergency, as declared by the 
local Emergency Services Director and/or the Board of Supervisors and/or the City of 
Susanville, no grading, excavating, or blasting on the site shall be allowed between 
January 1 and March 31 annually. 
b) Operator shall conduct no nighttime operations (7:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m.) during the 
period of January 1 to March 31. Applying the existing operational restriction to the 
proposed nighttime operations would eliminate additional disturbance/displacement of 
pronghorn antelope and mule deer utilizing the winter habitat during the winter months. 
c) Year-round nighttime operation restrictions. No grading, blasting, or excavating shall 
be allowed onsite between the hours of 6:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. 
d) Lighting fixture design. To minimize the effects of lighting of artificial light on 
wildlife, lighting fixtures associated with nighttime project work shall be downward 
facing and fully shielded. Lighting equipment should be designed and installed to 
minimize light pollution. 
e) Noise reduction barriers. Adverse effects from noise may be reduced through 
installation of noise berms constructed around the project area where heavy machinery is 
in use. Barriers can eliminate or minimize the impacts of vibrations that may result from 
nighttime operations. 
f) No “jake brake” usage. This option can significantly reduce the noise impacts from the 
increased traffic volume. “No use of jake brake” signs shall be posted on the access road 
and at the Center Road (A27) and Ward Lake Road intersection. 
g) Wildlife crossing signage on roadways. This option would educate drivers about the 
potential for wildlife encounters on roads during nighttime hours. Signage will be 
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permanent. This measure can prevent direct mortalities to nocturnal wildlife. Signs will 
be added along Center Road and Ward Lake Road with County approval. 
h) Reduce traffic speed on roadways. This mitigation would reduce the speed limit in 
order to minimize traffic impacts to wildlife. “Reduce speed to 25 MPH” signs would 
reduce the speed limit on Ward Lake Road during nighttime hours, granting a longer 
reaction time should any wildlife be encountered on a roadway. 
i) Driver education. Hat Creek Construction will conduct education events to increase 
driver awareness to avoid wildlife vehicle impacts. 

 
3. Findings: 
 a) Impacts to biological resources are discussed in Section 4.4 of the DSEIR 

b) The addition of periods of 24-hour operations would result in additional disturbance to 
pronghorn antelope and mule deer by extending onsite operational noise to nighttime 
hours and introducing nighttime lighting. 24-hour operations could have a significant 
impact if these operations were to occur in the period from December to March. 
However, nighttime operations are prohibited for this period. Nighttime operations are 
prohibited from January 1 to March 31. 
c) Nighttime operations between April 1 and December 31 could result in potential 
encounters on roadways with pronghorn antelope and mule deer during dawn and dusk. 
d) The Planning Commission finds impacts to the above biological resources, after 
implementation of the above mitigation measures, to be less than significant. 
e) The Planning Commission finds cumulative impacts to the above biological resources, 
after implementation of the above mitigation measures, to be less than significant. 

 
B. Impacts to Land Use 
 
1. Impacts: 

a) Conflict with Lassen County General Plan or Standish-Litchfield Area Plan.  
 

2. Mitigation Measures: 
 a) Operator shall continue limits on operations from January to March 31. 

Impacts can be lessened through continuing seasonal operating restrictions included in 
the Condition of Approval for Use Permit No. 96056: Except in a state of emergency, as 
declared by the local Emergency Services Director and/or the Board of Supervisors 
and/or the City of Susanville, no grading, excavating, or blasting on the site shall be 
allowed between January 1 and March 31 annually. 
b) Operator shall conduct no nighttime operations (7:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m.) during the 
period of January 1 to March 31. Applying the existing operational restriction to the 
proposed nighttime operations would eliminate additional disturbance/displacement of 
pronghorn antelope and mule deer utilizing the winter habitat during the winter months. 
c) Year-round nighttime operation restrictions. No grading, blasting, or excavating shall 
be allowed onsite between the hours of 6:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. 
d) Lighting fixture design. To minimize the effects of lighting of artificial light on 
wildlife, lighting fixtures associated with nighttime project work shall be downward 
facing and fully shielded. Lighting equipment should be designed and installed to 
minimize light pollution. 
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e) Noise reduction barriers. Adverse effects from noise may be reduced through 
installation of noise berms constructed around the project area where heavy machinery is 
in use. Barriers can eliminate or minimize the impacts of vibrations that may result from 
nighttime operations. 
f) No “jake brake” usage. This option can significantly reduce the noise impacts from the 
increased traffic volume. “No use of jake brake” signs shall be posted on the access road 
and at the Center Road (A27) and Ward Lake Road intersection. 
g) Wildlife crossing signage on roadways. This option would educate drivers about the 
potential for wildlife encounters on roads during nighttime hours. Signage will be 
permanent. This measure can prevent direct mortalities to nocturnal wildlife. Signs will 
be added along Center Road and Ward Lake Road with County approval. 
h) Reduce traffic speed on roadways. This mitigation would reduce the speed limit in 
order to minimize traffic impacts to wildlife. “Reduce speed to 25 MPH” signs would 
reduce the speed limit on Ward Lake Road during nighttime hours, granting a longer 
reaction time should any wildlife be encountered on a roadway. 
i) Driver education. Hat Creek Construction will conduct education events to increase 
driver awareness to avoid wildlife vehicle impacts. 

 
3. Findings: 
 a) Impacts to land use are discussed in Section 4.8 of the DSEIR 

b) Goal L-22 contained in the Lassen County General Plan Land Use Element is 
“Protection and enhancement of important wildlife habitats to support healthy, abundant 
and diverse wildlife populations.” 
c) Goal L-22 does not contain mention of a specific species or criteria for consistency; 
however, the Project site does contain critical winter range for pronghorn and mule deer. 
The impacts of nighttime operations to pronghorn and mule deer and special-status 
species are discussed in the Biological Resources section of the DSEIR. With 
implementation of the Biological Resource Mitigation Measures, the Project will not 
conflict with Goal L-22 of the Lassen County General Plan Land Use Element. 
d) The Planning Commission finds impacts to land use, after implementation of the above 
mitigation measures, to be less than significant. 
e) The Planning Commission finds cumulative impacts to land use, after implementation 
of the above mitigation measures, to be less than significant. 

 
C. Impacts to Noise 
 
1. Impacts: 

a) Result in exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards 
established in the Lassen County General Plan. 
 i) Materials Facility Extended Hours of Operations. 
 ii) Materials Haul Truck Operations. 
 

2. Mitigation Measures: 
a) The operator shall restrict the start-up of onsite generators to between the hours of 7:00 
a.m. to 10:00 p.m. 
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b) Shield the asphalt plant generator noise levels by placing the generator behind either a 
berm or barrier, and orienting the generator opening to the north. The berm or barrier 
shall extend to a height even with the top of the generator enclosure.  
c) No use of “jake” brakes leaving the Project site. 
d) “Reduce speed” signs will be posted by the operator for tucks on the access road and 
Ward Lake Road and “no use of jake brake” signs will be posted by the operator on the 
access road and at the Center Road (A27) and Ward Lake Road intersection. 
e) Maintain traffic noise below 65 dB Ldn by reducing truck traffic during 24-hour 
operations to 550 one-way truck trips (275 arriving and 275 departing). 

 
3. Findings: 
 a) Impacts to land use are discussed in Section 4.8 of the DSEIR 

b) Based upon the measured noise levels, it is expected that the on-site activities, which 
include the batch plants and crushing operations, will result in hourly noise levels equal 
to, or less than, 45 dBA L50. The primary increase in L50 values occurred between 6:00 
a.m. and 8:00 a.m. during the generator start-up operations. Once operations occur, they 
are generally in the mid 30 dBA L50 range. Based upon the Noise analysis, the nighttime 
noise levels could exceed the Lassen County nighttime noise level criteria of 40 dBA 
L50, if generator start-up operations occur during the nighttime hours of 10:00 p.m. to 
7:00 a.m. 
c) Figure 4 of the Lassen County Noise Element identifies a conditionally acceptable 
range of 60-70 dBA Ldn for transient noise sources.  
d) The Project will continue to exceed the 60 dBA Ldn noise level standard along Ward 
Lake Road, and a portion of Center Road (A27), west of Ward Lake Road under worst-
case operating conditions. Mitigation Measure e) (above) will lessen the current impact to 
65 dBA Ldn, a conditionally acceptable level, assuming a distribution of 377 one-way 
truck trips between 7:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m. and 173 one-way truck trips during 
nighttime hours.  
e) The Planning Commission finds the above impacts to noise, after implementation of 
the above mitigation measures, to be less than significant. 
f) The Planning Commission finds the above cumulative impacts to noise, after 
implementation of the above mitigation measures, to be less than significant. 

 
V. FINDINGS REGARDING SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE IMPACTS 
 
The DSEIR identifies those environmental impacts that are significant and unavoidable. 
Although these impacts cannot be avoided, Conditions of Approval for the project will be 
imposed that will mitigate these impacts. 
 
A. Impacts to Aesthetic and Visual Resources 
 
1. Impacts: 

a) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its 
surroundings through project lighting and nighttime views. 
b) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or 
nighttime views in the area (headlight impacts). 
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2. Mitigation Measures: 

a) Direct lighting internally into the site and berm site areas to minimize impact when 
possible. 
b) Install fully shielded (pointing downward) lighting fixtures.  
c) Use only low beams on trucks in residential areas during nighttime operations.  

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

b) The Project will alter the visual character of the site through the use of nighttime 
lighting during 24-hour operations. Lighting fixtures are currently used onsite during the 
morning and evening hours. The Project will extend the use of the lighting to include the 
hours between 7:00 p.m. and 6:00 a.m. during periods of 24-hour operation. 
c) The Project will allow 24-hour operations resulting in an increase in nighttime truck 
traffic on Project area roads. The Project will result in increased nighttime traffic 
headlight use on roadways in the Project area. Local roadways used by Project traffic will 
include Ward Lake Road and Center Road (A27). Homes along Ward Lake Road are as 
close as 60 feet from the roadway. Headlight use will not impact large-scale nighttime 
views, but does have the potential to significantly degrade the existing visual quality of 
areas close to the roadways at night. 
e) The Planning Commission finds impacts to aesthetics and visual resources, after 
implementation of the above mitigation measures, to be significant and unavoidable to 
residences along Ward Lake Road. 
f) The Planning Commission finds cumulative impacts to aesthetics and visual resources, 
after implementation of the above mitigation measures, to be significant and unavoidable. 

 
B. Impacts to Biological Resources 
 
1. Impacts: 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on 
any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status species in local or 
regional plans, policies, or regulations or by DFG or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS). 
 i) Extending Site Life. 
 

2. Mitigation Measures: 
No mitigation measures are available. 
 

3. Findings: 
 a) Impacts to biological resources are discussed in Section 4.4 of the DSEIR 

b) The Project would extend the life of the mine an additional 10 years, from 2020 to 
2030. Extension of the life of the mine for 10 years would extend the significant impact   
of the existing operation to pronghorn and mule deer. The project would not result in any 
additional impacts to pronghorn or mule deer; however, it would extend impacts that 
have been determined to be significant and unavoidable. Extending the life of the mine 
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would also prolong the amount of time before the site can be reclaimed back to habitat 
for these species. 
c) The Planning Commission finds the above impacts to biological resources to be 
significant and unavoidable. 
d) The Planning Commission finds the above cumulative impacts to biological resources 
to be significant and unavoidable. 

 
C. Impacts to Noise 
 
1. Impacts: 

a) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above 
levels existing without the project. 
b) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project 
vicinity above levels existing without the project. 
 

2. Mitigation Measures: 
a) The operator shall restrict the start-up of onsite generators to between the hours of 7:00 
a.m. to 10:00 p.m. 
b) Shield the asphalt plant generator noise levels by placing the generator behind either a 
berm or barrier, and orienting the generator opening to the north. The berm or barrier 
shall extend to a height even with the top of the generator enclosure.  
c) No use of “jake” brakes leaving the Project site. 
d) “Reduce speed” signs will be posted by the operator for tucks on the access road and 
Ward Lake Road and “no use of jake brake” signs will be posted by the operator on the 
access road and at the Center Road (A27) and Ward Lake Road intersection. 
e) Maintain traffic noise below 65 dB Ldn by reducing truck traffic during 24-hour 
operations to 550 one-way truck trips (275 arriving and 275 departing). 
 

3. Findings: 
 a) Impacts to noise are discussed in Section 4.9 of the DSEIR 

b) The Project will result in traffic noise increases along the Material Haul Routes 
Increases in traffic noise levels would result in a significant increase in noise levels in the 
in the project vicinity above those existing without the project. 
c) The Planning Commission finds the above impacts to noise, after implementation of 
the above mitigation measures, to be significant and unavoidable. 
d) The Planning Commission finds the above cumulative impacts to noise, after 
implementation of the above mitigation measures, to be significant and unavoidable. 

 
VI. FINDINGS REGARDING PROJECT ALTERNATIVES 
 
Section 15126(c) of the California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines calls for exploration of 
all available mitigation measures and an explanation of the reason for selecting the 
recommended measures. Other mitigation options that are available are listed below, as well as 
the reason they were not recommended in the DSEIR. However, the Planning Commission and 
Board of Supervisors may choose to consider any of these measures in their deliberations. 
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A. Alternative 1 – No Project Alternative. 
 

1. The “no project” alternative would include the continuation of mining operations at the 
site as currently permitted under Use Permit 96056. Hours of mining operations would 
remain 6:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m., Monday through Saturday; mining would continue until 
the year 2020; site production would be limited to the permitted 100,000 tons per year.    
   Under the “no project” alternative, materials for projects requiring nighttime hauling 
and delivery of material would be supplied by another source. In addition, the operation 
would only be able to supply materials to fewer/smaller projects. 
 
2. Impacts:  

a) Under the “no project” alternative, environmental conditions at the site would 
remain as they currently exist. The “no project” alternative would eliminate any 
impacts of the proposed Project related to aesthetics, air quality, biological 
resources, land use, noise, and traffic and transportation in the Project area.  
b) Under the “no project” alternative, materials for large local projects or local 
projects requiring 24-hour material hauling would be provided by a different 
source.  Depending on the location of the alternate source, the “no project” 
alternative could result in an increase in greenhouse gas emissions or air quality 
impacts since construction materials for local projects may need to be provided by 
sources located a greater distance from construction projects. 

 
3. Findings: 

a) The “no project” alternative would eliminate the significant impacts of the 
proposed Project at the project site, but would not meet any of the Project 
objectives. 
b) The “no project” alternative could result in an increase in greenhouse gas 
emissions and air quality impacts if sources out of the area are used for local 
construction projects requiring 24-hour material hauling. 

 
B. Alternative 2 – Reduced Truck Trip Alternative – 550 Total Trucks, Daytime Only. 
 

1. This alternative is similar to the proposed Project, but with a reduction in the number 
of total truck trips as well as no trucking or onsite operations between the hours of 10:00 
p.m. to 7:00 a.m. This reduced truck trip alternative includes hauling, Monday through 
Saturday; extension of the life of the mine from 2020 to 2030; and annual site production 
in excess of the permitted 100,000 tons per year if required during Federal-, State-, or 
County- declared emergencies. 
   The reduced truck trip alternative would limit maximum daily truck trips to 550 one-
way truck trips (275 in and 275 out) instead of 700 (350 in and 350 out). Trucking would 
occur only from the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.  This   volume of trucks was 
identified by j.c. brennan & associates, Inc., as the number of trucks that would reduce 
traffic noise levels to 60 dB Ldn along roadways utilized by the Project. 
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   Under the reduced truck  trip  alternative,  the  applicant  could  only  provide  materials  
for  jobs requiring 275 or less truckloads of materials each day during daytime hours. 
This alternative would limit the number and size of construction jobs the project could  
serve.  Larger  construction  projects  or those requiring nighttime hauling of materials 
would obtain materials from other sources that could provide the required volume of 
materials or would need to obtain materials from more than one source. 

 
2. Impacts:  

a) Aesthetics and Visual Resources:  
i) The reduced truck trip alternative would reduce the amount of truck 
traffic in the Project area compared to the proposed Project during 
nighttime hours. The reduced truck trip alternative would still result in 
truck traffic and headlight use between the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 10:00 
p.m. 
ii) The visual impacts of stationary nighttime lighting at the materials 
processing facility would be reduced under this alternative since the 
reduced truck trip alternative would not involve 24-hour operations at the 
site requiring lighting.  However, onsite lighting would still be required at 
the tail end of operations between 7:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m. 

b) Air Quality 
i) The reduced trucking alternative would result in a reduction of 
emissions related to truck hauling trips. The reduced truck trip alternative 
would reduce project emissions to be about 80 percent of those generated 
by the proposed Project during peak operating periods. 

  c) Biological Resources 
i) Impacts to biological resources under the reduced truck trip alternative 
would be reduced when compared with the proposed Project.  The reduced 
truck trip alternative would reduce the risk of wildlife mortalities on 
roadways since fewer truck trips would occur during nighttime hours. 
Trucking would still occur between 7:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m. and 
mortalities may still occur at rates over those of the currently permitted 
operation. 

  d) Land Use 
i) The reduced truck trip alternative could potentially conflict with the 
same land use policies contained in the Lassen County General Plan and 
Standish-Litchfield Area Plan as the proposed Project. 

  e) Noise 
i) The number of truck trips under this alternative is the number of trips 
determined by the noise consultant that would lessen the noise impact to 
60 dB Ldn along area roadways in the Project area. 
ii) Under this alternative, noise from the materials facility extended hours 
of operation would be less than that of the proposed Project since the 
materials facility would not operate between the hours of 10:00 p.m and 
7:00 a.m. 
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f) Traffic 
i) The reduced truck trip alternative would generate less truck traffic than 
the proposed project. This alternative would limit the maximum daily 
trucks to 550 (275 in and 275 out each day). 

 
3. Findings: 

a) Under the reduced truck trip alternative, truck traffic and headlight use would 
still result in a significant and unavoidable impact. 
b) Under the reduced truck trip alternative, impacts of the lighting from the 
materials processing facility would be significant and unavoidable to residences 
along Ward Lake Road. 
c) Although the reduced truck trip alternative would reduce air quality emissions 
from trucking, the air quality impacts of the proposed Project were considered 
less than significant. Under the reduced truck trip alternative, the emissions 
generated by onsite equipment would be the same as those generated by the 
proposed Project. 
d) Under the reduced truck trip alternative, biological impacts would be the same 
as those of the proposed Project: potentially significant without mitigation. The 
reduced truck trip alternative would still require mitigation measures to reduce 
trucking impacts to biological resources. This alternative will not reduce the 
significant and unavoidable impacts to antelope and mule deer from extending the 
life of the mine an additional 10 years. 
e) Land use impacts of the reduced truck trip alternative would be potentially 
significant without mitigation. Mitigation measures similar to those of the 
proposed Project for biological resources and pavement degradation would be 
required for the reduced truck trip alternative. 
f) The reduced truck trip alternative would comply with Lassen County traffic 
noise standards and would result in a less-than-significant increase in traffic noise 
levels when compared to existing peak baseline operating conditions. The reduced 
truck trip alternative would result in less-than-significant impacts related to truck 
traffic noise. 
g) Under the reduced truck trip alternative, the noise impacts from the facility 
would be less than significant. 
h) Similar to the proposed project, the reduced truck trip alternative would result 
in a less-than-significant impact to intersection level of service and the need for 
additional turn lanes on the local roadway network. Traffic impacts would be less 
than significant. 
i) The reduced truck trip alternative would meet the Project objective of extending 
the life of the quarry to extract additional superior materials from the site. 
ii) The reduced truck trip alternative would meet the objective of providing 
materials for construction projects, however would eliminate those requiring 
nighttime work. The reduced truck trip alternative would reduce the number of 
construction jobs the facility could serve at one time and would allow only the 
acceptance of jobs that do not require nighttime work. This alternative may 
partially meet the first two Project objectives depending on local and regional 
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market demand; however, it would greatly limit the construction jobs served. The 
reduced truck trip alternative will hinder meeting the first two Project objectives. 

 
C. Alternatives Considered but Rejected from Further Consideration 
 
 1) Alternative Project Location 

i) An alternative project location was considered but further rejected because the 
materials at the site are considered superior material not commonly found in the 
region.     
ii) The Project includes specific modifications to an existing operation that may 
not be feasible at an alternate existing mining site. 
iii) For these reasons, an alternative Project location was rejected from further 
analysis. 

  
 2) Sixty-two Truck Trip Alternative  

i) An alternative to the proposed project was considered, in which the maximum 
daily truck trips would be limited to a total of 62 (31 arriving and 31 departing), 
during 24-hour operations. 
ii) This number of truck trips was determined by the noise consultant to reduce 
ambient truck traffic noise levels to a less-than-significant increase. 
iii) This alternative was rejected because it was determined infeasible for regular 
operations. Although this alternative would not directly interfere with the Project 
objective of extending the life of the quarry to extract additional superior 
materials from the site, it would not allow the number of truck trips required to 
meet the first two Project objectives in full. In many cases, a 62 total truck trip 
daily maximum would not allow the operation to serve local and regional 
demands, emergency jobs, or other construction jobs requiring nighttime work 
sufficiently.   

 
VII. FINDINGS REGARDING PROJECT BENEFITS 
 
A. CEQA requires the decision-making agency to balance, as applicable, the economic, legal, 
social, technological, or other benefits, including region-wide or statewide environmental 
benefits, of a proposed project against its unavoidable environmental risks when determining 
whether to approve the project. If the specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other 
benefits, including region-wide or statewide environmental benefits, of a proposal project 
outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental effects, the adverse environmental effects may 
be considered “acceptable.” 
 
B. The Board of Supervisors must make findings related to said benefits, supported by 
substantial evidence, to make a Statement of Overriding Considerations.  
 
C. The Applicant provided a summary of project benefits on March 26, 2019, for consideration 
by the Planning Commission and the Board of Supervisors. 
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VIII. STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS 
 
A. When the lead agency approves a project which will result in the occurrence of significant 
effects, which are identified in the final EIR but are not avoided or substantially lessened, the 
agency shall state in writing the specific reasons to support its action based on the final EIR 
and/or other information in the record. The statement of overriding considerations shall be 
supported by substantial evidence in the record. 
 
B. If an agency makes a statement of overriding considerations, the statement should be included 
in the record of the project approval and should be mentioned in the notice of determination. 
This statement does not substitute for, and shall be in addition to, findings required pursuant to 
Section 15091. 
 
C. The Board of Supervisors must make findings related to said Statement of Overriding 
Considerations, in order to approve a project resulting in the occurrence of significant and 
unavoidable impacts. 
 
D. The Planning Commission recommends that the Board of Supervisors review any substantial 
evidence of project benefits outweighing the unavoidable adverse environmental effects, as 
provided by the applicant, and consider making a statement of overriding considerations.  
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EXHIBIT TWO 
FINDINGS FOR APPROVAL OF USE PERMIT AMENDMENT #2018-003 AND  

RECLAMATION PLAN AMENDMENT #2018-001 
 

The Planning Commission hereby makes the following findings in support of the approval of  
Use Permit Amendment #2018-003 and Reclamation Plan Amendment #2018-001 for the TLT 
Enterprises LLC, Ward Lake Pit Amendment Project: 
 

1. The Lassen County Planning Commission approved Use Permit #79-80-44 on May 6, 
1981, allowing a surface mine operation and asphalt batch plant.  
 

2. The Lassen County Planning Commission approved Use Permit #11-02-85 on January 8, 
1986, amending Condition #5 of original Use Permit #79-80-44, related to the asphaltic 
surfacing of Ward Lake Road.   
 

3. The Lassen County Planning Commission approved Use Permit and Reclamation Plan 
#94032 on August 3, 1994, adding a concrete batch plant and expanding mine 
boundaries. 
 

4. The Lassen County Board of Supervisors approved Use Permit and Reclamation Plan 
#96056 on September 23, 1997, expanding mine boundaries and allowing year-round 
operations with limited winter activity. The Board also approved an associated rezone at 
this time, to allow for the previously approved concrete operations.  
 

5. The applicant is proposing an amendment to allow 24-hour mining operations, Monday 
through Saturday. The applicant is also proposing an extension of the life of the mine 
from 2020 to 2030 and annual site production in excess of the permitted 100,000 tons 
during declared emergencies. All other requirements of approved Use Permit and 
Reclamation Plan #96056 not addressed by the proposed amendment or approving 
resolution, with conditions, will be maintained. 
 

6. Current hours of operation of the Ward Lake Pit surface mine are 6:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m., 
Monday through Saturday. 
 

7. The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) has expressed intentions of 
requiring increased nighttime roadwork on future projects, in order to minimize the 
impact on traffic and on the traveling public. 
 

8. The subject parcel is a 442-acre parcel that is located in portions of Sections 28, 32, and 
33 in Township 30 North, Range 14 East, Mount Diablo Base and Meridian and is 
represented by Assessor’s Parcel Number 109-100-59. This property is owned by TLT 
Enterprises LLC, a California Limited Liability Company, as shown at a Grant Deed 
recorded on February 6, 2012 as Document Number 2012-00605, and at a Grant Deed 
recorded on March 23, 2017 as Document Number 2017-01109, both of the Official 
Records of Lassen County. 
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9. The parcel described in the finding above was created by Lot Line Adjustment Number 
2015-009 which was approved by the Lassen County Technical Advisory Committee on 
May 13, 2015. The Certificate of Lot Line Adjustment was recorded on March 23, 2017 
as Document Number 2017-01107 of the Official Records of Lassen County. Therefore, 
the subject parcel is found to have been created in compliance with the California 
Subdivision Map Act and local ordinances.  

 
10. The portion of assessor’s parcel number 109-100-59 that is zoned U-C-A-P (formerly 

APN 109-100-42) was previously under Williamson Act Contract Number AA-62, but 
was released from said contract upon cancelation by the Lassen County Board of 
Supervisors on September 22, 2015. 
 

11. Mining or processing of natural mineral materials is a use allowed by use permit in the U-
C and U-C-2 zoning districts under Lassen County Code § 18.68.040 and § 18.69.040, 
respectively. 
 

12. The project site is not within the 100-year flood plain according to the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM). 
 

13. A noise study was conducted to analyze impacts resulting from noise levels of onsite 
operations and associated traffic. Impacts of noise from onsite operations were 
determined to be less than significant after mitigation, while impacts of traffic on 
permanent and periodic ambient noise increases above levels existing without the project 
were determined to be significant and unavoidable in the Draft Subsequent 
Environmental Impact Report.  
 

14. Installation of noise berms was proposed as a mitigation measure; however, to be used as 
a mitigation and use permit condition, design and location specifics must be clarified.  

 
15. A biological resource evaluation and nighttime wildlife survey conducted at the project 

site showed no special-status wildlife species to be present onsite or in the immediate 
surrounding area. Impacts to special-status wildlife species with potential to occur in the 
project area were analyzed and determined to be less than significant in the Draft 
Subsequent Environmental Impact Report. 
 

16. Impacts of nighttime operations on pronghorn, mule deer, and nocturnal foragers were 
found to be less than significant after mitigation; however, impacts to pronghorn and 
mule deer that have previously been determined to be significant and unavoidable would 
be prolonged by the extension of the site life from 2020 to 2030. 

 
17. Impacts related to the substantial degradation of existing visual character or quality of the 

site and its surroundings through project lighting and nighttime views, as well as impacts 
related to the creation of a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely 
affect day or nighttime views in the area (headlight impacts), were determined to be 
significant and unavoidable to residences along Ward Lake Road in the Draft Subsequent 
Environmental Impact Report. 
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18. Access to the Pit is from Ward Lake Road, County Road 308, a portion of which is in the 
County Maintained Road System, which has access off Center Road, County Road 215, 
which is in the County Maintained Road System. 

 
19. Existing and proposed truck traffic from the Ward Lake Pit operation has and will 

continue to degrade the quality of the Lassen County maintained portion of Ward Lake 
Road. 

 
20. To make the mandatory findings required by Lassen County Code Section 18.112.100, it 

is the opinion of the Lassen County Department of Public works that an eastbound left-
hand turn lane be required on Center Road at the intersection with Ward Lake Road, as 
the existing and proposed project traffic has potential to impair the health, safety, peace, 
morals, comfort and general welfare of persons residing or working in the project area. 

 
21. Eight residences are located along Ward Lake Road; an estimated 24 residences are 

located along Center Road (A-27) and Highway 395, east of Ward Lake Road through 
the community of Litchfield; and approximately six additional residences are located 
along Center Road (A-27), west of Ward Lake Road toward the California Correctional 
Center and High Desert State Prison.  
 

22. The Lassen County Director of Planning and Building Services has determined that this 
project is not a minor amendment pursuant to Lassen County Code, Section 9.60.040(b) 
and is subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).  

 
23. The Lassen County Environmental Review Officer, through Initial Study #2018-001, 

determined that preparation of a Subsequent Environmental Impact Report is required for 
Use Permit Amendment #2018-003 and Reclamation Plan Amendment #2018-001. The 
findings of Initial Study #2018-001 and determination of the Environmental Review 
Officer were certified by the Lassen County Planning Commission on June 6, 2018, with 
the adoption of Resolution #6-05-18. A Subsequent Environmental Impact Report is 
currently being processed for this project.  

 
24. The California Department of Conservation, Division of Mine Reclamation (DMR), was 

sent notice on February 22, 2018, May 25, 2018, and June 19, 2018, of the Use Permit and 
Reclamation Plan Amendment being processed by Lassen County, acting as lead agency. 
 

25. Lassen County Code, Chapter 18.112.020 establishes the process for the approval of 
amendments to existing Use Permits and Reclamation Plans. 
 

26. The Department of Planning and Building Services reviewed the proposed amendment 
and has found that it meets all provisions of the Surface Mining and Reclamation Act 
(SMARA) and Lassen County Code, Chapter 9.60. 
 

27. The County’s Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) is charged with the review of Use 
Permits and Reclamation Plans pursuant to Lassen County Code Chapter 9.60.060(c). 
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28. The Planning Commission is the primary decision making body for Use Permits, 
Reclamation Plans and amendments thereto; however, because certification of the EIR 
requires Board of Supervisors approval, the Planning Commission will make a 
recommendation as to whether or not this project is consistent with the Lassen County 
General Plan, 2000; the Lassen County Land Use Element, Lassen County Natural 
Resource Element; and any other pertinent policies. See Attachment A for relevant plan 
goals and policies, as identified by Planning and Building Department staff. 

 
29. Lassen County Code, Section 18.112.100 requires that the decision making body make 

the following findings for the approval or denial of a Use Permit application:  
 

i. That the project will or will not, under the circumstances of the particular case, 
be detrimental to the health, safety, peace, morals, comfort and general welfare 
of persons residing or working in the neighborhood of such use, nor be 
detrimental or injurious to property and improvements in the neighborhood or to 
the general welfare. 
 

ii. That the project is or is not consistent with the Lassen County general plan, or 
any applicable area plan or resource plan adopted as part of the general plan.  
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EXHIBIT THREE 
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 

USE PERMIT AMENDMENT #2018-003 
 

 
1. All requirements and conditions of the previously approved Use Permit and Reclamation 

Plan #96056 remain applicable, excepting the changes addressed in Use Permit 
Amendment #2018-003 and Reclamation Plan Amendment #2018-001. 
 

2. No nighttime operations (7:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m.) shall be conducted during the period of 
January 31 through March 31 of each year. 
 

3. No grading, blasting, or excavating shall be allowed onsite between the hours of 6 p.m. 
and 7:00 a.m., year-round. 
 

4. Start-up of onsite generators shall be restricted to between the hours of 7 a.m. and 10:00 
p.m. 

 
5. All lighting on site shall be downward facing and fully shielded. All lighting shall be 

directed internally into the site and berm site areas to minimize impact.  
 

6. Haul trucks shall only use low beams when passing along Ward Lake Road during 
nighttime operations. 
 

7. Haul trucks associated with the mining operation shall not use Center Road (A-27) east of 
Ward Lake Road between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 7 a.m.; during these hours all 
trucks must turn west onto Center Road from Ward Lake Road to avoid the community 
of Litchfield. 

 
8. Haul trucks (loaded or empty) associated with the mining operation shall not exceed a 

daily average of 26 round trips (26 arriving and 26 departing) throughout the calendar 
year and shall not exceed a daily maximum of 275 round trips (275 arriving and 275 
departing), with a maximum of 173 total trips occurring between the hours of 10:00 p.m. 
and 7:00 a.m., excluding personal employee vehicles and light-duty trucks assigned to 
employees. 

 
9. Scale log data for Ward Lake Pit (CA Mine ID #91-18-0008) shall be provided to Lassen 

County by the mine operator by July 1, annually.   
 

10. Use of “Jake brake” (engine brake) shall be prohibited along the mine access road and 
Ward Lake Road; The mine operator shall post “No Use of Jake Brake” signs on the 
access road and at the Center Road and Ward Lake Road intersection, in coordination 
with the Lassen County Department of Public Works. 
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11. The mine operator shall post advisory “Reduced Speed to 25 MPH” signs on the access 
road and Ward Lake Road (one northbound and one southbound, at minimum), in 
coordination with the Lassen County Department of Public Works. 
 

12. The mine operator shall post “Wildlife Crossing” signs along Ward Lake Road and 
Center Road, in coordination with the Lassen County Department of Public Works. 
 

13. The mine operator (TLT Enterprises/Hat Creek Construction) shall conduct driver 
education events, annually at minimum, to increase driver awareness to reduce impacts to 
wildlife and local residents, and shall give notice the Planning and Building Services 
Department prior to the date of each event.  
 

14. The mine operator shall give written notice to the Lassen County Department of 
Planning and Building Services and all residents of Ward Lake Road at least 72 hours 
prior to commencing a non-emergency project, requiring nighttime operations, that will 
last 5 or more days and/or was awarded by way of formal bid process. 

 
15. The operator shall assist Lassen County Road Department with the installation of an 

eastbound left-hand turn lane on Center Road onto Ward Lake Road, within 18 months of 
project approval (timeline as established by the Director of Public Works), by providing 
the necessary asphalt materials. 

 
16. The operator shall assist the Lassen County Road Department with the repair of and/or 

asphalt concrete overlay of the Lassen County maintained portion of Ward Lake Road, 
within 18 months of project approval (timeline as established by the Director of Public 
Works), by providing the necessary asphalt materials. 

 
17. Within 60 days of project approval, the operator shall submit a $200,000.00 surety bond, 

payable to Lassen County, as financial assurance for the completion of the above road 
maintenance assistance. Upon completion of all required assistance, the surety bond shall 
be released back to the operator. If the above road maintenance is to be completed in 
phases, the Director of Public Works may authorize incremental release of said bond, as 
phased work is completed. 
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Proposed Changes to Findings and Conditions 
 
As a result of discussion during the March 7, 2019, Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) 
meeting and subsequent discussion with Larry Millar, Director of Public Works, Staff 
recommends the following changes to the findings and conditions made and adopted by the 
TAC. 
 
 
Existing Finding revised to the following: 

• The Lassen County Director of Planning and Building Services has determined that this 
project is not a minor amendment pursuant to Lassen County Code, Section 9.60.040(b) 
and is subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).  
 
 

Addition of the following Findings: 
• Existing and proposed truck traffic from the Ward Lake Pit operation has and will 

continue to degrade the quality of the Lassen County maintained portion of Ward Lake 
Road. 

• To make the mandatory findings required by Lassen County Code Section 18.112.100, it 
is the opinion of the Lassen County Department of Public works that an eastbound left-
hand turn lane be required on Center Road at the intersection with Ward Lake Road, as 
the existing and proposed project traffic has potential to impair the health, safety, peace, 
morals, comfort and general welfare of persons residing or working in the project area. 

 
 
Removal of the following Condition: 

• Haul trucks associated with the mining operation shall not use Cutoff Road.  
 
 
Existing Conditions revised to the following: 

• Start-up of onsite generators shall be restricted to between the hours of 7 a.m. and 10:00 
p.m. 

• Haul trucks associated with the mining operation shall not use Center Road (A-27) east of 
Ward Lake Road between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 7 a.m.; during these hours all 
trucks must turn west onto Center Road from Ward Lake Road to avoid the community 
of Litchfield. 

• Haul trucks (loaded or empty) associated with the mining operation shall not exceed a 
daily average of 26 round trips (26 arriving and 26 departing) throughout the calendar 
year and shall not exceed a daily maximum of 275 round trips (275 arriving and 275 
departing), with a maximum of 173 total trips occurring between the hours of 10:00 p.m. 
and 7:00 a.m., excluding personal employee vehicles and light-duty trucks assigned to 
employees. 

• The mine operator shall post advisory “Reduced Speed to 25 MPH” signs on the access 
road and Ward Lake Road (one northbound and one southbound, at minimum), in 
coordination with the Lassen County Department of Public Works. 
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• The mine operator shall give written notice to the Lassen County Department of Planning 
and Building Services and all residents of Ward Lake Road at least 72 hours prior to 
commencing a non-emergency project, requiring nighttime operations, that will last 5 or 
more days and/or was awarded by way of formal bid process.  

• The operator shall assist Lassen County Road Department with the installation of an 
eastbound left-hand turn lane on Center Road onto Ward Lake Road, within 18 months of 
project approval (timeline as established by the Director of Public Works), by providing 
the necessary asphalt materials.  

• The operator shall assist the Lassen County Road Department with the repair of and/or 
asphalt concrete overlay of the Lassen County maintained portion of Ward Lake Road, 
within 18 months of project approval (timeline as established by the Director of Public 
Works), by providing the necessary asphalt materials. 

 
Addition of the following Condition: 
 

• Within 60 days of project approval, the operator shall submit a $200,000.00 surety bond, 
payable to Lassen County, as financial assurance for the completion of the above road 
maintenance assistance. Upon completion of all required assistance, the surety bond shall 
be released back to the operator. If the above road maintenance is to be completed in 
phases, the Director of Public Works may authorize incremental release of said bond, as 
phased work is completed. 
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