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1.0 INTRODUCTION
This chapter provides the reader with an overview of the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment
Project Fourth Amendment (proposed project), background on the purpose, focus, and use
of the environmental impact report (EIR), a discussion of previous documents that are
relevant to the project, and a summary of opportunities for public participation. A detailed
description of the project is provided in Chapter 3, Project Description.

PROJECT UNDER REVIEW
The City of Shasta Lake Redevelopment Agency (Agency) is proposing an amendment
(Amendment) to the existing Redevelopment Plan (Plan) for the Shasta Dam Area
Redevelopment Project (Original Area), adopted on July 11, 1989. The Original Area
encompasses 2,458 acres; the Amendment would add 763 acres to the Project Area (Added
Area). As identified in the Preliminary Report (January 15, 2007), both the Original Area
and the Added Area (Amended Project Area) contain properties with physical and economic
blight that necessitate redevelopment, such as unsafe buildings, abnormally high business
vacancies, and a serious lack of necessary commercial facilities that are normally found in
residential neighborhoods.
If adopted by the City of Shasta Lake City Council (City Council) in July 2008, the
Amendment would accomplish the following:
1.

Expand the boundaries of the Original Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Project
Area (“Original Area”) by approximately 763 acres to include the Summit City and
Shasta Park Drive areas (Added Area).

2.

Increase the limit on the amount of tax increment revenues that may be received
from the Original Area from $55 million cumulatively to $300 million cumulatively.

3.

Extend the duration of the Plan for the Original Area from July 11, 2014, to July
11, 2032 (or by 18 years).

4.

Extend the time limit to collect tax increment revenues from the Original Area
from July 11, 2024, to July 11, 2042 (or by 18 years).

5.

Rescind the time limit to incur debt for the Original Area.

6.

Increase the limit on the amount of bonded indebtedness that may be
outstanding from $15 million to $75 million.

Over the life of the Amendment, redevelopment activities in the Amended Project Area could
include:
•

Removal or rehabilitation of buildings characterized by deterioration and
dilapidation, faulty or inadequate utilities, defective design, and character of
physical construction

•

Elimination of parcels of irregular form, shape, or inadequate size which make
development problematic

•

Removal of incompatible uses

•

Improvements to the circulation system, streets, sidewalks, curbs, and gutters
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•

Upgrading the sewer, storm drain, and water distribution systems

•

Construction of public facilities

•

Rehabilitation, reconstruction, and new development of residential, commercial,
and other structures and improvements

The Amendment does not propose any changes to the existing or planned land uses in the
Amended Project Area, but provides authority and funding for general programs and actions
to eliminate blight within the Amended Project Area over time within the context of adopted
City plans and policies. Under the Amendment, permitted land uses in the Amended Project
Area mirror the land uses designated in the City of Shasta Lake General Plan (General
Plan) or any specific plan that may be adopted by the City of Shasta Lake (City) at any point
in time. The General Plan governs development standards for the Amended Project Area,
both currently and as amended over time.

PURPOSE OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
Adoption and implementation of the Amendment includes funding for facilitating
infrastructure improvements for development and for the rehabilitation, reconstruction, and
new construction of buildings in the Amended Project Area that would result in physical
changes to the environment, and is thus considered a “project” as defined by Section 15378
of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines. As such, completion of an
environmental impact assessment is required to determine the Amendment’s potential for
resulting in significant environmental impacts.
According to Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21090: “(a) An environmental impact
report for a redevelopment plan may be a master environmental impact report, program
environmental impact report, or a project environmental impact report. Any environmental
impact report for a redevelopment plan shall specify the type of environmental impact report
that is prepared for the redevelopment plan.”
This EIR has been prepared by the City of Shasta Lake Redevelopment Agency, as the
Lead Agency under the CEQA. This EIR is a Program EIR, prepared to analyze the public
and private activities or undertakings pursuant to or in furtherance of the Amendment and to
evaluate the potentially significant effects of public improvements and development that may
be funded by or encouraged by the elimination of barriers to development by redevelopment
activities. Use of a Program EIR allows the Agency, as lead agency, to evaluate the
potential impacts of redevelopment activities at a comprehensive level of detail, focusing on
area-wide and cumulative impacts and programmatic mitigation measures. Potential direct
impacts that could result in the Amended Project Area from public improvements and
facilities projects proposed as part of the Amendment are also considered.
This Program EIR serves as the environmental baseline for subsequent approvals pursuant
to adoption and implementation of the Amendment. As individual activities pursuant to the
Amendment are proposed, the Agency will examine the individual activities to determine
whether their effects have been fully evaluated in this Program EIR, and if not, what
additional steps should be taken. Additional environmental review for the public and private
activities or undertakings pursuant to or in furtherance of the Amendment would be required
if any of the conditions outlined in CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 or 15163 were to occur.
This includes identification of significant impacts from detailed site and design information
SHASTA LAKE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
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that were not identified in this programmatic level EIR. Additional steps may include
preparation of an Addendum or Supplement to this EIR, preparation of a Project EIR, or a
Negative Declaration.
An EIR is the public document used to analyze the adverse environmental effects of a
proposed project, to indicate ways to reduce or avoid possible environmental degradation,
and to identify alternatives to the project that would reduce or avoid the significant adverse
effects of the proposed project.
The EIR must also disclose significant adverse
environmental impacts that cannot be avoided; growth-inducing impacts; effects found not to
be significant; and significant cumulative impacts of past, present, and reasonably
anticipated future projects. An EIR is an informational document used in the local planning
and decision-making process. It is not the purpose of an EIR to recommend either approval
or denial of a project.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS
As part of the environmental review process, a Notice of Preparation (NOP) was circulated
by the Agency on November 1, 2007, in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15082,
to inform responsible agencies and the public that the proposed project could have a
significant effect on the environment, and to solicit their comments and input. This EIR
addresses substantial environmental issues raised during the NOP process, and is based
on existing data and maps available for the area, a preliminary environmental evaluation,
field inspection, and coordination with affected agencies and interested parties. The NOP is
attached to this EIR as Appendix A. The NOP was circulated to interested agencies,
groups, and individuals for a 30-day review period; comments received on the NOP are
included in this EIR as Appendix B.
The EIR will initially be published as a Draft EIR in February 2008, and will be subject to
review and comment by the public as well as by all responsible and other interested
regulatory agencies and organizations during a period of 45 days. Written responses to
timely comments on the Draft EIR will be prepared and may specify changes to the Draft
EIR. Responses to comments, together with the Draft EIR and any changes to the Draft EIR
therein specified will become the Final EIR, which will be presented to the Agency for
certification as to its adequacy under CEQA prior to adoption of the Amendment by the City
Council.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOCUS
This EIR tiers from information in the 1999 EIR prepared for the General Plan, as well as the
documents listed below, as appropriate. This document provides the analysis for the
approved land uses in the Amended Project Area. Redevelopment tools are used to provide
infrastructure improvements and eliminate blighting conditions that are barriers to the
improvement or development of properties in a project area, thus the EIR will focus on the
impact of potential development that would occur with the elimination of existing physical
and economic barriers to development in the Amended Project Area.
The EIR discusses the following issues:
•

Consistency with land use, plans, and polices
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•

Air quality – both construction and operational emissions

•

Biological resources

•

Cultural and historic resources

•

Hazards and hazardous materials

•

Hydrology and water quality

•

Noise – both construction and operational noise

•

Public services and utilities

•

Traffic impacts related to potential build-out of adopted land uses

INTENDED USES OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
The EIR will serve as the Agency CEQA compliance document for the adoption of the
Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Project Fourth Amendment by the City Council, and for
subsequent actions by the Agency in furtherance of the Amendment that are determined to
be within the scope of the EIR. Actions required to approve the Amendment include:
•

Certification of the EIR and adoption of findings of fact

•

Adoption of the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Plan Fourth Amendment

This EIR will be used by the following responsible agencies, public agencies, and boards in
the approval of implementation activities under the Amendment:
•

City of Shasta Lake City Council

•

City of Shasta Lake Redevelopment Agency

•

City of Shasta Lake Planning Commission

•

All Departments of City of Shasta Lake that must approve implementation
activities undertaken in accordance with the Amendment

•

All other public agencies that may approve implementation activities undertaken
in accordance with the Amended Plan

This EIR will be used in the adoption of and approval of any of the following redevelopment
project implementation activities that may be necessary:
•

Approval of Disposition and Development Agreements (DDA)

•

Approval of Owner Participation Agreements (OPA)

•

Approval and funding of public facilities and improvements projects

•

Sale of tax increment and/or other bonds, certificates of participation and other
forms of indebtedness

•

Acquisition and demolition of property

•

Rehabilitation of property

•

Relocation of displaced occupants

SHASTA LAKE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
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•

Approval of certificates of conformance

•

Approval of development plans, including zoning and other variances and
conditional use permits including low- and moderate-income housing units

•

Issuance of permits and other approvals necessary for implementation of the
Redevelopment Plan

LEAD AGENCY CONTACTS
Lead Agency

Redevelopment Consultant

Redevelopment Agency
of the City of Shasta Lake

Rosenow Spevacek Group, INC. (RSG)

Fred Castagna, Project Manager
City of Shasta Lake
1650 Stanton Drive
Shasta Lake, CA 96019
Phone: 530-275-7487

Sherry Fuller
Rosenow Spevacek Group, INC.
309 West 4th Street
Santa Ana, CA 92701
Phone: 714-541-4585
Fax: 714-836-1748

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT ORGANIZATION
This EIR is structured in a manner to allow the reader to easily track information from the
Summary (Chapter 2) through the detailed Project Description (Chapter 3) and the
Environmental Analysis (Chapter 6). Impacts are numbered consecutively, and where
appropriate, are associated with a mitigation measure that is correspondingly numbered.
This numbering system is carried over into the summary to allow easy location of the
document’s conclusions regarding a particular impact.
The document can be read in a number of ways depending on the reader’s available time or
interest in a particular issue. The briefest approach to the document involves reading only
the Summary (Chapter 2). A more detailed reading of the document involves reading of the
full Project Description (Chapter 3) and Alternatives (Chapter 4), as well as the summary.
For those with an interest in a particular issue, add to the above a specific chapter or set of
chapters. Finally, one can read the document in its entirety for a detailed presentation of all
potential environmental effects of the proposed project and alternatives to the project.
CEQA requires that each EIR contain areas of description and analysis. The following list
identifies areas of particular interest and the corresponding chapters in this EIR:
Required Description and Analysis

Chapter of the EIR

Summary (Guidelines Section 15123)

Chapter 2

Description of Project (Guidelines Section 15124)

Chapter 3

Alternatives to the Proposed Project

Chapter 4

Land Use, Zoning, and Consistency
with Adopted Plans and Policies

Chapter 5
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Required Description and Analysis

Chapter of the EIR

Environmental Setting and Environmental Impacts
(Guidelines sections 15126 and 15143)
a) Significant Environmental Effects
b) Effects That Cannot be Avoided
c) Mitigation Measures

Chapter 6

Growth Inducing Impacts (Guidelines Section 15126)

Chapter 7

Cumulative Impacts

Chapter 7

Unavoidable Significant Environmental Effects (Guidelines Section
15126)

Chapter 7

DOCUMENTS INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE
Section 15150 of the CEQA Guidelines allows incorporation by reference of “...all or portions
of another document which is a matter of public record or is generally available to the
public.” Incorporation by reference is used principally as a means of reducing the size of
EIRs. This EIR relies, in part, on data, environmental evaluations, mitigation measures and
other components of EIRs recently prepared by either the Agency or City of Shasta Lake for
areas located within the Project Area or in its vicinity. This EIR is based on the same land
use assumptions as the General Plan EIR (certified June 15, 1999), and, therefore, tiers
upon that document for future conditions and conclusions. The documents incorporated by
reference are available for review at the City of Shasta Lake, 1650 Stanton Drive, Shasta
Lake, CA 96019.
1.

Amended Five-Year Implementation Plan for the Shasta Dam Area
Redevelopment Project, January 2005 – December 2009, City of Shasta Lake
Redevelopment Agency, 2005.

2.

City of Shasta Lake General Plan and Final Environmental Impact Report, City of
Shasta Lake, June 15, 1999.

3.

City of Shasta Lake General Plan Draft Environmental Impact Report, City of
Shasta Lake, March 29, 1999.

4.

Preliminary Report - Fourth Amendment to the Redevelopment Plan for the
Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Project, City of Shasta Lake Redevelopment
Agency, January 15, 2008.

5.

Redevelopment Feasibility Study – Shasta Dam Redevelopment Project Area
and Proposed Amended Project Area, City of Shasta Lake Redevelopment
Agency, August 20, 2007.

6.

Redevelopment Plan for the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Project Draft
Environmental Impact Report, Shasta County Redevelopment Agency, 1989.

7.

Redevelopment Plan for the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Project, Shasta
County Redevelopment Agency, July 11, 1989.

8.

Shasta Lake Municipal Code, current through Ordinance 07-190, passed
December 4, 2007, retrieved from http://municipalcodes.lexisnexis.com/
codes/shastalk/index.htm.
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2.0 SUMMARY OF IMPACTS
AND MITIGATION MEASURES
INTRODUCTION
This section briefly describes the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Project Fourth Amendment
(proposed project or Amendment) under consideration, alternatives to the proposed project,
areas of controversy, and direct and indirect project impacts. All impacts and mitigation
measures that were identified during the course of this environmental analysis are presented in
Table 2-1 at the end of this chapter.

SUMMARY OF THE PROJECT DESCRIPTION
PROJECT LOCATION
The proposed Amended Project Area is located in the City of Shasta Lake (City), in the
southwestern portion of Shasta County, California. City of Shasta Lake is located
approximately two miles north of the City of Redding and three miles south of Shasta Lake.
The Original Area encompasses 2,458 acres, and is located generally east of the Union Pacific
Railroad (UPRR) right-of-way in the City. It consists of approximately one-third of the City, and
includes much of the former Central Valley community, as well as portions of the former Project
City and Pine Grove communities. The proposed Added Area (763 acres) consists of two areas
west and north of the Original Area. The first and larger area consists of the former community
of Summit City along Lake Boulevard and the surrounding residential neighborhoods, including
the area generally west of the UPRR right-of-way between the Summit City community and the
southern border of the City limits. The second and smaller area consists of the parcels within
the Shasta Park Road neighborhood and a number of parcels along Shasta Dam Boulevard
between Shasta Park Road and Rouge Road.
PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY
The City of Shasta Lake Redevelopment Agency (Agency) is proposing an amendment
(Amendment) to the existing Redevelopment Plan (Plan) for the Shasta Dam Area
Redevelopment Project (Original Area), adopted on July 11, 1989. The Original Area
encompasses 2,458 acres; the Amendment would add 763 acres to the Project Area (Amended
Project Area). Based on the Preliminary Report (January 2008), both the Original Area and the
Amended Project Area contain properties with physical and economic blight that necessitate
redevelopment such as unsafe buildings, abnormally high business vacancies, and a serious
lack of necessary commercial facilities that are normally found in residential neighborhoods.
The Amendment would extend time limits and increase financial limits to ensure the Agency has
sufficient time to continue its planned work for the Amended Project Area and enable the
Agency to maximize its use of redevelopment funds.
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Over the life of the Amendment, redevelopment activities in the Amended Project Area could
include:
•

Removal or rehabilitation of buildings characterized by deterioration and
dilapidation, faulty or inadequate utilities, defective design, and character of physical
construction

•

Elimination of parcels of irregular form, shape, or inadequate size which make
development problematic

•

Removal of incompatible uses

•

Improvements to the circulation system, streets, sidewalks, curbs, and gutters

•

Upgrading the storm drain and water distribution systems, and extending public
sewer service

•

Construction of public facilities

•

Rehabilitation, reconstruction, and new development of residential, commercial, and
other structures and improvements.

The Amendment does not propose any changes to the existing or planned land uses in the
Amended Project Area, but provides authority and funding for general programs and actions to
eliminate blight within the Amended Project Area over time within the context of adopted City
plans and policies. Under the Amendment, permitted land uses in the Amended Project Area
mirror the land uses designated in the City of Shasta Lake General Plan (General Plan) or any
specific plan that may be adopted by the City at any point in time. The General Plan governs
development standards for the Amended Project Area, both currently and as amended over
time.

SUMMARY OF ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT
Section 15126.6 (d) of the State CEQA Guidelines, requires an evaluation of “...a range of
reasonable alternatives to the project, or to the location of the project, which could feasibly
attain most of the basic objectives of the project but would avoid or substantially lessen any of
the significant effects of the project, and evaluate the comparative merits of the alternatives.”
The alternatives evaluated in Chapter 4 of this EIR include the No Project Alternative and the
No Added Area – Alternative Means of Revitalization with Public Funds Alternative. The
proposed project was determined to be the Environmentally Superior Alternative. Three
alternatives were previously considered and rejected: Alternative Location, Alternative Public
Actions, and Alternative Added Area Boundaries. A summary of the alternatives considered is
described below.
NO PROJECT ALTERNATIVE
Under the No Project Alternative, the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Plan would not be
amended to expand the boundaries to include the Added Area, and the time and financial limits
would not be extended for the existing Redevelopment Plan. The proposed public
improvements and development assistance that would be provided with redevelopment (such
as public infrastructure improvements, commercial and industrial rehabilitation/development,
and low- and moderate-income housing assistance) would not be implemented with
redevelopment funding in the Added Area, and would not be extended in the Original Project
SHASTA LAKE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
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Area for an additional 18 years. Under the No Project Alternative, development in the Amended
Project Area would occur as defined in the General Plan at a pace commensurate with
prevailing market conditions and infrastructure improvements that the City could implement
without extending redevelopment tools and funding.
NO ADDED AREA - ALTERNATIVE MEANS OF REVITALIZATION WITH PUBLIC FUNDS (NO ADDED
AREA ALTERNATIVE)
The No Added Area Alternative would amend the time and financial limits for the
Redevelopment Plan, but would not increase the boundaries of the Project Area by 763 acres.
This alternative considers utilization of public revenue sources other than tax increment
financing to fund public improvements and other actions in the Added Area. Federal, state,
county, and city programs exist that may initiate similar development without the need for
redevelopment tax increment financing. These sources of alternative funding typically include
mortgage revenue bonds, Community Development Block Grant funds (CDBG), Economic
Development Administration funds, state and federal Transportation Grants, Urban
Development Action funds, and revenue bonds. Some of the potential funding sources are
capped each year for the City, such as CDBG; many of these funds require applications and
competition and cannot be relied upon to be available consistently over the next 30 years. Any
such funds used in the Added Area are funds unavailable to alleviate blight in other parts of the
City.
If consistently available, these alternative-funding mechanisms could eliminate blight and
encourage some development within the Added Area. However, these programs do not carry
with them the powers of a redevelopment agency to assemble parcels for more modern
development patterns or to use the Polanco Act to remediate contaminated properties, which
could restrict the development potential of the Added Area and limit the scope and scale of
development and rehabilitation. Reduced levels of available funding for infrastructure
improvements and housing would slow the pace of improvements, leaving much of the Added
Area blighted and unable to achieve the property values required to allow development and
redevelopment to occur without public assistance.
ENVIRONMENTALLY SUPERIOR ALTERNATIVE
The implementation activities identified with the Amendment are intended to mitigate existing
problems and to remove barriers to planned development within the Amended Project Area.
The Amendment provides the means to eliminate physical and economic blight in the Added
Area, and extends redevelopment tools and financing in the Original Project Area for an
additional 18 years, and thereby stimulates and encourages the revitalization, reuse, and new
development of Amended Project Area properties, the proposed Amendment is the
environmentally superior alternative. Under the Amendment, historic resources may be
preserved; hazardous materials will be remediated; dangerous/vacant buildings removed or
rehabilitated and reused; inadequate water, sewer, and drainage infrastructure may be
upgraded; and circulation and pedestrian safety will be improved. Because of the unique nature
and purpose of redevelopment, and the requirements of where it can be applied,
implementation of the Amendment will have an overall beneficial impact on the Added Area.
Project specific impacts for construction activities funded by redevelopment will be primarily
short-term in nature (i.e., construction noise), and the City has policies, procedures, and
standards in place to mitigate and manage potential impacts of development.
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AREAS OF CONTROVERSY
CEQA Guidelines Section 15123 specifies that the summary shall identify “areas of controversy”
known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by agencies and the public, and issues to be
resolved, including the choice among alternatives and whether or how to mitigate the significant
effects. There are no known areas of controversy regarding adoption of the Amendment,
although the Shasta Lake Fire Protection District expressed concerns about the potential loss of
tax revenues as development proceeds in the City.

SUMMARY OF CONSISTENCY WITH ADOPTED PLANS
AND POLICIES
In addition to physical environmental impacts, CEQA requires a discussion of the consistency of
a proposed project with adopted plans and policies. Consistency with a plan is not a physical
impact per se, but inconsistencies are required to be disclosed and discussed. This discussion
is provided in Chapter 5.0, Land Use and Planning. If a plan inconsistency results in a physical
impact, the physical impact is separately discussed in the topical sections in Chapter 6.0.
At the time of its adoption, the Amendment must, by law, be consistent with the General Plan.
The Amendment further provides that land uses permitted in the Added Area shall continue to
be governed by the General Plan, as it may be amended from time to time, including any
specific plans which may be adopted by the City at any point in time. There were no
inconsistencies with any adopted plan or policy identified with implementation of the
Amendment.

SUMMARY OF POTENTIAL IMPACTS, MITIGATION MEASURES,
AND LEVELS OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION
The environmental impacts of Amendment implementation are summarized in Table 2-1, and a
detailed discussion of the impacts is found in Chapter 6 of this document. Table 2-1 identifies
the potential impact and the adopted mitigation measure(s) determined to mitigate that impact.

SUMMARY TABLE
Table 2.0-1 (Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures) has been organized to correspond
with the environmental issues discussed in Chapter 6. The summary table is arranged in four
columns:
•

Environmental impacts (Impact)

•

Level of significance without mitigation (Significance)

•

Mitigation measures (Mitigation Measure)

•

The level of significance after implementation of mitigation measures (Residual
Significance)

If an impact is determined to be significant or potentially significant, mitigation measures are
identified, where appropriate and feasible. More than one mitigation measure may be required
to reduce the impact to a less-than-significant level. This EIR assumes that all applicable plans,
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policies, and regulations would be implemented, including, but not necessarily limited to, the
General Plan, laws, and requirements or recommendations of the City. Applicable plans,
policies, and regulations are identified and described in the Regulatory Setting of each issue
area and within the relevant impact analysis. A description of the organization of the
environmental analysis, as well as key foundational assumptions regarding the approach to the
analysis, is provided in Chapter 6.0 (Introduction to the Analysis).
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LS = Less-than-Significant

PS

Significance
Prior to
Mitigation1
6.1 Air Quality

Mitigation Measure(s)

Apply non-toxic soil stabilizers according to the manufacturer’s specification to
all graded areas, which will be inactive for 10 days or more.
When construction activity occurs during wet weather, install wheel washers
where vehicles enter and exit unpaved roads onto paved roads, or wash off
trucks and any equipment leaving the site each trip. Locations of wheel
washers shall be identified, and approved, by the City Public Works
Department, prior to the issuance of any clearing or grading permits.
Sweep streets at the end of the day if visible soil materials are carried onto
adjacent paved roads.
Cover trucks hauling dirt, sand, soil or other loose materials or maintain at
least 2 feet of freeboard (minimum vertical distance between the top of the
load and the top of the trailer), in accordance with the requirements of
California Vehicle Code Section 23114.

3.
4.

5.
6.

LS

Significance
After
Mitigation

SU = Significant and Unavoidable

Water active construction sites at least twice daily, or as needed more
frequently to control fugitive dust as directed by the Public Works Department.

2.

S = Significant

Suspend all grading operations when winds as instantaneous gusts exceed 20
miles per hour or when directed by the SCAQMD.

1.

6.1-1
Future redevelopment projects shall comply with the following Standard
Mitigation Measures (SMMs) from the City’s Air Quality Element during the
construction phase:

PS = Potentially Significant

Impact 6.1-1: Redevelopment engendered
development and infrastructure construction
activities would generate short-term
emissions of regional criteria pollutants

Impact

TABLE 2.0-1
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

2.0 SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES
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Impact 6.1-2: Redevelopment could result
in long-term operational increases in
regional criteria pollutants.

Impact

PS

Significance
Prior to
Mitigation1

For large projects, provide bus shelters.
Provide temporary traffic control (flag person), as appropriate, during all
phases of construction.
All new wood-burning devices should be EPA Phase II certified.
Provide energy-efficient process systems, such as water heaters, furnaces,
and boiler units.

2.
3.
4.
5.

SHASTA DAM AREA RP FOURTH AMENDMENT DEIR
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Install an electrical outlet at the front and back of all residential units (for
electrical yard equipment).
Contribute to traffic flow improvements that reduce emissions and are not
growth inducing (e.g. right-of way, capital improvements, etc.).

2.
3.

Implement all applicable SMM and "Level A" BAMM
Provide residential densities of six units per acre or greater to support public
transit.
Install solar water heaters for at least 25 percent of the residential units in the
development.
Provide neighborhood retail sales and services within or adjacent to
residential subdivisions.
Incorporate mixed-use development in order to achieve a balance of
commercial, employment, and housing options within the project site.

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

“Level B” BAMMs:

Implement all applicable Standard Mitigation Measures (SMM).

1.

“Level A" BAMMs:

6.1-2b The following measures shall apply to redevelopment-engendered residential
projects:

Design streets to facilitate pedestrian access to public transit stops.

1.

6.1-2a The following measures shall apply to the operational phase of redevelopment
projects regardless of size or emissions

Mitigation Measure(s)

LS

Significance
After
Mitigation
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Impact

Significance
Prior to
Mitigation1

Provide for pedestrian access between bus service and major points within
the development.
Orient buildings and Install landscaping to take advantage of passive solar
design principles.
Construct on-site and off-site bus turnouts, passenger benches, and shelters.

7.
8.
9.

SHASTA LAKE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
2.0-8
Provide preferential parking places for carpools and vanpools, and provide
7’2” minimum vertical clearance covered parking facilities (for vanpool
access).
Contribute to traffic-flow improvements that reduce emission and are not
growth-inducing (e.g. right-of-way, capital improvements).
Alternatively, an applicant could identify other offsets acceptable to the
SCAQMD to reduce emissions below the New Source Review trigger levels.

2.

3.
4.

1.

Implement all applicable SMMs and Level “A” BAMMs.

6.1-2d For sources with emissions over 137 lb/day ROG, 137 lb/day NOx, or 137
lb/day PM10 (the New Source Review Offset levels), implement the following Level
“B” BAMMs:

Implement all applicable SMMs.

1.

6.1-2c For commercial and industrial projects with emissions over 25 pounds (lb)/day
ROG, 25 lb/day NOx, or 80 lb/day PM10 (the New Source Review BACT trigger
levels), implement the following Level “A” BAMMs:

12. Synchronize traffic signals along streets impacted by development.

11. Construct, contribute, or dedicate land for the provision of off-site bicycle trials
linking the facility to designated bicycle commuting routes in accordance with
an adopted city-wide or county-wide plan.

10. Construct off-site pedestrian facility improvements such as overpasses and
wider sidewalks.

Provide neighborhood park(s) or other recreational options (such as trails)
within the development to minimize vehicle travel to other parks or commercial
uses.

6.

Mitigation Measure(s)

Significance
After
Mitigation

2.0 SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

SHASTA DAM AREA RP FOURTH AMENDMENT DEIR
FEBRUARY 2008

SHASTA DAM AREA RP FOURTH AMENDMENT DEIR
FEBRUARY 2008

Impact 6.1-3: Redevelopment could
increase the potential to expose sensitive
receptors to significant levels of diesel
particulate matter (DPM)

Impact

LS

Significance
Prior to
Mitigation1

Provide on-site childcare and after-school facilities or contribute to offsite
development within walking distance.
Provide on-site pedestrian facility improvements such as walking paths and
building access, which is physically separated from street, and parking lot
traffic.
Construct on-site and off-site bus turnouts, passenger benches, or shelters.
Provide bicycle and storage facilities.
Shower/locker facilities should be provided when appropriate for bicycling and
pedestrian commuters.
Construct off-site bicycle and pedestrian facility improvements, such as trails
linking the facility to designated pedestrian and bicycle commuting routes.
Convert fleet vehicles to clean-burning fuel as appropriate.

3.
4.

5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

None required

14. Implement alternative transportation program, such as CalTrans’ Ride Share.

13. Provide for transit-use incentives, such as subsidized transit passes, and
accommodate unusual work schedules to encourage transit use.

12. Implement compressed workweek schedules, where weekly work hours are
compressed into fewer than 5 days, such as 9/80, 4/40, or 3/36.

11. Establish telecommuting programs, alternative work schedules, and
guaranteed ride-home programs, as appropriate.

10. Contribute to construction of off-site park-and-ride lots.

Provide onsite services such as cafeterias, food vending machines, and
automatic tellers, as appropriate.

2.

Mitigation Measure(s)

LS

Significance
After
Mitigation
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None required

LS

PS

Impact 6.1-5: Redevelopment in the
Amended Project Area could contribute to
cumulative contributions toward Global
Climate Change

Impact 6.2-1: Redevelopment activities and
redevelopment engendered development
could result in a potential loss of protected
trees

Mitigation Measure(s)

SHASTA LAKE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
2.0-10
6.2-1e: Pursuant to Chapter 12.36 of the City’s Tree Conservation Ordinance, a
minimum of three 15-gallon trees shall be planted per parcel, prior to the issuance
of a Certificate of Occupancy.

6.2-1d: No storage of materials or substances that may be harmful to trees shall occur
within the drip line of any protected tree.

6.2-1c: Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the engineered final grading plan for the
project shall be reviewed and approved by an arborist or other qualified
professional, as determined by the Development Services Director, to evaluate and
recommend measures necessary to minimize impacts to trees remaining on the
property during grading activities.

6.2-1b: Where the approval of a proposed project or other site work will result in
encroachment within the drip line of a protected tree, special measures shall be
incorporated to allow the roots to obtain oxygen, water, and nutrients as
recommended by a qualified arborist.

6.2-1a: Prior to the start of any clearing, excavation, construction, or other work on the
site, trees designated for preservation that are located outside of any existing or
required open space easement or dedication shall be clearly delineated in the field.
The delineation markers shall remain in place for the duration of all work. Where
deemed appropriate by the Development Services Director, a barrier of posts and
flagging or other appropriate materials shall be erected around protected trees at
the sole expense of the Property Owner.

6.2 Biological Resources

None required

LS

Significance
Prior to
Mitigation1

Impact 6.1-4: Redevelopment engendered
project construction activities would
contribute to cumulative increases in ozone
precursors.

Impact

LS

LS

LS

Significance
After
Mitigation
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Impact 6.2-2: Redevelopment activities and
redevelopment engendered development
could result in a potential loss of special
status species

Impact

PS

Significance
Prior to
Mitigation1

No direct impacts (i.e., discharge of dredged or fill material) to potentially suitable
habitat for listed vernal pool crustaceans shall be allowed, unless complete
avoidance is demonstrated to not be practicable, as determined by the City
Engineer.

All fill and grading at stream crossings will occur on top of the culverts without
exceeding the upstream or downstream length of each culvert. These buffer areas
shall be designated in the field by flagging and temporary fencing. No staging or
storage of construction equipment or materials shall be conducted within the buffer
zones. These provisions shall be detailed in all construction plans provided to
contractors and shall be posted on site and available for inspection by the City.

6.2-2a: All construction activities shall maintain a minimum 50-foot buffer from the
upland edge of all riparian habitat (intermittent steams and seasonal wet
meadows), except where the designated roadways and utility infrastructure cross
the streams. At the stream crossings, no grading shall be conducted nor shall fill
be placed within the high water mark of the stream. Construction of the
foundations and the placement of the culverts shall be completed without placing
fill within the creeks.

A list of trees that are suitable to the area is included as Appendix B of the Tree
Conservation Ordinance. The replacement tree shall be planted in a manner
recognized as standard accepted practice unless a specific method is prescribed
by an arborist.

6.2-1g: The species of any tree used for replacement pursuant to this section shall be
suited to the city’s climate zone and be chosen with consideration of any site
specific limitations. The use of native shade trees is preferred but not required.

To allow for a differing requirement, the Planning Commission must make a finding
that the alternate standard is consistent with the intent of the Tree Conservation
Code (Municipal Code Chapter 12.36).

6.2-1f: In addition to the tree planting requirements specified in Mitigation Measure
6.2-1e, three 15-gallon trees shall be planted for each protected tree removed that
exceeds ten inches DBH) unless the Planning Commission allows for a different
tree-planting requirement, pursuant to Municipal Code Section 12.36.070(B).

Mitigation Measure(s)

LS

Significance
After
Mitigation
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Impact

Significance
Prior to
Mitigation1
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If a lubricating gel is needed during the drilling process, it shall be a bentonite
gel containing no hydrocarbons. Any frac-out (leaks of bore fluid) would be
confined to upland areas and shall be immediately cleaned-up.

b)

6.2-2e: Impacts to Central Valley Steelhead and other listed salmonid species (as a
result of trenching through perennial creeks) shall be avoided by boring the water
main under the perennial creek and avoiding any impacts to the streambed itself.
Should trenching through the perennial creek be the only viable option,
consultation with NOAA Fisheries shall be conducted to develop an approach that
would minimize potential impacts to the Central Valley steelhead and other listed
salmonid species to acceptable levels.

The biologist shall submit written certification that they have observed the
construction of the detention basin to the City prior to approval of the Final/Parcel
Map or the issuance of a Building Permit if no map is involved.

A qualified biologist shall be retained at the expense of the Property Owner and
shall be present on site to observe that the hand digging of such detention basins
does not result in fallback of materials into the wetland or other damage to the
wetland.

6.2-2d: Construction of detention basin(s) in proximity to any existing meadows or
wetlands on the project site shall be constructed according to specifications
approved by the City Engineer. No heavy equipment shall be used in the
construction of the entirety of this connection.

6.2-2c: Trenching, boring and jacking shall be conducted during the dry summer
months, between June 15 and October 15.

Silt fencing or straw bale siltation barriers shall be installed between all Waters
of the US and the construction area.

a)

6.2-2b: The following Best Management Practices (BMPs) shall be applied to the
project:

No direct impacts to potentially suitable habitat shall be allowed until the absence
of listed species (within 50 feet of proposed activities) has been determined by
completing USFWS protocol-level surveys with negative findings (by a qualified
biologist), or take authorization (including implementation of any required
conservation measures) has been obtained from the USFWS.

Mitigation Measure(s)

Significance
After
Mitigation
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Impact 6.2-3: Redevelopment activities and
redevelopment engendered development
could result in a cumulative loss of special
status species

Impact

LS

Significance
Prior to
Mitigation1

None required

6.2-2i: Identified nesting trees may only be removed prior to the onset of the nesting
season (March), or after young have fledged (late July to early August).

Construction activities shall be prohibited within this buffer zone until the end of the
nesting season (late July / early August), or until the young have fledged. A
qualified wildlife biologist shall monitor the nest to determine when the young have
fledged and submit weekly reports to the CDFG and City throughout the nesting
season.

During the nesting period (March–July), if active raptor nests are located in or
within 500 feet of an active or scheduled construction activity area, then
appropriate buffer zones shall be established in consultation with the CDFG.

6.2-2h: If construction occurs within the nesting period (March–July), within the project
site, the Property Owner shall retain a qualified wildlife biologist to conduct a
survey for nesting raptors prior to any construction activity (i.e., grading). Active
raptor nests located within 500 feet of construction activities, where practicable and
feasible, shall be mapped.

The SWPPP shall be prepared by a Registered Civil Engineer and shall
demonstrate how water quality impacts from construction and development will be
properly treated to prevent siltation to downstream waters and to remove pollutants
such as oil, grease, and garbage from the downstream discharge of storm water,
particularly during the first season storms. These methods shall be provided to the
satisfaction of the City Engineer.

6.2-2g: The requirements of the RWQCB shall be met prior to the issuance of a
grading permit, including, but not limited to, coverage under the General
Construction Storm Water Permit (Order No 99-08-DWQ), submittal of a Storm
Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and issuance of Section 401 Water
Quality Certification.

6.2-2f: Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the Property Owner shall submit to the
City confirmation from the CDFG that all permitting requirements have been met.
This shall include, but not be limited to, issuance of a SAA.

Mitigation Measure(s)

LS

Significance
After
Mitigation
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Impact 6.3-1: Redevelopment projects and
redevelopment engendered development
could cause a substantial adverse change
in the significance of an archaeological
resource, including human remains

Impact

S

Significance
Prior to
Mitigation1
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6.3-1d If, during the course of development, any archeological, historical, or
paleontological resources are uncovered, discovered, or otherwise detected or
observed, construction activities in the affected area shall cease and a qualified
archeologist shall be contacted to review the site and advise the City of the site’s
significance. If the Development Services Director deems the findings significant,
appropriate mitigation shall be required prior to any resumption of work on the
project.

6.3-1c Foremen and key members of major excavation, trenching, and grading for
site preparation shall be instructed to be wary of the possibility of destruction of
buried cultural resource materials. They shall be instructed to recognize signs of
prehistoric use and their responsibility to report any such finds (or suspected finds)
immediately, as specified by measure 6.3-1d below, so damage to such resources
may be prevented.

The following mitigation measures shall apply to all redevelopment projects within
the Project Area:

6.3-1b Prior to issuance of a grading permit, representatives of the Wintu Tribe and
other interested Native American Tribes shall be notified to allow the Tribes to
provide their own on-site cultural resource monitor(s) during grading and
construction activities. The Property Owner shall allow on-site access to
designated Native American representatives for the purpose of cultural resource
monitoring.

The City Development Services Director shall be notified a minimum of 48 hours in
advance of any construction activities and shall be provided with the name and
contact information of the Property Owner’s archaeological monitor.

6.3-1a An archaeologist shall monitor construction activity for the purpose of ensuring
that any inadvertent discoveries of previously undocumented cultural material
representing primary deposit are evaluated and that an appropriate level of data
recovery is undertaken in the event of such a discovery.

For any Agency-funded project within the Project Area, where a historical resource
has been identified on the site, the following mitigation measures shall apply:

6.3 Cultural and Historic Resources

Mitigation Measure(s)

LS

Significance
After
Mitigation
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Impact 6.3-2: Redevelopment projects and
redevelopment engendered development
could result in the potential alteration of
historic resources

Impact

S

Significance
Prior to
Mitigation1
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The development of site-specific history and appropriate contextual
information regarding the particular resource. In addition to archival research
and comparative studies, this task could involve limited oral history collection.
Accurate mapping of the resources, scaled to indicate size and proportion of
the structures.
Photo documentation of the designated resources, both in still and video
formats.

a.

b.
c.

6.3-2d If the properties identified in 6.3-2a and 6.3-2b are determined to be eligible
for listing in the California Register, where rehabilitation involves demolition of
feature(s) that do not remove the building from eligibility for the California Register,
then the feature(s) shall be recorded to Historic American Building Survey/Historic
American Engineering Record (HABS/HAER) standards prior to their removal.
Copies of the HABS/HAER documentation shall be filed with the OHP.
HABS/HAER recordation typically includes the following:

6.3-2c If the properties identified in 6.3-2a and 6.3-2b are determined to be eligible
for listing in the California Register, the Secretary of the Interiors Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties shall be applied to insure that treatments will
maintain the authenticity and integrity of character defining historical features.

6.3-2b Prior to funding rehabilitation or demolition activities for the Summit City
duplexes, the red house in the Buckeye Complex, and/or the commercial buildings
on Lake Boulevard near Highway 151, the Agency shall retain a qualified
architectural historian to prepare a comprehensive survey of the buildings that are
over 45 years old and evaluate each for eligibility for listing in the California
Register. This evaluation shall occur through the preparation of State of California
DPR 523 forms for each building, and through standard CEQA evaluation.

6.3-2a Prior to funding rehabilitation or demolition activities in the Buckeye Street
complex, the Agency shall retain a qualified architectural historian to research and
photographically record the complex, and file the documentation with the Shasta
Lake Heritage & Historical Society and the SHPO.

6.3-1e Should any human remains be found during the construction project,
construction in the area shall stop immediately and reported to the County
Coroner. Construction shall not proceed until the County Coroner has determined
such construction will not further impact human remains.

Mitigation Measure(s)

LS

Significance
After
Mitigation
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S

S

Impact 6.4-1: Redevelopment engendered
development and infrastructure construction
could disturb unidentified contaminated soil
and structures

S

Significance
Prior to
Mitigation1

Impact 6.3-4: Redevelopment projects and
redevelopment engendered development
could contribute to the cumulative
degradation or loss of archaeological or
historic resources, including human remains

Impact 6.3-3: Redevelopment projects and
redevelopment engendered development
could result in the substantial alteration,
removal, or destruction of historic resources

Impact

Recordation by measured architectural drawings, in the case of specifically
designed structures of high architectural merit; “as-built” plans of existing
structures/foundation ruins will involve field measurements, office scaled plan
layout, and plot out of final plan

Accurate mapping of the resources, scaled to indicate size and proportion of
the structures.
Photo documentation of the designated resources, both in still and video
formats.
Recordation by measured architectural drawings, in the case of specifically
designed structures of high architectural merit; “as-built” plans of existing
structures/foundation ruins will involve field measurements, office scaled plan
layout, and plot out of final plan.

b.
c.
d.

6.4-1a A thorough examination of past property uses shall be required for
redevelopment projects involving demolition or reuse of older properties or
construction on vacant land, prior to demolition or construction. This examination
shall conform to the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) process
established by the American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM), and shall
include a site reconnaissance, a review of regulatory databases, interviews with
persons knowledgeable of the property, and a review of past property uses using

6.4 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

None available beyond those identified for project specific mitigation.

The development of site-specific history and appropriate contextual
information regarding the particular resource. In addition to archival research
and comparative studies, this task could involve limited oral history collection.

a.

6.3-3
The resource shall be recorded to HABS/HAER standards prior to their
removal. Copies of the HABS/HAER documentation shall be filed with the SHPO.
HABS/HAER recordation typically includes the following:

d.

Mitigation Measure(s)

LS

SU

SU

Significance
After
Mitigation
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Impact

Significance
Prior to
Mitigation1
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(3) Preparation of any remediation plan shall include in its focus measures to be
taken to protect the public from exposure to potential site hazards and shall
include a certification that the remediation measures would clean up the
contaminants, dispose of the wastes properly, and protect public health in
accordance with federal, state, and local requirements.

(2) In the event that a condition or suspected condition of soil and/or groundwater
contamination are discovered during construction, work shall cease or be
restricted to an unaffected area of the site as the situation warrants and the
City shall be immediately notified. Upon notification, the City shall notify the
EHD of the contamination condition, and the hazardous material removal
contractor shall prepare a site remediation plan and a site safety plan, the
latter of which is required by OSHA for the protection of construction workers.
Similarly, the hazardous material removal contractor shall follow and
implement all directives of the EHD and any other jurisdictional authorities that
might become involved in the remediation process.

(1) Prepare a hazardous material discovery and response contingency plan for
review by the Shasta Lake Fire Protection District (Fire District). The Fire
District will act as the first responder to a condition of extreme emergency (i.e.,
fire, emergency medical assistance, etc).

Construction contract documents shall require the hazardous material removal
contractor or subcontractor to comply with the following:

6.4-1c If the Phase I/II indicates the potential for unremediated soil and/or
groundwater contamination or underground storage tanks to be disturbed during
construction, the Agency shall require in construction contract documents that a
hazardous materials removal team be on-call and available for immediate
response during site preparation, excavation, and other construction activities.
Hazardous material removal activities must be contracted to a qualified hazardous
materials removal contractor.

6.4-1b If discolored soil, vapors, or contaminated groundwater are encountered
during construction activities, all work shall cease until a qualified environmental
professional assesses the situation and appropriate action is taken to ensure the
safety of workers and the public.

appropriate historical sources. A Phase II ESA shall be conducted if deemed
necessary based on the Phase I ESA results.

Mitigation Measure(s)

Significance
After
Mitigation
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Mitigation Measure(s)

None required

None required

LS

Impact 6.4-4: Redevelopment of the
Amended Project Area would contribute to
cumulative increases in the number of
people who could be exposed to accidental
or intentional release of hazardous
substances on rail lines and roadways

6.4-2b A project applicant for a project subject to an Owner Participation Agreement
(OPA) or Disposition and Development Agreement (DDA) shall provide written
documentation to the Agency that ACM and lead-based paint has been abated and
any remaining hazardous substances and/or waste have been removed in
compliance with applicable state and local laws and regulations.

6.4-2a Prior to any Agency rehabilitation or demolition activities, the Agency shall
conduct an interior survey to evaluate the presence of ACM, lead based paint,
PCB-containing electrical and hydraulic fluids, and/or chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs),
as well as any other potential environmental concerns (i.e.,
aboveground/underground fuel tanks, elevator shafts/hydraulic lifts, floor
drains/sumps, chemical storage/disposal) which may be present within structures
on a project site.

(5) Construction contract documents shall include provisions for the proper
handling and disposal of contaminated soil and/or dewatering water (including
groundwater and contaminated rainwater) in accordance with federal, state,
and local requirements.

(4) Obtain closure and/or No Further Action letters from the appropriate
agency(ies).

LS

PS

Significance
Prior to
Mitigation1

Impact 6.4-3: Redevelopment of the
Amended Project Area would contribute to
cumulative increases in the use of
hazardous substances during construction
and occupancy

Impact 6.4-2: Redevelopment could result
in the rehabilitation or demolition of
buildings likely to contain asbestos, leadbased paint, or other hazardous substances

Impact

LS

LS

LS

Significance
After
Mitigation

2.0 SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES
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The following measures shall be required for future redevelopment projects, as
applicable:

PS

Impact 6.5-2: Redevelopment in the
Amended Project Area would generate new
sources of runoff that could increase the
rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner that would result in flooding on- or
off-site, or exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems
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FEBRUARY 2008
6.5-2e The cumulative effect of the proposed project when combined with all other
existing and anticipated development shall not increase the water surface elevation
of the base flood more than one foot at any point. In addition, all new sanitary
sewer and water systems shall be designed to minimize or eliminate infiltration of
floodwaters into the systems and discharge from the systems into floodwaters
pursuant to Municipal Code Section 15.04.170.

6.5-2d Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the Property Owner shall provide to the
City documentation prepared by a licensed engineer verifying that road and utility
improvements constructed within a 100-year floodplain do not adversely affect the
carrying capacity of areas where base flood elevations have been determined but a
floodway has not been designated.

6.5-2c Detention basins shall be fenced and screened or designed such that safety
fencing may not be required. The fence requirement may be eliminated only if
alternate safety provisions are provided as reviewed and approved by the City
Engineer and Development Services Director.

6.5-2b The methods shown shall not adversely affect adjacent or downstream
properties. Storm drainage facilities shall be sized and installed in accordance with
the project improvement plans as approved by the City Engineer, and in
accordance with the construction standards of the Public Works Department.

6.5-2a A final drainage plan shall be prepared for the project and off-site
improvements by a Registered Civil Engineer to determine how drainage will be
properly managed as the individual parcels are developed, and the necessary
locations and size of common storm water detention facilities, drainage
easements, and access easements for maintenance.

None required

6.5 Hydrology and Water Quality

Mitigation Measure(s)

LS

Significance
Prior to
Mitigation1

Impact 6.5-1: Construction of
redevelopment projects or redevelopment
engendered projects could degrade the
quality of receiving water bodies

Impact

LS

LS

Significance
After
Mitigation

2.0 SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES
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PS

None required

LS

Impact 6.5-5: Stormwater and operational
runoff as a result of redevelopment would
contribute to cumulative increases in
discharge of urban pollutants to the
Sacramento River

Impact 6.6-1 Redevelopment engendered
development and infrastructure projects
could result in construction noise at
sensitive receptors

None required

LS

Impact 6.5-4: Redevelopment projects and
development engendered by
redevelopment could expose people or
structures to an increased risk from flooding

Mitigation Measure(s)

Saturday: 8:00 A.M. – 5:00 P.M.
Sunday: No construction activities allowed.

b.
c.

Special circumstances include the need to complete construction along public
roadways or within public utilities to ensure continued services or safe conditions.
Such exceptions shall be approved prior to commencement of the work.
Construction activities that could affect traffic flow shall be scheduled for off-peak
hours. Heavy truck trips involved in the hauling of soil to the site shall be limited to
the hours of 9:00 A.M. to 4:00 P.M., Monday through Friday. Hauling activity may
occur on Saturday from 8:00 A.M. to 6:00 P.M. No work is allowed on Sundays.

Monday through Friday: 7:00 A.M. – 7:00 P.M.

a.

6.6-1: During construction, the Property Owner shall comply with the following time
periods established for construction activities. Construction activities shall not
occur outside of the following established limits unless approved by the City under
special circumstances:

6.6 Noise

None required

LS

Significance
Prior to
Mitigation1

Impact 6.5-3: Redevelopment projects and
development engendered by
redevelopment could adversely affect
groundwater quality, the rate and direction
of groundwater flow, or interfere with
groundwater recharge

Impact

LS

LS

LS

LS

Significance
After
Mitigation

2.0 SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

SHASTA DAM AREA RP FOURTH AMENDMENT DEIR
FEBRUARY 2008

None required

6.6-4:

LS

PS

LS

Impact 6.6-3 Redevelopment engendered
development could result in an increase in
cumulative community noise impacts

Impact 6.6-4: Redevelopment engendered
development could expose existing or
planned land uses to cumulative operational
noise that would conflict with local planning
guidelines or noise ordinance criteria
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Impact 6.7-1: Redevelopment engendered
development could increase general
population demands on public safety
None required

None required

None required

LS

LS

LS

Impact 6.7-2: Redevelopment engendered
development could increase general
population demands on schools

Impact 6.7-3: Redevelopment engendered
development could increase general
population demands on wastewater
collection and treatment

Impact 6.7-4: Redevelopment engendered
development and infrastructure projects
could affect stormwater and drainage
systems

None required

6.7 Public Services and Utilities

Implement Mitigation Measure 6.6-2.

6.6-2: For all redevelopment assisted residential projects within the Amended Project
Area, the Redevelopment Agency shall ensure that adequate and appropriate
sound barriers are provided or require an acoustical analysis to ensure existing
construction methods are adequate to insure that interior noise levels of 45 dBA or
less are maintained for future ambient noise levels. If necessary, appropriate
noise insulation measures shall be identified and included in the construction
documents to the satisfaction of the City Development Services Department.

Mitigation Measure(s)

PS

Significance
Prior to
Mitigation1

Impact 6.6-2: Redevelopment engendered
development could result increased
ambient noise levels at noise-sensitive land
uses

Impact

LS

LS

LS

LS

LS

LS

LS

Significance
After
Mitigation

2.0 SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES
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None required

LS

Impact 6.8-2: Redevelopment activities
could remove barriers to development,
resulting in increased demands on
pedestrian and transit access and
operations
LS

None required

LS

Impact 6.8-1: Redevelopment activities
could remove barriers to development,
resulting in increased traffic in the Amended
Project Area

Impact 6.8-3: Redevelopment activities
could remove barriers to development,
resulting in cumulative increases in traffic in
the Amended Project Area

None required

LS

Impact 6.7-6: Redevelopment engendered
development could increase general
population demands on parks, recreation,
and cultural facilities

Mitigation Measure(s)

None required

6.8 Transportation and Circulation

None required

LS

Significance
Prior to
Mitigation1

Impact 6.7-5: Redevelopment engendered
development could increase general
population demands on water service

Impact

LS

LS

LS

LS

LS

Significance
After
Mitigation
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3.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION
INTRODUCTION
This chapter of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) describes the background, location,
and characteristics of the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Plan Fourth Amendment
(proposed project or Amendment). The information presented in this section and
incorporated by reference is based on the Redevelopment Feasibility Study – Shasta Dam
Redevelopment Project Area and Proposed Added Area (August 2007), the Amended FiveYear Implementation Plan for the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Project (January 2005),
the Notice of Preparation (NOP) prepared by the City of Shasta Lake Redevelopment
Agency (Agency; November 1, 2007), the Draft Amended and Restated Redevelopment
Plan (November 2007), the Draft EIR for the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Plan (1989),
the Preliminary Report (January 15, 2008), and aerial photographs.

BACKGROUND
The history of Shasta Lake began in the late 1930s when the Shasta Dam was constructed,
although the area remained a part of the unincorporated county until the City incorporated in
1993. Construction of the dam brought thousands of job seekers into the area, and four
settlements developed:
•

Project City, near the intersection of the present-day Cascade Boulevard and Shasta
Dam Boulevard

•

Pine Grove, near the intersection of the present-day Cascade Boulevard and Pine
Grove Avenue

•

Central Valley, which consists primarily of the central portion of today’s City of
Shasta Lake

•

Summit City, near the intersection of the present-day Lake Boulevard and Shasta
Dam Boulevard.

As the building of the Shasta Dam progressed, businesses such as grocery stores,
drygoods stores, restaurants, saloons, and similar businesses were constructed and
expanded. Homes to house the temporary dam workers and their families on a short-term
basis, as well as a school for the children were quickly constructed. The four communities
continued to thrive until World War II, when dam construction neared completion and many
workers left the area to join the service.
Following World War II, servicemen seeking jobs returned to the Shasta Lake area, living in
the homes that had been hastily constructed for the temporary dam workers. The region’s
timber industry began to grow, and more roads were paved. For the next 30 years, demand
for lumber in the area and continued public works projects created jobs and the four
communities once again thrived.
However, with the decline in timber production and public works projects in the 1970s, the
communities declined. Businesses, particularly those in the former Summit City, closed,
leaving vacant buildings behind. Homes that had been constructed 50 years earlier and
SHASTA DAM AREA RP FOURTH AMENDMENT DEIR
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designed for temporary housing continued to house former dam workers and their families,
without structural upgrades to assure safety. Other buildings deteriorated due to lack of
maintenance. In response, the County of Shasta Board of Supervisors adopted the
Redevelopment Plan for the Shasta Dam Redevelopment Project Area (Original Area) by
Ordinance number 553 on July 11, 1989. The Original Area as adopted consisted of
portions of the former Project City, Pine Grove, and Central Valley, but Summit City was left
out.
The County established the Original Area in response to the deterioration of the area’s
housing, and as a means to provide a financing mechanism to address the area’s many
needs. On July 2, 1993, the City of Shasta Lake (City) was formed, bringing together the
four former boomtowns. Because all the territory in the Original Area was now within the
boundaries of the new City, the new City Council and Board of Supervisors agreed to
transfer the territorial jurisdiction of the Original Area to the Agency.
The Redevelopment Plan’s financial limits may be realized several years prior to the July
2024 time limit on the receipt of tax increment revenue.1 At the time of its creation, the
Original Area’s assessed value was approximately $90 million, but has grown to
approximately $150 million today. While there has been significant new investment in the
past several years, it is clear that some portions of the Original Area are not improving and
may need additional support. Other areas within the City have also been identified that
would benefit from the incentives that a redevelopment plan provides. Consequently,
Agency staff is proposing an amendment to the Redevelopment Plan for two primary
reasons. First, to extend time limits and increase financial limits–doing so will ensure the
Agency has sufficient time and financial resources to continue its planned work for the
Project Area–and secondly, to add territory to the Original Area.
On August 7, 2007, the City Council adopted a resolution to study the feasibility of
expanding the Original Area and to study all of the property within the City limits. Following
a review of the areas outside the Original Area, it was concluded that two additional areas
within the Shasta Dam Redevelopment Survey Area could qualify for redevelopment (Added
Area).
The first and larger area consists of the former community of Summit City along Lake
Boulevard and the surrounding residential neighborhoods. Also included is the area
generally west of the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) right-of-way between the Summit City
community and the southern border of the City limits. The second and smaller area consists
of the parcels within the Shasta Park Road neighborhood and a number of parcels along
Shasta Dam Boulevard between Shasta Park Road and Rouge Road.
The properties included in the proposed Added Area were initially selected because a
preliminary review of these properties in the feasibility analysis indicated the existence of
blight, as defined by the California Community Redevelopment Law (CCRL). These
conditions will be extensively evaluated and documented during the amendment planning
process, and will be set out in detail in the Agency’s Report to the City Council prior to
adoption of the amendment.

1

Redevelopment Plan Amendment Feasibility Study, RSG, August 2007.
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AMENDED PROJECT AREA LOCATION
The proposed Amended Project Area is located in the City of Shasta Lake, in the
southwestern portion of Shasta County, California (Figure 3.0-1). The City is located
approximately two miles north of the City of Redding and three miles south of Shasta Lake.
The Original Area encompasses 2,458 acres, and is located generally east of the UPRR
right-of-way in the City. It consists of approximately one-third of the City, and includes much
of the former Central Valley community, as well as portions of the former Project City and
Pine Grove communities.
The proposed Added Area (763 acres) consists of two areas west and north of the Original
Area (Figure 3.0-2). The first and larger area consists of the former community of Summit
City along Lake Boulevard and the surrounding residential neighborhoods, including the
area generally west of the UPRR right-of-way between the Summit City community to the
southern border of the City limits. The second and smaller area consists of the parcels
within the Shasta Park Road neighborhood and a number of parcels along Shasta Dam
Boulevard between Shasta Park Road and Rouge Road.

SETTING
The northern boundary of the Amended Project Area is basically the northern extremity of
the urbanized area. The eastern boundary generally follows Interstate 5 (I-5) and the
southern boundary aligns with the southern portion of the community of Pine Grove and the
southern boundaries of the Shasta Dam Area Public Utility District. The western boundary
of the Original Area generally conforms to the main north-south rail line of the Union Pacific
Railroad (UPRR – formerly the Southern Pacific Railroad), and the Added Area moves the
boundary along both sides of Lake Boulevard. Along I-5, the Original Area contains two
interchanges at Shasta Dam Boulevard (State Highway 151) and Pine Grove Avenue. Both
have developed commercial uses, however, the commercial strip along Shasta Dam
Boulevard is the most significant existing feature linking I-5 with the Shasta Dam recreation
area.
Original Area
The 2005-2009 Implementation Plan notes that:
In general, the Project Area is currently characterized by interspersed
structural deterioration, an overabundance of underutilized commercial land,
unmanageable parcelization patterns, poor safe pedestrian systems, a lack of
quality retail establishments, a lack of job opportunities and no job training
programs. There is a lack of curbs, gutters, paving and sidewalks throughout
the Project Area. Properties requiring substantial structural improvements
create negative impacts on their neighborhoods by depreciating and
impairing the values of surrounding properties. These conditions limit ideal
utilization of the Project Area to the extent that the Project Area suffers blight
that cannot be reasonably improved by private enterprise acting alone.
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Source: Ervin Consulting, 2008
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FIGURE 3.0-1
PROJECT VICINITY
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Source: The Ervin Consulting Group, 2008
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FIGURE 3.0-2
EXISTING AND ADDED PROJECT AREA
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When the Original Area was adopted in 1989, it was characterized by a large number of
deteriorated structures. According to a 1987 Housing Condition Survey, approximately 32%
of dwelling units in the Central Valley area were in substandard condition and in need of
rehabilitation. Only 19% were in good repair. Field inspections conducted for the Feasibility
Analysis confirmed that structures throughout the Original Area are unsafe or unfit to occupy
primarily due to defective design and character of physical construction, as well as age,
obsolescence, deterioration, and dilapidation.
Structural deterioration continues to be widespread in the Original Area. A second Housing
Conditions Survey was conducted in 2002-03, and approximately 26% of dwelling units
were in substandard condition. Today there are approximately 438 residential structures
with serious dilapidation and deterioration. This is approximately 26 percent of all residential
structures in the Original Area. Although the percentage of seriously dilapidated and
deteriorated residential dwelling units has decreased, the actual number has increased.
However, a windshield survey of the Original Area with City Code Enforcement for the
Feasibility Analysis further suggests the level of unfit and unsafe structures may be much
higher than these figures. Many examples of buildings whose deterioration and disrepair
that pose safety risks to occupants were noted in nearly all residential neighborhoods.
Common problems include rusting metal roofs and siding; warped, deteriorated, and missing
wood siding; sagging and crumbling roofs; deteriorating and missing foundations; and
broken windows. Prolonged decay of these already-serious conditions can lead to
increased weakening of structural integrity, along with increased fire susceptibility, weatherinduced damage, and wood infestation.
In addition to serious dilapidation and deterioration caused by long-term neglect, there is a
noticeable incidence of red-tagged dwelling units requiring demolition in the Original Area.
While most are vacant, several appear to be occupied. Within the Original Area, there is
also a noticeable incidence of boarded-up and abandoned dwelling units that are not redtagged, but suffer from serious deterioration.
As described above, many dwellings were hastily constructed to house temporary dam
workers. Many are still standing and are little more than shacks without foundations and
with other serious problems. Nearly 20 years have passed since the Original Area was
established, and the condition of a number of the dwelling units has likely worsened since
then. Many of these older, hastily-constructed residential structures in the Original Area are
more susceptible to continued deterioration due to aging, weathering, a lack of current
building standards and codes, and overall disinvestments.
Overall, the Original Area is generally characterized by blighting conditions such as:
1. Unsafe or unhealthy buildings due to defective design or physical construction
and serious dilapidation and deterioration caused by long-term neglect;
2. Stagnant property values;
3. Abnormally high business vacancies and number of abandoned buildings; and
4. Inadequate public improvements such as curbs, gutters, sidewalks, and street
paving.
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Proposed Added Area
The proposed Added Area also contains buildings in which it is unsafe or unhealthy for
persons to live or work, abnormally high business vacancies, and a serious lack of
necessary commercial facilities that are normally found in neighborhoods. As noted in the
Feasibility Analysis, structures throughout the proposed Added Area have unsafe conditions
primarily due to serious building code violations and serious dilapidation and deterioration
caused by long-term neglect. In addition, there is at least anecdotal evidence of sewage
seepage due to faulty or inadequate septic systems.
As part of the field inspection with a City Code Enforcement officer, residential structures
were identified that have substandard and defective construction based on present
development standards and building codes. Many dwellings are so unsafe for human
habitation that they have been “red-tagged” for demolition. As described above, many
dwellings were hastily constructed to house temporary dam workers. Many are still standing
and are little more than shacks without foundations and with other serious structural
problems. These “dam shacks” were never meant to be permanent dwellings and, 60 years
later, many are extremely unsafe.
Numerous instances of serious dilapidation and deterioration of residences due to long-term
neglect that pose safety risks to occupants were also observed. Common problems include
rusting metal roofs and siding; warped, deteriorated, and missing wood siding; sagging and
crumbling roofs; deteriorating and missing foundations; broken windows; subsidence; and
illegal conversions and additions. Prolonged decay of these already-serious conditions can
lead to increased weakening of structural integrity, along with increased fire susceptibility,
weather-induced damage, and wood infestation.
Anecdotal evidence of faulty or inadequate sewer utilities was obtained through interviews
with various City officials. Specifically, much of the proposed Added Area is on septic
systems. Many are old and possibly in disrepair. There have been reports of sewage odor
and seepage in the higher-density residential portions of the proposed Added Area
High Business Vacancies
Lake Boulevard generally between Shasta Dam Boulevard and Rose Avenue contains an
extremely high amount of business vacancies. On Lake Boulevard in the former Summit
City, every business is vacant with the exception of one antiques shop.
Within the larger portion of the proposed Added Area (the former community of Summit
City), 21 parcels have commercial land use designations. Of those 21 parcels, 13 front
Lake Boulevard.
With nearly all structures vacant, the business vacancy rate is
approximately 62%. Not only is this an extremely high vacancy rate, but the fact that most
of the vacancies appear in one area gives the proposed Added Area an extremely
depressed appearance.
Within the smaller portion of the Added Area, the Sunset Inn, a former restaurant on Shasta
Dam Boulevard, is vacant. Considering there are eight parcels in this area with commercial
land use designations, this results in a business vacancy rate of 13%. This one vacancy is
very visible and affects the overall appearance of the proposed Added Area.
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Serious Lack of Commercial Facilities
Within the Added Area, there is a serious lack of necessary commercial facilities that are
normally found in neighborhoods. Such facilities include grocery stores, drug stores, and
banks.
According to field inspections, there is only one small neighborhood
grocer/convenience market in the entire Added Area, and no drug stores or banks. A review
of land use designations indicates there are no other commercial facilities that are normally
found in neighborhoods such as full-service grocery stores, drug stores, or banks or other
lending institutions.

PROPOSED PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS
The CCRL permits redevelopment agencies to amend redevelopment plans to facilitate the
elimination of blighting conditions by adding territory, increasing financing limits, and
extending plan duration. In an effort to expand revitalization of the City of Shasta Lake, the
Agency has proposed an Amendment to the Redevelopment Plan (Plan) for the Shasta
Dam Area Redevelopment Project Area. If adopted by the City of Shasta Lake City Council
(City Council) in July 2008, the Amendment would accomplish the following:
•

Expand the boundaries of the Original Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Project
Area (Original Area) by approximately 763 acres to include the Summit City and
Shasta Park Drive areas (Added Area)

•

Increase the limit on the amount of tax increment revenues that may be received
from the Original Area from $55 million cumulatively to $300 million cumulatively

•

Increase the limit on the amount of bonded indebtedness that may be outstanding
from $15 million to $75 million

•

Extend the duration of the Plan for the Original Area from July 11, 2014 to July 11,
2032 (or by 18 years)

•

Extend the time limit to collect tax increment revenues from the Original Area from
July 11, 2024 to July 11, 2042 (or by 18 years)

•

Rescind the time limit to incur debt for the Original Area

PROJECT OBJECTIVES
The objectives of the proposed Amendment are to:
•

Correct conditions in the Original Area and the Added Area by increasing the Plan’s
financial limits and extending the Plan’s time limits

•

Expand the Agency’s financial capabilities to avoid the cessation of its ability to
collect tax increment revenue to fund code enforcement, affordable housing,
infrastructure, and economic development projects in the Original Area

•

Correct conditions in the Added Area by expanding the boundaries to include the
Added Area to enable a broader and more effective redevelopment program in the
general area

•

Allow the Agency to do infrastructure and other non-housing projects in the Added
Area where it is generally prohibited from operating today

SHASTA LAKE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
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AMENDED AND RESTATED REDEVELOPMENT GOALS
The Amended and Restated Redevelopment Plan is intended to achieve the following goals:
•

Eliminate and prevent the spread of blight and deterioration and to conserve,
rehabilitate, and redevelop the Project Area in accordance with this Plan and future
Annual Work Programs

•

Provide for the enhancement and renovation of businesses within the Project Area to
promote their economic viability

•

Stimulate investment of the private sector in the full development of the Project Area

•

Promote public improvement facilities, which are sensitive to the unique
environmental qualities of the Project Area

•

Provide adequate roadways to correct street alignment problems, to provide
adequate circulation and access to highways

•

Encourage cooperation and participation of property owners, business persons,
public agencies and community organizations in the revitalization of the Project Area

•

Provide needed improvements to the community’s recreational, cultural, and other
community facilities to better serve the Project Area

•

Expand the resource of developable land by making underutilized land available for
development

•

Renovate and restore sites characterized by deficiencies including, but without
limitations, conditions of soil which render private development infeasible or
impractical

•

Achieve an environment reflecting a high level of concern for architectural,
landscape, and urban design principles appropriate to the objectives of this Plan

•

Create physical buffers, which ameliorate the adverse effects of changing land uses
along interfaces

•

Provide low and moderate income housing as is required to satisfy the needs and
desires of the various age and income groups of the community, maximizing the
opportunity for individual choice, and meeting the requirements of State Law

PROJECT COMPONENTS
Time and Financial Limits
The proposed Amendment would extend the effectiveness of the plan for the Original Area
by removing or modifying several limitations. The following actions are included in the
proposed Amendment:
•

Increase the tax increment revenue limit

•

Rescind the time limit to incur debt

•

Increase the limit on the amount of bonded debt that may be issued from $15 million
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•

Extend the duration of the redevelopment plan and the time limit to collect tax
increment revenue by 18 years

Table 3.0-1 shows potential new time limits if the Amendment is adopted. Extending the
time limits as described in Table 3.0-1 will cause secondary changes in the manner the Plan
is implemented.
An amendment to the Plan’s tax increment revenue limit, as well as other incidental
amendments proposed, would result in additional taxing agencies sharing in some of the
future tax increment revenue. Only the taxing agencies that do not have agreements with
the Agency (the City of Shasta Lake and the Shasta Lake Water Agency) would be entitled
to the statutory payments, as the terms and conditions of the existing agreements would
remain in effect if the Plan were amended.
TABLE 3.0-1
PROJECTED TIME AND FINANCIAL LIMITS
Existing
Redevelopment Plan

Amendments
for Original Area

New Limits for
Added Area

Time to Incur Debt

11-July-2009

No Limit

20 Years (2028)

Plan Duration

11-July-2014

11-July-2032

30 Years (2038)

Time limit to Receive Tax
Increment Revenue

11-July-2024

11-July-2042

45 Years (2053)

Tax Increment Revenue
Limit

$55 Million

$300 Million

No Limit

Bonded Debt Limit

$15 Million

$75 Million

Source: Preliminary Report, January 15, 2008.

General Agency Activities
The Plan authorizes the following programs and activities in order to alleviate and prevent
the spread of blight and deterioration in the Project Area:
•

The acquisition, installation, construction, reconstruction, redesign, or reuse of
streets, utilities, curbs, gutters, sidewalks, traffic control devices, flood control
facilities, buildings, structures, parks, playgrounds, and other public improvements

•

The rehabilitation, remodeling, demolition, or removal of buildings, structures, and
improvements

•

The rehabilitation, development, preservation, provision, or construction of affordable
housing in compliance with State Law

•

Providing the opportunity for participation by owners and tenants presently located in
the Project Area and the extension of preferences to persons engaged in business
desiring to remain or relocate within the redeveloped Project Area

•

Providing relocation assistance to displaced occupants in accordance with applicable
State Law
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•

The development or redevelopment of land by private enterprise or public agencies
for purposes and uses consistent with the objectives of this Plan

•

The acquisition of real property, personal property, any interest in property, and
improvements on the property by purchase, lease, option, grant, bequest, gift,
devise, or any other lawful means, or, where it is deemed necessary, by exercising
the power of eminent domain, as permitted by Section 503 of this Plan, after
conducting appropriate public hearings and making appropriate findings

•

Site preparation, development, and construction of necessary off-site improvements

•

Improving open space

•

Managing property acquired by the Agency

•

Providing financing for the assistance of commercial and industrial development that
increases the economic base of both the Project Area and the City, and the number
of temporary and permanent jobs

•

The disposition of real property, personal property, any interest in property, and
improvements on the property through methods such as sale, lease, exchange,
subdivision, transfer, assignment, pledge, encumbrance, or any other lawful means
of disposition

•

Recommending standards to ensure that property will continue to be used in
accordance with this Plan

•

The closure or vacation of certain streets and the dedication of other areas for public
purposes

•

Providing replacement housing, as required

•

Applying for, receiving, and utilizing grants and loans from federal or state
governments or any other source

•

Clearing or moving buildings, structures or other improvements from any real
property acquired by the Agency

These activities will not change because of the proposed Amendment.
Proposed Projects, Public Improvements, and Public Facilities
Improvements to the Original Area and Added Area public infrastructure are intended to
alleviate traffic congestion and improve public safety, remove costly impediments to
development, and upgrade infrastructure to contemporary standards to stimulate private
development. The proposed traffic/circulation improvement projects shall include, but are
not limited to roadways, landscape, street lights, pedestrian walkways, bridges,
interchanges, curbs, gutters, sidewalks, parking, street widening, street lights, traffic signals,
over or underpasses, utility undergrounding, bicycle paths, street medians, trails, and trolley
crossings.
The proposed sewer and drainage improvement projects shall include, but are not limited to,
monitoring systems, sewer parallels, drainage, sewer lines, wastewater treatment facilities,
flooding systems, flood control dikes, and sewer systems. The proposed utility and
communication improvement projects shall include, but are not limited to, electrical
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distribution systems, natural gas distribution systems; cable TV and fiber optic
communication systems, water distribution systems, and windbreaks.
Further compliance with General Plan, zoning standards, and environmental review may be
necessary for these proposals to come forward. Projects include, but are not limited to the
following:
•

•

•

•

Sanitary Sewer System Improvements:


Regional Wastewater Control Facility
Modification and Replacements



Sanitary System Deficiency
Improvements



Regional Wastewater Control Facility
Plant Expansion



Sanitary System Repairs



Sanitary Telemetry



Sanitary Pump Station
Rehabilitation/Modification



Sludge Removal and
Reuse/Disposal



Sanitary System Separation

Storm Drain Projects


Storm Drain Alleviation-Repairs



Storm Pump Station Rehabilitation



Storm System Improvements



Storm System Rehabilitation/ Street
Improvements



Stormwater Telemetry

Street Projects


Alley Abandonment



Street Name Sign Installation



Street Tree Planting



Street Repair Program



Railroad Crossing Protection



Street Resurfacing Program



Street Construction and
Replacement



Traffic Signal Control System



Traffic Signals – Modification



Sidewalk, Curb, and Gutter



Traffic Signals – New



Steel Street Light Pole Replacement



Utility Undergrounding



Street Light Installation



Wheel Chair Ramps



Street Lighting Upgrade

Water Projects


Central Control System



Water System Expansions



Pipelines Project



Water Transmission Mains



Service System Additions



Water Treatment Equipment



Service System Replacements



Minor Infrastructure Improvements



Aqueducts
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•

Public Facility Programs


Roof Replacement Program



Infrastructure Improvements



Park Reconstruction and
Construction




Community Center Construction,
Rehabilitation, and Expansion



Library Construction
Repairs/Rehabilitation



Play Equipment Replacements



Recreational Facilities Construction
and Reconstruction



Tot Lots - Full Replacement

Pool Reconstruction and
Construction

Community Facilities
The proposed community facilities improvement projects shall include, but are not limited to,
parks, open spaces, schools, school facilities, fire and sheriff facilities, communication
systems, libraries, museums, visitor centers, cultural centers, community centers, city
maintenance facilities, plazas, recreational facilities, playgrounds, and civic centers. Further
compliance with General Plan, zoning standards, and environmental review may be
necessary for these proposals to come forward.
Other Redevelopment Activities
The above summary of proposed projects and public improvements may not be complete in
that other projects may be proposed by the Agency to eliminate blighting conditions,
facilitate rehabilitation and development, or to otherwise carry out the Agency’s purposes in
the Amended Project Area. In addition, the Agency will continue to have various
administration and operational requirements associated with carrying out the above
programs and activities. These will include program staff, planning and other studies, and
securing legal and other technical assistance.
Commercial Rehabilitation and Economic Development Incentives
The Agency anticipates a sizable portion of the non-housing revenue from the Original Area
and the Added Area will be expended on projects to assist property owners with
rehabilitation to older structures, redesign and reconstruct obsolete properties, improve
public safety, and other improvements needed to address existing deficiencies identified in
Section B of this Report.
The preliminary cost of these activities is anticipated to be $42 million over the duration of
the Plan.
These activities are designed to address blighting conditions by assisting business and
property owners with rehabilitation, expansion, or acquisition activities. The Agency
proposes to provide funds to assist in land acquisition and on-site and off-site infrastructure
improvements. Consistent with the General Plan, the Agency seeks to use redevelopment
tools to stimulate private investment throughout the entire Original Area and Added Area.
Where appropriate, the Agency may provide grants and/or loans for small business or
property owners who desire to install façade improvements, redesign parking areas, or add
buffers to surrounding uses. In instances where more significant redevelopment work is
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needed, the Agency may work with multiple property owners to create shared parking areas
to improve the supply of convenient off-street parking and reduce potential safety hazards.
The Agency may also participate with property owners who desire to reconstruct
improvements by providing off-site improvements or other incentives to eliminate the
financial shortfall facing many prospective developers and property owners.
Housing Programs
The Agency is required by the CCRL to set aside at least 20% of its gross tax increment
revenues into a fund to increase, improve, and preserve the community’s supply of
affordable housing. Such funds may be used inside as well as outside the Amended Project
Area boundaries, though the Agency expects that most housing set aside funds would be
expended within the Original Area and the Added Area, given the extent of affordable
housing assistance needed for the area. The Agency anticipates expending approximately
$55 million on affordable housing projects over the duration of the Amendment.
Housing fund expenditures will assist the City in implementing the goals and programs set
forth in the Agency’s affordable housing compliance plan and five-year implementation plan,
as well as the Housing Element of the City’s General Plan. Within the Amended Project
Area, affordable housing funds may be used to assist in the development of quality housing
projects in areas where such uses are permitted. By law, a minimum of 15 percent of all
housing units constructed in the Amended Project Area must be affordable. Affordable
housing funds may be employed outside the Amended Project Area provided the Agency
makes the appropriate findings of benefit required by the Redevelopment Law. The Agency
will also expand implementation of its existing affordable housing programs (including Down
Payment Assistance, Homeowner Rehabilitation Assistance, Rental Rehabilitation or New
Construction Assistance) if the Amendment is adopted.
These housing projects
implemented by Amended Project Area tax increment revenues would generally help fulfill
the community’s need for affordable housing in response to development of job-generating
uses and other economic growth.
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN
Since 1994, the CCRL has required redevelopment agencies throughout the state to adopt
an implementation plan that contains:
•

The specific goals and objectives of the Agency for the Project Area

•

The specific programs, including potential projects, and estimated expenditures
proposed to be made during the next five years

•

An explanation of how the goals and objectives, programs, and expenditures will
eliminate blight within the Project Area

•

A description of how the Agency proposes to address housing needs in the Project
Area over the next five- and ten-year period

The Agency last adopted an implementation plan for the Project Area in December 2005.
The Implementation Plan comprises two components, Redevelopment and Housing. The
Redevelopment component revisits the goals and objectives of the Plan; defines the
Agency’s strategy to achieve these goals and objectives; presents the projects, programs,
and expenditures that have been developed as a means to attain the goals and objectives;
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and describes how the goals and objectives, projects, programs, and expenditures will
eliminate blight within the Project Area.
The activities that implement the housing requirements are contained in the Housing
component. The Housing component shows how the Plan’s goals and objectives for
housing preservation and production will be implemented, as well as how the statutory
requirements for the set-aside and expenditure of tax increment for housing purposes will be
met.
A new Implementation Plan will be prepared for the Amended and Restated Redevelopment
Plan if the Amendment is adopted. By state law, the Implementation Plan is not subject to
environmental review. Identified projects and programs are assessed as they are proposed
for actual design and implementation.
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Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Plan Fourth Amendment
Draft Environmental Impact Report

A lternatives

Alternatives

4.0 ALTERNATIVES
INTRODUCTION
The purpose of this chapter of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is to identify and
describe the alternatives to the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Plan Fourth Amendment
(proposed project or Amendment). Project alternatives are developed to reduce or eliminate
the significant or potentially significant adverse environmental effects identified as a result of
the proposed project, while still meeting most if not all of the basic project objectives.
Alternatives considered various elements of the proposed project, including the proposed
change in Redevelopment Project Area boundaries (Added Area), and the change in the
time and financial limits for the Original Area.

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA)
REQUIREMENTS
An EIR must evaluate a reasonable range of alternatives to the proposed project, or to the
location of the proposed project, which could feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of
the project – but would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the
project. The EIR must also evaluate the comparative merits of the alternatives (CEQA
Guidelines, section 15126.6). An EIR need not evaluate the environmental effects of
alternatives in the same level of detail as the proposed project, but must include enough
information to allow for meaningful evaluation, analysis, and comparison with the proposed
project. CEQA provides the following guidelines for discussing alternatives to a proposed
project:
The specific alternative of the “no project” shall also be evaluated along with
its impacts...If the environmentally superior alternative is the “no project”
alternative, the EIR shall also identify an environmentally superior alternative
among the other alternatives (CEQA Guidelines, section 15126.6
subd.(e)(2)).
The discussion of alternatives shall focus on alternatives to the project or its
location which are capable of avoiding or substantially lessening any
significant effects of the project, even if these alternatives would impede to
some degree the attainment of the proposed objectives, or would be more
costly (CEQA Guidelines, section 15126.6 subd.(b)).
If an alternative would cause one or more significant effects in addition to
those that would be caused by the project as proposed, the significant effects
of the alternative shall be discussed, but in less detail than the significant
effects of the project as proposed (CEQA Guidelines, section 15126.6
subd.(d)).
The range of alternatives required in an EIR is governed by a “rule of reason”
that requires the EIR to set forth only those alternatives necessary to permit a
reasoned choice....The range of feasible alternatives shall be selected and
discussed in a manner to foster meaningful public participation and informed
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decision making....An EIR need not consider an alternative whose effect
cannot be reasonably ascertained and whose implementation is remote and
speculative (CEQA Guidelines, section 15126.6 subd.(f)).
The requirement that an EIR evaluate alternatives to the proposed project or alternatives
that address the location of the proposed project is a broad one; the primary intent of the
alternatives analysis is to disclose other ways that the objectives of the project could be
attained while reducing the magnitude of, or avoiding, the environmental impacts of the
proposed project. Alternatives that are included and evaluated in the EIR must be feasible
alternatives. However, the Public Resources Code (PRC) and the CEQA Guidelines direct
that the EIR need “set forth only those alternatives necessary to permit a reasoned choice.”
CEQA Guidelines provide a definition for “a range of reasonable alternatives” and, thus, limit
the number and type of alternatives that need to be evaluated in a given EIR. According to
the CEQA Guidelines (Section 15126.6(b)):
The alternatives shall be limited to ones that would avoid or substantially
lessen any of the significant effects of the project. Of those alternatives, the
EIR need examine in detail only the ones that the lead agency determines
could feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the project.
Therefore, alternatives in an EIR must be feasible. In the context of CEQA, feasible is
defined as “…capable of being accomplished in a successful manner within a reasonable
period of time, taking into account economic, environmental, legal, social and technological
factors.”
Further, the following factors may be taken into consideration in the assessment of the
feasibility of alternatives: site suitability, economic viability, availability of infrastructure,
general plan consistency, other plans or regulatory limitations, jurisdictional boundaries, and
the ability of the proponent to attain site control (Section 15126.6(f)(1)). Finally, as noted
above, an EIR is not required to analyze alternatives when the effects of the alternative
“cannot be reasonably ascertained and whose implementation is remote and speculative
(Section 15126.6(f)(3)).”
PROJECT OBJECTIVES
The selection of alternatives takes into account the project objectives provided in Chapter 3
(Project Description). The objectives of the proposed Amendment are to:
•

Correct conditions in the Original Area and the Added Area by increasing the Plan’s
financial limits and extending the Plan’s time limits

•

Expand the Agency’s financial capabilities to avoid the cessation of its ability to
collect tax increment revenue to fund code enforcement, affordable housing,
infrastructure, and economic development projects in the Original Area

•

Correct conditions in the Added Area by expanding the boundaries to include the
Added Area to enable a broader and more effective redevelopment program in the
general area

•

Allow the Agency to do infrastructure and other non-housing projects in the Added
Area, where it is generally prohibited from operating today.
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PROJECT-SPECIFIC SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE IMPACTS
As noted above, CEQA Guidelines §15126.6(a) specifies that an EIR shall describe
alternatives that “…would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the
project.” The significant and unavoidable environmental impacts of the proposed project
identified in Chapter 6 (Environmental Analysis) include:
•

Impact 6.3-3 Redevelopment projects and redevelopment engendered development
could result in the potential alteration, removal, or destruction of historic resources

CUMULATIVE SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE IMPACTS
The following are the significant and unavoidable cumulative impacts that will result from the
proposed project plus long-range cumulative development, after applying mitigation. The
significant and unavoidable environmental impacts of the cumulative environment, as
identified and discussed in Chapter 6 (Environmental Analysis), are:
•

Impact 6.3-4 Redevelopment projects and redevelopment engendered development
could contribute to the cumulative degradation or loss of archaeological or historic
resources, including human remains

ALTERNATIVES PREVIOUSLY CONSIDERED AND REJECTED
FROM FURTHER CONSIDERATION
CEQA Guidelines §15126.6(c) requires an EIR identify and briefly discuss any alternatives
that were considered by the lead agency, the City of Shasta Lake Redevelopment Agency
(Agency), but were rejected as infeasible during the scoping process. In identifying
alternatives, primary consideration was given to alternatives that would reduce significant
impacts, while still meeting most of the project objectives. Those alternatives that would
have impacts identical to or more severe than the proposed project, or that would not meet
most of the project objectives, were rejected from further consideration.
Three alternatives were previously considered by staff and the environmental consultant,
and rejected from further consideration, as summarized below:
•

Alternative Location
CEQA requires that an alternative location for a proposed project be analyzed if one
is available that could lessen potential adverse impacts associated with the proposed
project. The objective of the Amendment is to extend the Redevelopment Agency’s
ability to alleviate identified blight and encourage economic recovery into the Added
Area. Because of the nature of the Amendment, which is to alleviate blight, remove
barriers to development, and encourage economic recovery in areas that have been
defined as containing significant blight, there are no other locations that could
accommodate the project objectives. Implementation of an alternative location to the
proposed Amendment was deemed not feasible, and no alternative location has
been considered or evaluated in this EIR.

•

Alternative Public Actions
During preparation of the Amendment, alternative strategies for redevelopment of the
Added Area were considered. Based on field surveys and capital improvement plans
for the City, Agency staff evaluated alternative public improvements and facilities to
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be included in the Amendment. It was determined that the list of proposed public
improvements and facilities represented the best mix of actions, consistent with the
goals and objectives of the Amendment, to assist in the redevelopment of the Added
Area. The projects have been identified by the City’s facility master plans and capital
improvement/transportation plans as the actions needed to accommodate the City of
Shasta Lake General Plan (General Plan) build-out and meet City goals and policies
in the Added Area. This alternative would not have reduced any of the significant
effects of the proposed project. It is for that reason that this EIR does not consider
an alternative list of public improvements and facilities.
•

Alternative Added Area Boundaries
The Added Area boundaries were defined according to redevelopment law, based on
definitions of blight and urbanization, and through extensive public consultation to
determine what Added Area boundaries would best meet the City’s goals and
objectives for redevelopment of this part of the City. There are no sensitive
environmental issues in the Added Area that could be protected by excluding any
particular area from the Added Area, thus no environmental impacts would be
reduced by modifying the Added Area boundaries. It is for these reasons that this
EIR does not consider alternative project area boundaries.

ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT
NO PROJECT ALTERNATIVE
Under the No Project Alternative, the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Plan would not be
amended to expand the boundaries to include the Added Area, and the time and financial
limits would not be extended for the Redevelopment Plan.
The proposed public
improvements and development assistance that would be provided with redevelopment
(such as public infrastructure improvements, commercial and industrial rehabilitation/
development, and low- and moderate-income housing assistance) would not be
implemented with redevelopment funding in the Added Area, and would not be extended in
the Original Project Area for an additional 18 years. Under the No Project Alternative,
development in the Amended Project Area would occur as defined in the General Plan at a
pace commensurate with prevailing market conditions and infrastructure improvements that
the City could implement without extending redevelopment tools and funding.
Due to the dilapidation and deterioration of many of the Amended Project Area buildings,
and the escalating costs involved in the maintenance and upkeep of those structures, it is
very likely that most of these structures will continue to decline in appearance and structural
integrity, further contributing to the blighting conditions and health and safety issues within
the Amended Project Area. As evidenced by the lack of investments to existing properties
over the past several years, many property owners are not able to upgrade their properties
or are unwilling to due to a fear of lack of return on investment. Due to the old age and
escalating costs involved in meeting modern construction standards established to ensure
the health and safety of the building occupants, it is likely that many Amended Project Area
buildings will continue to be characterized by defective physical construction.
Under the No Project Alternative, Agency powers to assemble suitable sites for
development and provide assistance would not be available in the Added Area, and would
be limited in the Original Area, thus integrated modern projects with greater community
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benefits would be unlikely to develop due to the conditions noted above, and in Chapter 3
(Project Description). The amount of development would likely be substantially less and
consist of less varied uses reflective solely of the limited market demand at a given time.
The No Project scenario would be similar to any aged and blighted area, where the
Amended Project Area would stay a marginal area with inadequate infrastructure, a
deteriorating housing stock, and high commercial vacancies, despite the underlying zoning.
Quality of development would be poor, blight would persist, and the housing stock would
continue to deteriorate.
Environmental Effects
Because general land use types, densities, and intensities that could be developed pursuant
to the Amendment could ultimately be developed under this alternative, long-term
environmental effects associated with the No Project Alternative - including traffic increases
and noise - may be similar to those of the project. However, redevelopment tools and taxincrement revenue would not be available to:
•

Assist in consolidating undersized and oddly configured lots into developable parcels

•

Provide infrastructure improvements

•

Provide assistance to eliminate dangerous and substandard buildings

•

Assist in remediating groundwater and soil contamination

•

Providing development incentives and area-wide cleanup

This alternative would not alleviate conditions of blight and public health and safety
concerns in the Added Area. The continuation of such conditions makes it unlikely that new
development will occur in this area without public assistance.
In addition, the redevelopment needs of the Original Area will soon exceed the financial
capacity of the Agency. Presently, the Plan has a $55 million cumulative tax increment limit,
which the Agency expects to reach in approximately 10 years. By the year 2015-16, the
Agency will run out of revenue and the City will need to find other means to fund affordable
housing, code enforcement, rehabilitation, infrastructure, and economic development
programs – or they would need to eliminate these activities.
Therefore, the No Project Alternative would result in the continuation of blight and blighting
influences throughout the Original Project Area and the Added Area. Planned development
in accordance with the General Plan may be prevented or may occur at a significantly
slower rate. Blighting conditions, including factors hindering the economically viable use of
lots, lots of irregular form and shape and inadequate size that are under multiple ownership,
depreciated property values, vacant parcels, incompatible uses, serious building code
violations, high frequency of litter and debris violations, and unsafe/unhealthy buildings
would remain in the area. Because of these blighting conditions, much of the Amended
Project Area could be expected to continue declining, with physical deterioration, vacancies,
and serious building code violation occurrences increasing.
Without funding for rehabilitation, potentially historic buildings could be lost to severe
deterioration. A lower level of new development could result in less disruption of cultural
resources within the Amended Project Area. However, rehabilitation of residential and
commercial buildings over 50 years old consistent with the Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards and Guidelines for the Treatment of Historic Properties (Secretary’s Standards)
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would help support the survival of historic buildings in the City. Without the funding
available with the proposed Amendment, older buildings in the area will likely continue to
deteriorate, and more historic fabric would be lost over time. Although redevelopment could
also result in the removal of severely deteriorated historic buildings, cultural resource
impacts under the No Project Alternative would be anticipated to be the same or worse than
the Amendment.
Several sites along Cascade Boulevard, Shasta Dam Boulevard, and El Cajon Avenue in
the Amended Project Area are considered as having relatively moderate to severe
contamination issues. Under the No Project alternative, the Agency would be precluded
from or limited in its ability to use the Polanco Act or tax increment to assist in the
remediation of such properties, and these contaminated properties would continue to lack
the funds and/or incentives necessary for appropriate cleanup. The lack of or insufficient
funding could also cause the delay of or inability to rehabilitate existing structures that may
contain asbestos and lead based paint. Long-term exposure to contamination or ongoing
contamination of groundwater would continue rather than being remediated through
redevelopment activities. Hazards and hazardous materials impacts would be worse under
this alternative compared to the Amendment.
The lack of or insufficient funding to construct necessary street improvements and provide
incentives for new development would probably result in the delay of or inability to develop
some of the planned housing and commercial space in the Amended Project Area. A lower
level of new development could result, in the short-term, in somewhat less construction and
traffic noise within the Amended Project Area. However, streetscape and roadway
improvements, housing rehabilitation, and the elimination of incompatible land uses would
also not occur. Overall, noise impacts on sensitive receptors would be the same or worse
under this alternative compared to the Amendment.
Mitigation That Would No Longer Be Required
None of the mitigation measures identified in this EIR would be required under the No
Project Alternative. However, health and safety impacts could increase over time.
Significant and Unavoidable Impacts That Would No Longer Occur
The only significant and unavoidable impacts identified in the EIR were regarding the loss of
historic buildings and the cumulative loss of historic fabric. The continued deterioration of
existing buildings under the No Project Alternative would be expected to result in a greater
level of impact on cultural resources, as “demolition by neglect” of historic buildings occurs.
Therefore, the impact of the No Project Alternative would remain significant and unavoidable
for cultural resources and the cumulative loss of historic fabric.
Relationship of the No Project Alternative to the Project Objectives
The No Project Alternative would not achieve any of the project objectives. Without
redevelopment assistance, development under this alternative may occur haphazardly on
smaller sites. Street improvements, drainage and other infrastructure improvements,
community facilities, code enforcement, rehabilitation of housing, affordable housing, and
economic development projects would unlikely be funded to the extent that these are
anticipated to be funded in the Original Project Area as a result of the Amendment.
Conditions in the both the Original Area and the Added Area would continue to deteriorate.
The potential for integrated projects of substantial size suitable for new development would
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be limited, and blighting conditions and influences are likely to remain.
alternative would not achieve the key project objectives.

Therefore, this

NO ADDED AREA - ALTERNATIVE MEANS OF REVITALIZATION WITH PUBLIC FUNDS (NO ADDED
AREA ALTERNATIVE)
The No Added Area Alternative would amend the time and financial limits for the
Redevelopment Plan, but would not increase the boundaries of the Project Area by 763
acres. This alternative considers utilization of public revenue sources other than tax
increment financing to fund public improvements and other actions in the Added Area.
Federal, state, county, and city programs exist that may initiate similar development without
the need for redevelopment tax increment financing. These sources of alternative funding
typically include mortgage revenue bonds, Community Development Block Grant funds
(CDBG), Economic Development Administration funds, state and federal Transportation
Grants, Urban Development Action funds, and revenue bonds. Some of the potential
funding sources are capped each year for the City, such as CDBG funds; many of these
funds require applications and competition and cannot be relied upon to be available
consistently over the next 30 years. Any such funds used in the Added Area are funds
unavailable to alleviate blight in other parts of the City.
If consistently available, these alternative-funding mechanisms could eliminate blight and
encourage some development within the Added Area. However, these programs do not
carry with them the powers of a redevelopment agency to assemble parcels for more
modern development patterns or to use the Polanco Act to remediate contaminated
properties, which could restrict the development potential of the Added Area and limit the
scope and scale of development and rehabilitation. Reduced levels of available funding for
infrastructure improvements and housing would slow the pace of improvements, leaving
much of the Added Area blighted and unable to achieve the property values required to
allow development to occur without public assistance.
Environmental Effects
Since these alternative-funding mechanisms could encourage some development in the
Added Area, impacts associated with such development could be similar to those of the
proposed project. Less redevelopment is anticipated to occur with the limitations in the
funding sources - to reduce area blight and consolidate small and irregular parcels - or be
delayed by inconsistent funding. In the immediate Added Area, this could result in lower
traffic levels, reduced emissions and less demand on public services such as water and
sewer compared to the Amendment.
A lower level of new development could result in less disruption of cultural resources within
the Added Area. However, rehabilitation of residential and commercial buildings over 50
years old consistent with the Secretary’s Standards would help support the survival of
historic buildings in the Added Area. Without the funding available with the proposed
Amendment, older buildings in the area will likely continue to deteriorate, and more historic
fabric would be lost over time. Some housing set aside money from the Original Area could
be used to preserve housing in the Added Area, which could serve to preserve historic
structures. Cultural resource impacts would be anticipated to be the same or worse than the
Amendment.
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The lack of or insufficient funding could also cause the delay of or inability to redevelop
blighted commercial space in the Added Area, and to rehabilitate existing structures that
may contain asbestos and lead based paint. Long-term exposure to contamination or
ongoing contamination of groundwater would continue rather than being remediated through
redevelopment activities. Hazards and hazardous materials impacts would be worse under
this alternative compared to the Amendment.
The lack of or insufficient funding to construct necessary street improvements and provide
incentives for new development would probably result in the delay of or inability to develop
some of the planned housing and commercial space in the Added Area. A lower level of
new development could result, in the short-term, in somewhat less construction and traffic
noise within the Added Area. However, streetscape and roadway improvements, housing
rehabilitation, and the elimination of incompatible land uses would also not occur. Overall,
noise impacts on sensitive receptors would be the same or worse under this alternative
compared to the Amendment.
Mitigation That Would No Longer Be Required
All of the mitigation measures identified in this EIR would still be required under the No
Added Area Alternative. As development is engendered in the Original Area for an
additional 18 years, similar impacts to biological resources, cultural and historic resources,
hazards and hazardous materials, and cumulative operational noise would occur.
Significant and Unavoidable Impacts That Would No Longer Occur
All of the significant and unavoidable impacts identified in this EIR would still occur under
the No Added Area Alternative.
Relationship of the No Added Area - Alternative Means of Revitalization with Public Funds
(No Added Area Alternative) to the Project Objectives
If consistently and continually available, with a focused effort by the City, these alternativefunding mechanisms could achieve the key objectives of the Amendment for the Added
Area.
However, the City has many demands on its available grants and other economic
development and affordable housing resources, and shifting these funds to the Added Area
would have to compete with the City’s need to reduce blight in other parts of the City. Each
of these alternative sources of funds also has its own unique limitations on use – such as
application requirements, eligibility, and funding priorities. Both the city and the county also
have limited influence over the funding programs operated by other agencies. Thus, the
continued availability of outside sources of funding cannot be guaranteed through the
decades for which the Amendment could provide a steady source of funding.
If outside funding mechanisms are relied upon and those funds are no longer available, the
necessary public improvements and other actions needed to alleviate blighting conditions in
the Added Area may not be undertaken. The lack of necessary public improvements along
with increased growth in the Added Area and in adjacent areas may create new or
exacerbate existing, potentially significant impacts of existing and new development. In
addition, the Amendment requires 20% of tax increment to be set aside for the development
and improvement of affordable housing. Outside sources of funding may not provide
comparable provision for this public need.
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Due to the uncertainty of available funding for necessary public improvements and other
blight removal actions and lack of a specific housing provision, the achievement of the
Amendment goals could not be ensured. Therefore, this alternative, although feasible, is
considered unlikely to achieve the key project objectives.

ENVIRONMENTALLY SUPERIOR ALTERNATIVE
The implementation activities identified with the Amendment are intended to mitigate
existing problems and to remove barriers to planned development within the Amended
Project Area. As it provides the means to eliminate physical and economic blight in the
Added Area, and extends redevelopment tools and financing in the Original Project Area for
an additional 18 years, and thereby stimulates and encourages the revitalization, reuse, and
new development of Amended Project Area properties, the proposed Amendment is the
environmentally superior alternative. Under the Amendment, historic resources may be
preserved; hazardous materials will be remediated; dangerous/vacant buildings removed or
rehabilitated and reused; inadequate water, sewer, and drainage infrastructure may be
upgraded; and circulation and pedestrian safety will be improved. Because of the unique
nature and purpose of redevelopment, and the requirements of where it can be applied,
implementation of the Amendment will have an overall beneficial impact on the Added Area.
Project specific impacts for construction activities funded by redevelopment will be primarily
short-term in nature (i.e., construction noise), and the City has policies, procedures, and
standards in place to mitigate and manage the potential impacts of development.
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5.0 LAND USE AND PLANNING
This chapter of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is intended to provide the reader with
information regarding current land use and zoning designations and land use policies in the
City of Shasta Lake (City) for the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Plan Fourth
Amendment (proposed project or Amendment).
This discussion differs from other
discussions in that plan consistencies are addressed as opposed to environmental impacts
and mitigation measures. Section 15125(d) of the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) Guidelines states that “(t)he EIR shall discuss any inconsistencies between the
proposed project and applicable general plans and regional plans.” This section also looks
at whether redevelopment activities consistent with the City of Shasta Lake General Plan
(General Plan) would encourage land uses and densities that would be incompatible with
adjacent land uses. Physical environmental impacts that could result from the proposed
project or from inconsistencies with adopted policies designed to reduce physical effects are
discussed in subsequent chapters in this document.

EXISTING CONDITIONS
The Original Project Area and proposed Added Area are located in the City of Shasta Lake,
Shasta County, California, with the proposed Added Area adjacent to and immediately west
and north of the Original Area.
The northern boundary of the Original Area is basically the northern extremity of the
urbanized area. The eastern boundary generally follows Interstate 5 (I-5) and the southern
boundary aligns with the southern limits of the City. The western boundary generally
conforms to the main north-south rail line of the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR - formerly
Southern Pacific Railroad; see previous Figure 3.0-2). Within these boundaries, excepting
the Pancake Hill Drive neighborhood, a portion of developed or underdeveloped residential
land has been excluded from the Plan Area.
The Added Area is approximately 763 acres in size, and consists of 2 major areas. The first
and larger area consists of the former community of Summit City along Lake Boulevard and
the surrounding residential neighborhoods. Also included is the area generally west of the
UPRR right-of-way, between the Summit City community and the southern border of the City
limits. The second and smaller area consists of the parcels within the Shasta Park Road
neighborhood and a number of parcels along Shasta Dam Boulevard between Shasta Park
Road and Rouge Road.
EXISTING LAND USES
The Original Area is approximately 2,458 acres and is located generally east of the UPRR
right-of-way in the City. Land uses include residential, commercial, industrial, vacant, and
utility. The Added Area adjoins the Original Area to the west. Land uses in the Added Area
include residential, vacant, government agencies, commercial, utility, and miscellaneous. A
snapshot of the development pattern in the Amended Project Area is shown in Figure 5.0-1
using the USGS Land Use/Land Cover data from 2001. The vast majority of the Amended
Project Area is zoned residential.
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Source: The Ervin Consulting Group, 2007
Data: USGS, 2001
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The proposed Added Area contains some of the older residential structures in the City,
resulting in substantially higher rehabilitation and improvement costs as compared to those
areas of the City outside the Original Area and the Added Area. According to data from the
Shasta County Assessor, nearly 64 percent of the residential properties within the Added
Area were developed over 40 years ago, with 46 percent developed over 50 years ago.1
These older structures are more susceptible to deterioration due to aging, weathering, and
lack of current building standards and codes. This situation has led to a number of
deteriorated and neglected properties, as many residents in the Added Area tend not to
have discretionary income for repairs and maintenance.
GENERAL PLAN LAND USES
The General Plan sets basic land use policies for the City. As such, it establishes the basic
public policy structure for future land use and development patterns for the Amended Project
Area, amongst other policy issues. The Original Project Area is predominantly designated
Urban Residential in the Central Valley, Project City, and Pine Grove communities in the
North and East - with commercial corridors down Lake Shasta Boulevard and I-5. The area
in the southwest of the Original Project Area is mostly designated industrial with some public
facilities and a nature preserve. The Added Area is overwhelmingly designated suburban
and rural residential. The current General Plan land use designations for the Amended
Project Area are identified in Figure 5.0-2.
By law, at the time of adoption or amendment of the Redevelopment Plan, it must be
consistent with the City’s General Plan. The Redevelopment Plan further provides that land
uses permitted in the Amended Project Area shall continue to conform to the City’s General
Plan as it may be amended from time to time following adoption of the Redevelopment Plan.
As such, the City’s General Plan is incorporated into the Redevelopment Plan by reference
and guides land use policy within the Amended Project Area.
EXISTING ZONING DESIGNATIONS
The Original Project Area is designated primarily one-family residential in the Central Valley,
Project City, and Pine Grove communities in the North and East, with commercial corridors
down Shasta Dam Boulevard and I-5 and several areas that are unclassified. The area in
the southwest of the Original Project Area is mostly designated industrial with some public
facilities and open space. The Added Project Area is overwhelmingly designated
residential, both rural residential and interim residential. Zoning designations for the
Amended Project Area are identified in Figure 5.0-3.

APPLICABLE LAND USE PLANS AND POLICIES
The proposed Amended Project Area is subject to the General Plan and Municipal Code. In
addition, the City has accepted several strategies for implementing the General Plan. The
land use designations and policies of each of these documents are discussed below.

1

Preliminary Report, page 6.
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Source: The Ervin Consulting Group, 2008;
Data: ENPLAN, 2008
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Source: The Ervin Consulting Group, 2008;
Data: ENPLAN, 2008
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CITY OF SHASTA LAKE GENERAL PLAN (GENERAL PLAN)
The General Plan is a twenty-year policy guide for physical, economic, and environmental
growth and renewal of the City. The General Plan is comprised of objectives, policies,
programs, and actions that are based on an assessment of current and future needs and
available resources. The document is the City’s principal tool for evaluating public and
private projects and municipal service improvements. The current General Plan was
adopted in June 1999, and is a comprehensive document that replaces the use of the
Shasta County (County) General Plan adopted by the City in 1996.
The City has combined elements so that the General Plan was adopted as a single general
plan document arranged by primary issue topics within which each element is addressed.
The format addresses all the mandatory general plan elements, but is organized to eliminate
redundancies where possible.
The General Plan is comprised of objectives, policies, programs, and actions that are based
on an assessment of current and future needs and available resources; the General Plan’s
applicable general goal is to “Preserve and enhance the quality of life by providing a variety
of living environments and accommodating growth.”
The objectives, policies, and
implementation measures of the General Plan that apply to the Amendment are outlined
below.
General Objectives2
The function of the following objectives is to provide guidelines for the implementation of the
General Plan and the operation of the planning process. These objectives are advanced as
part of the proposed Amendment.
1-1

To insure that planning is a comprehensive process that is derived from public
policies clearly stated in the General Plan and includes the application of these
policies to lands within the City and Sphere of Influence through redevelopment,
zoning, subdivision, and other mechanisms and regulations.

1-3

To develop public trust and confidence that the objectives, polices, and
implementation measures shall be faithfully adhered to and equitably applied to
all land use matters.

1-4

To provide public assurance that the General Plan shall be applied in a manner
that responds to local conditions and local concerns through the interpretation of
its policies, but only within well-defined and understood limits intended to
preserve the overall integrity of the plan.

1-5

To develop a planning process that resists short-term pressures exerted by
narrow interests to modify the General Plan, but is capable of thoughtfully
responding to significantly changing conditions or community needs.

2

City of Shasta Lake General Plan, page 9.
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Public Health and Safety Group3
Objective
FS-1

Protect development from wildland and non-wildland fires by requiring
development to incorporate design measures responsive to the risk from this
hazard.

Air Quality Element4
The City of Shasta Lake Air Quality Element of the General Plan adopted on October 17,
1995 was not revised as part of the 1999 General Plan update, but was incorporated into
the 1999 General Plan by reference.
Policy
AQ-d

AQ-h

Encourage a land use pattern that reduces reliance on the automobile and
encourages alternative modes of transportation for travel to employment and
shopping by encouraging:
•

infill development

•

mixed-use development near employment centers (day care, restaurant, and
bank)

•

increased residential densities near employment and shopping, and along
major traffic corridors

Encourage local development in order to encourage local employment and
shopping opportunities, and reduce the number and distance of vehicle trips.

Community Organization Group5
Land Use Objectives
LU-1

Promote a development pattern which will accommodate, consistent with the
other objectives of the Plan, the growth which will be experienced by City of
Shasta Lake during the planning period (1999-2020), and as such period is
extended by future revisions of the Plan.

LU-6

To recognize that the major economic resources for achieving the development
pattern will come from the private sector, rather than government, and that the
General Plan, as the expression of community values, will guide the use of these
resources.

3

City of Shasta Lake General Plan, page 20.
City of Shasta Lake General Plan, page 25.
5
City of Shasta Lake General Plan, pages 25-49.
4
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Policies
LU-m

Encourage the consolidation of undersized lots to promote efficient and orderly
development.

LU-n

The City's regulatory systems should accommodate new economic development
and should be reviewed periodically to facilitate the development and the
permitting process.

Implementation
LU-(9)

Use the Redevelopment Agency to facilitate funding infrastructure improvements
needed for industrial areas to accommodate expansion of existing industry or
provide sites for new industry.

Public Facilities
Implementation
PF-(9)

Use the Redevelopment Agency to facilitate funding needed for infrastructure
improvements throughout the City in designated redevelopment areas of the City.

Circulation Objectives
C-2

Promote alternative travel modes, including transit, pedestrian and bicycle
circulation systems and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) programs.

C-5

Design and implement the circulation system to protect natural features,
conserve energy, and mitigate, to the degree feasible, air and noise pollution.

Policies
C-a

Monitor, maintain and improve, as necessary, the operation, safety and
performance of the street system, including roadway surfaces, capacity, and
traffic signals. For capacity and operational purposes, strive to attain a Level of
Service (LOS) “C,” to the maximum degree feasible, so that potential traffic
congestion on streets and at intersections is minimized.

C-b

Improve unpaved roads, driveways and parking areas.

C-c

Provide for adequate, safe, and direct, and if necessary, alternative access to
public facilities, schools, parks and shopping areas.

C-e

Encourage the continued development and expansion of local and regional
public transit systems.

C-g

Construct, improve and maintain the system of curb, gutters, sidewalks and
crosswalks for pedestrian circulation safety and drainage control.

C-i

Coordinate transportation planning and implementation with regional and local
plans.
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Implementation
C-(8)

Continue to require that new development pays a fair share of the costs of street
and other traffic and transportation improvements based on traffic generated and
impacts on service levels.

Housing Objectives
H-1

Improve and conserve the existing housing stock.

H-2

Provide for additional low income housing opportunities.

H-3

Encourage the provision of affordable housing.

H-4

Promote adequate sites for housing types.

Policies
H-a

Pursue and increase the public and private rehabilitation of housing.

H-c

Pursue the abatement of unsafe structures.

H-d

Enforce the Housing Code by establishing a code enforcement program to
conserve the existing housing stock.

H-h

In accordance with State law, provide density bonuses and other incentives such
as cost saving development concessions to encourage the private development
of housing.

H-o

Use redevelopment powers or other appropriate mechanisms to acquire and/or
assemble sites for residential purposes.

H-p

Evaluate incentives, including the reduction of fees and development standards
that do not compromise health and safety, for the development of housing for
above-moderate and high income families in order to provide additional design,
recreational, and landscaping amenities.

Implementation
H-(10)

State law requires redevelopment agencies to provide 20% of their tax increment
income to improve housing opportunities for low- to moderate-income persons.
A total of $833,151 is projected to be available during the five-year housing
planning period. The City has designated the expenditure of funds for low and
moderate-income housing.
Land acquisition, infrastructure improvements,
housing construction subsidies and rent payment supplements are amongst the
activities envisioned for set-aside funds.
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SHASTA LAKE ZONING CODE (ZONING CODE)
Title 17 of the Shasta Lake Municipal Code addresses zoning in the City.6 Zoning is a local
jurisdictional land use control that regulates the type and nature of development. Zoning
ordinances regulate specific development characteristics, such as building height, bulk, use,
lot coverage, and parking requirements.
The purposes of the Zoning Code (Ord. 97-99 § 1 (part)) are:
•

To promote and protect the public health, safety, peace, morals, comfort,
convenience and general welfare

•

To implement the city general plan, and to facilitate and guide growth in accordance
with the general plan

•

To protect the social and economic stability of residential, commercial, industrial,
resource production, and recreational activities within the city through the orderly,
planned use of the land.

UNOFFICIAL PLANS AND STRATEGIES
The City has developed two additional strategies for economic development, which serve as
implementation tools for General Plan objectives, as described below.
Downtown Central Business District Conceptual Plan and Implementation Strategy
(CBD Concept Plan)7
The CBD Concept Plan identifies specific goals and strategies to effect beneficial change to
the physical and economic environment of the Shasta Dam Boulevard Study Area. The
Concept Plan establishes a plan and strategy which seeks:
•

To provide a comprehensive planning framework for future improvement and
development of the Shasta Dam Boulevard Corridor.

•

To preserve and enhance the quality of small community life.

•

To provide for a balanced mix of activities in close proximity to each other which
accommodate a variety of compatible commercial land uses

•

To establish functional, safe and secure traffic circulation patterns for Shasta Dam
Boulevard and secondary street networks

•

To minimize the negative impacts of the automobile and create a humanly scaled
environment that is safe and secure for the pedestrian

•

To capitalize on the recreation and tourism market potentials of Shasta Darn and the
surrounding area

•

To provide a "civic center" or "town square" to function as the City's primary public
community space

6

Shasta Lake Municipal Code, current through Ordinance 07-190, passed December 4, 2007,
available from http://municipalcodes.lexisnexis.com/codes/shastalk/index.htm.
7
City of Shasta Lake, available from http://www.ci.shasta-lake.ca.us/departments/devsvces/cbdplan/
cbd2.htm
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•

To maintain and where necessary, enhance the natural landscape

Elements of the CBD Concept Plan include a Shasta Dam Boulevard Corridor Concept Plan
and a Village Commercial District Concept Plan. The specific proposals outlined in the CBD
Concept Plan are an attempt to provide the City with a variety of options to guide and control
both private and public development within the CBD. The Concept Plan provides for the
restructuring of Shasta Dam Boulevard to balance vehicular traffic with pedestrian
movement and bicycle traffic. The Plan also provides for the beautification of the Boulevard
with shade trees, sidewalks, crosswalks, and center median plantings of small flowering
trees with ground cover.
Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy (CEDS)8
The CEDS for the City provides a review of the Shasta Lake economy with recommended
actions that can be undertaken to further the economic well-being of the City. Included in
the CEDS are the most relevant analyses, the outcome of a visioning process, an action
plan, and suggested performance measures. The CEDS also fulfills the Economic
Development Administration’s (EDA) CEDS Guidelines of June 1, 1999, and is suitable for
submission to EDA in order to qualify for assistance under EDA programs, when updated as
appropriate.

SUMMARY OF LAND USE CONSISTENCY AND COMPATIBILITY
FINDINGS
FINDING 5.0-1

CONSISTENCY WITH ADOPTED PLANS AND POLICIES

CITY OF SHASTA LAKE GENERAL PLAN (GENERAL PLAN)
Any public or private sector development that may be undertaken, encouraged, or
accommodated by redevelopment activities would be subject to the General Plan and other
applicable City plans, policies, and ordinances, as well as the Amended Redevelopment
Plan and Redevelopment Agency requirements.
The Amendment is consistent with the Land Use Implementation Measure to use the
Redevelopment Agency to facilitate funding infrastructure improvements needed for
industrial areas to accommodate expansion of existing industry or provide sites for new
industry.
In addition, the Amendment’s requirement that at least 20% of tax increment revenues be
used for the preservation, rehabilitation, and/or construction of very low-, low- and
moderate-income housing would help to further the City’s goals of providing affordable
housing for all income groups. The goals of the Amendment to eliminate and prevent the
spread of blight and deterioration in the Amended Project Area are complementary to the
City’s goals to maintain and improve the quality and character of residential neighborhoods.

8

Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy, September 15, 2003, City of Shasta Lake,
available from http://www.ci.shasta-lake.ca.us/departments/devsvces/econdev/
Shasta%20Lake%20Report-Sept2003.pdf
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The Amendment’s economic development goals are consistent with the City’s goal to
develop a strong, diversified economic base and provide for the orderly distribution of
employment opportunities. The economic development goals are consistent with the City’s
objectives of promoting the expansion of existing industry and promoting new employment
opportunities. Therefore, the Amendment is consistent with the General Plan policies and
serves as an implementation mechanism for General Plan policies.
SHASTA LAKE ZONING CODE (ZONING CODE)
The Amendment does not propose new land uses or zoning changes, and any public
improvements that would occur as a result of the Amendment must be consistent with the
Zoning Code. At present, the intensity of land uses in the Amended Project Area is below
the maximum intensity allowed under the existing Zoning Code. Private investment over the
life of the Amendment is expected to result in an intensification of existing uses and in the
creation of different types of land uses on parcels where the interim uses do not conform to
the current Zoning Code designations. This shift to conforming uses would be consistent
with the Zoning Code.
FINDING 5.0-2 COMPATIBILITY OF LAND USES
CITY OF SHASTA LAKE GENERAL PLAN (GENERAL PLAN)
Any public or private sector development that may be undertaken, encouraged, or
accommodated by redevelopment activities would be subject to the General Plan and other
applicable City plans, policies, and ordinances, as well as the Amended Redevelopment
Plan and Redevelopment Agency requirements.
Implementation of the Amendment would somewhat alter and intensify development of the
Amended Project Area. Private investment over the life of the Amendment is expected to
result in an intensification of existing uses and in the creation of different types of land uses
on parcels where the interim uses do not conform to the current General Plan and zoning
designations. This shift to conforming uses would result in land uses compatible with
adjacent uses and the policies of the City.
SHASTA LAKE ZONING CODE (ZONING CODE)
The Amendment does not propose new land uses or zoning changes, and any public
improvements that would occur as a result of the Amendment must be consistent with the
Zoning Code. At present, the intensity of land uses in the Amended Project Area is well
below the maximum intensity allowed under the existing Zoning Code, and many existing
land uses do not meet current development standards. Private investment over the life of
the Amendment is expected to result in an intensification of existing uses and in the creation
of different types of land uses on parcels where the interim uses do not conform to the
current Zoning Code designations. This shift to conforming uses would result in land uses
compatible with adjacent uses, and improvement in properties up to current codes and
standards.
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6.0 INTRODUCTION TO THE ANALYSIS
This chapter of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) contains individual sub-chapters that
describe the potential physical and environmental impacts of the Shasta Dam Area
Redevelopment Plan Amendment (proposed project or Amendment). Each sub-chapter
describes the existing setting and background information necessary to help the reader
understand the conditions that would cause an impact to occur. In addition, each subchapter includes a section that describes how an impact is determined to be significant or
less than significant. Finally, the individual sub-chapters recommend mitigation measures to
reduce significant impacts.

APPROACH TO THE ANALYSIS
This EIR analyzes the potential environmental impacts of the proposed Amendment. The
Amendment would add territory to the Project Area, thus the application of redevelopment
tools in this area needs to be assessed. In addition, the Amendment would extend
redevelopment in the Original Project Area for an additional 18 years beyond that originally
anticipated.
Therefore, this EIR analyzes the potential impacts of redevelopment
implementation in both the Original Project Area and the Added Area (Amended Project
Area) over the amended life of the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Plan (Plan).

SCOPE OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (EIR)
The Initial Study (Appendix C) prepared for the Amendment identified several areas that
required further analysis. These areas are discussed in sub-chapters 6.1 through 6.8 of this
EIR and include:
•

Air Quality

•

Hydrology and Water Quality

•

Biological Resources

•

Noise

•

Cultural and Historic Resources

•

Public Services and Utilities

•

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

•

Transportation and Circulation

Several issues are addressed in the Initial Study but are not discussed in this EIR. These
include:
•

Aesthetics

•

Population and housing

•

Agricultural resources

•

Recreation

•

Energy and mineral resources

•

Seismicity, geology, and soils

These issues were eliminated from detailed analysis in the EIR for one of three reasons: 1)
existing regulations will ensure that any impacts will be reduced to a less-than-significant
level, 2) the issue is social or economic and not a physical environmental impact, or 3) the
issue does not apply to the project evaluated in this Draft EIR. The Initial Study documents
the justification for considering issues potentially significant or less-than-significant. Please
refer to the Initial Study for a discussion of why these issues were identified as less-thansignificant and are therefore not evaluated further in this EIR.
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FORMAT OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS
Each analysis chapter is organized to discuss the environmental setting, regulatory setting,
project impact, method of analysis, standards of significance, and mitigation measures, as
discussed below. References are consolidated in Chapter 8.
EXISTING CONDITIONS
According to Section 15125 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines,
an EIR must include a description of the existing physical environmental conditions in the
vicinity of the proposed project to provide the baseline condition against which projectrelated impacts are compared. Normally, the baseline condition is the physical condition
that exists when the Notice of Preparation (NOP) is published, although CEQA Guidelines
recognize that the date for establishing an environmental baseline cannot be rigid. The
NOP for the Shasta Dam Area Fourth Amendment EIR was published on November 1,
2007. Because physical environmental conditions may vary over a range of time periods,
the use of environmental baselines that differ from the date of the NOP is reasonable and
appropriate when doing so results in a more accurate or conservative environmental
analysis.
For analytical purposes, impacts associated with implementation of the proposed project are
derived from two fundamental components of the existing baseline environmental setting –
existing conditions at the time the NOP was published and conditions that are anticipated to
exist at build-out of the Shasta Lake City General Plan (General Plan). It is appropriate to
evaluate project-level impacts against the conditions that exist when the NOP was published
for most issue areas. For issue areas either directly or indirectly related to infrastructure,
project-level impacts are more conservatively analyzed against future baseline conditions
that consider General Plan and approved growth, because improvements (e.g., roadway
widenings, intersection improvements, wastewater distribution and conveyance, solid waste
disposal, water supply, electricity, and natural gas supplies) must consider and
accommodate ultimate demand.
REGULATORY CONTEXT
The Regulatory Context provides a summary of federal, state, and local regulations, plans,
policies, and laws that are relevant to each issue area.
IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES
This section is further divided into the following subsections, as described below.
Method of Analysis
This subsection identifies the methodology used in that sub-chapter to analyze potential
environmental impacts.
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Standards of Significance
The CEQA Guidelines define a significant effect on the environment as “a substantial, or
potentially substantial, adverse change in any of the physical conditions within the area
affected by the project including land, air, water, minerals, flora, fauna, ambient noise, and
objects of historic and aesthetic significance” (CEQA Guidelines Section 15382). Definitions
of significance vary with the physical conditions affected and the setting in which the change
occurs. CEQA Guidelines set forth physical impacts that trigger the requirement to make
mandatory findings of significance (CEQA Guidelines, Section 15091). This EIR identifies
specific standards of significance for all environmental issues.
Where explicit quantification of significance is identified, such as a violation of an ambient air
quality standard, this quantity is used to assess the level of significance of a particular
impact in this EIR. For less easily quantifiable impacts, events or occurrences that would be
regarded as significant or potentially significant were identified. For example, growthinducing impacts would be identified as significant if the project results in a level, rate, or
character of growth that (among other criteria) exceeds the capacity of existing infrastructure
and services. Where the substantial effect of an impact is not identified in the CEQA
Guidelines, the criteria for evaluating the significance of potential impacts were determined
and identified in this document.
Project-Specific Impacts and Mitigation Measures
This section describes the potential environmental impacts of the Amendment and, based
upon the thresholds of significance, concludes whether the project specific environmental
impacts would be considered significant, potentially significant, or less than significant.
Each impact is summarized in an impact statement, followed by a more detailed discussion
of the potential impacts and the significance of each impact before mitigation.
Each impact is provided as a summary block prior to the impact discussion to allow for easy
reference. The impact number consists of the sub-chapter of the EIR in which that impact is
identified followed by a hyphen to indicate the number of the impact in that sub-chapter. For
example, Impact 6.1-1 is the first impact identified in sub-chapter 6.1.
The analysis of environmental impacts considers both the construction and operational
phases associated with implementation of the proposed project. As required by Section
15126.2(a) of the CEQA Guidelines, direct, indirect, short-term, long-term, on-site, and/or
off-site impacts are addressed, as appropriate, for the environmental issue area being
analyzed.
A significant effect is defined by Section 15382 of the CEQA Guidelines as “a substantial, or
potentially substantial, adverse change in any of the physical conditions within the area
affected by the project including land, air, water, minerals, flora, fauna, ambient noise, and
objects of historic or aesthetic significance. An economic or social change by itself shall not
be considered a significant effect on the environment… [but] may be considered in
determining whether the physical change is significant.” The Draft EIR uses the following
terms to describe the level of significance of impacts identified during the course of the
environmental analysis:
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•

Significant and Unavoidable Impact (SU)
Impact that exceeds the defined threshold(s) of significance and cannot be
eliminated or reduced to a less-than-significant level through the implementation of
feasible mitigation measures.

•

Significant Impact (S)
Impact that exceeds the defined threshold(s) of significance. For purposes of this
document, pre-mitigation impacts that exceed the defined threshold(s) of significance
are referred to as significant; however, when the impacts cannot be eliminated or
reduced to a less-than-significant level through the implementation of feasible
mitigation measures, these impacts are referred to as significant and unavoidable.

•

Potentially Significant Impact (PS)
Impact that potentially exceeds the defined threshold(s) of significance. For
purposes of this document, pre-mitigation impacts that potentially exceed the defined
threshold(s) of significance are referred to as potentially significant; however, when
the impacts cannot be eliminated or reduced to a less-than-significant level through
the implementation of feasible mitigation measures, these impacts are referred to as
significant and unavoidable.

•

Less-Than-Significant Impact (LS)
Impact that does not exceed the defined threshold(s) of significance. This term is
used for impacts for which mitigation measure(s) identified can reduce a premitigation impact to a less-than-significant level.

•

No Impact (NI)
The project would result in no impact.

Cumulative Impacts and Mitigation Measures
This section describes the potential cumulatively significant environmental impacts of the
Amendment in combination with other proposed projects and future development in the
vicinity. As described for project specific impacts above, potential impacts are measured
against thresholds of significance, and the analysis concludes whether the cumulative
environmental impacts would be considered significant, potentially significant, or less than
significant. Each cumulative impact is summarized in an impact statement, followed by a
more detailed discussion of the potential impacts and the significance of each impact before
mitigation.
Mitigation Measures
This section is provided for both project specific and cumulative impacts, and provides
feasible mitigation measures that could reduce the severity of the identified impact. In
addition to feasible mitigation measures, it is assumed that the project applicant would also
continue to comply with all applicable local, state, and federal laws and regulations, and
these laws and regulations are considered to be part of the project description. In many
instances, the actions that are necessary to reduce a project impact are already required by
local, state, or federal law. Similarly, established design guidelines or other requirements
that the City regularly recognizes and follows for development projects are also considered
part of the project description. In this EIR, such requirements are identified and considered
in the impact assessment prior to the identification of additional project-specific mitigation
measures that would reduce the level of significance of impacts.
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Significance after Mitigation
Following the description of applicable policies and regulations, as well as mitigation
measures, each impact section concludes with a statement regarding whether or not the
impact – following implementation of the mitigation measure(s) and/or the continuation of
existing policies and regulations – would remain significant and thus would be reduced to a
less-than-significant level or would be significant and unavoidable.
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Air Quality
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6.1

6.1 AIR QUALITY
This section describes the air quality setting of the proposed Project Area that is the subject
of the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Plan Fourth Amendment (proposed project or
Amendment). Whereas the Amendment does not directly propose new development but
would encourage development consistent with the Shasta Lake City General Plan (General
Plan) by funding incentives, programs, and public improvements in the proposed Project
Area, this section summarizes data and analyses in the General Plan Update EIR, which is
incorporated in this EIR by reference. Further information on existing conditions in the
proposed Project Area was collected from the Shasta County Air Quality Management
District (SCAQMD) and the California Air Resources Board (CARB).

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
CLIMATE AND METEOROLOGY
Climate and air quality are determined by the geographic location, topography, and
urbanization of an area. This section describes pertinent characteristics of the air basin and
provides an overview of the physical conditions affecting pollutant dispersion in the
Amended Project Area (Original and Added Project Area).
Climate
The Amended Project Area is located in the City of Shasta Lake (City), which lies within the
Northern Sacramento Valley Air Basin (NSVAB).
The climate of the NSVAB is
Mediterranean in character, with mild, rainy winter weather from November through March
and warm to hot, dry weather from May through September. Nearby Redding has the
world’s highest average summer temperature above 40 degrees Latitude.1
The City lies at the northern extent of the NSVAB with the Coast Range to the West, the
Cascade Range to the East, and the Klamath Mountains to the Northwest. These ranges
channel winds through the Sacramento Valley, but also inhibit dispersion of pollutant
emissions with inversion layers when the winds stop. During the summer, the prevailing
wind is from the south. This south wind carries ozone (O3)-laden air that originates in
metropolitan Sacramento and contributes to some of Shasta County’s O3 air pollution.
During the winter, sea breezes diminish and winds blow from the north more frequently.
When the winds stop in winter, inversion layers trap and concentrate pollutants from
fireplaces and refuse burning, causing air quality concerns.
Meteorological Influences on Air Quality
Vertical dispersion of air pollutants in the Amended Project Area is often hampered by the
presence of a persistent temperature inversion in the atmospheric layers of the earth’s
surface. The net input of cumulative pollutants into the atmosphere from mobile and
stationary sources does not vary substantially by season. The duration of an inversion layer
increases the concentration of pollutants in the inversion layer. Strong winds or daytime
1

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Redding,_California
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warming of the surface air layer is required to disperse the pollutants horizontally. During
the winter, motor vehicle emissions such as carbon monoxide (CO) and nitrogen dioxide
(NO2) are of concern because of low inversions and stagnant air that prevent them from
dispersing. O3 is less prevalent in the winter due to the lack of intense sunlight needed to
produce it from its chemical precursors, volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and oxides of
nitrogen (NOX).
CRITERIA AIR POLLUTANTS
Air Pollution is a general term that refers to one or more chemical substances that degrade
the quality of the atmosphere. Individual air pollutants may adversely affect human or
animal health, reduce visibility, damage property, and reduce the productivity or vigor of
crops and natural vegetation.
Seven air pollutants have been identified by the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
as being of concern nationwide: CO; O3; NO2; particulate matter sized 10 microns or less
(PM10), also called respirable particulate and suspended particulate; fine particulate matter
equal to or less than 2.5 microns in size (PM2.5); sulfur dioxide (SO2); and lead (Pb). These
pollutants are collectively referred to as “criteria” pollutants. The sources of these pollutants,
their effects on human health and the nation’s welfare, and their final deposition in the
atmosphere vary considerably.
Carbon Monoxide (CO)
CO is a colorless and odorless gas which, in the urban environment, is associated primarily
with the incomplete combustion of fossil fuels in motor vehicles.
Relatively high
concentrations are typically found near crowded intersections and along heavily used
roadways carrying slow-moving traffic. Even under the severest meteorological and traffic
conditions, high concentrations of CO are limited to locations within a relatively short
distance (300 to 600 feet) of heavily traveled roadways. Overall CO emissions are
decreasing as a result of the Federal Motor Vehicle Control Program, which has mandated
increasingly lower emission levels for vehicles manufactured since 1973.
CO
concentrations are typically higher in winter. As a result, California has required the use of
oxygenated gasoline in the winter months to reduce CO emissions.
Ozone (O3)
O3 is the principal component of smog, and is formed in the atmosphere through a series of
reactions involving reactive organic gases (ROG) and NOX in the presence of sunlight.
ROG and NOX are called precursors of O3; NOX includes various combinations of nitrogen
and oxygen, including NO, NO2, NO3, etc. O3 is a principal cause of lung and eye irritation
in the urban environment. Significant O3 concentrations are normally produced only in the
summer, when atmospheric inversions are greatest and temperatures are high. ROG and
NOX emissions are both considered critical in O3 formation. Control strategies for O3 have
focused on reducing emissions from vehicles, industrial processes using solvents and
coatings, and consumer products.
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Nitrogen Dioxide (NO2)
NO2 is a product of combustion, and is generated in vehicles and in stationary sources, such
as power plants and boilers. NO2 can cause lung damage. As noted above, NO2 is part of
the NOX family, and is a principal contributor to O3 and smog.
Respirable Particulate Matter (PM10)
Particulate matter (PM) includes both liquid and solid particles of a wide range of sizes and
composition. While some PM10 comes from automobile exhaust, the principal source in
Shasta County is dust from the action of vehicle wheels on paved and unpaved roads during
warm spring and summer months. The second most common source is from the indoor and
outdoor burning of wood for heat or brush removal during the winter months. PM10 can
cause increased respiratory disease, lung damage, and premature death. Control of PM10 is
through the control of dust at construction sites, the cleaning of paved roads, and the
wetting or paving of frequently used unpaved roads.
Fine Particulate Matter (PM2.5)
The sources, health effects, and control of PM2.5 are similar to those of PM10. In 1997, the
EPA determined that the health effects of PM2.5 were severe enough to warrant an additional
standard. The SCAQMD started testing for this constituent in 1998.2
Sulfur Dioxide (SO2)
SO2 is a combustion product, with the primary source being power plants and heavy industry
that use coal or oil as fuel. SO2 is also a product of diesel engine combustion. The health
effects of SO2 include lung disease and breathing problems for asthmatics. SO2 in the
atmosphere contributes to the formation of acid rain. In the NSVAB, there is relatively little
use of coal and oil, and SO2 is of lesser concern than in many other parts of the country.
Lead (Pb)
Lead is a stable compound which persists and accumulates both in the environment and in
animals. The lead used in gasoline anti-knock additives represented a major source of lead
emissions to the atmosphere. However, lead emissions have significantly decreased due to
the near elimination of the use of leaded gasoline.
TOXIC AIR CONTAMINANTS (TACS)
In addition to the criteria air pollutants, another group of airborne substances – called TACs
– is known to be highly hazardous to health, even in small quantities. TACs are airborne
substances capable of causing short-term (acute) and/or long-term (chronic or carcinogenic)
adverse human health effects (injury or illness). TACs are classified as non-criteria
pollutants, because no ambient air quality standards (AAQS) have been established for
them. The effects of these substances are very diverse and their health impacts tend to be
local rather than regional.

2

CARB, Top Four PM2.5 Measurements, retrieved from http://www.arb.ca.gov/adam/
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TACs can be emitted from a variety of common sources – including gasoline stations,
automobiles, dry cleaners, industrial operations, and painting operations. Natural source
emissions include windblown dust and wildfires. Farms, construction-sites, and residential
areas can also contribute to toxic air emissions. The CARB has also recently identified
diesel particulate matter (DPM) as a TAC.
The CARB has determined that any source that poses a risk to the general population that is
equal to or greater than 10 people out of 1 million contracting cancer as excessive. When
estimating this risk, it is assumed that an individual is exposed to the maximum
concentration of any given TAC continuously for 70 years.
The CARB has conducted studies to determine the total cancer inhalation risk to individuals
due to outdoor toxic pollutant levels. According to the map prepared by the CARB showing
the estimated inhalation cancer risk for TACs in the State of California, the project site is
located in an area with an existing estimated risk that is less than 250 cancer cases per one
million people.3 This represents the lifetime risk that less than 250 people in one million may
contract cancer from inhalation of toxic compounds at current ambient concentrations.
While TACs are produced by many different sources, the largest contributor to inhalation
cancer risk in California is DPM.
DPM is emitted into the air via heavy-duty diesel trucks, construction equipment, and
passenger cars. According to the CARB’s Risk Reduction Plan to Reduce Particulate Matter
Emissions from Diesel-Fueled Engines and Vehicles, the existing average statewide
potential cancer risk from DPM is over 500 potential cancer cases per one million people.4
GLOBAL CLIMATE CHANGE AND GREENHOUSE GAS (GHG) EMISSIONS
Global climate change refers to the change in the average weather of the earth that may be
measured by changes in wind patterns, storms, precipitation, and temperature. Projected
climate changes could impact California's public health through changes in air quality,
weather related disasters, and a possible increase in infectious disease. If extreme
precipitation and severe weather events become more frequent, and if sanitation and watertreatment facilities have inadequate capacity or are not maintained, increases in infectious
diseases may result.5 The baseline by which these changes are measured originates in
historical records identifying temperature changes that have occurred in the past, such as
during previous ice ages. Many of the recent concerns over global climate change use this
data to extrapolate a level of statistical significance specifically focusing on temperature
records from the last 150 years (the Industrial Age) that differ from previous climate changes
in rate and magnitude.
The United Nations Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) constructed several
emission trajectories of GHG emissions needed to stabilize global temperatures and climate
change impacts. The IPCC predicted that the range of global mean temperature change
from 1990 to 2100, given six scenarios, could range from 1.1°C to 6.4°C. Regardless of
3

California Air Resources Board, Maps of Estimated Cancer Risk From Air Toxics, 5/14/2004,
http://www.arb.ca.gov/ toxics/cti/hlthrisk/hlthrisk.htm
4
California Air Resources Board, Risk Reduction Plan to Reduce Particulate Matter Emissions from DieselFueled Engines and Vehicles, http://www.arb.ca.gov/diesel/documents/rrpFinal.pdf
5
California EPA, AB 1493 (Pavley) Briefing Package Global Warming and Greenhouse Gas Emissions from
Motor Vehicles. 3 Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, 2007.
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analytical methodology, global average temperature and sea level are expected to rise
under all scenarios.6
This IPCC Assessment makes it clear that the impacts of future climate change will be
mixed across regions. For example, according to the IPCC Fourth Assessment report, there
may be large differences in regional population, income, and technological development
under alternative scenarios, which are often a strong determinant of the level of vulnerability
to climate change. To illustrate, in a number of recent studies of global impacts of climate
change on food supply, risk of coastal flooding, and water scarcity, the projected number of
people potentially affected is considerably greater in areas characterized by relatively low
per capita income and large population growth. This difference is largely explained, not by
differences in changes of climate, but by differences in vulnerability.7
Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions
Gases that trap heat in the atmosphere are called greenhouse gases (GHGs), analogous to
the way a greenhouse retains heat. Common GHGs include water vapor, carbon dioxide
(CO2), methane, nitrous oxide (NxO), chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs), hydrofluorocarbons
(HFCs), perfluorocarbons (PFCs), sulfur hexafluoride (SF6), ozone (O3), and aerosols.
Global atmospheric concentrations of carbon dioxide, methane, and nitrous oxide have
increased markedly as a result of human activities since 1750 and now far exceed preindustrial values determined from ice cores spanning many thousands of years. The
accumulation of GHG in the atmosphere regulates the earth’s temperature. Without the
natural heat trapping effect of GHG, the earth’s surface would be about 34°C cooler
(Climate Action Team (CAT), 2006). However, it is believed that emissions from human
activities, such as electricity production and vehicle use, have elevated the concentration of
these gases in the atmosphere beyond the level of naturally occurring concentrations.
Climate change is driven by feedbacks and forcings. A feedback is “an internal climate
process that amplifies or dampens the climate response to a specific forcing” (NRC, 2005).
Radiative forcing is the difference between the incoming energy and outgoing energy in the
climate system. The global warming potential (GWP) is the potential of a gas or aerosol to
trap heat in the atmosphere; it is the “cumulative radiative forcing effects of a gas over a
specified time horizon resulting from the emission of a unit mass of gas relative to a
reference gas.”8
Individual GHGs have varying GWP and atmospheric lifetimes (Table 6.1-1). The CO2
equivalent is a consistent methodology for comparing GHG emissions since it normalizes
various GHG emissions to a consistent metric. The reference gas for GWP is CO2; CO2 has
a GWP of one. By comparison, methane’s GWP is 21; methane therefore has a greater
global warming effect than CO2 on a molecule per molecule basis.9 One million metric tons

6

R.B. Alley et al. Contribution of Working Group I to the Fourth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental
Panel on Climate Change. Summary for Policymakers.
7
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, 2007. R.B. Alley et al. Contribution of Working Group I to the
Fourth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Summary for Policymakers.
8
US Environmental Protection Agency, Office of Atmospheric Programs. April 2006. The US Greenhouse
Gas Emissions and Sinks: Fast Facts.
9
US Environmental Protection Agency. 2006. Non CO2 Gases Economic Analysis and Inventory. Global
Warming Potentials and Atmospheric Lifetimes.
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(equal to one teragram (Tg)) of CO2 equivalent (MMTCO2e) is the mass emissions of an
individual GHG multiplied by its GWP.
TABLE 6.1-1
GLOBAL WARMING POTENTIALS
AND ATMOSPHERIC LIFETIMES OF SELECT GREENHOUSE GASES
Atmospheric Lifetime (years)

Global Warming Potential
(100 year time horizon)

50-200

1

12 ±3

21

Nitrous Oxide (N2O)

120

310

HFC-23

264

11,700

HFC-134a

14.6

1,300

HFC-152a

1.5

140

PFC: Tetraflouromethane (CF4)

50,000

6,500

PFC: Hexaflouroethane (C2F6)

10,000

23,900

Sulfur Hexaflouride (SF6)

3,200

23,900

Gas
Carbon Dioxide (CO2)
Methane (CH4)

Source: US Environmental Protection Agency. 2006. Non CO2 Gases Economic Analysis and Inventory. Global
Warming Potentials and Atmospheric Lifetimes. Website http://www.epa.gov/nonco2/econinv/table.html. Accessed December 20, 2006.

Of all GHGs in the atmosphere, water vapor is the most abundant, important, and variable.
It is not considered a pollutant; in the atmosphere, it maintains a climate necessary for life.
The main source of water vapor is evaporation from the oceans (approximately 85%). Other
sources include evaporation from other water bodies, sublimation (change from solid to gas)
from ice and snow, and transpiration from plant leaves.
Carbon Dioxide (CO2)
CO2 is an odorless, colorless natural GHG. Natural sources include the following:
decomposition of dead organic matter; respiration of bacteria, plants, animals, and fungus;
evaporation from oceans; and volcanic outgassing. Anthropogenic (human caused) sources
of CO2 are from burning coal, oil, natural gas, and wood. Concentrations of CO2 were 379
parts per million (ppm) in 2005, which is an increase of 1.4 ppm per year since 1960.10
Methane
Methane is a flammable gas and is the main component of natural gas. When one molecule
of methane is burned in the presence of oxygen, one molecule of CO2 and two molecules of
water are released. There are no health effects from methane. A natural source of
methane is from the anaerobic decay of organic matter. Geological deposits known as

10

Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. 2007. R.B. Alley, et al. Contribution of Working Group I to the
Fourth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Summary for Policymakers.
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natural gas fields contain methane, which is extracted for fuel. Other sources are from
landfills, fermentation of manure, and cattle.
Nitrous Oxide (N2O)
N2O, also known as laughing gas, is a colorless GHG. Higher concentrations can cause
dizziness, euphoria, and sometimes slight hallucinations. N2O is produced by microbial
processes in soil and water, including those reactions which occur in fertilizer containing
nitrogen. In addition to agricultural sources, some industrial processes (fossil fuel-fired
power plants, nylon production, nitric acid production, and vehicle emissions) also contribute
to its atmospheric load. It is used in rocket engines, as an aerosol spray propellant, and in
race cars.
Chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs)
CFCs are gases formed synthetically by replacing all hydrogen atoms in methane or ethane
with chlorine and/or fluorine atoms. CFCs are nontoxic, nonflammable, insoluble, and
chemically unreactive in the troposphere (the level of air at the earth’s surface). CFCs were
first synthesized in 1928 for use as refrigerants, aerosol propellants, and cleaning solvents.
They destroy stratospheric O3; therefore, their production was stopped as required by the
Montreal Protocol.
Hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs)
HFCs are synthetic man-made chemicals that are used as a substitute for CFCs for
automobile air conditioners and refrigerants.
Perfluorocarbons (PFCs)
PFCs have stable molecular structures and do not break down though the chemical
processes in the lower atmosphere. High-energy ultraviolet (UV) rays about 60 kilometers
above Earth’s surface are able to destroy the compounds. PFCs have very long lifetimes,
between 10,000 and 50,000 years. Two common PFCs are tetrafluoromethane and
hexafluoroethane. Concentrations of tetrafluoromethane in the atmosphere are over 70
parts per thousand (ppt). The two main sources of PFCs are primary aluminum production
and semiconductor manufacture.
Sulfur hexafluoride (SF6)
SF6 is an inorganic, odorless, colorless, nontoxic, nonflammable gas. It also has the highest
GWP of any gas evaluated, 23,90011. Concentrations in the 1990s were about 4 ppt. SF6 is
used for insulation in electric power transmission and distribution equipment, in the

11

Greenhouse gases have varying global warming potential (GWP). The GWP is the potential of a gas or
aerosol to trap heat in the atmosphere; it is the “cumulative radiative forcing effects of a gas over a specified
time horizon resulting from the emission of a unit mass of gas relative to a reference gas” (US EPA 2006). The
reference gas for GWP is carbon dioxide; carbon dioxide has a GWP of one. For example, methane has a
GWP of 21, which means that it has a greater global warming effect than carbon dioxide on a molecule per
molecule basis. One teragram of carbon dioxide equivalent (Tg CO2 Eq.) is the emissions of the gas multiplied
by the GWP. One teragram is equal to one million metric tons.
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magnesium industry, in semiconductor manufacturing, and as a tracer gas for leak
detection.
Ozone (O3)
Described above as a criteria pollutant, O3 is also a GHG; however, unlike the other GHGs,
O3 in the troposphere is relatively short-lived and therefore is not global in nature. According
to the CARB, it is difficult to make an accurate determination of the contribution of O3
precursors (NOX and VOCs) to global warming. Therefore, project emissions of O3
precursors would not significantly contribute to global climate change.
Aerosols
Aerosols are particles emitted into the air through burning biomass (plant material) and fossil
fuels. Aerosols can warm the atmosphere by absorbing and emitting heat and can cool the
atmosphere by reflecting light. Cloud formation can also be affected by aerosols. Sulfate
aerosols are emitted when fuel with sulfur in it is burned. Black carbon (or soot) is emitted
during biomass burning and incomplete combustion of fossil fuels. PM regulation has been
lowering aerosol concentrations in the US; however, global concentrations are likely
increasing.

REGULATORY SETTING
Air quality in the Amended Project Area is regulated by several jurisdictions including the
EPA, the CARB, and the SCAQMD. Each jurisdiction develops rules, regulations, policies,
and/or goals to attain the goals or directives imposed upon them through legislation.
Although EPA regulations may not be superseded, both state and local regulations may be
more stringent.
Local air quality management districts (AQMDs) have been given authority by the state to
manage their own stationary source emissions. The CARB requires that local AQMDs
develop their own strategies for achieving compliance with the National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS) and California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS), but maintains
regulatory authority over these strategies, as well as all mobile source emissions throughout
the state.
The AAQS define clean air. Specifically, the AAQS establish the concentration above which
a pollutant is known to cause adverse health effects to sensitive groups within the
population, such as children and the elderly. The amount of pollutants released and the
atmosphere’s ability to transport and dilute the pollutants affect a given pollutant’s
concentration in the atmosphere. Factors affecting transport and dilution include terrain,
wind, atmospheric stability, and – for photochemical pollutants – sunlight. Shasta County’s
poor air quality can largely be attributed to emissions, geography, and meteorology.
The federal and state standards for criteria pollutants and other regulated air pollutants are
shown in Table 6.1-2. Table 6.1-3 lists the health effects associated with these pollutants.
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TABLE 6.1-2
NATIONAL AND CALIFORNIA AMBIENT AIR QUALITY STANDARDS
California Standardsa
Pollutant

Federal Standardsb

Averaging Time
Concentrationc
1 Hour

3

0.09 ppm (180 µg/m )

Ozone (O3)

Respirable
Particulate Matter
(PM10)

3

Primaryc,d
--

8 Hour

0.070 ppm (137 µg/m )

24 Hour

50 µg/m

3

150 µg/m

Annual Arithmetic
Mean

20 µg/m

3

--

24 Hour

No separate state standard

Annual Arithmetic
Mean

Same as Primary
Standard

0.08 ppm (157
3 5
µg/m )

35 µg/m
Fine Particulate
Matter (PM2.4)

Secondaryc,e

3

Same as Primary
Standard

3

Same as Primary
Standard
12 µg/m

3

15 µg/m

3

9.0 ppm

3

8 Hour

9 ppm (10 mg/m )

3

(10 mg/m )

Carbon Monoxide
(CO)

None
20 ppm

3

1 Hour

35 ppm (40 mg/m )

3

(23 mg/m )
Nitrogen Dioxide
(NO2)

Sulfur Dioxide
(SO2)

Annual Arithmetic
Mean

0.030 ppm (56 µg/m3)

0.053 ppm (100
3
µg/m )

1 Hour

0.18 ppm (338 µg/m3)

-

Annual Arithmetic
Mean

-

0.030 ppm (80 µg/m )

24 Hour

0.04 ppm (105 µg/m )

0.14 ppm (365 µg/m )

3 Hour

-

-

3

Same as Primary
Standard
3

-

3

0.5 ppm
3

(1300 µg/m )
1 Hour

3

0.25 ppm (655 µg/m )

15 µg/m

Annual Arithmetic
Mean

12 µg/m

30 Day Average

1.5 µg/m

Calendar Quarter

-

8 Hour

Extinction coefficient of 0.23 per
kilometer – visibility within 10
miles or more due to particles
when the relative humidity is
less than 70 percent. Method:
Beta Attenuation and
Transmittance through Filter
Tape

3

3

3

-

-

f

Lead (Pb)

Visibility Reducing
Particles

1.5 µg/m

24 Hour

25 µg/m

Hydrogen Sulfide

1 Hour

0.03 ppm (42 µg/m )

24 Hour

0.01 ppm (26 µg/m )

f

Same as Primary
Standard

No Federal Standards

3

Sulfates (SO4)

Vinyl Chloride

3

3
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a

b

c

d

e

f

California standards for ozone, carbon monoxide (except Lake Tahoe), sulfur dioxide (1 and 24 hour), nitrogen
dioxide, suspended particulate matter— PM10, PM2.5, and visibility reducing particles, are values that are not to
be exceeded. All others are not to be equaled or exceeded. California ambient air quality standards are listed
in the Table of Standards in Section 70200 of Title 17 of the California Code of Regulations.
National standards (other than ozone, particulate matter, and those based on annual averages or annual
arithmetic mean) are not to be exceeded more than once a year. The ozone standard is attained when the
fourth highest eight hour concentration in a year, averaged over three years, is equal to or less than the
standard. For PM10, the 24 hour standard is attained when the expected number of days per calendar year
with a 24-hour average concentration above 150 µg/m3 is equal to or less than one. For PM2.5, the 24 hour
standard is attained when 98 percent of the daily concentrations, averaged over three years, are equal to or
less than the standard. Contact EPA for further clarification and current federal policies.
Concentration expressed first in units in which it was promulgated. Equivalent units given in parentheses are
based upon a reference temperature of 25°C and a reference pressure of 760 torr. Most measurements of air
quality are to be corrected to a reference temperature of 25°C and a reference pressure of 760 torr; ppm in this
table refers to ppm by volume, or micromoles of pollutant per mole of gas.
National Primary Standards: The levels of air quality necessary, with an adequate margin of safety to protect
the public health.
National Secondary Standards: The levels of air quality necessary to protect the public welfare from any known
or anticipated adverse effects of a pollutant.
The ARB has identified lead and vinyl chloride as ‘toxic air contaminants’ with no threshold level of exposure
for adverse health effects determined. These actions allow for the implementation of control measures at
levels below the ambient concentrations specified for these pollutants.

Source: California Air Resources Board (CARB), 2/22/07, http://www.arb.ca.gov/research/aaqs/aaqs2.pdf,
accessed 1/29/08.

TABLE 6.1-3
HEALTH EFFECTS SUMMARY OF THE MAJOR CRITERIA AIR POLLUTANTS
Air Pollutant

Adverse Effects

Ozone (O3)

Eye irritation; Respiratory function impairment

Carbon
Monoxide (CO)

Impairment of oxygen transport in the blood stream; Aggravation of
cardiovascular disease; Impairment of central nervous system function;
Fatigue, headache, confusion, dizziness; Can be fatal in the case of very
high concentrations in enclosed places

Particulate
Matter (PM)

May be inhaled and lodge in and irritate the lungs; Increased risk of chronic
respiratory disease with long exposure; Altered lung function in children;
May produce acute illness with sulfur dioxide

Nitrogen Dioxide
(NO2)
Sulfur Dioxide
(SO2)

Increased risk of acute and chronic respiratory disease
Irritation of lung tissue; Increased risk of acute and chronic respiratory
disease

Source: Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control District – CEQA Air Quality Guidelines, 1995, revised 2004.
Pages 3-1 to 3-5.
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FEDERAL
The Federal Clean Air Act (CAA)
The CAA (42 USC. §§ 7401-7671q) requires the adoption of NAAQS to protect the public
health and welfare from the effects of air pollution. Pollutants subject to the NAAQS are the
criteria pollutants, discussed above.
International and Federal Legislation on Global Climate Change
The Montreal Protocol was originally signed in 1987 and substantially amended in 1990 and
1992. The Montreal Protocol governs compounds that deplete ozone in the stratosphere –
CFCs, halons, carbon tetrachloride, and methyl chloroform. The Protocol provided that
these compounds were to be phased out by 2000 (2005 for methyl chloroform). In 1988, the
United Nations and the World Meteorological Organization established the IPCC to assess
“the scientific, technical and socioeconomic information relevant to understanding the
scientific basis of risk of human-induced climate change, its potential impacts, and options
for adaptation and mitigation”.12
On March 21, 1994, the US joined a number of countries around the world in signing the
United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC). Under the
Convention, governments "gather and share information on GHG emissions, national
policies, and best practices; launch national strategies for addressing GHG emissions and
adapting to expected impacts, including the provision of financial and technological support
to developing countries; and cooperate in preparing for adaptation to the impacts of climate
change."13
A particularly notable result of UNFCC efforts was a treaty known as the Kyoto Protocol.
Countries sign the treaty to demonstrate their commitment to reducing GHG emissions or to
engaging in emissions trading. More than 160 countries representing 55% of global
emissions (not including the US) are currently participating in the protocol. In 1998, US Vice
President, Al Gore, symbolically signed the Protocol; however, in order for the Protocol to be
formally ratified the US Congress must adopt it, which has not yet occurred.
In October 1993, President Clinton announced his "Climate Change Action Plan," with the
goal of returning GHG emissions to 1990 levels by the year 2000. This was to be
accomplished through 50 initiatives, relying on innovative voluntary partnerships between
the private sector and government aimed at producing cost-effective reductions in GHG
emissions. As of September 2007, 20 states had completed comprehensive Climate Action
Plans that detail the steps that each state can take to reduce their contribution to climate
change. However, without specific targets for emissions reductions, incentives for cleaner
technologies, or other clear policies, climate action plans cannot achieve real reductions in
GHG emissions.14

12

City of Ontario, Rich Haven Specific Plan EIR, Global Climate Change Analysis, June 28, 2007.
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. 2004. 16 Years of Scientific Assessment in Support of the
Climate Convention, December 2004.
14
http://www.pewclimate.org/what_s_being_done/in_the_states/action_plan_map.cfm, accessed 10/ 12/07.
13
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The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) currently does not regulate GHG emissions
from motor vehicles. Massachusetts v. EPA (Supreme Court Case 05-1120) was argued
before the Supreme Court on November 29, 2006, in which it was petitioned that the EPA
regulate four GHGs, including CO2, under §202(a)(1) of the CAA. A decision was rendered
on April 2, 2007, in which the Court held that petitioners have standing to challenge the EPA
and that the EPA has statutory authority to regulate emission of GHG from motor vehicles.
STATE
The State of California, for purposes of air quality classification, has divided the state into
meteorologically and geographically similar areas called air basins. Each air basin is
responsible for meeting NAAQS and CAAQS for criteria pollutants and is classified by the
EPA and CARB as an attainment or non-attainment area for each pollutant.
California Clean Air Act (CCAA)
The CARB is responsible for enforcing the CCAA of 1988 (26 California Health and Safety
Code [CH&SC] § 10000 et seq.), which established the CAAQS for criteria pollutants – as
well as additional state standards for sulfates, hydrogen sulfide, vinyl chloride, and visibility
reducing particles. These CAAQS are generally more restrictive than the NAAQS.
Toxic Air Contaminants (TACs)
Regulation of TACs is achieved through federal and state controls on individual sources; the
1990 Federal CAA Amendments offer a comprehensive plan for achieving significant
reduction in both mobile and stationary source emissions of certain designated Hazardous
Air Pollutants (HAPs). All major stationary sources of designated HAPs are required to
obtain and pay the required fees for an operating permit under Title V of the federal CAA
Amendments.
The Air Toxics Hot Spots Information and Assessment Act of 1987 (Assembly Bill (AB) 2588),
California Health and Safety Code Section 44300 et seq, provides for the regulation of over 200
air toxics and is the primary air contaminant legislation in the state. Under the Act, local air
districts may request that a facility account for its TAC emissions. Local AQMDs then prioritize
facilities on the basis of emissions, and high priority designated facilities are required to submit
a health risk assessment (HRA) and communicate the results to the affected public. The TAC
control strategy involves reviewing new sources to ensure compliance with required emission
controls and limits, maintaining an inventory of existing sources of TACs, and developing new
rules and regulations to reduce TAC emissions. The purpose of AB 2588 is to identify and
inventory toxic air emissions and to communicate the potential for adverse health effects to the
public.
AB 1807, enacted in September 1983, sets forth a procedure for the identification and control
of TACs in California. The CARB is responsible for the identification and control of TACs,
except pesticide use. AB 1807 defines a TAC as an air pollutant that may cause or contribute
to an increase in mortality or an increase in serious illness, or which may pose a present or
potential hazard to human health. The CARB prepares identification reports on candidate
substances under consideration for listing as TACs. The reports and summaries describe the
use of and the extent of emissions in California resulting in public exposure, together with their
potential health effects.
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The CARB identified DPM as a TAC. DPM is emitted into the air via heavy-duty diesel trucks,
construction equipment, and passenger cars. In October 2000, the CARB released the Risk
Reduction Plan to Reduce Particulate Matter Emissions from Diesel-Fueled Engines and
Vehicles.15 This plan identifies DPM as the predominant TAC in California and proposes
methods for reducing diesel emissions.
TAC impacts are assessed using a standard Maximally Exposed Individual (MEI) health risk of
10 people in 1 million. The CARB and the local AQMDs have determined that any source that
poses a risk to the general population that is equal to or greater than 10 people out of 1 million
contracting cancer as excessive. When estimating this risk, it is assumed that an individual is
exposed to the maximum concentration of any given TAC, continuously for 70 years. If the risk
of such exposure levels meets or exceeds the threshold of 10 excess cancer cases per 1
million people, then the CARB and the local AQMD require the installation of best available
control technology (BACT) or maximum available control technology (MACT) to reduce the risk
threshold. This ensures that the toxic source is being controlled to the fullest extent possible
using current technology.
Senate Bill (SB) 656 - Reducing Particulate Matter in California
As a first step in the implementation of SB 656 -- Reducing Particulate Matter in California,
the CARB approved a list of the most readily available, feasible, and cost-effective control
measures that can be employed by air districts to reduce PM10 and PM2.5 (collectively
referred to as PM) in 2004. The list is based on rules, regulations, and programs existing in
California as of January 1, 2004, for stationary, area-wide, and mobile sources. As a
second step, AQMDs must adopt implementation schedules for selected measures from the
list. The implementation schedules will identify the appropriate subset of measures, and the
dates for final adoption, implementation, and the sequencing of selected control measures.
In developing the implementation schedules, each AQMD will prioritize measures based on
the nature and severity of the PM problem in their area and cost-effectiveness.
Consideration is also given to ongoing programs such as measures being adopted to meet
NAAQS or the state O3 planning process. The consideration and adoption of air district
rules in their implementation schedules, coupled with CARB's ongoing programs, will ensure
continued progress in reducing public exposure to PM and attainment of the state and
federal standards.
In July 2007, the CARB adopted a regulation aimed at reducing DPM (a particular form of
PM2.5) and NOX emissions from the state’s in-use off-road diesel engines. The rule will
affect off-road vehicles used in construction, mining, airport ground support, and other
industries. The proposed regulation would require equipment fleets to apply exhaust
retrofits that capture PM before it is emitted to the air, and to accelerate turnover of fleets to
newer, cleaner engines.
California Legislation on Global Climate Change
California has adopted numerous energy efficiency and climate change regulations as
described below.

15

California Air Resources Board, Risk Reduction Plan to Reduce Particulate Matter Emissions from DieselFueled Engines and Vehicles, October 2000, accessible from http://www.arb.ca.gov/diesel/documents/
rrpFinal.pdf.
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California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 24
Although not originally intended to reduce GHG emissions, CCR Title 24 Part 6: California’s
Energy Efficiency Standards for Residential and Nonresidential Buildings were first
established in 1978 in response to a legislative mandate to reduce California's energy
consumption. The standards are updated periodically to allow consideration and possible
incorporation of new energy efficiency technologies and methods. The latest amendments
were made in October 2005. Energy efficient buildings require less electricity; and electricity
production by fossil fuels results in GHG emissions. Therefore, increased energy efficiency
results in decreased GHG emissions.
California Assembly Bill (AB) 1493
AB 1493 (Pavley) enacted on July 22, 2002, required the CARB to develop and adopt
regulations that reduce GHG emissions emitted by passenger vehicles and light duty trucks.
Regulations adopted by the CARB will apply to 2009 and later model year vehicles. The
CARB estimates that the regulation will reduce climate change emissions from the light duty
passenger vehicle fleet by an estimated 18% in 2020 and by 27% in 2030 (CARB, 2004).
Executive Order S-3-05
California Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger announced on June 1, 2005 through Executive
Order S-3-05, GHG emission reduction targets as follows: by 2010, reduce GHG emissions
to 2000 levels; by 2020, reduce GHG emissions to 1990 levels; by 2050, reduce GHG
emissions to 80% below 1990 levels (State of California, Executive Order S-3-05, June 1,
2005). Some literature equates these reductions to 11% by 2010 and 25% by 2020. The
CAT Report to the Governor in 2006 contains recommendations and strategies to help
ensure the targets in Executive Order S-3-05 are met.
California Assembly Bill (AB) 32
In 2006, the California State Legislature adopted the California Global Warming Solutions
Act of 2006 (AB 32). AB 32 focuses on reducing GHGs in California. GHG as defined
under AB 32 include CO2, methane, N2O, HFCs, PFCs, and SF6. AB 32 requires the CARB
to adopt rules and regulations that would achieve GHG emissions equivalent to statewide
levels in 1990 by 2020. AB 32 also charged the CARB with the task of developing, with
public input, a plan for reducing GHG emissions and implementing that plan by January
2012.
The CARB published its final report for Proposed Early Actions to Mitigate Climate Change
in California, which describes recommendations for discrete early action measures to reduce
GHG emissions in October 2007. The measures included are part of California’s strategy
for achieving GHG reductions under AB 32. One of the sources for the potential measures
includes the CAT Report. Three new regulations are proposed to meet the definition of
“discrete early action GHG reduction measures,” which include the following:
•

A low carbon fuel standard (LCFS)

•

Reduction of HFC-134a emissions from non-professional servicing of motor vehicle
air conditioning systems

•

Improved landfill methane capture
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CARB estimates that by 2020, the reductions from those three measures would be
approximately 13 to 26 MMTCO2e.
Pursuant to AB 32, on November 16, 2007 the CARB released the statewide GHG
emissions level for 1990 as 427 MMTCO2e, and staff recommended approval of a statewide
GHG emissions limit that is equivalent to that level, to be achieved by 2020. The Board
unanimously approved the staff’s proposed 1990 GHG emissions level and the 2020 GHG
emissions limit on December 6, 2007 with Resolution 7-55. Staff estimates that a reduction
of approximately 12% would be needed to reduce 2004 levels to 1990 levels.
Under AB 32, the CARB has the primary responsibility for reducing GHG emissions.
However, the CAT Report contains strategies that many other California agencies can
implement. California is also exploring the possibility of cap and trade systems for GHGs.
The Market Advisory Committee to CARB published draft recommendations for designing a
GHG cap and trade system for California (CARB, 2007).
California Senate Bill (SB) 1368
SB 1368 is the companion bill of AB 32 and was signed by Governor Schwarzenegger in
September 2006. SB 1368 required the California Public Utilities Commission (PUC) to
establish a GHG emission performance standard for baseload generation from investorowned utilities by February 1, 2007. Similarly, the California Energy Commission (CEC) was
tasked with establishing a similar standard for local publicly-owned utilities by June 30,
2007. These standards cannot exceed the GHG emission rate from a baseload combinedcycle natural gas fired plant. The legislation further requires that all electricity provided to
California, including imported electricity, must be generated from plants that meet the
standards set by the PUC and the CEC. In January 2007, the PUC adopted an interim GHG
Emissions Performance Standard, which requires that all new long-term commitments for
baseload generation entered into by investor-owned utilities have emissions no greater than
a combined cycle gas turbine plant (i.e., 1,100 pounds of CO2 per megawatt-hour). A “new
long-term commitment” refers to new plant investments (new construction), new or renewal
contracts with a term of 5 years or more, or major investments by the utility in its existing
baseload power plants. In May 2007, the CEC approved regulations that prohibit the state’s
publicly owned utilities from entering into long-term financial commitments with plants that
exceed the standard adopted by the PUC of 1,100 pounds of CO per megawatt hour.
Executive Order S-01-07
Executive Order S-01-07 was enacted by Governor Schwarzenegger on January 18, 2007.
Essentially, the order mandates the following: 1) that a statewide goal be established to
reduce the carbon intensity of California's transportation fuels by at least 10% by 2020; and
2) that a LCFS for transportation fuels be established for California.
California Senate Bill (SB) 1078
SB 1078 establishes a renewable portfolio standard (RPS) for electricity supply. The RPS
requires that retail sellers of electricity, including investor-owned utilities and community
choice aggregators, provide 20% of their supply from renewable sources by 2017. This
target date was moved forward by SB 1078 to require compliance by 2010. In addition,
electricity providers subject to the RPS must increase their renewable share by at least 1%
each year. The outcomes of this legislation will impact regional transportation powered by
electricity.
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California Senate Bill (SB) 97
The provisions of SB 97, enacted in August 2007 as part of the State Budget negotiations,
direct the Office of Planning and Research (OPR) to propose California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines advising lead agencies how to mitigate the impacts of GHG
emissions. OPR has been directed to promulgate such guidelines by July 2009, and the
Resources Agency has been directed to adopt such guidelines by January 2010. At this
time, however, there are no CEQA Guidelines or other formal direction from regulatory
agencies regarding the analysis of GHG emissions.
Additional California Climate Change Initiatives
The Western Regional Climate Action Initiative was signed on February 26, 2007 by five
states: Washington, Oregon, Arizona, New Mexico, and California. British Columbia,
Canada joined on April 20, 2007. The Initiative calls for collaboration to identify, evaluate,
and implement ways to reduce GHG emissions in the states collectively and to achieve
related co-benefits. The Initiative calls for designing a regional market-based multi-sector
mechanism, such as a load-based cap and trade program by August 2008. In addition, a
multi-state registry will track, manage, and credit entities that reduce GHG emissions.
California is also exploring the possibility of cap and trade systems for GHGs. The Market
Advisory Committee to CARB published draft recommendations for designing a GHG cap
and trade system for California.
LOCAL
Shasta County Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD)16
The Amended Project Area is under the jurisdiction of the SCAQMD. The SCAQMD is
responsible for implementing emissions standards and other air quality regulations
governing activities in the Amended Project Area. The SCAQMD endeavors to manage and
enhance the air quality resources of Shasta County (County) through a balanced program of
environmental oversight and protection of public health. It functions as professional staff to
the Air Pollution Control Board regarding rule development and potential industrial and
commercial development. The SCAQMD also processes commercial and industrial
applications to construct emission devices and issues permits to operate, which are
renewed on an annual basis. The SCAQMD estimates releases of air contaminants and
maintains an emission inventory to track emissions of all permitted devices. It also proposes
mitigation strategies, working cooperatively with affected emission sources, evaluating
potential health risks, and adopting air pollution control measures and regulations that seek
to attain both the NAAQS and CAAQS.
The CCAA requires non-attainment areas (for O3) to develop air quality plans that contain
strategies for achieving attainment. The City has been at the current non-attainment status
for the State Air Quality Attainment Plan (AQAP) since O3 monitoring began at two
monitoring sites in the City in 1990. The City is subject to the requirements advanced in the
NSVAB AQAP, which presents a strategy for reducing district-wide emissions until the
standards are attained.

16

Shasta County Air Quality Management District website, www.co.shasta.ca.us/Departments/Resourcemgmt/
drm/aqmain/htm.
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Project Specific Emissions Thresholds
The SCAQMD has adopted air quality thresholds that are to be used in conjunction with
URBEMIS 2007 screening criteria for site specific air quality analysis. These thresholds are
consistent with the New Source Review Rule 2:1 adopted by the Air Pollution Control Board
in 1993 as required by the CCAA. The thresholds are listed in Table 6.1-4.
TABLE 6.1-4
AQMD AIR QUALITY EMISSION THRESHOLDS
Level “A” Thresholds
Oxides of Nitrogen (NOX)

Reactive Organic Gases (ROG)

Inhalable Particulate Matter
(PM10)

25 lbs. per day

25 lbs. per day

80 lbs. per day

Level “B” Thresholds
137 lbs. per day

137 lbs. per day

137 lbs. per day

Note: These thresholds will be applied during Shasta County Planning Division’s CEQA review process.
Source: SCAQMD, 1993.

The SCAQMD also sets qualitative emission thresholds and enforces Rule 3.16.17 Rule
3.16 states that the Air Pollution Control Officer (APCO) may place reasonable conditions
upon any source, as mentioned below, to mitigate the emissions from such sources to below
a level of significance or to a point that such emissions no longer constitute a violation of the
California Health and Safety Code Section 41700 and/or Section 41701, as follows:
•

Section 41700
No person shall discharge from any source whatsoever such quantities of air
contaminants or other material which may cause injury, detriment, nuisance, or
annoyance to any considerable number of persons or to the public, or which
endanger the comfort, repose, health, or safety of any such persons or to the public,
or which cause, or have the natural tendency to cause, injury or damage to business
or property.

•

Section 41701
No person shall discharge into the atmosphere from any source whatsoever any air
contaminant, other than uncombined water vapor for a period or periods aggregating
more than three (3) minutes in any one (1) hour which is as dark or darker than
Ringelmann #2 or equivalent 40% opacity.

City of Shasta Lake General Plan (General Plan)
The General Plan contains an Air Quality Element. The purpose of the Air Quality Element
is to incorporate air quality considerations into land use decisions, to provide education and
guidance, and to reduce the cumulative air emissions resulting from new development
through the application of feasible mitigation measures. The Air Quality Element contains
17

Ross Bell, Redding manager of the Shasta County Air Quality Management District office, personal
communication, November 2007.
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the following objectives, policies, and implementation measures which apply to all
redevelopment activities in the Amended Project Area:
Objectives
AQ-1 Improve and maintain air quality to protect human health and preclude damage to
plants and property.
AQ-2 Meet applicable California air quality standards and avoid violating Federal air quality
standards.
AQ-3 Encourage integration of land use, transportation, and energy planning efforts which
help to reduce air pollution.
AQ4

Improve the design of proposed development to reduce potential air pollution.

Policies
AQ-a The City shall strive to meet and/or maintain applicable State and Federal air quality
standards.
AQ-b Land use decisions shall be made with consideration given to the improvement of air
quality. New development projects shall be conditioned to reduce air quality impacts.
Standard Mitigation Measures and Best Available Mitigation Measures shall be
incorporated into new projects when thresholds are exceeded. The City should
consult with the Air Quality Management District regarding mitigation of air quality
impacts.
AQ-c

All parcels created by new land divisions and new multi-family residential,
commercial and industrial development (or with expansion of such uses) shall be
served by paved roads, driveways, and parking areas. A comprehensive plan shall
be developed by the City that establishes when a road paving deferral should be
granted, for what period of time, standards for determining the fair share of a paving
requirement, and the level or standard of the paving work.

AQ-d Encourage a land use pattern that reduces reliance on the automobile and
encourages alternative modes of transportation for travel to employment and
shopping by encouraging:
•

infill development

•

mixed-use development near employment centers (day care, restaurant, and
bank)

•

increased residential densities near employment and shopping, and along
major traffic corridors

•

employment opportunities and shopping near to residential development

AQ-e Encourage a reduction in vehicle trips and vehicle miles traveled by encouraging:
•

public transportation

•

carpooling, ridesharing, and vanpooling
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AQ-f

•

shortened and combined motor vehicle trips for work, shopping, and services

•

use of bicycles

•

pedestrian access and walking

Encourage pedestrian-oriented and transit-oriented design in new development.

AQ-g Adopt guidelines for developers to encourage and promote pedestrian movement,
bicycling, and public transit.
AO-h Encourage local development in order to encourage local employment and shopping
opportunities, and reduce the number and distance of vehicle trips.
AQ-i

Coordinate with the Air Quality Management District regarding proposed land uses
near hazardous air pollution sources.

AQ-j

Work with the Redding Area Bus Authority, Caltrans and other agencies to establish
multi-nodal transfer sites for automobiles, bicycles, pedestrians, and public transit.

AQ-k

The City should develop a bikeway plan to encourage the use of bicycles, where
practicable.

AQ-l

The City should develop a pedestrian plan to encourage walking, where practicable.

AQ-m Encourage and promote public education regarding air quality, transportation
alternatives, and wood burning.
AQ-n Discourage the use of wood burning stoves that do not meet current EPA standards.
AQ-o The City shall facilitate programs that encourage and promote the recycling and
composting of residential waste grasses, leaves, shrubs, trees, and other waste
vegetation as an accessible alternative to disposal by lawful burning on-site.
AQ-p The City will cooperate with the Air Quality Management District and the Regional
Transportation Agency in implementing provisions of the California and Federal
Clean Air Acts.
AQ-q Establish a reporting program to quantify the cumulative air emissions from motor
vehicles associated with approved discretionary and ministerial development, for the
purpose of advising the Air Quality Management District of the emissions associated
with new development.
Implementation Measures
AQ-(1) All new construction shall comply with the energy efficiencies mandated by Title 24
construction requirements.
AQ-(2) Evaluate the feasibility of requiring existing older wood burning devices to be
retrofitted with devices meeting federal EPA standards at the time the residence is
sold or a major alteration or addition initiated.
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Standard Mitigation Measures (SMMs) and Best Available Mitigation Measures
(BAMMs)
The City minimizes impacts to the air basin by requiring that all projects be subject to the
SMMs and BAMMs for both construction and operations regardless of size or emissions.
The SMMs are:
•

Design streets to facilitate pedestrian access to public transit stops.

•

For large projects, provide bus shelters.

•

Suspend all grading activities when winds (as instantaneous gusts) exceed 20 miles
per hour, as directed by the Shasta County AQMD.

•

Water active construction sites at least twice daily, as directed by the Public Works
Department.

•

Apply non-toxic soil stabilizers according to the manufacturer’s specification to all
graded areas that will be inactive for 10 days or more.

•

Schedule construction activities that affect traffic flow for off-peak traffic hours.

•

Provide temporary traffic control (flag person), as appropriate, during all phases of
construction.

•

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

•

Sweep streets at the end of the day if visible soil material is are onto adjacent public
paved roads (recommended water sweeper with reclaimed water).

•

All trucks hauling dirt, sand, soil or other loose materials should be covered or should
maintain at least 2 feet of freeboard (minimum vertical distance between top of the
load and the top of the trailer), in accordance with the requirements of California
Vehicle Code Section 23114. This provision is enforced by local law enforcement
agencies.

•

All new wood-burning devices should be EPA Phase II certified.

•

Provide energy-efficient process systems, such as water heaters, furnaces, and
boiler units.

•

Re-establish groundcover on the construction site through seeding and watering
prior to final occupancy.

For commercial and industrial projects, there are two levels of BAMMs. For sources with
emissions over 25 pounds (lb)/day ROG, 25 lb/day NOX, or 80 lb/day PM10 (the New Source
Review BACT trigger levels), feasible Level “A” BAMMs are required. These Level “A”
BAMMs are:
•

Implement all applicable SMMs.

•

Provide preferential parking places for carpools and vanpools, and provide 7-foot
two-inch (7’2”) minimum vertical clearance covered parking facilities (for vanpool
access).
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•

Contribute to traffic-flow improvements that reduce emission and are not growthinducing (e.g. right-of-way, capital improvements).

•

Alternatively, an applicant could identify other offsets acceptable to the Shasta
County AQMD to reduce emissions below the New Source Review trigger levels.

For sources with emissions over 137 lb/day ROG, 137 lb/day NOX, or 137 lb/day PM10 (the
New Source Review Offset levels), feasible Level “B” BAMMs are required. These Level “B”
BAMMs are:
•

Implement all applicable SMMs and Level “A” BAMMs.

•

Provide onsite services such as cafeterias, food vending machines, and automatic
tellers, as appropriate.

•

Provide onsite childcare and after-school facilities or contribute to offsite
development within walking distance.

•

Provide onsite pedestrian facility improvements such as walking paths and building
access, which is physically separated from street, and parking lot traffic.

•

Construct onsite and offsite bus turnouts, passenger benches, or shelters.

•

Provide bicycle and storage facilities.

•

Shower/locker facilities should be provided when appropriate for bicycling and
pedestrian commuters.

•

Construct offsite bicycle and pedestrian facility improvements, such as trails linking
the facility to designated pedestrian and bicycle commuting routes.

•

Convert fleet vehicles to clean-burning fuel as appropriate.

•

Contribute to construction of offsite park-and-ride lots.

•

Establish telecommuting programs, alternative work schedules, and guaranteed ridehome programs, as appropriate.

•

Implement compressed workweek schedules, where weekly work hours are
compressed into fewer than 5 days, such as 9/80, 4/40, or 3/36.

•

Provide for transit-use incentives, such as subsidized transit passes, and
accommodate unusual work schedules to encourage transit use.

•

Implement alternative transportation program, such as CalTrans’ Ride Share.

Alternatively, an applicant could identify and secure other offsets acceptable to the
SCAQMD to reduce emissions below the New Source Review offset levels and implement
the Level “A” BAMMs.
Emission reduction efficiencies, or the “credit” that an applicant receives for implementing a
specific mitigation measure, are subject to SCAQMD final approval. Essentially, an
applicant must achieve standards specified in the Air Quality Element by applying any
combination of the above-listed mitigation measures or a similar offset measure approved
by the SCAQMD.
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EXISTING CONDITIONS
EXISTING AIR QUALITY MONITORING DATA
The SCAQMD currently monitors air quality throughout the County with two of their
monitoring stations in the City. The monitoring stations nearest the Amended Project Area
are located at the corner of Shasta Dam Blvd and Lake Blvd and at Buckeye School, 3407
Hiatt Drive. The 1-hour state O3 standard was exceeded 22 times from 2000 to 2005 at the
the County testing stations. The State 24-hour PM10 standard was exceeded 36 times from
2000 to 2005 by the County. However, the actual monitoring stations within the City show
PM10 readings for 2007 so far to be about one half of attainment levels.18 The County was
within federal attainment levels for O3 and PM10 from 2000 to 2005.
EXISTING ATTAINMENT STATUS
The CARB currently identifies the City as a non-attainment area for O3. Because of the
differences between state and federal O3 requirements, the EPA considers the City to be an
attainment area, and it has since it was first monitored in 1990. Although PM10 levels in the
City are low compared to the County average, the City is in a non-attainment zone because
the County is a non-attainment zone for O3 and PM10. The County is a federal and state
attainment zone for CO, SO2, and NO2.
SENSITIVE RECEPTORS
The location of a development project is a major factor in determining whether it will result in
localized air quality impacts. The potential for adverse air quality impacts increases as the
distance between the source of emissions and members of the public decreases.
Impacts on sensitive receptors are of particular concern. Sensitive receptors are facilities
that house or attract children, the elderly, people with illnesses, or others who are especially
sensitive to the effects of air pollutants. Sensitive land uses include residential communities,
schools and school yards, daycare centers, parks and playgrounds, and hospitals and
medical facilities.
Air quality problems arise when sources of air pollutants and sensitive receptors are located
near one another. There are several types of land use conflicts that should be avoided:

18

•

A sensitive receptor is in close proximity to a congested intersection or roadway with
high levels of emissions from motor vehicles. High concentrations of CO, fine
particulate matter, or TACs are the most common concerns.

•

A sensitive receptor is close to a source of TACs or a potential source of accidental
releases of hazardous materials.

•

A sensitive receptor is close to a source of odorous emissions. Although odors
generally do not pose a health risk, they can be quite unpleasant and often lead to
citizen complaints to the AQMD and to local governments.

•

A sensitive receptor is close to a source of high levels of nuisance dust emissions.

Ross Bell, 2007.
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Localized impacts to sensitive receptors generally occur in one of two ways:
•

A (new) source of air pollutants is proposed to be located close to existing sensitive
receptors. For example, an industrial facility is proposed for a site near a school.

•

A (new) sensitive receptor is proposed near an existing source of air pollutants. For
example, a residential development is proposed near a wastewater treatment plant.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
METHODOLOGY
Redevelopment programs and projects are intended to eliminate blight and blighting
conditions within the Amended Project Area that currently prevent the full and effective use
of the land – consistent with the General Plan, as amended over time. Impacts of
implementing the Amendment were programmatically evaluated based on anticipated
redevelopment actions throughout the effective life of the Amendment and include:
•

Property acquisition

•

Land assemblage

•

Demolition or rehabilitation of structures

•

Installation of streets, utilities, and other public facilities and infrastructure

•

Funding, construction and development assistance for community centers, recreation
centers, childcare centers, parks, urban design plans, master plans, streetscapes
and facility improvements

•

Construction of affordable housing

The criteria pollutants that are most important for this air quality impact analysis are those
that can be traced principally to motor vehicle travel and indoor and outdoor burning of
wood. Of these pollutants, CO, ROG, NOX, and PM10 are evaluated on a regional or
“mesoscale” basis. CO is often analyzed on a localized or “microscale” basis in cases of
congested traffic conditions. Although PM10 has very localized effects, there is no EPA
approved methodology to evaluate microscale impacts of PM10. Methods for analysis of
PM2.5 have been implemented since 1999.
Short-term air quality impacts during construction and long-term impacts during operation
were programmatically considered, including intermittent demolition/construction-related
impacts from fugitive dust (PM10), mobile or stationary construction equipment emissions,
and construction and vehicular emissions. The specific location and intensity of the
development in the Amended Project Area that could cause such impacts over the extended
period of the Amendment is for the most part unknown – except that all development must
be consistent with the General Plan and that most of the Amended Project Area is
residentially developed. Potential air quality impacts in this section are therefore based on
anticipated General Plan build-out resulting from the removal of barriers to growth.
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THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE
Significance criteria are the basis for determining whether the Amendment would result in
significant short-term or long-term impacts to local and regional air quality conditions. For
this qualitative analysis, the thresholds of significance are based on those outlined in CEQA
Guidelines Appendix G. A significant impact would occur if the proposed project would:
•

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan

•

Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected
air quality violation

•

Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria for which the
project region is in non-attainment under an applicable NAAQS or CAAQS (including
releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)

•

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations

•

Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people

There are currently no published thresholds for measuring the significance of a project’s
cumulative contribution to global climate change. For purposes of this EIR, the threshold for
climate change impacts is defined as follows:
•

Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions
If a project complies with the State’s strategies to reduce GHGs to the levels
proposed by Governor Schwarzenegger’s Executive Order S-3-05 GHG reduction
targets, it is considered to have a less-than-significant cumulative impact to global
climate change.

PROJECT-SPECIFIC IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES
Impact 6.1-1 Redevelopment
engendered
development
and
infrastructure
construction activities would generate short-term emissions of regional
criteria pollutants
With future development and infrastructure construction in the Amended Project Area, air
pollutants would be emitted by construction equipment and fugitive dust (PM) would be
generated during interior grading and site preparation and by wind erosion over exposed
earth surfaces and material stockpiles. Fugitive dust can be a nuisance at neighboring
properties, soiling exposed surfaces and requiring more frequent washing. Fuel combustion
from heavy-duty equipment operation can also generate particulate emissions.
Construction activities are regulated by the City and the SCAQMD. Construction in the
Amended Project Area over the life of the Amendment will include demolition of some
structures and grading preparation for all new construction. PM10 emissions in the form of
fugitive dust would vary from day to day, depending on the level and type of construction
activity (demolition and grading), silt content of the soil, and prevailing weather. Emissions
from construction equipment (i.e., graders, backhoes, haul trucks etc.) would generate PM10,
NOX, and ROG emissions.
The largest source of construction-related PM10 emissions would be associated with the
demolition of existing structures as properties are recycled. Demolition activities are
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required to conform to the rules and guidelines outlined in the SCAQMD Rule 3.16
concerning fugitive dust associated with construction activities. Rule 3.16 requires using
Reasonably Available Control Measures, such as the application of water or chemicals, to
prevent or reduce the emission and airborne transport of fugitive dust from activities such as
demolition, clearing of land, construction of roadways, and any other construction operation
that may potentially generate dust, including the stockpiling of dust-producing materials.
Although PM10 emissions associated with demolition can be quite large, these emissions will
be reduced by Rule 3.16 and the City’s Standard Mitigation Measures applicable to all
projects. Emissions will take place over a very short period of time and are not expected to
exceed the CAAQS for PM10.
The region is currently in a non-attainment area for PM10, with 36 violations of the 24-hour
State standard occurring from 2000 through 2005. The State 24-hour PM10 standard is also
sometimes exceeded in the vicinity of construction sites during construction. Air pollutionsensitive land uses and activities adjacent to construction sites may also be exposed more
frequently to ambient dust concentrations that exceed the ambient standards. In order to
reduce construction-phase dust emissions, the SMMs and BAMMs are required by the City
for both construction and operation, regardless of size or emissions, as part of the
development permit process.
Ambient pollutant concentrations from combustion emissions of construction equipment
would also increase from implementation of the Amendment, as infrastructure is constructed
and new development occurs over time in the Amended Project Area. The SCAQMD
significance criteria outlined in Figure 6.1-1, above, establishes a quantitative emissions
threshold for NOX, ROG, and PM10. The City and the SCAQMD require assessment of all
construction operations on a case-by-case basis, and mitigation where warranted.
The proposed Amendment would remove barriers to General Plan development in the
Amended Project Area. Except for vacant industrial properties in the southwest corner of
the Original Area and commercial uses along Shasta Dam Boulevard and I-5, most of the
Amended Project Area is developed and designated for residential uses. Projects five acres
or less on sites appropriately zoned and served by utilities within the Amended Project Area
could be eligible for a CEQA exemption on a case-by-case basis, and therefore would not
be anticipated to result in significant construction emissions.
All anticipated redevelopment actions, and growth within the Amended Project Area as a
result of redevelopment activities, would be consistent with the General Plan land uses and
subject to project-by-project permitting and mitigation consistent with City and SCAQMD
requirements. When the specifications and timing of individual redevelopment projects are
known, construction procedures will be assessed against the criteria and standards
applicable at the time of construction. The detailed procedures and requirements of the City
and SCAQMD for all future development projects are anticipated to ensure potential
construction emissions remain below the District’s significance thresholds Development
engendered by redevelopment would be consistent with the General Plan, which determined
that air quality emissions resulting from build-out of the General Plan would be less than
significant. Future development must comply with SCAQMD Rule 3.16 and supporting
Standard Dust Mitigating Standards, and must adhere to City requirements for demolition
and construction phases to reduce emissions of fugitive dust. Without these mitigations,
construction emissions for redevelopment projects would be potentially significant.
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Mitigation
6.1-1

Future redevelopment projects shall comply with the following Standard
Mitigation Measures (SMMs) from the City’s Air Quality Element during the
construction phase:
1.

Suspend all grading operations when winds as instantaneous gusts
exceed 20 miles per hour or when directed by the SCAQMD.

2.

Water active construction sites at least twice daily, or as needed more
frequently to control fugitive dust as directed by the Public Works
Department.

3.

Apply non-toxic soil stabilizers according to the manufacturer’s
specification to all graded areas, which will be inactive for 10 days or
more.

4.

When construction activity occurs during wet weather, install wheel
washers where vehicles enter and exit unpaved roads onto paved roads,
or wash off trucks and any equipment leaving the site each trip.
Locations of wheel washers shall be identified, and approved, by the City
Public Works Department, prior to the issuance of any clearing or grading
permits.

5.

Sweep streets at the end of the day if visible soil materials are carried
onto adjacent paved roads.

6.

Cover trucks hauling dirt, sand, soil or other loose materials or maintain
at least 2 feet of freeboard (minimum vertical distance between the top of
the load and the top of the trailer), in accordance with the requirements of
California Vehicle Code Section 23114.

Significance after Mitigation
Less than significant
Impact 6.1-2 Redevelopment could result in long-term operational increases in
regional criteria pollutants
In addition to construction-related emissions, total emissions include mobile sources, nonpermitted stationary or area sources, and permitted stationary devices. Commuting vehicles
and on-site motor vehicles/mobile equipment would represent the greatest proportion of
emission sources in the Amended Project Area.
The proposed Amendment would remove barriers to General Plan build-out in the Amended
Project Area. Except for undeveloped industrial properties in the southwest corner of the
Original Area and vacant/underutilized commercial uses along Shasta Dam, Cascade and
Lake boulevards, most of the Amended Project Area is developed and designated for
residential uses. As discussed in Sub-chapter 6.8, Transportation and Circulation, General
Plan build-out is not anticipated to result in a significant increase in vehicle trips. General
Plan policies to reduce dependency on the automobile, and redevelopment activities to
enhance pedestrian, bicycle, and transit modes of travel will further reduce anticipated
increases in operational emissions. Whereas the industrial absorption rate is approximately
1 acre per year (Shasta Lake City Economic Development Strategy, 2004), it is not
anticipated that any development engendered by redevelopment, or redevelopment
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projects, would generate project specific emissions that would exceed significance
thresholds. As noted above, projects five acres or less on sites appropriately zoned and
served by utilities within the Amended Project Area could be eligible for a CEQA exemption
on a case-by-case basis, and therefore also would not be anticipated to result in significant
operational emissions.
Most development projects also generate area source emissions. Area sources include
examples such as water heaters, fireplaces, lawn maintenance equipment, and application
of paints and lacquers, which individually emit fairly small quantities of air pollutants, but
cumulatively may represent significant quantities of emissions.
Stationary or point sources consist of a single emission source with an identified emission point
at a facility, such as a stack. Facilities can have multiple emission point sources located onsite. Stationary sources are usually associated with manufacturing and industrial processes.
Examples of these sources include boilers and other types of combustion equipment,
manufacturing plants, quarries, print shops, and gasoline stations.
The SCAQMD regulates air quality in the City through its permit authority over most types of
stationary emission sources and through its planning and review activities. The land use
and transportation patterns established through the City General Plan – as well as state,
federal, and regional regulations and transportation systems – determine to a large extent
the severity and location of mobile source air quality impacts. The scale and timing of
individual projects will determine the need for mitigation measures. When the specifications
and timing of individual redevelopment projects are known, long-term emissions will be
assessed against the criteria and standards applicable at the time of development.
Individual development projects, as they are defined over the life of the Amendment, will be
submitted to the City for various entitlements; each must comply with the City’s SMMs and
BAMMs for new development. Compliance with mandatory federal, state, and local
requirements (including those of the SCAQMD) and policies to mitigate air quality impacts
are required by the City.
Without these mitigations, construction emissions for
redevelopment projects would be potentially significant.
Mitigation
Future redevelopment projects shall comply with the following SMMs and BAMMs for project
operations:
6.1-2a The following measures shall apply to the operational phase of redevelopment
projects regardless of size or emissions
1.
Design streets to facilitate pedestrian access to public transit stops.
2.

For large projects, provide bus shelters.

3.

Provide temporary traffic control (flag person), as appropriate, during all
phases of construction.

4.

All new wood-burning devices should be EPA Phase II certified.

5.

Provide energy-efficient process systems, such as water heaters,
furnaces, and boiler units.
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6.1-2b The following measures shall apply to redevelopment-engendered residential
projects:
“Level A" BAMMs:
1.
Implement all applicable Standard Mitigation Measures (SMM).
2.

Install an electrical outlet at the front and back of all residential units (for
electrical yard equipment).

3.

Contribute to traffic flow improvements that reduce emissions and are not
growth inducing (e.g. right-of way, capital improvements, etc.).

“Level B” BAMMs:
1.

Implement all applicable SMM and "Level A" BAMM

2.

Provide residential densities of six units per acre or greater to support public
transit.

3.

Install solar water heaters for at least 25 percent of the residential units in the
development.

4.

Provide neighborhood retail sales and services within or adjacent to
residential subdivisions.

5.

Incorporate mixed-use development in order to achieve a balance of
commercial, employment, and housing options within the project site.

6.

Provide neighborhood park(s) or other recreational options (such as trails)
within the development to minimize vehicle travel to other parks or
commercial uses.

7.

Provide for pedestrian access between bus service and major points within
the development.

8.

Orient buildings and Install landscaping to take advantage of passive solar
design principles.

9.

Construct on-site and off-site bus turnouts, passenger benches, and shelters.

10.

Construct off-site pedestrian facility improvements such as overpasses and
wider sidewalks.

11.

Construct, contribute, or dedicate land for the provision of off-site bicycle
trials linking the facility to designated bicycle commuting routes in accordance
with an adopted city-wide or county-wide plan.

12.

Synchronize traffic signals along streets impacted by development.
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6.1-2c For commercial and industrial projects with emissions over 25 pounds (lb)/day ROG,
25 lb/day NOX, or 80 lb/day PM10 (the New Source Review BACT trigger levels),
implement the following Level “A” BAMMs:
1.
Implement all applicable SMMs.
2.

Provide preferential parking places for carpools and vanpools, and
provide 7’2” minimum vertical clearance covered parking facilities (for
vanpool access).

3.

Contribute to traffic-flow improvements that reduce emission and are not
growth-inducing (e.g. right-of-way, capital improvements).

4.

Alternatively, an applicant could identify other offsets acceptable to the
SCAQMD to reduce emissions below the New Source Review trigger
levels.

6.1-2d For sources with emissions over 137 lb/day ROG, 137 lb/day NOX, or 137 lb/day
PM10 (the New Source Review Offset levels), implement the following Level “B”
BAMMs:
1.
Implement all applicable SMMs and Level “A” BAMMs.
2.

Provide onsite services such as cafeterias, food vending machines, and
automatic tellers, as appropriate.

3.

Provide on-site childcare and after-school facilities or contribute to offsite
development within walking distance.

4.

Provide on-site pedestrian facility improvements such as walking paths
and building access, which is physically separated from street, and
parking lot traffic.

5.

Construct on-site and off-site bus turnouts, passenger benches, or
shelters.

6.

Provide bicycle and storage facilities.

7.

Shower/locker facilities should be provided when appropriate for bicycling
and pedestrian commuters.

8.

Construct off-site bicycle and pedestrian facility improvements, such as
trails linking the facility to designated pedestrian and bicycle commuting
routes.

9.

Convert fleet vehicles to clean-burning fuel as appropriate.

10.

Contribute to construction of off-site park-and-ride lots.

11.

Establish telecommuting programs, alternative work schedules, and
guaranteed ride-home programs, as appropriate.

12.

Implement compressed workweek schedules, where weekly work hours
are compressed into fewer than 5 days, such as 9/80, 4/40, or 3/36.

13.

Provide for transit-use incentives, such as subsidized transit passes, and
accommodate unusual work schedules to encourage transit use.

14.

Implement alternative transportation program, such as CalTrans’ Ride
Share.
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Significance after Mitigation
Less than significant
Impact 6.1-3 Redevelopment could increase the potential to expose sensitive
receptors to significant levels of diesel particulate matter (DPM)
Redevelopment would remove barriers to General Plan growth, which could increase the
number of sensitive receptors exposed TACs from I-5. As stated in the CARB Air Quality
and Land Use Handbook (4/05), freeways may represent a significant source of TAC that
have the potential to adversely affect the future residents health. The handbook states that
residential receptors within 1,000 feet of a freeway, especially those within 300 feet,
experience adverse health effects such as aggravated asthma symptoms and reduced lung
function in children.
Although the SCAQMD has not established a protocol, the potential for any impact is best
measured with the aid of the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District’s
(SMAQMD) Recommended Protocol for Evaluating the Location of Sensitive Land Uses
Adjacent to Major Roadways (1/07). The protocol includes a table to provide a screening
analysis, where values of incremental cancer risk are defined by receptor distance from the
nearest freeway travel lane and the peak hour traffic, measured in vehicles per hour. The
SMAQMD risk tables assume 70 years continuous exposure to DPM at current levels. This
is an extremely conservative assumption given that emissions of DPM are expected to
decline significantly (by 90%+) over the next 10 years. Therefore, actual risk to residents in
areas within 1000 feet of I-5 would be 10 to 100 times lower than risks projected by the
SMAQMD Guidelines. If this decline in emissions is taken into account, health risks to the
residents within the Amended Project Area are less than significant.
Peak hour traffic volumes (vehicles/hour) on I-5 at mile point 20.995 in Shasta County are
outlined in Table 6.1-5. The combination of both legs of the PM hour, of 8,650 vehicles per
hour, will be considered as the worst-case scenario. Per guidance of the SMAQMD
protocol, this project is west of the I-5 freeway. For a traffic volume approximated as 8,000
vehicles per hour and a potential sensitive residential receptor distance of 100 feet, the
screening table yields an incremental cancer risk of 228 cases per million. The protocol
dictates that this is below the evaluation criterion of an increased risk of 446 cases per
million, thus a site specific Health Risk Assessment (HRA) is not required.
TABLE 6.1-5
CALTRANS’ PEAK HOUR VOLUME DATA ON INTERSTATE 5 IN SHASTA COUNTY
Mile Point 20.995

PM Hours - Peak Volume

Ahead Leg – Northbound

4,150

Back Leg – Southbound

4,500

Source: Caltrans’ Peak Hour Volume Data, 2006 data, retrieved February 2008 from http://www.dot.ca.gov/
hq/traffops/saferesr/trafdata/2006all/r005-6i.htm

This value should furthermore represent a conservative estimate for the maximum exposed
sensitive receptor. This risk estimate assumed 70 years continuous exposure at current
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emission levels. This level of risk also ignores the fact that background cancer risk based
on CARB monitoring of toxic air pollutants is approximately 500 cancer cases per 1 million;
emissions from the freeway replace other emissions as the primary source of cancer risk.
The net effect is that the cumulative risk to the public remains the same, but the sources
contributing to the risk are altered. Therefore, overall risk to the residents does not change
as a result of living near the freeway in the Original Area. This conservative estimate for the
incremental increased risk of cancer from DPM is estimated with the following two
assumptions: the adjacent freeway experiences its maximum peak traffic volume for every
hour over the course of a receptor’s 70 year lifetime and the receptor remains stationary at
the closest point of exposure. The conservative nature of this estimate is further
compounded by the equally conservative assumptions made by the Sacramento
Metropolitan AQMD during their formation of its screening table. Therefore, this risk number
should be taken for what it is, a worst-case scenario. The increase in health risks to the
residents within the Amended Project Area as a result of the Amendment is less than
significant.
Mitigation
None required
CUMULATIVE IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES
Impact 6.1-4 Redevelopment engendered project construction activities would
contribute to cumulative increases in ozone precursors
As described in the Sub-chapter 4.0, Land Use and Planning, of this EIR, the Amendment
must be consistent with the City’s General Plan. No development beyond that already
provided for in the City’s land use plans is proposed as a part of the Amendment, although
the proposed Amendment would remove barriers to planned development.
Population and employment increases would generate new vehicular trips and air pollutant
emissions consistent with those anticipated in the General Plan. As discussed in Subchapter 6.8, Transportation and Circulation, no significant changes in circumstances
resulting in an increase in projected vehicle trips in the Amended Project Area has occurred
since adoption of the General Plan. Trip generation rates would vary by land use, but would
not result in emissions that would exceed those anticipated. With an anticipated growth rate
of 1.58 percent per year, the General Plan estimates that the City will add 4,856 dwelling
units (du) through build-out in 2064; this represents an average of less than 84 du per year
throughout the City.
The regional air quality plan is based on growth projections developed for the region on the
basis of land use plans of local jurisdictions, including the City of Shasta Lake, and other
information. Since the Amendment is fully consistent with the City’s General Plan, it is also
consistent with the regional air quality management plans. Whereas growth in the Amended
Project Area must be consistent with adopted plans, implementation of the Amended and
Restated Redevelopment Plan would not result in cumulative emissions beyond those
planned for by the SCAQMD in their attainment date projections. Cumulative emissions
would be less than significant.
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Mitigation
None required
Impact 6.1-5 Redevelopment in the Amended Project Area could contribute to
cumulative contributions toward Global Climate Change
The passage of Assembly Bill 32 – The California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 –
requires that the CARB adopt a reduction strategy of rules and regulations to bring GHG
emissions to that of 1990 by 2020. This strategy has yet to be outlined by the CARB, nor
has the 1990 GHG emissions level been determined. The compounds that are considered
GHG emissions of interest are CO2, methane, N2O, various HFCs, CFCs, and PFCs, and
SF6. The bill seeks to implement strategies to reduce ongoing GHG emissions to that of
1990 levels.
Even very large individual projects cannot generate enough GHG emissions to influence
global climate change. However, each project makes an incremental contribution to GHG
that, when combined with the cumulative increase of all other sources of GHGs, can be
considered to affect global climate change. While there are no specific significance
thresholds, future projects can work towards the goals of AB 32 and Governor
Schwarzenegger’s Executive Order S-3-05 by implementing a range of strategies to mitigate
a project’s short-term and long-term contributions of GHGs.
The proposed Amendment would make redevelopment funding available for the upgrading
of existing structures throughout the Amended Project Area, which would bring buildings up
to current code requirements and Title 24 energy efficiency. Redevelopment projects such
as construction of sidewalks, street lighting, and bike trails would reduce dependency on the
automobile. Paving of currently unpaved roadways will also reduce particulate emissions.
New construction would be required to meet the City’s SMMs and BAMMs, which encourage
land use patterns that reduce reliance on the automobile and encourages alternative modes
of transportation for travel to employment and shopping, as well as pedestrian-oriented and
transit-oriented design in new development. Therefore, the extension of redevelopment
tools into the Added Area and for an additional 18 years in the Original Project Area would
assist in reducing the existing levels of GHGs in the Amended Project Area, consistent with
the objectives of Executive Order S-3-05, and would have a less-than-significant impact
on global climate change.
Mitigation
None required
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6.2 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
INTRODUCTION
This subchapter of the Environmental Impact Report addresses biological resources in the
Amended Project Area. This section also describes the plant and animal species within the
Amended Project Area, discusses relevant policies, and examines potential impacts on
plant, wildlife, and wetland habitats and on rare, threatened, or endangered species that
could result from implementation of the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Plan Amendment
(Amendment). Biological information contained within existing documentation such as the
Shasta Lake General Plan EIR (SLGP EIR) was analyzed for its relevance to habitats and
potential impacts of the Amendment. Special-status plant and animal species that could
occur within the vicinity of the Amended Project Area were identified from lists identified by
the US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB
[Rarefind] 2007), and the California Native Plant Society (CNPS) Inventory of Rare and
Endangered Vascular Plants of California (CNPS 2007)
There are no Habitat Conservation Plans, Natural Community Conservation Plans, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plans adopted for the Amended
Project Area. Therefore, the Amendment could not conflict with such plans, and this issue is
not further discussed in this chapter.
There were no responses regarding biological resources to the Notice of Preparation (NOP).

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
The Amended Project Area is part of the Sacramento River ecosystem, within a larger
watershed that collects and contributes runoff into streams that feed the Sacramento River.
The area is urbanized and consists primarily of developed residential, commercial, industrial,
and public uses, but there are remaining areas supporting vestiges of the pre-development
native vegetation, mainly on slopes, within drainages, and in other isolated vacant
properties, with the exception of a large area of vacant industrial land.
The portion of the Added Area along Lake Boulevard is situated in a low-density residential
setting with areas of small lots to the east and larger pieces of land with single houses on
them situated to the west. Areas of small lots are clustered and localized, which causes less
overall damage to the surrounding forest. The Shasta Park Road neighborhood and most of
the residential and commercial portions of the Original Area are more densely inhabited with
less undisturbed vegetation. The largest parcels of undisturbed vegetation are located in
the vacant and wooded industrial properties along Ashby Road.
Most of the land away from existing development and landscaping is successional oak
woodland, which developed after mining operations eliminated a high percentage of the
original forest trees at the turn of the century. Vegetation is relatively dense. Seasonal
creeks running through the Amended Project Area are Little Churn Creek, Ridge Gulch
Creek, Newtown Creek, Nelson Creek, Churn Creek North Branch, Churn Creek, Salt
Creek, and Moody Creek. These creeks are not known at present to harbor threatened or
endangered species, but detailed evaluation of the habitat has not taken place to rule out
that possibility.
It should be noted that during environmental review of the Original Area in 1989, streamassociated Elderberry bushes (Sumbucus mexicana) were found to support a population of
Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle (VELB; Desmocerus californicus dimorphus), currently a
SHASTA DAM AREA RP FOURTH AMENDMENT DEIR
FEBRUARY 2008

SHASTA LAKE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
6.2-1

6.2 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
federally listed threatened species. Any stream-associated Elderberry in the Amended
Project Area would presumably be an equally good beetle habitat and fall under protective
federal regulations.
GENERAL BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Vegetation
The dominant plant association around the Amended Project Area can be generally
described as blue oak–foothill pine woodland, with an understory of manzanita and other
shrubs, herbaceous plants, and grasses. Under the California Wildlife Habitat Relationships
System, the habitat would be classified as the Blue Oak-Foothill Pine (California Department
of Forestry (CDF) 19881; California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) 19992).
Vegetation throughout much of the more developed areas is comprised primarily of annual
grasses, shrubs, brush, and a mixture of oak and conifer trees. The dominant, readily
apparent plant species are: California Black Oak (Quercus kelloggii), Blue Oak (Quercus
douglasii), Live Oak (Quercus wislizenii), Grey-needle Pine (Pinus sobiniana), Manzanita
(Arctostaphylos patula), and a variety of seasonal grasses.
Other habitat types within the Amended Project Area include landscaped areas, riparian
habitat, and phreatophytic vegetation such as willows and cottonwood along intermittent
natural creek corridors.
Oak Woodland
The ecological and landscape importance of oak woodlands/hardwood habitats has become
increasingly well recognized in California over past decades. According to State public
resource agency sources, hardwoods, including oaks of the genus Quercus, and hardwooddominated habitats are vitally important to fish, wildlife, and natural resources of the State;
hardwoods support a wide variety of wildlife species by providing habitat, preventing
erosion, shading waterways, and contributing nutrients and food-chain organisms to
ecological systems. California’s hardwood habitats provide forage and breeding habitat for
331 species of vertebrates; 32 species of birds, and 39 species of mammals feed regularly
on acorns. Increases in acorn production usually equate to increases in survival for deer
and other species (DFG 19943; California Fish and Game Commission (CFGC)/ State Board
of Forestry (SBF) 19944).
The CFGC and the SBF in 1994 adopted a joint policy statement on hardwoods, recognizing
hardwood resources as an important natural and economic resource and generally
encouraging long-term conservation of hardwood habitats (CFGC and SBF 1994). Similarly,
the County of Shasta Board of Supervisors in 1995 adopted voluntary guidelines for
management and conservation of oak woodland in Shasta County (County).5

1

CDF 1988. California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection; USDA Forest Service, Pacific Southwest
Forest and Range Experiment Station; California Department of Fish and Game; Pacific Gas and Electric
Company; and USDA Forest Service Region 5. A Guide to Wildlife Habitats of California. October 1988
2
DFG 1999. California Department of Fish and Game, in cooperation with the California Interagency Wildlife
Task Group, 1999. California Wildlife Habitat Relationships System Version 7.0 personal computer program
3
DFG 1994: California, Department of Fish and Game, “DFG Standard Conditions;” [excerpt:] Hardwoods,
Redding. December 1994.
4
CFGC/SBF 1994: California Fish and Game Commission and the State Board of Forestry, Joint Policy
Statement on Hardwoods. May 1994.
5
Shasta County Board of Supervisors, Resolution No. 95-157: Shasta County Oak Woodland Management
Guidelines, August 1, 1995.
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Ruderal/Disturbed
This community type occurs on vacant urban lots and along the edges of roads on
shoulders and road cuts. Plant species in this vegetation community include Himalaya
blackberry (Rubus discolor), tree of heaven (Ailanthus altissima), scotch broom (Cytisus
scoparius), vinca (Vinca major), English plantain (Plantago lanceolata), rip gut brome
(Bromus diandrus), Zorro fescue, and Italian ryegrass.
Riparian Scrub
The creeks within the Amended Project Area are intermittent “blue-line” streams identified
on the United States Geological Survey (USGS) quad. All streams are crossed by access
roads. Some portions are incised channels lined with a defined bed and bank. Creeks
support a seasonal aquatic environment with algae, aquatic moss, and water worn angular
to rounded rocks. They also support a patchy fringing riparian scrub along with sporadic
patches of eragrostoid sedge (Cyperus eragrostis). The patchy riparian scrub occurs where
the localized substrate and moisture conditions favor the growth of Scouler's willow (Salix
scouleriana), mugwort (Artemisia douglasiana), maidenhair fern (Adiantum jordanii), and
poison oak (Toxicodendron diversilobum).
Riparian
Riparian habitats support the greatest diversity of wildlife of any habitat type in the county
and provide critical resources (e.g., nesting, denning, resting areas, thermal cover, and
water) for many species that forage extensively in adjacent grasslands or croplands.
Riparian habitat provides essential thermal and visual cover for terrestrial, avian, and
aquatic wildlife. The majority of the non-aquatic special-status wildlife species in the
Amended Project Area require riparian habitat for at least some portion of their life cycle. In
developed areas, riparian corridors are usually the only remaining “natural” habitats; they
will therefore constitute or support nearly all of the future biological resources of all parts of
the Amended Project Area not zoned for agriculture or natural preserve. The natural creeks
within the Amended Project Area support significant riparian woodland, although it is
generally confined to narrow strips along the channel edges.
Freshwater Marsh
Freshwater marsh habitat is typically associated with the margins of rivers, streams, or
ponds, but can form anywhere shallow, slow moving perennial water is present. In the
Amended Project Area, freshwater marsh occurs primarily along portions of the numerous
creeks.
Plant species common to freshwater marsh habitats include cattails (Typha latifolia), tule
(Scirpus californicus), sedges and umbrella sedges, rushes, water primrose (Ludwigia
peploides), water smartweed (Polygonum amphibium), parrot feather (Myriophyllum
aquaticum), pennyroyal (Mentha pulegium), verbena (Verbena litoralis), common yellow
monkey flower (Mimulus guttatus), and smooth cocklebur (Xanthium strumarium).
Freshwater marshes provide important breeding and foraging habitat for a wide variety of
local wildlife such as herons and egrets, muskrats (Ondatra zibethicus), raccoon, red-winged
blackbirds (Agelaius phoenicus) and a wide variety of waterfowl.
Wildlife
Wildlife habitat provides cover, food, and water necessary to meet the biological
requirements of one or more individuals of an animal species. Changes in habitats and
changes in essential habitat elements that relate to reproduction, foraging, and cover
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requirements may impact abundance, distribution, diversity, and interactions between
wildlife species.
Common wildlife species expected to occur in the dense oak woodland portions of the
Amended Project Area include western fence lizard (Sceloporus occidentalis), California
Kingsnake (Lampropeltus getulus), red-tailed hawk (Buteo jamaicensis), northern
mockingbird (Mimus polyglottos), California Valley Quail (Callipepla californica), American
crow (Corvus brachyrhynchos), mourning dove (Zenaida macroura), Brewer's blackbird
(Euphagus cyanocephalus), striped skunk (Mephitis mephitis), Virginia opossum (Didelphis
virginiana), California vole (Microtus californicus), California ground squirrel (Spermophilus
beecheyi), black-tailed jackrabbit (Lepus californicus), Black-tailed Deer (Odocoileus
hemionus), and Grey Tree Squirrel (Sciurus griseus griseus).
Wildlife Movement
Terms such as habitat corridors, linkages, crossings, and travel routes are used to describe
physical connections that allow wildlife to move between patches of suitable habitat in
undisturbed landscapes, as well as environments fragmented by urban development.
Wildlife corridors are essential to the regional ecology of a species because they provide
avenues of genetic exchange and allow animals to access alternative territories as dictated
by fluctuating population densities. Fragmentation of open space areas by urbanization
creates “islands” of wildlife habitat that are more or less isolated from each other. Wildlife
corridors are typically relatively small, linear habitats that connect two or more habitat
patches that would otherwise be fragmented or isolated from one another.
The many streams through the Amended Project Area can provide valuable corridors,
except where they are cut off by roadways and culverts.
SPECIAL STATUS RESOURCES
Special-status plants and animals include plants on the CNPS List (List 1A, 1B, and 2);
California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) Species of Special Concern; state or
federal candidate species; species listed by the state and/or federal government as rare,
threatened, or endangered; and species “fully protected” by the state from taking or
possession. Besides referring to injury or death of an animal, the term “take” includes the
disruption of nests, burrows, or dens during the breeding season. CDFG Species of Special
Concern are species not listed as threatened or endangered by the state, but are species
whose breeding populations in the state have declined severely. In the near future, some of
these species could be added to state or federal lists of threatened or endangered species.
In general, the principal reason an individual taxon (species, subspecies, or variety) is given
such recognition is the documented or expected decline or limitation of its population size,
geographical extent, and/or distribution. When the USFWS lists a species as threatened or
endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act (FESA), areas of habitat considered
essential to its conservation and survival may be designated as critical habitat. These areas
may require special consideration and/or protection due to their ecological importance.
Although critical habitat may be designated on state or private lands, activities on them are
not restricted unless there is federal involvement or direct impacts to listed species are
expected.
Sensitive biological resources include those that are afforded special protection through the
California Fish and Game Code, the FESA, the California Endangered Species Act (CESA),
and/or the federal Clean Water Act (CWA). Sensitive biological resources in the Amended
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Project Area also include those afforded protection under the City of Shasta Lake General
Plan (General Plan).
Special-Status Animals
Special-status animal species that could occur within the vicinity of the Amended Project
Area were identified from lists identified by the USFWS and the CNDDB (Rarefind 2007).6
Based upon the evaluation of species occurring in the vicinity of the Amended Project Area,
the following nine wildlife species were identified as potentially having suitable habitat in the
Amended Project Area.
Active raptor nests are protected under Section 3503.5 of the State Fish and Game Code. It
disallows construction which could disturb nesting birds. They are also protected under the
City of Shasta Lake's Municipal Code.
Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle (VELB)
The VELB (Desmocerus californicus dimorphus) is listed as a threatened species under the
FESA. It occurs throughout the year in riparian woodlands and other Central Valley habitats
containing elderberry shrubs (Sambucus spp.), upon which the VELB are completely
dependent for all stages of their life cycle. The females lay their eggs in crevices in the
bark. After hatching, the larvae burrow into the stems of the tree where they feed on the
interior wood for the next one to two years until they form pupae, from which the adults
emerge. The adults bore their way out of the stems, leaving a distinctive oval-shaped hole.
As the larvae and adults are rarely seen, these borer holes are often the only evidence of
this species’ presence. After emergence from the stems, the adults remain in association
with the elderberries, where they will feed on the elderberry foliage and eventually
reproduce. All elderberry shrubs within the known range of the VELB that have one or more
stems with diameters of one inch or greater at ground level, are considered potential habitat
for this species. This potential habitat (i.e., elderberry shrubs) occurs primarily in the
Elderberry Savanna along the creeks in the Amended Project Area, although isolated
individual elderberry shrubs can also occur at random. Critical habitat was designated by
the USFWS in 1980 (45 FR 58803), but it does not include the Amended Project Area.
On October 2, 2006, the USFWS announced their recommendation to remove VELB from
the endangered species list; however, it currently remains a species subject to federal
regulation.7 The delisting report noted that the loss of riparian habitat has slowed and
50,000 acres of riparian habitat have been protected; over 5,100 acres of beetle habitat has
been restored.
Central Valley Chinook Salmon
The fall and late fall run of Central Valley Chinook salmon spawn in the large coastal
streams and rivers from the Sacramento River northward. Runs coincide with fall rains,
which raise water levels and lower water temperatures. Eggs are laid in November and
December and take several months to hatch. The California races are often successful
owing to the persistence of fry in intermittent creeks, in which reaches may dry-up in the
summer. The Churn Creek drainage is well-known Chinook salmon habitat.8

6

DFG, Biogeographic Data Branch (BDB), http://www.dfg.ca.gov/biogeodata/
USFWS, Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office, Species Account, http://www.fws.gov/sacramento/es/animal
_spp_acct/velb.rtf.
8
Goat Ranch Quarry Draft EIR, Shasta County, retrevied from www.co.shasta.ca.us/departments/
resourcemgmt/drm/Goat%20Ranch%20EIR/Chapter%204/4.05%20Biology.pdf
7
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Foothill Yellow-legged Frog
The foothill yellow-legged frog is a medium-sized (2 in. body length) frog found in shallow,
rocky or cobbly streams containing riffles and pools, and a partially open riparian canopy
(i.e., at least dappled sunlight) and is more likely to occur in small streams than in large
streams or rivers. Eggs are attached in masses to rocks or cobbles in flowing water along
the stream edge in spring, after most of the high winter flows are over. The larvae are
nearly black when first hatched, but soon change to cryptic coloration that closely matches
the streambed. Although this species has disappeared from many parts of its former range,
particularly in the southern half of the range, it is still common in streams with suitable
habitat in the County, and the species may be found in portions of streams in the Churn
Creek watershed that have such habitat (Goat Ranch Quarry Draft EIR, 2003).
Bald Eagle
Bald eagles (Halieetus leucocephalus) are seen most often on seacoasts or near lakes and
rivers in North America. The species is most abundant in Alaska, but ranges throughout the
continent. They feed primarily on fish during the breeding season and on carrion during
other times of the year. Bald eagles nest on cliffs or in tall trees. The species is well known
from the vicinity of Shasta Lake, and has been previously documented as occurring within
the Shasta Dam quad (CNDDB 2007). The Amended Project Area, however, is used only
as foraging habitat for the species. Sources of prey are in the Sacramento River one mile to
the west or in Shasta Lake, 1½-miles north/northwest of the Amended Project Area.
Special-Status Bats
Special-status bat species with the potential to occur within the Amended Project Area
include the pallid bat (Antrozous pallida), long-eared myotis bat (Myotis evotis), long-legged
myotis bat (Myotis volans), and Yuma myotis bat (Myotis yumanensis). All are CDFG
species of special concern. These species use hollow trees, caves, and rock crevices for
roosting, and also use artificial structures such as mines, old buildings, and bridges if
suitable structure and seclusion are available. Hollow trees and rock crevices within the
Amended Project Area would provide suitable potential habitat for this species. Possible
roosting sites could also include any abandoned building throughout the Amended Project
Area with nearby foraging habitat.
Cooper’s Hawk
The Cooper’s hawk (Accipiter cooperii) is a State Species of Special Concern. Cooper’s
hawks breed between March and August. Usually they nest and forage in woodlands or
riparian vegetation near water. Nesting usually occurs in a deciduous tree near open water
or riparian vegetation, in densely-canopied trees from foothill oak woodlands up to
ponderosa pine forests. Trees within the Amended Project Area (especially near the
drainages) provide suitable nesting habitat for this species.
Northwestern Pond Turtle
The Northwestern pond turtle (Clemmys marmorata marmorata) is an aquatic turtle that
ranges throughout much of the state from the Sierra Nevada foothills to the coast - and in
coastal drainages from the Oregon border to Baja California. It occurs in suitable habitat
throughout the region in ponds, slow moving streams and rivers, irrigation ditches, and
reservoirs that have abundant emergent and/or riparian vegetation. The turtle requires
adjacent (i.e. within 200-400 meters of water) uplands for nesting and egg-laying - typically
in soils with high clay or silt component on unshaded, south-facing slopes. The
northwestern pond turtle is a State Species of Special Concern.
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Shasta Salamander
The Shasta salamander (Hydromantes shastae) is a State Threatened species, whose
range is only located in the northernmost part of the Added Area. It is a small plethodontid
salamander with a short tail, webbed feet, and a flattened body. This specific salamander is
found around cliff faces, vertical cavern walls, and level ground in mixed forests of Douglas
fir, pines, and oaks. It lives in moist caves and rock cracks, mostly associated with
limestone outcrops, but one population is found in a volcanic outcrop.
Special-Status Plants
Special-status plant species that could occur within the vicinity of the Amended Project Area
were identified from lists by the CNDDB (Rarefind 2007) and the CNPS Inventory of Rare
and Endangered Vascular Plants of California (CNPS 2007), as follows:
Silky Cryptantha
Silky cryptanthas are diminutive members of the borage plant family, listed on the CNPS List
1B-2 as rare and endangered. They are considered endemic, but fairly endangered in
California. This species is an annual, growing from seed deposited in the soil from previous
year’s plants. It is a hairy herb with tiny white flowers and narrow to oblong leaves. It is a
rare wildflower of sandy streambank and gravel bars in woodlands and grasslands of lower
elevations of Shasta and Tehama counties at the upper end of the Great Valley in the
foothills and lower mountain slopes. This species blooms in mid- to late-spring and is
threatened by vehicular traffic and gravel mining. Silky cryptantha blooms in April and May,
in sandy streambanks and gravel bars and in the ephemeral channels of the Amended
Project Area. Populations are known to exist in the Project City quadrangle.
Shasta Snow-wreath
Shasta snow-wreath (Neviusia cliftonii) are a deciduous shrub of the rosaceae family, listed
on the CNPS List 1B-2 as rare and endangered. They are considered endemic, but fairly
endangered in California. Populations are known to exist in the Project City quadrangle.
Northern Clarkia
Northern clarkia (Clarkia borealis ssp. Borealis) are an annual plant of the Onagraceae
family, listed on the CNPS List 1B-3 as rare and endangered, although considered endemic
and not very endangered in California. Populations are known to exist in the Project City
quadrangle.
Sensitive Habitats
Sensitive habitats include those that are of special concern to resource agencies, or that are
afforded legal protection through CEQA, Section 1600 of the California Fish and Game
Code, Section 404 or 401 of the federal CWA, and/or the State Porter-Cologne Act.
Sensitive habitats located in the Amended Project Area include jurisdictional Waters of the
US (Waters of the US) consisting of drainages of seasonal wetland habitat. The
jurisdictional Waters of the US occurring in the Amended Project Area include Nelson Creek,
Churn Creek, Little Churn Creek, Newton Creek, Ridge Gulch Creek, Salt Creek, Salt Creek,
Moody Creek, and associated branches of Churn and Salt creeks. These are designated as
"Creekside Corridors" in the General Plan and afforded protection from development as part
of the riparian habitats.
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Potential Jurisdictional Wetlands and Waters of the US
Waters of the US include wetlands (e.g., special aquatic sites such as seasonal ponds and
marshes) and other jurisdictional waters, such as lakes, ponds, rivers, and intermittent
drainages. Wetlands are defined as those areas that are inundated or saturated by surface
or ground water at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and under normal
circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated
soil conditions. The majority of jurisdictional wetlands meet three wetland delineation
criteria: hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soil types, and wetland hydrology.
Seasonal streams and roadside drainages are located throughout the Amended Project
Area. Seasonal wetlands are ephemeral wetlands that pond or remain flooded for long
periods during a portion of the year, generally the rainy winter season, then dry up, typically
in the spring. Seasonal wetland habitat potentially exists in the seasonal streams and in
roadside ditches in the Amended Project Area.

REGULATORY SETTING
Many biological resources in California are protected and/or regulated by a variety of laws
and policies. Prior to implementation, it is necessary for any individual development project
to be in compliance with these regulations. Key regulatory issues are discussed below.
Special-status species include plants and animals that are legally protected, or that are
otherwise considered sensitive by federal, state, or local resource conservation agencies
and organizations. This includes species listed as state and/or federally Threatened or
Endangered, those considered as candidates for listing as Threatened or Endangered,
species identified by CDFG and/or USFWS or the National Marine Fisheries Service
(NMFS) as Species of Special Concern, and plants considered by the CNPS to be rare,
threatened or endangered (i.e., plants on CNPS List 1B).
FEDERAL
Federal Endangered Species Act (FESA)
Pursuant to the FESA, the USFWS and NMFS have authority over projects that may affect
the continued existence of a federally-listed species. Either an "incidental take permit",
under Section 10(a) of the ESA, or a federal interagency consultation, under Section 7 of the
ESA, is required if the project may affect a federally-listed species. Under the ESA, the
definition of "take" includes killing, harming, or harassing. USFWS has also interpreted the
definition of harm to include significant habitat modification.
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act
Section 7 of Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act, 16 USC 742 et seq., 16 USC 1531 et seq.,
and 50 CFR 17 requires consultation if any proposed program or facilities could jeopardize
the continued existence of an endangered species. Applicability depends on federal
jurisdiction over some aspect of the project. The administering agency for these authorities
is expected to be the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) in coordination with the
USFWS.
Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA)
The MBTA makes it unlawful to “take” (kill, harm, harass, etc) any migratory bird listed in 50
CFR 10, including their nests, eggs, or products. Migratory birds include geese, ducks,
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shorebirds, raptors, songbirds, and many others. There are over 800 species listed in the
MBTA, including common species observed within the Amended Project Area such as the
American robin (Turdus migratorius), Brewer’s blackbird (Euphagus cyanocephalus), and
northern mockingbird (Mimus polyglottos).
Clean Water Act (CWA)
Section 404
Section 404 of the CWA requires that a permit be obtained from the USACE prior to the
discharge of dredged or fill materials into any “waters of the US or wetlands.” Waters of the
US are broadly defined in the USACE’s regulations (33 CFR 328) to include navigable
waterways, their tributaries, lakes, ponds, and wetlands. Wetlands are defined as “(t)hose
areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or ground water at a frequency and
duration sufficient to support, and that normally do support, a prevalence of vegetation
typically adapted for life in saturated soil conditions. Wetlands generally include swamps,
marshes, bogs, and similar areas” (Federal Register 1982). Wetlands that are not
specifically exempt from Section 404 regulations (such as drainage channels excavated on
dry land) are considered to be “jurisdictional wetlands.” The USACE is required to consult
with the USFWS, Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), State Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB), and CDFG (among other agencies) in carrying out its discretionary
authority under Section 404.
The USACE grants two types of permits, individual and nationwide. Project-specific
individual permits are required for certain activities that may have a potential for more than a
minimal impact and necessitate a detailed application. The most common type of permit is a
nationwide permit. Nationwide permits authorize activities on a nationwide basis unless
specifically limited, and are designed to regulate with little delay or paperwork certain
activities having minimal impacts. Nationwide permits typically take two to three months to
obtain whereas individual permits can take a year or more. To qualify for a nationwide
permit, strict conditions must be met.
Section 401
Section 401 of the CWA requires a state-issued Water Quality Certification for all projects
regulated under Section 404. In California, the Central Valley RWQCB issues Section 401
Water Quality Certifications for the Amended Project Area.
STATE
California Endangered Species Act (CESA)
The CESA declares that deserving plant or animal species will be given protection by the
state because they are of ecological, educational, historical, recreational, aesthetic,
economic, and scientific value to the people of the state. CESA established that it is state
policy to conserve, protect, restore, and enhance endangered species and their habitats.
Under State law, plant and animal species may be formally designated rare, threatened, or
endangered by official listing by the CFGC. Listed species are generally given greater
attention during the land use planning process by local governments, public agencies, and
landowners than are species that have not been listed.
CESA authorizes that “Private entities may take plant or wildlife species listed as
endangered or threatened under the CESA and FESA, pursuant to a federal incidental take
permit issued in accordance with Section 10 of the FESA, if the CDFG certifies that the
incidental take statement or incidental take permit is consistent with CESA” (Fish & Game
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Code § 2080.1(a)). Under CESA, take is defined as an activity that would directly or
indirectly kill an individual of a species, rather than also including “harm” or “harass” as is
included in the federal act. As a result, the threshold for a take under the CESA is lower
than that under the FESA (i.e., habitat modification is not necessarily considered a take
under the CESA).
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)—Treatment of Listed Plant and Animal
Species
Although threatened and endangered species are protected by specific federal and state
statutes, Section 15380(b), (c), and (d) of the CEQA Guidelines provides that a species not
listed on the federal or state list of protected species may be considered rare or endangered
if the species can be shown to meet certain specified criteria. These would include those
species identified as endangered, rare, or threatened as defined in Section 15380 (b) of the
CEQA Guidelines.
•

•

“Endangered” when its survival and reproduction in the wild are in immediate
jeopardy from one or more causes, including loss of habitat, change in habitat,
overexploitation, predation, competition, disease, or other factors
“Rare” when either:
a) Although not presently threatened with extinction, the species is existing in such
small numbers throughout all or a significant portion of its range that it may
become endangered if its environmental worsens
b) The species is likely to become endangered within the foreseeable future
throughout all or significant portion of its range and may be considered
“threatened” as that term is used in the Federal Endangered Species Act.

Under Section 15380 (c) of the CEQA Guidelines, a species of animal or plant shall be
presumed to be endangered, rare or threatened, if it is listed in:
•
•

Sections 670.2 or 670.5, Title 14, California Code of Regulations [otherwise known
as the California Endangered Species Act, CESA]
Title 50, Code of Federal Regulations Section 17.11 or 17.12 pursuant to the Federal
Endangered Species Act [FESA] as rare, threatened, or endangered.”

Under Section 15380 (d) of the CEQA Guidelines, a species not included in any listing
identified in subdivision (c) shall nevertheless be considered to be endangered, rare or
threatened, if the species can be shown to meet the following criteria:
•

•

•

When its survival and reproduction in the wild are in immediate jeopardy from one or
more causes, including the loss of habitat, change in habitat, overexploitation,
predation, competition, disease, or other factors
Although not presently threatened with extinction, the species is existing in such
small numbers through all or a significant portion of its range that it may become
endangered if its environment worsens
The species is likely to become endangered within the foreseeable future throughout
all or a significant portion of its range and may be considered ’threatened’ as the
term is used in the FESA.

Two other sources for sensitive species are the California Species of Special Concern and
Fully Protected Species lists; and the CNPS “RARE” listings. The status “State Species of
Special Concern” and “Fully Protected Species” apply to animals not listed under the CESA
and FESA, but which nonetheless either: (1) are declining at a rate that could result in
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listing; or (2) historically occurred in low numbers and known threats to their persistence
currently exist. The CNPS Inventory of Rare and Endangered Vascular Plants of California
is sanctioned by CDFG, and serves as a Species of Special Concern list for plants. For
purposes of CEQA review, observed plant and wildlife Species of Special Concern, and
plants with a CNPS designation of 1a, 1b, and 2, that could potentially occur in the area are
considered sensitive species, as well as any others that meet the requirements under the
State CEQA Guidelines Section 15380 (b).
The significance of impacts to a species under CEQA must be based on analyzing actual
rarity and threat of extinction despite legal status or lack thereof.
Fish and Game Code of California
The Fish and Game Code provides specific protection and listing for several types of
biological resources.
Section 1580 of the Fish and Game Code presents the process and definition for
Designated Ecological Reserves. Designated Ecological Reserves are significant wildlife
habitats to be preserved in natural condition for the general public to observe and study.
Section 1600 of the Fish and Game Code requires a Streambed Alteration Agreement
(SAA) for any activity that may alter the bed and/or bank of a stream, river, or channel.
Typical activities that require a SAA include excavation or fill placed within a channel,
vegetation clearing, structures for diversion of water, installation of culverts and bridge
supports, cofferdams for construction dewatering, and bank reinforcement.
Any
redevelopment activities that would result in the removal of riparian vegetation and
construction within or immediately adjacent to the river, consistent with adopted plans, will
require a SAA for the project.
Section 2081(b) and (c) of the CESA allows the CDFG to issue an incidental take permit for
a state listed threatened and endangered species only if specific criteria are met. These
criteria can be found in Title 14 CCR, Sections 783.4 (a) and (b). No Section 2081(b) permit
may authorize the take of “fully protected” species and “specified birds.” If a project is
planned in an area where a species or specified bird occurs, an applicant must design the
project to avoid all take; the CDFG cannot provide take authorization under CESA.
Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act
The Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act charges the State Water Resources Control
Board (SWRCB) and the nine RWQCBs statewide with protecting water quality throughout
California. Typically, the SWRCB and RWQCB act in concert with the USACE under
Section 401 of the CWA in relation to permitting fill of federally jurisdictional waters. The US
Supreme Court recently acted to limit the regulatory jurisdiction of the USACE under Section
404 of the CWA (USSC, 2001). This action did not limit the state’s regulatory jurisdiction
over Waters of the State (Guzy and Porter, 2001). Waters of the State are defined in
Section 13050(e) of the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act as “…any surface water
or groundwater, including saline waters, within the boundaries of the state.” Currently, an
applicant would delineate the wetlands on their property utilizing methodology presented in
the 1987 USACE Wetland Delineation Manual (Environmental Laboratory, 1987) and the
delineation would be verified by the USACE. In cases where an area meets the criteria to
be considered a wetland, but the USACE does not have jurisdiction, the applicant is referred
to the appropriate RWQCB. For the Amended Project Area, the Central Valley RWQCB
could exercise its jurisdiction over wetlands where a project does not require a federal
permit, but involves removal or placement of material into Waters of the State.
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Native Plant Protection Act of 1977
Native Plant Protection Act of 1977 and implementing regulations in Section 1900 et seq. of
the Fish and Game Code designates rare and endangered plants, and provides specific
protection measures for identified populations. It is administered by the CDFG.
Wetlands Resources Policy
This policy provides for the protection, preservation, restoration, enhancement, and
expansion of wetland habitats in California. The administering agencies for this authority
are the CDFG, the California Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA), and the Central
Valley RWQCB.
LOCAL
City of Shasta Lake Tree Conservation Ordinance
City of Shasta Lake has adopted a Tree Conservation Ordinance (Chapter 12.36 of the City
of Shasta Lake's Municipal Code (SLMC)), which applies to "protected trees" on developed,
underdeveloped, and vacant parcels of land within the City. Protected trees may only be
removed under specific circumstances as identified in Section 12.36.050 (Exemptions), and
as provided for in Section 12.36.060 (Tree conservation and replacement). Protected Trees
are defined as 1) any living tree, except digger pine or gray pine (pinus sabiniana), having at
least one trunk of ten inches or more diameter at breast height (DBH9); or, 2) a tree that is
required to be preserved under discretionary project approval or under a site development
tree plan that is approved administratively by the planning director. Subdivisions and other
development projects subject to the provisions of the ordinance must be designed to the
extent possible to minimize destruction or damage to protected trees, and the project design
must recognize the desirability of conserving trees.
City of Shasta Lake General Plan (General Plan)
The Natural Resources Group identifies the following objectives and policies regarding
biological resources:
Objectives
FW-1

Conserve and manage significant fish, wildlife and vegetation resources.

FW-2

Recognize that wildlife habitat and development practices may on occasion
conflict and shall need to be resolved according to policies specified in the
General Plan.

Policies
FW-a

9

Significant wildlife habitat resources, to be determined through a comprehensive
study or on a project by project basis, shall be classified on the General Plan
Maps as Natural Resources Protection-Habitat (NH). In areas designated NH,
residential units may be permitted at the density indicated on the land use map. If
a project proponent agrees to cluster residential units, up to a 100 percent
density bonus may be permitted if the parcels are clustered to the degree
necessary to reduce the negative impacts on wildlife habitat. When the
clustering option is utilized, the clustered parcels shall be sited to reduce the
impacts on critical habitat elements such as wildlife watering sites, roost sites

4.5 feet above ground level
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and nest concentrations. The balance of the land shall remain in open space.
Recreation uses may also be conditionally permitted when identified significant
adverse impacts on the habitat resource are mitigated.
FW-b

Projects that may impact rare, threatened or endangered plant or animal species,
as officially designated by federal and state resource agencies, shall be designed
or conditioned to avoid significant adverse impacts on those species.

FW-c

The significant creekside corridors in the City shall be designated on General
Plan Maps.

OSR-b

The significant creek and streamside corridors in the City of Shasta Lake shall be
designated on the General Plan Maps. The primary purpose of this designation
is to protect the riparian habitats from development. The purpose is also to
encourage open space and recreation. Riparian habitat protection along the
significant river and creekside corridors as designated on the plan maps shall be
achieved, where appropriate.
The following measures are identified to provide the riparian habitat protection:
•
•
•
•

regulation of vegetation removal
design of grading and road construction
establishment of a development set-back
the siting of structures, including clustering.

Shasta Lake Municipal Code (SLMC)
The Shasta Lake Municipal Code section 17.14.010 establishes a “habitat protection (HP)
district to protect lands having significant wildlife habitat values. This district is consistent
with the natural resource protection-habitat (NP) general plan designation. This district may
also be applied to other areas that have important wildlife habitat characteristics, provided
there are no conflicts with other general plan policies (Ord. 97-99 § 1 (part)).”
Code Chapter 17.16 also designates an Open Space (OS) District to “protect as open
space, lots, or portions of lots, that are (A) most properly kept as open space, (B) needed as
a greenbelt or buffer along significant river and creekside corridors or around important
natural features, or (C) kept in open space for health or safety reasons. This district is
consistent with the natural resource protection-open space (N-O) general plan designation.
This district may also be applied to other areas to protect significant river or creekside
corridor habitat areas or other important natural areas, or to properties where development
should be limited due to health or safety reasons (Ord. 97-99 § 1 (part)).”

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
METHODOLOGY
This is a programmatic analysis that assumes that where there is evidence of the possible or
likely existence of a special status species or habitat in the Amended Project Area, it is
possible that a future redevelopment activity could have an effect on such resources. Sitespecific assessments on a project-by-project basis will be required pursuant to CEQA and
City procedures over the life of the Amendment, as projects are identified. The USACE
determines whether non-designated water bodies (such as the drainage ditches and
detention basins in the Amended Project Area) are Waters of the US and wetlands.
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Trees in the Amended Project Area are treated similarly in this EIR. The City’s Tree
Conservation Ordinance identifies criteria for identifying protected trees. A tree survey was
not undertaken for this project because such a survey is more appropriately done at a later
stage of planning, especially considering the life of the Amendment.
Potential impacts are analyzed using information identified in the environmental setting and
project description and comparing it to the Standards of Significance. When a projectrelated change in biological resources exceeds a threshold, a potentially significant impact is
considered to occur as a result of the redevelopment project or redevelopment engendered
development. Evaluations of the Amended Project Area were done programmatically
through an examination of potential impacts that could reasonably be assumed or inferred
with respect to construction and/or operation of redevelopment engendered development
within the Amended Project Area.
THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE
The proposed Amendment would result in significant biological impacts if it would result in
one or more of the following:
•

•

•

•

•

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 USFWS.
Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations or by the DFG
or USFWS.
Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by
Section 404 of the CWA (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, rivers, etc.)
through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means.
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.
Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as
a tree preservation policy or ordinance.

PROJECT COMPONENTS
Redevelopment could assist in financing the public improvements necessary for
development pursuant to the General Plan. The proposed traffic/circulation improvement
projects shall include, but are not limited to: roadways, landscape, street lights, pedestrian
walkways, bridges, interchanges, curbs, gutters, sidewalks, parking, street widening, traffic
signals, over or underpasses, utility undergrounding, bicycle paths, street medians, trails,
and trolley crossings. The proposed sewer and drainage improvement projects shall
include, but are not limited to monitoring systems, sewer parallels, drainage lines, sewer
lines, wastewater treatment facilities, flooding systems, floor control dikes, and sewer
systems. The proposed utility and communication improvement projects shall include, but
are not limited to electrical distribution systems, natural gas distribution systems, cable TV
and fiber optic communication systems, water distribution systems, and windbreaks.
Such redevelopment activities, and development either directly or indirectly supported by
redevelopment, would result in the removal of vegetation in the Amended Project Area and
could involve construction of infrastructure within riparian habitat.
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IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT
Impact 6.2-1 Redevelopment activities and redevelopment engendered development
could result in a potential loss of protected trees
The Amended Project Area contains trees that would be regulated under the City’s Tree
Conservation Ordinance. Infrastructure improvements and development that occurs in
furtherance of the Amendment would be required to assess any potential project specific
construction impacts to trees, in coordination with a certified Arborist. Protected trees are
defined by the Ordinance as trees of any species having a trunk diameter of 10 inches DBH
or more, which are of good quality in terms of health, vigor of growth, and conformity to
generally accepted horticultural standards of shape for their species. Trees over 10 inch
DBH, if removed, require the planting of three 15 gallon trees to replace them (Municipal
Code 12.36.170).
The ordinance applies to private projects where more than 20,000 square feet are disturbed;
the removal of trees on property owned by the federal government, the State, the County,
the City, or any school or special district, are exempt from the requirements of the
ordinance. Although many residential and commercial lots in the Amended Project Area are
below this criterion, larger residential lots existing on the west side of Lake Boulevard and
large industrial properties exist on both sides of Ashby Road. Redevelopment engendered
development could result in the disturbance of large areas of oak woodland. In addition,
some infrastructure improvements could disturb more than 20,000 square feet and be
subject to the ordinance. The loss of protected trees as a result of the Amendment would
be a potentially significant impact.
Mitigation
The following mitigation measures apply to any private redevelopment infrastructure project
disturbing over 20,000 square feet:
6.2-1a:

Prior to the start of any clearing, excavation, construction, or other work on the
site, trees designated for preservation that are located outside of any existing or
required open space easement or dedication shall be clearly delineated in the
field. The delineation markers shall remain in place for the duration of all work.
Where deemed appropriate by the Development Services Director, a barrier of
posts and flagging or other appropriate materials shall be erected around
protected trees at the sole expense of the Property Owner.

6.2-1b:

Where the approval of a proposed project or other site work will result in
encroachment within the drip line of a protected tree, special measures shall be
incorporated to allow the roots to obtain oxygen, water, and nutrients as
recommended by a qualified arborist.

6.2-1c:

Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the engineered final grading plan for the
project shall be reviewed and approved by an arborist or other qualified
professional, as determined by the Development Services Director, to evaluate
and recommend measures necessary to minimize impacts to trees remaining on
the property during grading activities.

6.2-1d:

No storage of materials or substances that may be harmful to trees shall occur
within the drip line of any protected tree.

6.2-1e:

Pursuant to Chapter 12.36 of the City’s Tree Conservation Ordinance, a
minimum of three 15-gallon trees shall be planted per parcel, prior to the
issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy.
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6.2-1f:

In addition to the tree planting requirements specified in Mitigation Measure 6.21e, three 15-gallon trees shall be planted for each protected tree removed that
exceeds ten inches DBH) unless the Planning Commission allows for a different
tree-planting requirement, pursuant to Municipal Code Section 12.36.070(B).
To allow for a differing requirement, the Planning Commission must make a
finding that the alternate standard is consistent with the intent of the Tree
Conservation Code (Municipal Code Chapter 12.36).

6.2-1g:

The species of any tree used for replacement pursuant to this section shall be
suited to the city’s climate zone and be chosen with consideration of any site
specific limitations. The use of native shade trees is preferred but not required.
A list of trees that are suitable to the area is included as Appendix B of the Tree
Conservation Ordinance. The replacement tree shall be planted in a manner
recognized as standard accepted practice unless a specific method is prescribed
by an arborist.

Significance after Mitigation
Less than significant
Impact 6.2-2: Redevelopment activities and redevelopment engendered development
could result in a potential loss of special status species
In general, the density and diversity of urban wildlife depends on the extent and type of
landscaping and open space, as well as the proximity to natural habitats. The Amended
Project Area provides marginally suitable habitat for a number of special status species,
including the VELB, Central Valley Chinook salmon, foothill yellow-legged frog, Bald eagles,
pallid bat, long-eared myotis bat, long-legged myotis bat, yuma myotis bat, Cooper’s hawk,
and the northwestern pond turtle. The richest habitat areas are located along the creeks
and in the remaining vacant oak woodland areas.
All creeks within the City are identified as 100-year floodplain, and protected from
encroachment as Creekside Corridors. It is the City’s policy to establish, integrate, and
maintain "natural" and "man-made" greenbelt areas along existing creeks, floodplains,
natural open space areas (OSR-3), which will protect these waterways from development
encroachment. As noted above, General Plan Policy FW-b directs that projects that may
impact rare, threatened, or endangered plant or animal species – as officially designated by
federal and state resource agencies – shall be designed or conditioned to avoid significant
adverse impacts on those species. The following General Plan implementation measures
are specifically directed towards protecting creeks and fisheries:
FW-(2)

Ensure that open space corridors along creeks include protective buffers (nondevelopment setbacks), preserve existing riparian vegetation through the
environmental review process and require minimum setbacks from the top-ofbank along creeks. Specific setbacks and widths will be determined on a case
by case basis. Input from resource agencies, including the Department of Fish
and Game will be considered in determining the setback distance.

FW-(11)

Coordinate with the Department of Fish and Game to ensure the preservation
and enhancement of species of resident and anadromous fish in creeks within
the City.

Active raptor nests are protected under Section 3503.5 of the State Fish and Game code.
Construction activities during the breeding season could disturb nesting birds, which would
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be a potentially significant impact. In addition, there is a potential for damage to elderberry
bushes (potentially harboring VELB) along the seasonal streams passing through the
Amended Project Area. Other special status species could be located on larger parcels with
sufficient habitat that may be subject to future development. For most small Agency
projects, such as demolition, the number of days for construction and the subsequent impact
should be minimal and not adverse, given the Mitigation Measures used by the City and
Agency. However, disturbance of special status species during breeding periods or
destruction of critical habitat as a result of redevelopment activities would be a potentially
significant impact.
Mitigation
The following mitigation measures apply to any redevelopment infrastructure project within a
creek corridor, and for any redevelopment project disturbing over 20,000 square feet:
6.2-2a:

All construction activities shall maintain a minimum 50-foot buffer from the upland
edge of all riparian habitat (intermittent steams and seasonal wet meadows),
except where the designated roadways and utility infrastructure cross the
streams. At the stream crossings, no grading shall be conducted nor shall fill be
placed within the high water mark of the stream. Construction of the foundations
and the placement of the culverts shall be completed without placing fill within the
creeks.
All fill and grading at stream crossings will occur on top of the culverts without
exceeding the upstream or downstream length of each culvert. These buffer
areas shall be designated in the field by flagging and temporary fencing. No
staging or storage of construction equipment or materials shall be conducted
within the buffer zones. These provisions shall be detailed in all construction
plans provided to contractors and shall be posted on site and available for
inspection by the City.
No direct impacts (i.e., discharge of dredged or fill material) to potentially suitable
habitat for listed vernal pool crustaceans shall be allowed, unless complete
avoidance is demonstrated to not be practicable, as determined by the City
Engineer.
No direct impacts to potentially suitable habitat shall be allowed until the absence
of listed species (within 50 feet of proposed activities) has been determined by
completing USFWS protocol-level surveys with negative findings (by a qualified
biologist), or take authorization (including implementation of any required
conservation measures) has been obtained from the USFWS.

6.2-2b:

The following Best Management Practices (BMPs) shall be applied to the project:
a)

Silt fencing or straw bale siltation barriers shall be installed between all
Waters of the US and the construction area.

b)

If a lubricating gel is needed during the drilling process, it shall be a
bentonite gel containing no hydrocarbons. Any frac-out (leaks of bore fluid)
would be confined to upland areas and shall be immediately cleaned-up.

6.2-2c:

Trenching, boring and jacking shall be conducted during the dry summer months,
between June 15 and October 15.

6.2-2d:

Construction of detention basin(s) in proximity to any existing meadows or
wetlands on the project site shall be constructed according to specifications
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approved by the City Engineer. No heavy equipment shall be used in the
construction of the entirety of this connection.
A qualified biologist shall be retained at the expense of the Property Owner and
shall be present on site to observe that the hand digging of such detention basins
does not result in fallback of materials into the wetland or other damage to the
wetland.
The biologist shall submit written certification that they have observed the
construction of the detention basin to the City prior to approval of the Final/Parcel
Map or the issuance of a Building Permit if no map is involved.
6.2-2e:

Impacts to Central Valley Steelhead and other listed salmonid species (as a
result of trenching through perennial creeks) shall be avoided by boring the water
main under the perennial creek and avoiding any impacts to the streambed itself.
Should trenching through the perennial creek be the only viable option,
consultation with NOAA Fisheries shall be conducted to develop an approach
that would minimize potential impacts to the Central Valley steelhead and other
listed salmonid species to acceptable levels.

6.2-2f:

Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the Property Owner shall submit to the City
confirmation from the CDFG that all permitting requirements have been met.
This shall include, but not be limited to, issuance of a SAA.

6.2-2g:

The requirements of the RWQCB shall be met prior to the issuance of a grading
permit, including, but not limited to, coverage under the General Construction
Storm Water Permit (Order No 99-08-DWQ), submittal of a Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and issuance of Section 401 Water Quality
Certification.
The SWPPP shall be prepared by a Registered Civil Engineer and shall
demonstrate how water quality impacts from construction and development will
be properly treated to prevent siltation to downstream waters and to remove
pollutants such as oil, grease, and garbage from the downstream discharge of
storm water, particularly during the first season storms. These methods shall be
provided to the satisfaction of the City Engineer.

6.2-2h:

If construction occurs within the nesting period (March–July), within the project
site, the Property Owner shall retain a qualified wildlife biologist to conduct a
survey for nesting raptors prior to any construction activity (i.e., grading). Active
raptor nests located within 500 feet of construction activities, where practicable
and feasible, shall be mapped.
During the nesting period (March–July), if active raptor nests are located in or
within 500 feet of an active or scheduled construction activity area, then
appropriate buffer zones shall be established in consultation with the CDFG.
Construction activities shall be prohibited within this buffer zone until the end of
the nesting season (late July / early August), or until the young have fledged. A
qualified wildlife biologist shall monitor the nest to determine when the young
have fledged and submit weekly reports to the CDFG and City throughout the
nesting season.

6.2-2i:

Identified nesting trees may only be removed prior to the onset of the nesting
season (March), or after young have fledged (late July to early August).
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Significance after Mitigation
Less than significant
CUMULATIVE IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES
Impact 6.2-3: Redevelopment activities and redevelopment engendered development
could result in a cumulative loss of special status species
The Amendment would be implemented in an area that provides some potential habitat for
special status species. However, the Amended Project Area is an urban area, designated
for urban use. Although there are vacant parcels and creeks with habitat values, most are
discontinuous and with enough human disturbance to lessen their value as habitat or
migration corridors for special status species. Protections for remaining habitat and species
are in place in the City’s General Plan, and through federal and state requirements.
Therefore, with implementation of project specific mitigation measures, cumulative impacts
to special status species would be less than significant.
Mitigation
None required
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6.3 CULTURAL AND HISTORIC RESOURCES
INTRODUCTION
This Sub-chapter of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) identifies cultural resources in
the Amended Project Area of the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Fourth Amendment
(proposed project or Amendment). The information presented in this section and
incorporated by reference is based on the City of Shasta Lake General Plan (General Plan;
June 1999), the Notice of Preparation (NOP) prepared by the City of Shasta Lake
Redevelopment Agency (Agency; November 1, 2007), the Draft Amended and Restated
Redevelopment Plan (November 2007), and the Draft EIR for the Shasta Dam Area
Redevelopment Plan (1989). A historic resources survey was completed by Historic
Environment Consultants in November 2007, and is incorporated into this chapter. A
records search was also conducted for the Amended Project Area by the Northeast
Information Center (NEIC).
There were two responses received regarding cultural resources to the NOP. The Native
American Heritage Commission (NAHC) provided recommendations for conducting a
cultural resources record search and Sacred Lands File Check, and mitigation measures for
unknown subsurface resources. The Redding Rancheria responded that they would like to
be kept involved in the planning process.
APPROACH TO THE ANALYSIS
This EIR analyzes the potential cultural resource impacts of implementing the Amendment.
The Amendment would add territory to the Project Area, thus the application of
redevelopment tools in this area needs to be assessed. In addition, the Amendment would
extend redevelopment in the Original Project Area for an additional 18 years beyond that
originally anticipated. Therefore, this EIR analyzes the potential impacts of redevelopment
implementation in both the Added Area and the Original Project Area (Amended Project
Area) over the amended life of the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Plan (Plan).

SETTING
The City of Shasta Lake (City) is located in the northern end of the Sacramento Valley and
is part of the area referred to as the South Central Urban Region (SCUR) of Shasta County
(County). The City abuts the City of Redding to the south and southeast, the unincorporated
community of Mountain Gate to the northeast, and the unincorporated area of the County to
the west and northwest. Interstate 5 (I-5), located in the eastern portion of the City provides
access to the northern and southern portions of the state and beyond. Major regional
creeks and drainages shape development patterns by defining local topography, acting as
barriers, and providing attractive natural features among urban land uses, including Churn
Creek, Salt Creek, and Moody Creek.
The Amendment involves redevelopment of the
housed many workers that relocated to the area
Shasta Dam. In order to accommodate the hoard
Dam, small settlements or “cities” took form in the
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some degree with the Dam Project Area included Summit City, Toyon, Shasta Park, Central
Valley, and Project City, all located to the south of the dam construction site.
The Added Area includes the former settlement of Summit City along Lake Boulevard and
the surrounding residential neighborhoods – including the area west of the Union Pacific
Railroad (UPRR) right-of-way between the Summit City community and the southern border
of the City limits. The second and smaller area consists of the parcels within the Shasta
Park Road neighborhood and parcels along Shasta Dam Boulevard between Shasta Park
Road and Rouge Road – what is left of Shasta Park. These areas are within the
incorporated city limits. The above listed areas will be added to the Redevelopment Project
Area, which already includes the former Central Valley and Project City settlements.
PREHISTORIC BACKGROUND AND ETHNOGRAPHY
Archaeological evidence of human occupation in the northern Sacramento Valley and
nearby areas extends back several thousand years. Tribal oral histories would place Native
American occupation back to “time immemorial1.” In the span between about 10,000 B.C.
and A.D. 1774, prehistoric societies occupying the greater Sacramento Valley and
surrounding areas underwent a series of slow – but important – changes in subsistence and
economic orientation, population densities and distribution, and social organization. The
evidence for these changes is found within the known archaeological record (Jensen and
Reed, 1979).
With a mild climate and ample food supplies, California was the most densely populated
state by early Native Americans. They found abundant game, fish, and plant foods that
would sustain a healthy lifestyle. The area encompassed both environmental and cultural
diversity in prehistoric times and during the contact period when Native Americans
encountered Spanish and Euro-American explorers and settlers. The area was home to
three different California Native American groups separated by physical barriers such as
mountains, valleys, and rivers, including the following, as described below, as well as
scattered small bands of Achomawi and the Atsugewi:

1

•

The Wintu territory covered parts of what are now Trinity, Shasta, Siskiyou, and
Tehama Counties, including the area north of Cottonwood Creek and west of Little
Cow Creek and the Sacramento River (LaPena, 1978). Detailed ethnographic
information on the Wintu is available in DuBois (1935), LaPena (1978), and Kroeber
(1925).

•

The Yana traditionally occupied the upper Sacramento River Valley and foothills east
of Little Cow Creek and the Sacramento River (generally east of Redding, Bloody
Island, Red Bluff, and Tehama [Johnson, 1978]). Detailed ethnographic information
on the Yana is available in Johnson (1978) and Kroeber (1925).

•

The Nomlaki consisted of two groups. The River Nomlaki lived in the Sacramento
River Valley in present Tehama County, south of Cottonwood Creek; and the Hill
Nomlaki lived in the foothills to the west, extending to the summit of the Coast Range
in what is now Tehama and Glenn counties (Goldschmidt, 1978). Detailed
ethnographic information on the Nomlaki is available in Du Bois (1939), Goldschmidt
(1951 and 1978), and Kroeber (1925).

so old that it seems always to have existed
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The Native Americans in the County did not have Spanish/Mexican Missions in their area,
thus they managed to retain their tribal identities more completely during the era of the
Missions than in mid- and southern-California. The tribes in the Mission sphere of influence
were drawn to the missions where they were introduced to European diseases, for which
they had no immunities. This process was only delayed in the northern counties until the
influx of non-native settlers came into the area.
HISTORIC BACKGROUND
Historic Setting of the City of Shasta Lake (City)
Through the 1830s and 1840s, trappers and explorers traveled through the area. One of the
earliest pioneers to settle in the County was Pierson B. Reading; he had been a clerk and
trapper for John Sutter. In 1844, he became a Mexican citizen so that he could obtain a
land grant. His Rancho San Buena Ventura stretched along the Sacramento River for many
miles.
In the early- to mid-1840s, the Mexican authorities in California became alarmed at the
number of Americans that were settling in the state. Periodically they would threaten to
expulse the Americans from California. During these tense times, the American settlers
would tend to gather at the stronghold of Sutter’s Fort. Reading and William Ide (Red Bluff)
were at Sutter’s Fort when U.S. Captain John Fremont arrived at the fort with a force of sixty
heavily armed men. With Fremont’s encouragement the Americans began what is known as
the Bear Flag revolt, which resulted in California becoming a republic. Four years later, in
1850, California became a state.
Built in 1847, the Reading Adobe was the first American dwelling built in the County. Old
Shasta, as it became known, would eventually also become the first county seat of
government.
In 1848, John Marshall discovered gold at Sutter’s Mill in Coloma and the California Gold
Rush began. Hearing the news about the discovery, Reading rushed to Sutter’s Fort and
Sutter took him up to the discovery site. Reading noticed that the country surrounding
Sutter’s Mill was similar to that in the northern part of Shasta County. He returned to his
home at Balls Ferry and took several of his Wintun workers to Clear Creek. They panned
several thousand dollars worth of gold. By 1849, thousands of gold seekers were swarming
through Reading’s land to get to the remote creeks. Settlements began to be established
such as Horsetown and Old Shasta. As the gold rush continued, the Native Americans
began to get the European diseases, that they had long escaped, and began to die in large
numbers. Eventually their settlements and culture were destroyed.
Some people arrived to provide goods and services to the miners and those who did well
turned to building hotels, restaurants, markets, hardware stores, and other businesses.
Settlements of wood frame tents eventually became towns and cities with brick business
buildings. Gold mining continued into the early years of the 20th century and copper mining,
timber harvesting, and milling also became important industries.
In 1872, engineers for the Central Pacific Railroad (CPRR) chose a place known as Poverty
Flat for a new railhead town. They named this new town Redding after Benjamin Bernard
Redding, the general land agent in their company. In 1887, Redding had become so
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prosperous that it was able to wrest the county seat from Old Shasta, and Old Shasta began
a steady decline.
Boomtowns
In 1914, a young man named Roscoe Anderson arrived in Redding. He helped set up the
Shasta County Development Association, and persuaded several other counties to join the
committee. Anderson was noticed by Governor Hiram Johnson, who appointed him to the
newly created State Water Commission. Anderson promoted an idea he had for a major
dam project about ten miles north of Redding. The project included the damming of the
McCloud, Pit, and Sacramento rivers in order to control flooding and farmland irrigation in
the Central Valley. He lobbied the State for several years, but it would not fund the project.
In the 1930s, Judge Francis Carr and State Senator John McColl took up Anderson’s idea,
only they carried the concept to Washington D.C. President Franklin D. Roosevelt was in
office trying to promote his New Deal programs and that created a favorable atmosphere.
Carr and McColl put together a concept that would bring irrigation to the whole Central
Valley of California. The project included the Friant Dam (near Fresno) and the Kennett
Dam near Redding, plus a series of irrigation canals. The irrigation project, which became
known as the Central Valley Project, became a part of Roosevelt’s Public Works
Administration. The logic was that the project would dramatically increase the amount of
arable farmland in the Central Valley, thus producing jobs and increasing economic activity.
The building of the dams and canals would also produce jobs for many depression weary
Americans. In 1935, approximately $12 million was appropriated so that the work of
surveying, rerouting railroad tracks, and building roads could take place. Eventually $173
million was appropriated to bring the project to completion. Kennett Dam was renamed
Shasta Dam in 1937, and in 1938 construction began. At its peak of construction, activity
the dam project employed between 2,000 and 3,000 workers.
Before construction began, job seekers began arriving in the area around Redding. Some
of them were the emigrants that had escaped the Dust Bowl in the Midwest. They had only
found seasonal work on Central Valley farms and they had become a burden to local
taxpayers when counties were forced to take care of them during the winter months. Some
other more skilled workers, who had worked on other dam projects, also began to arrive.
Real estate developers began to subdivide land and create small communities for the
workers to live in. The boomtowns of Central Valley, Pine Grove, Project City, Toyon, and
Summit City began to develop. Another small town was created at the base of the dam site,
known as the Contactors Camp or Shasta Dam Village. The employees of the contractor,
Pacific Constructors Incorporated, were housed in the Contractors Camp. Government
employees that worked on the project, engineers, clerks, surveyors, inspectors, and other
Bureau of Reclamation employees were housed at Toyon. This community, located
immediately east of the proposed Added Area, housed more of the professional and
management employees and their families than the other boomtown communities.
The remaining dam workers settled into communities clustered along Shasta Dam
Boulevard (Project City, Central Valley, and Summit City), which was a street that was
created as a connector to bridge Highway 99 with the Kennett-Buckeye Road (now Lake
Boulevard). The towns grew around a business center of cafes, taverns, gas stations,
grocery stores, dry goods, and various service related businesses. No hard liquor was sold
in the area because the State would not issue liquor licenses in the vicinity of a federal
reservation (Toyon).
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Some people built permanent homes and some, who anticipated leaving soon after the dam
was completed, built tarpaper shacks. After the dam was completed, the tarpaper shacks
were replaced with either permanent homes or, in later years, by the trailers and mobile
homes now located throughout the area.
The roads were graveled in some places and some were just dirt. In the late summer of
1939, Shasta Dam Boulevard was paved, as well as the Kennett-Buckeye Road over the
summit.
As dam construction commenced, it became apparent that a school was needed. The dam
contractor had an item in their contract to build a school. The superintendent of dam
construction, Frank Crowe, was persuaded by the County Superintendent of Schools, Macie
Montgomery, to build a school on government land (Toyon School) near Summit City. Two
school buses were also purchased: one took the younger children to Toyon School, while
the other took the older children to high school in Redding.
Historic Setting of the Project Area
Shasta Dam was completed in 1945. However, this was not the end for the Shasta
boomtown communities Some 1,200 workers continued to work at the dam site until it was
formally dedicated in 1950.
In addition, while mining had been the first impetus for growth in the Shasta area in the 19th
century, agricultural activities followed, creating a second growth spurt. During World War II,
the area felt the impact of a boom in the lumber business. Many lumber mills and producers
were located in the nearby City of Anderson. Some of the people in the boomtowns found
jobs in Anderson, and those people who worked in Anderson spent at least some of their
money in boomtown businesses. Paved roads, the availability of the automobile, and bus
service from the Central Valley made access to Anderson possible.
As part of the Central Valley Project, the federal government hired people to work on the
construction of water canals. The creation of Lake Shasta created a new industry –
recreation. Because of the recreation available at Shasta Lake, jobs became available in
recreation oriented businesses. Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) was also hiring
people to help build the power lines that would distribute the power created at Shasta Dam.
During the warm months, tourists would travel down Shasta Dam Boulevard, bringing
commerce to businesses from outside the local area. All these economic activities created a
diverse economic base so that the boomtowns did not have to rely on the prosperity of a
single industry. This economic activity helped the former boomtowns survive, and they
became permanent communities.
As dam construction began to diminish, the Contractor’s Camp was abandoned. Its
buildings were sold and heavy duty vehicles arrived to cart them away. Toyon also
experienced a gradual dwindling in population and was later abandoned. Native Americans
moved into the abandoned federal reservation in the 1970s and made a claim against the
Federal Government for the community of Toyon. In the mid 1980s, electric power was cut
and the Native Americans began moving away. In the late 1980s, all of the buildings –
except a corrugated metal storage shed – were demolished.
Of the Shasta Dam boomtown communities, Summit City remained the most sparsely
settled. Its residential core catered more to single men and as a reflection of that, so did its
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businesses. It was the single men who were more likely to move away to take another job
after the completion of Shasta Dam.
Developers built the only integrated shopping center in the area. It was called Shasta
Center and contained a hotel, shops, a double row of duplex cabins, and a larger house for
the manager. It aimed to lure customers from Shasta Park and Toyon. The promotion
proved to be under-funded and the project failed. The only remains of the hotel and shops
today is the part of the building historically known as the “Oar House” bar and restaurant,
and more recently as the Sunset Inn.
Summit City suffered a decline and its businesses did not survive. At the present time, all of
the remaining commercial buildings are boarded up, except one antique store. There is a
small community of residential buildings located on a grid on the east side of Lake
Boulevard, south of Shasta Dam Boulevard. The real estate development that surrounds
Shasta Park Road never developed a commercial core and, like Pine Grove, it failed to
emerge as a separate entity.
HISTORIC RESOURCES WITHIN THE ADDED AREA
A survey was conducted by Historic Environment Consultants in November 2007 to assess
the presence of potentially significant historic buildings within the Added Area. The findings
from this survey are described in the following sections.
Lake Boulevard
The largest portion of the Added Area extends along both sides of Lake Boulevard through
the former Summit City area. The areas on both sides of Lake Boulevard north of Shasta
Dam Boulevard/Highway 151 contain primarily a variety of small residences generally built
within the last 30 years, and mobile homes, many with additions and modifications. The few
residential buildings that could date to the era of the Dam construction are substantially
altered. Buildings that may date from the Dam construction period start to appear in the
vicinity of the intersection of Highway 151 and Lake Boulevard and continue to the south.
The potentially significant buildings are identified in the following discussion.
On Lake Boulevard just north of the intersection with Highway 151:
•

Adjacent to a trailer park at 13892 Lake Boulevard on the south of the building, there
is an old wood commercial building (Figure 6.3-1) with a rectangular false parapet
and deteriorated canopy that appears to date from the late 1930s. It lacks a visible
address.

•

On both sides of Lake Boulevard, just south of Highway 151, there is a small group
of older buildings that appear to date to the construction period (no photo available).

Buildings on the east side of the Lake Boulevard that appear to date to the Dam
construction period include the following:
•

13861 Lake Boulevard (Figure 6.3-2); a one-story wood commercial building with a
stepped parapet and a shed-roof canopy. Additions have been made on the north
and south.
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Source: Historic Environment Consultants, 2007

FIGURE 6.3-1
WOODEN COMMERCIAL BUILDING

Source: Historic Environment Consultants, 2007

FIGURE 6.3-2
13861 LAKE BOULEVARD
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Buildings on the west side of the road that appear to date to the Dam construction period
include the following:
•

13860 Lake Boulevard (Figure 6.3-3), is a one-story wood residential building that
has been altered and is in good condition. It appears to be associated with another
small wood house possibly containing two units and the same address.

•

13856 Lake Boulevard (Figure 6.3-4), a small-one story garage with two doors, a
gabled roof and a false parapet. The garage may be associated with a long, narrow
gable wood structure at the rear and somewhat below the garage. It has been
altered and part of it may have been residential.

•

13848 Lake Boulevard (Figure 6.3-5), a one-story commercial building with a gabled
roof, false parapet and shed-roofed canopy. It is currently an Antique store.

•

13815 Lake Boulevard (Figure 6.3-6), is a one-story wood commercial building with a
filled-in false parapet and shed-roofed canopy; it has been altered and partially
resurfaced. A small altered house with no address stands just north of the
commercial building.

•

13810 Lake Boulevard (Figure 6.3-7), originally a house, and now a gabled
commercial building with a false parapet. The building may be more recent in
construction. Alterations have altered its appearance.

The above-mentioned buildings appear to represent a small commercial complex that arose
with the construction of the Dam and the influx of workers and their families. They were
probably part of the Summit City community.

Source: Historic Environment Consultants, 2007
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Source: Historic Environment Consultants, 2007

SHASTA DAM AREA RP FOURTH AMENDMENT DEIR
FEBRUARY 2008

FIGURE 6.3-4
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Source: Historic Environment Consultants, 2007

FIGURE 6.3-5
13848 LAKE BOULEVARD

Source: Historic Environment Consultants, 2007

FIGURE 6.3-6
13815 LAKE BOULEVARD
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Source: Historic Environment Consultants, 2007

FIGURE 6.3-7
13810 LAKE BOULEVARD

Buckeye Street Complex
A little further south of Highway 151 on Lake Boulevard, Buckeye Street on the west leads
up hill to a small residential enclave of houses, connected cottages, and what appear to be
duplexes or small multi-family houses (Figure 6.3-8). The buildings within this enclave
appear to date from the Dam construction era, providing housing for workers and their
families as part of Summit City. The buildings do not appear to have street addresses, but
rather numbers that refer to sites within the complex. A distinctive series of small gabled
roof cottages whose sides are connected stand at the upper edge of the grouping. There
appear to be a row of eight connected cottages, mostly with steeply gabled roofs. They
have been repaired and altered over time and are deteriorated, but some appear to still be
occupied.
The other residential buildings vary somewhat in material from board and batten wood to
horizontal or vertical siding, and size to some degree. They are rather randomly scattered
on the hillside encircled partially by a road that appears to be Buckeye Street. Entrances
often face the interior of the grouping on the hill and not the outer road. There are two larger
dwellings that may have housed managers at the foot of the hill.
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Source: Historic Environment Consultants, 2007
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The small complex is distinctive and strongly reflects a community apparently formed of
construction workers and their families. While various elements of the grouping have
experienced alterations and deterioration, the complex strongly portrays a feeling of another
time and place, and an event which has been important on a statewide basis, thus the area
may have value as a historic district. It lies within the area described generally as Summit
City, but on a street parallel to the west side of Lake Boulevard, somewhat separated from
the primary portion of Summit City.
Summit City
A larger and more level portion of Summit City grew on the east side of Lake Boulevard just
south of the present Polf Regional Park. This area contains a number of essentially well
kept small houses sited within a street grid, although many are also in poor condition.
Vestiges of cottages of the former Summit City have mostly been enlarged and modernized.
The changes make it difficult to always identify original Summit City buildings without
research.
However, there is one original building type that has been noted in publications as built
during the Dam construction era and is still currently recognizable in Summit City. These
are several duplex buildings that remain essentially intact from the Dam construction days.
They appear very similar to a duplex building type constructed by the Bureau of
Reclamation for the community of Toyon. The design was probably just repeated here in
Summit City. The buildings are primarily located on Hill Boulevard, which is the closest
street in the complex that runs parallel to Lake Boulevard. These Summit City duplex
buildings include the following addresses:
•

13558-60 Hill Boulevard (Figure 6.3-9)

•

13656-58 Hill Boulevard

•

13663-65 Hill Boulevard (Figure 6.3-10)

•

13664-68 Hill Boulevard

•

13675-77 Hill Boulevard (Figure 6.3-11)

•

13679-81 Hill Boulevard

These duplexes represent an important remaining original building type of the Shasta Dam
construction era. They have retained their essential form and image despite some
alterations.
The remaining buildings within Summit City are now quite varied with additions and
modifications. While the group of houses reflects a historic planning pattern, the complex
does not appear to be eligible for the National Register as a historic district due to different
ages and alterations of its buildings.
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Source: Historic Environment Consultants, 2007

FIGURE 6.3-9
13558-60 HILL BOULEVARD

Source: Historic Environment Consultants, 2007

FIGURE 6.3-10
13663-65 HILL BOULEVARD
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Source: Historic Environment Consultants, 2007

FIGURE 6.3-11
13675-77 HILL BOULEVARD

Shasta Park
The area originally known as Shasta Park contains a number of residences that appear to
date from the Dam construction era but have mostly been so modified that they are no
longer good or representative examples of the buildings of that era that housed workers and
their families.
•

604 Shasta Park Drive: A small wood cottage appears to date from the construction
era, but has been altered.

•

720 / 722 Miller Avenue (Figure 6.3-12), a small side street within the Shasta Park
area and contains a small wood cottage and somewhat later adjacent house. The
cottage has a steeply pitched roof and board and batten siding. It appears to date at
least from the Dam construction era, but has been altered.

•

3320 Shasta Dam Boulevard (Figure 6.3-13) This single-story wood frame building is
all that is left of the Shasta Center real estate development. There are no
photographs available that would indicate its purpose when constructed. Historically
known as the “Oar House” bar and restaurant, and more recently as the Sunset Inn,
it appears to date from the Dam construction era, and it has probably been altered.
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Source: Historic Environment Consultants, 2007

FIGURE 6.3-12
720 / 722 MILLER AVENUE

Source: Historic Environment Consultants, 2007

FIGURE 6.3-13
3320 SHASTA DAM BOULEVARD
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POTENTIAL HISTORIC RESOURCES WITHIN THE ORIGINAL PROJECT AREA
No visual survey was conducted for the Original Project Area. There are currently no
California Register of Historic Resources (California Register or CRHR) or National Register
of Historic Places (National Register or NRHP) properties listed in the Amended Project
Area or in the City.
Extensive historical surveys (on file with the City) were conducted by Coyote & Fox
Enterprises as part of the City’s SR 151 (Shasta Dam Boulevard/Front Street) street
improvements project. This project was funded, in part, through the California Department
of Transportation (Caltrans) under the Hazard Elimination Safety Program (HES) managed
by the Federal Highway Administration. The study area encompassed a corridor of
approximately ¾-mile in length and extended from Oregon Avenue, west to Locust Avenue
along Shasta Dam Boulevard/Front Street.
The State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), in accordance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act and implementing regulations codified at 36 CFR Part
800, concurred with the City’s determination that:






The project’s area of potential effect (APE) is defined appropriately.
The cultural resource studies conducted to date are adequate.
The properties surveyed are not eligible for the NRHP.
There are no other properties within the APE that are eligible for the NRHP.
No historic properties will be affected by the proposed project.

The City’s Downtown Central Business District Conceptual Plan and Implementation
Strategy (CBD Plan) also considered, but did not actually survey, older buildings in the
Downtown area. The CBD Plan described the historic architecture as follows:
The current architecture in the Study Area represents a collection of various
styles, time periods, and use of materials. There does not appear to be any
single significant architectural style or material that is predominate in the
Study Area. There are only a few historical structures within the commercial
and municipal sectors of the City, certainly not enough to recommend a
historical theme. Nevertheless, a strong small town ambiance characterized
by single or two story commercial structures does exist. Posted porticos are
evident on some older structures and historically this feature was
predominant. Buildings within the older commercial sectors are aligned along
a common setback and interior setbacks are non-existent or very minimal.
Wood and stone are materials that are indigenous to the area.
Joe's Giant Orange Café, located at 3104 Cascade Blvd, has also been cited as a
potentially eligible structure, although it has been significantly altered with the attachment of
a modular building. In 1926, Frank E. Pohl started his chain of "Giant Orange" stands.
Before trying out orange juice stands, Pohl had a giant lemon from which he served
lemonade in Menlo Park. But his first "Giant Orange" was in Tracy, California and spawned
a franchise and imitations throughout California. The franchise peaked in the 1950s with
approximately 16 different stands built throughout Northern California from Bakersfield to
Sacramento and Merced and Redding. After the 1950s, the stands began to decline as
roads were converted to higher speed freeways which made it more difficult to pull over and
stop for a glass of orange juice. Besides Frank E. Pohl's orange chain, several other giant
oranges sprung up across California. One of these is Joe's Giant Orange Café.
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RESULTS OF RECORDS SEARCH
The records search conducted by the NEIC at Chico State University identified 46 previous
surveys that had been conducted in portions of the Amended Project Area. The NAHC was
also contacted regarding a Sacred Lands File check; no Native American cultural resources
were identified in the Amended Project Area.
Six prehistoric resource sites are located in or near the Amended Project Area; Table 6.3-1
identifies the sites and the resources associated with them (the location of these sites is
confidential to protect the resource). Additionally, numerous isolated flakes and a basalt
chopper have been informally documented within the Amended Project Area. The project is
located in a region utilized by Wintu populations. Unrecorded prehistoric cultural resources
may be located in the Amended Project Area.
Twenty-three historic sites have been recorded in or near the Amended Project Area. Table
6.3-1 also identifies these historic sites and their resources. Additionally, isolated tailings
piles, ditches, a concrete street name post, refuse deposits, and a foundation have been
informally documented within the Amended Project Area. Unrecorded historic cultural
resources may be located in the Amended Project Area.
Based upon the information identified in the records search, the Amended Project Area
appears to be located in an area considered to be highly sensitive for prehistoric, and
historic resources.
TABLE 6.3-1
CULTURAL RESOURCES IN THE AMENDED PROJECT AREA
State Number

Site Description
Prehistoric Resources

CA-SHA-482/H
CA-SHA-573
CA-SHA-781
CA-SHA-782
CA-SHA-2679
P-45-003249

Lithic scatter, trade beads, projectile point, human bone, hopper mortar, and
historic components
Lithic scatter with associated flakes and projectile point
Midden deposit with associated lithic scatter
Midden deposit
Lithic scatter with associated flakes, scrapers, cores, projectile points, midden
deposit, and house pits
Lithic scatter with associated midden deposit, cores, and lithic tools
Historic Resources

CA-SHA-482/H
CA-SHA-2423H
CA-SHA-2680H
CA-SHA-2906H
P-45-002907
CA-SHA-2909H
CA-SHA-2910H
CA-SHA-2911H

Mining ditches and prehistoric components
Churntown Road Cabin
Refuse deposit
Shasta Dam Conveyor Belt Line
Rich Gulch Ditch
Certo Dump with associated road
Structure remains with associated foundation, cellar, cement trough, well, privy,
and refuse deposits
Structure remains, with associated foundation, well, privy, road, and refuse
deposits
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State Number

P-45-002912
P-45-003337
P-45-003338
P-45-003339
P-45-003340
P-45-003341
P-45-003342
PA5-003343
P-45-003344
P-45-003345
P-45-003346
P-45-003347
CA-SHA-3547H
P-45-003780
P-45-004159

Site Description

Isolated iron powder flask
Steve's Trading Post - 4754 Shasta Dam Boulevard
Jones Residence - 4317 Shasta Dam Boulevard
E &J Auto - 4309 Shasta Dam Boulevard
Gift & Craft Shop - 4645 Shasta Dam Boulevard
K-Med Pharmacy, Glasses Factory, Vel's Beauty Salon - 4601 Shasta Dam
Boulevard
Shasta Lake Glass - 4624 Shasta Dam Boulevard
Cabello Street Duplex - 1641 - 1643 Cabello Street
Dental Lab - 4460 Shasta Dam Boulevard
Snavely's Garage - 4420 Shasta Dam Boulevard
Black Bear Gift Shop - 4336 Shasta Dam Boulevard
Calvary Chapel and associated residence - 4302 Shasta Dam Boulevard
Southern (Union) Pacific Railroad
Baseball Stadium
Corral and associated loading chute

Source: Northeast Information Center at Chico State University, December 13, 2007.

REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
Historic and prehistoric resources of importance throughout the City of Shasta Lake and
County of Shasta are inventoried and governed by national, state, and local laws and
regulations. The regulations that apply to cultural and historic resources in the City are
discussed below.
FEDERAL
National Register of Historic Places (National Register or NRHP)
The National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 established the National Register as the
official national listing of important historic and prehistoric resources worthy of preservation.
The National Register includes districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects with local,
regional, state, or national significance. The definition of historic property includes “any
prehistoric or historic district, site, building, structure, or object included in or eligible for
inclusion in, the National Register” (Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, 1986). A
historic property must meet specific criteria to be considered eligible for listing on the
National Register.
STATE
California Register of Historical Resources (California Register or CRHR)
The State Historic Resources Commission and Office of Historic Preservation (OHP), within
the Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR), administer the State’s historic preservation
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programs. The OHP oversees State agency compliance with State preservation statutes
and programs, administers federal preservation programs in California, and state programs
such as the California Register. The California Register is a guide to identifying the State’s
historical resources and establishes a list of those properties that are to be protected from
substantial adverse change (Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 5024.1).
The PRC defines a historical resource to include, but is not limited to, any object, building,
structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript which is historically or archaeologically
significant or is significant in the architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural,
educational, social, political, military, or cultural annals of California (PRC §5010.1(j)).
In California the standard of historical (including archeological) significance is listing in or
eligibility for listing in the California Register. The California Register is the authoritative
guide to be used by state and local agencies to identify the state’s historical resources (PRC
§5024.1(a)). It includes properties nominated to and placed on the California Register by
the State Historic Resources Commission, properties listed in or formally determined eligible
(under §106 of the National Historic Preservation Act) for listing in the National Register
(PRC §5024.1(b) and (d)(1)). Both individual properties and historic districts may be listed in
the California Register (PRC §5024.1(e)(1)(2)).
In addition to properties listed, or formally determined eligible for listing, historic resources or
districts designated or listed as city or county landmarks or locally listed pursuant to any city
or county ordinance are presumed to be eligible for listing in the register unless a
preponderance of evidence in the record indicates that it is not historically or culturally
significant (PRC §21084.1). Historical resources identified as significant in historical
resource surveys conducted by local governments also may be eligible for listing (PRC
§5024.1(e)(3)), if the survey meets one or more of the criteria for eligibility set forth in PRC
§5024.1(g). Further, if a historical resource is not listed in the California Register, is not
designated by a local agency, and is not identified as significant in a historical survey, a lead
agency may determine that the resource may be a historical resource as defined in the PRC
§5020.1(j) or §5024.1 (California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines,
§15064.5(a)(4)).
The criteria for listing in the California Register are defined in statute (PRC §5024.1 (C )(14)), in the CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14 Ch 3 §15064.5
(3)(A-D) and in the Guidelines for the California Register (CCR Title 14, Ch. 11.5
§4852(b)(1-4)). These criteria are very similar to the federal criteria for listing in the National
Register. The criteria include:
1.

It is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad
patterns of local or regional history, or the cultural heritage of California or the
United States.

2.

It is associated with the lives of persons important to local, California, or national
history.

3.

It embodies the distinctive characteristic of a type, period, region, or method of
construction, or represents the work of a master or possesses high artistic
values.

4.

It has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important to the prehistory
or history of the local area, California, or the nation.
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One or more of these criteria may apply to a single property or a district.
In addition to meeting the above criteria, a property or district must possess integrity.
Integrity is defined as the authenticity of a historical resource’s physical identity evidenced
by the survival of characteristics that existed during the resource’s period of significance. A
property must retain enough of its historic character or appearance to be recognizable as a
historical resource and to convey the reasons for its significance (CCR Title 14, Ch 11.5
§4852(C)).
LOCAL
City of Shasta Lake General Plan (General Plan)
Natural Resources Group
Objective
HER-1:

Conserve and manage significant prehistoric and historic cultural resources.

Policy
HER-a:

Development projects in areas containing known significant cultural
resources shall be designed to minimize degradation of these resources.
Where conflicts are unavoidable, mitigation measures, which reduce such
impacts, shall be implemented. Possible mitigation measures may include
clustering, buffer zones, and building siting requirements.

Implementation Measures
HER-(a)

Require a records search for any development project proposed in areas of
high archaeology sensitivity to determine whether the site contains known
prehistoric or historic cultural resources and/or to determine the potential for
discovery of additional cultural resources.

HER-(b)

Require that sponsors of projects on sites where probable cause for
discovery of archaeological resources (as indicated by records search and
where resources have been discovered in the vicinity of the project) retain a
consulting archaeologist to survey the project site. If unique resources, as
defined by state law, are found, require preparation of an archaeological
resource mitigation plan; monitor the project to ensure that mitigation
measures are implemented.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
METHODOLOGY
This analysis is based on research and a visual survey of new and remaining buildings
within the former Summit City area and along Shasta Park Drive and Shasta Dam Boulevard
within the Added Area. Additional review of existing materials regarding the Original Area
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was conducted, including local, state, and federal historic listings, and a records search
conducted by the NEIC at Chico State University.
Due to the relationship of the “boomtowns” to the construction of Shasta Dam, the buildings
housing the men who constructed this element of the Central Valley Project and their
families are an important reflection of a significant historical event. Remaining buildings that
may date from the construction of Shasta Dam were noted in the site survey of the Added
Area. The estimated construction dates utilized a range from 1938-1944, the dates of the
Dam construction. Estimated construction dates of buildings were based upon appearance
and construction details, not on specific research.
THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE
The CEQA Guidelines define a “substantial adverse change in the significance of an
historical resource” to mean “physical demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration of the
resource or its immediate surroundings such that the significance of an historical resource
would be materially impaired” (CEQA Guidelines, §15064.5, subd.
(b)(1)). CEQA
Guidelines, §15064.5, subdivision (b)(2), defines “materially impaired” for purposes of the
definition of “substantial adverse change...”. The significance of a historical resource is
materially impaired when a project:
•

Demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical characteristics
of an historical resource that convey its historical significance and that justify its
inclusion in, or eligibility for, inclusion in the California Register

•

Demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical characteristics
that account for its inclusion in a local register of historical resources pursuant to
§5020.1(k) of the PRC or its identification in an historical resources survey meeting
the requirements of §5024.1(g) of the PRC, unless the public agency reviewing the
effects of the project establishes by a preponderance of evidence that the resource is
not historically or culturally significant; or

•

Demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical characteristics
of a historical resource that convey its historical significance and that justify its
eligibility for inclusion in the California Register as determined by a lead agency for
purposes of CEQA (CEQA Guidelines, §15064.5, subd. (b)(2)).

Impacts were considered significant under CEQA if the Amendment would result in an effect
that may change the significance of the resource (PRC Section 21084.1), such as
demolition, replacement, substantial alteration, or relocation of historic properties.
PROJECT-SPECIFIC IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES
Impact 6.3-1 Redevelopment projects and redevelopment engendered development
could cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource, including human remains
The Amended Project Area is located in an area of the City that was settled early in its
history, as discussed above, and is anticipated to contain unknown sub-surface resources.
Both prehistoric and historic archaeological resources could be exposed during construction
activities. Implementation of the Amendment would include ground disturbing activities such
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as infrastructure improvements, grading, trenching, and excavating for development.
Infrastructure improvements and new development assisted by redevelopment could
encounter cultural resources during construction activities relating to earlier periods of the
Amended Project Area’s history. It is possible for buried resources to be uncovered during
any subsurface construction activities, and such resources and their immediate surrounding
matrix could be damaged.
Known prehistoric and archaeological resource issues in the City are addressed through the
City’s General Plan for any development project proposed in areas of high archaeology
sensitivity; however, there is no information publicly available that identifies high sensitivity.
Given the history of the Amended Project Area, most of the Amended Project Area could be
considered highly sensitive for historic resources. Disruption during construction would
likely result in the permanent loss of potentially important cultural resource data. Therefore,
this is considered a significant impact.
Mitigation
For any Agency-funded project within the Project Area, where a historical resource has been
identified on the site, the following mitigation measures shall apply:
6.3-1a

An archaeologist shall monitor construction activity for the purpose of
ensuring that any inadvertent discoveries of previously undocumented
cultural material representing primary deposit are evaluated and that an
appropriate level of data recovery is undertaken in the event of such a
discovery.
The City Development Services Director shall be notified a minimum of 48
hours in advance of any construction activities and shall be provided with the
name and contact information of the Property Owner’s archaeological
monitor.

6.3-1b

Prior to issuance of a grading permit, representatives of the Wintu Tribe and
other interested Native American Tribes shall be notified to allow the Tribes to
provide their own on-site cultural resource monitor(s) during grading and
construction activities. The Property Owner shall allow on-site access to
designated Native American representatives for the purpose of cultural
resource monitoring.

The following mitigation measures shall apply to all redevelopment projects within the
Project Area:
6.3-1c

Foremen and key members of major excavation, trenching, and grading for
site preparation shall be instructed to be wary of the possibility of destruction
of buried cultural resource materials. They shall be instructed to recognize
signs of prehistoric use and their responsibility to report any such finds (or
suspected finds) immediately, as specified by measure 6.3-1d below, so
damage to such resources may be prevented.

6.3-1d

If, during the course of development, any archeological, historical, or
paleontological resources are uncovered, discovered, or otherwise detected
or observed, construction activities in the affected area shall cease and a
qualified archeologist shall be contacted to review the site and advise the City
of the site’s significance. If the Development Services Director deems the
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findings significant, appropriate mitigation shall be required prior to any
resumption of work on the project.
6.3-1e

Should any human remains be found during the construction project,
construction in the area shall stop immediately and reported to the County
Coroner. Construction shall not proceed until the County Coroner has
determined such construction will not further impact human remains.

Significance after Mitigation
Less than significant
Impact 6.3-2 Redevelopment projects and redevelopment engendered development
could result in the potential alteration of historic resources
The construction of Shasta Dam and development of the Central Valley Project were of
major significance to the growth and economic success of California. The Dam has both
physical and historic significance to the development of the entire state. The workers that
built the Dam gained importance from their effort, and the timely creation of small cities to
house thousands of workers was a notable achievement. The housing created for that
project has gained historic importance for its associated role in that era of California history.
The Added Area was surveyed and overview research was performed. The survey noted
several groups of buildings remaining within the Added Area that were constructed to house
and serve workers who came to the area to work on the Shasta Dam Project. Additional
houses of the construction era within the Amended Project Area will probably be found with
address-specific research. Many structures have been significantly altered, and alterations
should be considered in evaluating their contribution to the construction history of the Dam.
Although many of the older structures in the Added Area are severely deteriorated, it should
be noted that condemnation by the building inspector or “red tagging" has no relevance to a
resource evaluation of historic or architectural significance. The use of the word 'integrity' on
National Register criteria refers to alterations and modifications rather than physical
condition, unless the structure has lost its integrity through the substantial loss of characterdefining features due to deterioration. It is recognized, however, that many structures from
the Dam era were constructed as temporary dwellings and have been greatly altered over
the years, which does impact their integrity where character-defining features have been lost
or removed.
The most distinctive complex is that located in the Buckeye Street complex. The unusual
row of connected gable-roofed cottages on the hillside is unique, although they appear to
have been too altered and some too deteriorated to constitute a district. The scattering of
small houses often oriented toward a central commons area on the hillside below is also
unusual. Individual houses vary in terms of condition and integrity, but even some of those
that are deteriorated appear to be occupied. The large red house nearest to Lake
Boulevard is in good condition and may have been a manager’s home.
Also notable are the duplex units in Summit City. They are in good condition, and are
apparently modeled after those first built by the Bureau of Reclamation in Toyon. They
represent a rather unusual version of duplex design and reflect a building type important in
the housing of construction workers. In Toyon, they represented dwellings often occupied
by engineers, educators, and managers.
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Other remaining construction era houses in the Summit City grid are altered to the point that
their construction era images are obscured. There are also several small houses roughly
located along Shasta Park Road, remnants of that small settlement near Toyon. They are
altered and their Dam construction era images have been diminished.
The intersection of Lake Boulevard and Highway 151 holds the remains of a Summit City
commercial core with both commercial and residential buildings extending south along Lake
Boulevard. The grouping is somewhat fragile, but illustrates what was located on that welltraveled corner during the construction era.
The five duplexes in Summit City might reflect the Dam era and may be considered a local
historic district; however, they need to be researched to determine if they warrant protection.
There do not appear to be any other districts remaining from the Dam construction era with
enough integrity to qualify for listing on the California Register. The cottages on Buckeye
Street should be researched and photographed, but appear to have been too altered and
some too deteriorated to constitute a district. The red house in the complex needs research
to see if it has some history associated with the complex and the Dam era. The scattering of
commercial buildings on Lake Boulevard near Highway 151 should also be researched and
photographed.
The OHP considers any building over 45 years of age to be a potential resource.
Redevelopment could result in the rehabilitation or relocation of existing structures or site
features over the life of the Amendment. If a structure subject to rehabilitation or relocation
were to represent historic resources eligible for listing in the California Register, their
damage or inappropriate alteration would represent a significant impact.
Mitigation
6.3-2a

Prior to funding rehabilitation or demolition activities in the Buckeye Street
complex, the Agency shall retain a qualified architectural historian to research
and photographically record the complex, and file the documentation with the
Shasta Lake Heritage & Historical Society and the OHP.

6.3-2b

Prior to funding rehabilitation or demolition activities for the Summit City
duplexes, the red house in the Buckeye Complex, and/or the commercial
buildings on Lake Boulevard near Highway 151, the Agency shall retain a
qualified architectural historian to prepare a comprehensive survey of the
buildings that are over 45 years old and evaluate each for eligibility for listing in
the California Register. This evaluation shall occur through the preparation of
State of California DPR 523 forms for each building, and through standard CEQA
evaluation.

6.3-2c

If the properties identified in 6.3-2a and 6.3-2b are determined to be eligible for
listing in the California Register, the Secretary of the Interiors Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties shall be applied to insure that treatments will
maintain the authenticity and integrity of character defining historical features.

6.3-2d

If the properties identified in 6.3-2a and 6.3-2b are determined to be eligible for
listing in the California Register, where rehabilitation involves demolition of
feature(s) that do not remove the building from eligibility for the California
Register, then the feature(s) shall be recorded to Historic American Building
Survey/Historic American Engineering Record (HABS/HAER) standards prior to
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their removal. Copies of the HABS/HAER documentation shall be filed with the
OHP. HABS/HAER recordation typically includes the following:
a. The development of site-specific history and appropriate contextual
information regarding the particular resource. In addition to archival
research and comparative studies, this task could involve limited oral
history collection.
b. Accurate mapping of the resources, scaled to indicate size and proportion
of the structures.
c. Photo documentation of the designated resources, both in still and video
formats.
d. Recordation by measured architectural drawings, in the case of
specifically designed structures of high architectural merit; “as-built” plans
of existing structures/foundation ruins will involve field measurements,
office scaled plan layout, and plot out of final plan.
Significance after Mitigation
Less than significant
Impact 6.3-3 Redevelopment projects and redevelopment engendered development
could result in the substantial alteration, removal, or destruction of
historic resources
The removal or destruction of a Historic Resource listed on the National Register or the
California Register, or determined eligible for listing on the registers over the life of the
Amendment, would constitute the irreplaceable loss of a recognized significant resource
which reflects an aspect of our heritage, and would result in a significant impact on the
property.
There are a number of structures over 45 years old within the Amended Project Area that
may be too deteriorated to feasibly be rehabilitated. Redevelopment activities may involve
the demolition or moving of such structures, or the removal or significant alteration of site
and infrastructure features over the life of the Amendment. If a building subject to
demolition, movement, or significant alteration were to represent historic resources eligible
for listing in the California Register, their damage or destruction would represent a
significant impact. Therefore, redevelopment activities could result in a significant impact
on historic resources in the Amended Project Area.
Mitigation
This mitigation measure applies to any project that involves the demolition, movement, or
significant alteration of a resource listed on or determined to be eligible for listing in the
California Register, which causes the resource to be no longer eligible for such listing. If
demolition, movement, or significant alteration cannot be avoided, then:
6.3-3

The resource shall be recorded to HABS/HAER standards prior to their removal.
Copies of the HABS/HAER documentation shall be filed with the OHP.
HABS/HAER recordation typically includes the following:
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a. The development of site-specific history and appropriate contextual
information regarding the particular resource. In addition to archival research
and comparative studies, this task could involve limited oral history collection.
b. Accurate mapping of the resources, scaled to indicate size and proportion of
the structures.
c. Photo documentation of the designated resources, both in still and video
formats.
d. Recordation by measured architectural drawings, in the case of specifically
designed structures of high architectural merit; “as-built” plans of existing
structures/foundation ruins will involve field measurements, office scaled plan
layout, and plot out of final plan.
Significance after Mitigation
This mitigation measure would reduce the magnitude of potential impacts to historic
resources, but not to less-than-significant levels. This impact remains significant and
unavoidable.
CUMULATIVE IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES
Impact 6.3-4 Redevelopment projects and redevelopment engendered development
could contribute to the cumulative degradation or loss of
archaeological or historic resources, including human remains
Based upon previous cultural resource surveys and research, the area that comprises the
City, and surrounding area has been inhabited by prehistoric peoples for thousands of years
and by historic peoples since the 1800s. Redevelopment activities and projects, in
combination with other development in the City could contribute to the loss of significant
archaeological or historic resources. Because all archaeological or historic resources are
unique and non-renewable members of finite classes, all adverse effects or negative
impacts erode a dwindling resource base. The loss of any one archaeological site affects all
others in a region because these resources are best understood in the context of the
entirety of the cultural system of which they are a part.
The boundaries of an archaeologically or historically important site extend beyond the site
boundaries. As a result, a meaningful approach to preserving and managing cultural
resources must focus on the likely distribution of cultural resources, rather than on project or
parcel boundaries. The cultural system is represented archaeologically by the total
inventory of all sites and other cultural remains in the region. Proper planning and
appropriate mitigation can help to capture and preserve knowledge of such resources and
can provide opportunities for increasing our understanding of the past environmental
conditions and cultures by recording data about sites discovered and preserving artifacts
found. Federal, state, and local laws are also in place, as discussed above, that protect
these resources in most instances. Even so, it is not always feasible to protect these
resources, particularly when preservation in place would frustrate implementation of
projects, and for this reason, the cumulative effects of the redevelopment activities and other
projects in the City would be significant. Moreover, because redevelopment activities and
projects in the Amended Project Area have the potential to adversely affect significant
archaeological resources that are unique and non-renewable members of finite classes, the
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incremental contribution to these cumulative effects would itself be potentially cumulatively
considerable. As discussed above, damage or destruction of some archaeological and
historic resources in the Amended Project Area may be mitigated on a project-by-project
basis. However, any loss of cultural resources associated with redevelopment projects
would contribute to a region-wide impact that cannot be remedied. Therefore, this is
considered a significant impact.
Mitigation
None available beyond those identified for project specific mitigation.
Significance after Mitigation
Project specific mitigation measures would reduce the magnitude of potential cumulative
impacts to historic resources, but not to less-than-significant levels. This impact remains
significant and unavoidable.
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6.4 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
This Sub-chapter of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) addresses the hazards to the
public resulting from the use or disposal of hazardous materials in the proposed Amended
Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Project Area (Amended Project Area), as well as
anticipated effects of known or suspected hazardous substance contamination.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
TERMINOLOGY OF HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
Under Title 22 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR), a hazardous material is defined
as a substance or combination of substances that may cause or significantly contribute to an
increase in mortality or an increase in serious, irreversible, or incapacitating illness, or may
pose a substantial present or potential hazard to human health or the environment when
improperly treated, stored, transported or disposed of, or otherwise managed (CCR, Title 22,
Chapter 11, Article 2, Section 66261.10).
Hazardous wastes are hazardous substances that no longer have practical use, such as
materials that have been discarded, discharged, spilled, or contaminated or are being stored
until they can be properly disposed of. According to Title 22 of the CCR, hazardous
materials and hazardous wastes are classified according to four properties: toxic, ignitable,
corrosive, and reactive (CCR, Title 22, Chapter 11, Article 3).
•

•
•
•

Toxic substances may cause short-term or long-lasting health effects, ranging from
temporary effects to permanent disability or death. Toxic substances can cause eye
or skin irritation, disorientation, headache, nausea, allergic reactions, acute
poisoning, chronic illness, and other adverse health effects, depending on the level
of exposure. Carcinogens (substances known to cause cancer) are a special class
of toxic substances. Examples of toxic substances include most heavy metals,
pesticides, and benzene (a carcinogenic component of gasoline).
Ignitable substances, such as gasoline, hexane, and natural gas, are hazardous
because of their flammable properties.
Corrosive substances, such as sulfuric acid (battery acid) and lye, can damage other
materials or cause severe burns upon contact.
Reactive substances, such as explosives, pressurized canisters, and pure sodium
metal (which reacts violently when exposed to water), may cause explosions or
generate gases or fumes.

Soil that is excavated from a site containing hazardous materials is a hazardous waste if it
exceeds specific CCR Title 22 criteria. Remediation (cleanup) of hazardous wastes found at
a project site is generally required if those materials are excavated. Cleanup requirements
are determined on a case-by-case basis by the agency with lead jurisdiction over the
project.
EXISTING CONDITIONS
The City of Shasta Lake (City) is a small, primarily residential community with an aging
housing stock and roughly three miles of freeway exposure along Interstate 5 (I-5). The
main north-south rail line of the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) roughly forms the western
boundary of the Original Project Area. An Environmental FirstSearch™ Report was
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prepared for the Original Project Area and the proposed Added Area by EEI Geotechnical
and Environmental Solutions on November 7, 2007, to identify known sources of
contamination (Appendix E). The results of this report are summarized below.
There are 142 commercial parcels, 24 utility parcels, and 38 industrial parcels in the Original
Area. A total of 67 sites were reported, on the various state and federal environmental
databases, within the Original Project Area. These include two small emergency response
(spill sites), 20 leaking underground storage tank (LUST) sites, three State Cleanup sites,
one solid waste landfill, eight Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) generator
sites, and 27 permitted underground storage tank (UST) facilities. The majority of these
listed sites are located along the principal thoroughfares in the project area, Cascade
Boulevard and Shasta Dam Boulevard. Several sites are also located along El Cajon
Avenue, in the southwestern portion of the Original Area.
Of the listed sites, those considered as having relatively moderate to severe contamination
issues include:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Valley Plating – 3872 El Cajon Avenue (State Cleanup site, RCRA Corrective Action
site)
Sierra Pacific Industries – 3736 El Cajon Avenue (State Cleanup site)
Arco #6106 – 2402 Cascade Boulevard (LUST site)
Cascade Texaco – 1725 Cascade Boulevard (LUST site)
Giant Orange Shell – 3100 Cascade Boulevard (LUST site)
Flying J – 5001 Shasta Dam Boulevard (LUST site)

The remainder of the listed sites have either been closed, or have not been demonstrated to
have had a significant impact to soil and/or groundwater. The Class III Solid Waste Landfill
identified is the Shasta Lake Landfill located at 3735 El Cajon Avenue.
The proposed Added Area contains some of the older residential structures in the City, and
asbestos-containing material (ACM) and lead based paint would be anticipated in these
dwellings. According to data from from ParcelQuest, 64% of the residential properties within
the Added Area were developed over 40 years ago, with nearly 46% developed over 50
years ago (Preliminary Report, 2008). These older structures are more susceptible to
deterioration due to aging, weathering, and lack of current building standards and codes,
which increases the risk of the release of asbestos or lead. Rehabilitation or demoltion can
also release lead based paint and/or ACM into the environment.
There are also 17 commercial parcels and 6 utility parcels in the Added Area. A total of 12
sites were reported on the various state and federal environmental databases, within the
proposed Added Area. These include four LUST sites, one solid waste landfill, one RCRA
generator site, and five permitted UST facilities. The majority of these listed sites are
located along the principal thoroughfare in the project area, Shasta Dam Boulevard.
Several sites are also located along Lake Boulevard, in the southwestern portion of the
Added Area.
Of the listed sites, none is considered as having relatively moderate to severe contamination
issues (EEI, 2007). The listed sites have either been closed, or have not been
demonstrated to have had a significant impact to soil and/or groundwater. The Class III
Solid Waste Landfill identified is the Buckeye Disposal Site located on Lake Boulevard, onehalf mile north of Ashby Road.
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Potential Receptors
The sensitivity of potential receptors in the areas of known or potential hazardous materials
contamination is dependent primarily on an individual’s potential pathway for exposure.
Hazardous materials exposure could occur through exposure to groundwater and/or soil
contamination during construction. With respect to this possible form of hazardous materials
exposure, construction workers have the highest potential for exposure to groundwater
and/or soil contamination. Other potential receptors in the Amended Project Area include
home health care facilities and residential areas.
Hazardous Materials Transportation through the Amended Project Area
Rail
The UPRR main line tracks run along the western boundary and through the northern
portion of the Original Project Area. The tracks carry both passenger (Amtrak) and freight
trains. Union Pacific railroad tracks traveling through Shasta County, including Redding, are
Class 4 tracks; the legal maximum allowable speed for freight trains through the Project
Area is 60 miles per hour (mph).1
Rail companies such as the UPRR are public carriers (regulated by the Public Utilities
Commission), and the federal government requires railroads to transport hazardous
substances whether the rail company wants to or not. Any shipper that chooses to use rail
to transport hazardous materials may do so, provided the shipper and rail car(s) transporting
the materials meet all federal rail safety transportation requirements for hazardous materials.
The number of cars carrying hazardous materials through the City at any one time therefore
varies from train-to-train, as do the types and amounts of hazardous materials transported
between origins and destinations.
While the shippers and the railroads maintain
comprehensive records of where a rail car (including pressurized tanks carrying hazardous
materials) is at any time, this information is not published or readily available to the general
public.2 In the event of an emergency involving an accidental or threatened release of
hazardous substances, however, this information is immediately available to response
personnel via a coordinated national, state, and local emergency response system.
Unlike large switching yards where freight trains may idle for long periods of time or remain
overnight, freight trains do not stop in the City for any planned purpose. However, because
passenger trains have priority over freight,3 if there is a delay in the system, there is the
potential that a freight train would be stopped adjacent to or in the Original Project Area for a
short amount of time. Such occurrences would be completely random and unscheduled.
Further, the number of cars carrying hazardous materials would be similarly unpredictable.4
Roadways
Local truck traffic transporting products containing hazardous substances may legally use
any through roadways in the Amended Project Area, including Shasta Dam Boulevard
(State Route 151), Cascade Boulevard, Pine Grove Avenue, Ashby Road, and Lake
Boulevard (A18). I-5 is a major highway on which hazardous substances are routinely
transported.
1

Railroad Operations In Shasta County, Grand Jury Report, July 17, 2002, retrieved from
http://www.co.shasta.ca.us/html/Grand_Jury/docs/0102_Reports/railroad.pdf.
2
Jerry Wilmoth, UPRR, personal communication, July 2, 2007 for the Railyards Specific Plan EIR, City of
Sacramento, August 2007.
3
Jerry Wilmoth, 2007.
4
Jerry Wilmoth, 2007.

SHASTA DAM AREA RP FOURTH AMENDMENT DEIR
FEBRUARY 2008

SHASTA LAKE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
6.4-3

6.4 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

REGULATORY SETTING
FEDERAL
Many agencies regulate hazardous substances. These include federal agencies such as
the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the Occupational Safety and Health
Administration (OSHA), the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC), the U.S. Department of
Transportation (DOT), and the National Institutes of Health (NIH). The following federal laws
and guidelines govern hazardous substances:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Federal Water Pollution Control Act
Clean Air Act (CAA)
Occupational Safety and Health Act
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation,
Guidelines for Carcinogens and Biohazards (CERCLA)
Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act, Title III
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)
Safe Drinking Water Act
Toxic Substances Control Act (TCSA)

and

Liability

Act

At the federal level, the principal agency regulating the generation, transport, and disposal of
hazardous substances is the EPA, under the authority of the RCRA. The EPA regulates
hazardous substance sites under CERCLA. Applicable federal regulations are contained
primarily in Titles 29, 40, and 49 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).
Hazardous Substances Handling Requirements
The RCRA established an all-encompassing federal regulatory program for hazardous
substances that is administered by the EPA. Under the RCRA, the EPA regulates the
generation, transportation, treatment, storage, and disposal of hazardous substances. The
RCRA was amended in 1984 by the Hazardous and Solid Waste Act (HSWA), which
affirmed and extended the “cradle-to-grave” system of regulating hazardous substances.
The HSWA specifically prohibits the use of certain techniques for the disposal of some
hazardous substances.
Under the RCRA, individual states may implement their own hazardous substance
management programs as long as those programs are consistent with, and at least as strict
as, the RCRA. The EPA must approve state programs intended to implement the RCRA
requirements.
Hazardous Substances Worker Safety Requirements
OSHA is the agency responsible for ensuring worker safety. OSHA sets federal standards
for implementation of training in the workplace, exposure limits, and safety procedures in the
handling of hazardous substances (as well as other hazards). OSHA also establishes
criteria by which each state can implement its own health and safety program.
Transport of Hazardous Substances and Hazardous Wastes
The DOT has developed regulations in Titles 10 and 49 of the CFR pertaining to the
transport of hazardous substances and hazardous wastes by all modes of transportation.
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The US Postal Service (USPS) has developed additional regulations for the transport of
hazardous substances by mail. DOT regulations specify packaging requirements for
different types of materials. The EPA has also promulgated regulations for the transport of
hazardous wastes. These more stringent requirements include tracking shipments with
manifests to ensure that wastes are delivered to their intended destinations.
In a typical year, 1.7 to 1.8 million rail freight carloads of hazardous substances are
transported by rail throughout the US.5 In June 2007, in his address to the 2007 Chemical
Sector Security Summit, Homeland Security Secretary Michael Chertoff noted that the
DOT’s hazardous materials transportation safety program “provides for a high degree of
safety with respect to incidents involving unintentional releases of hazardous materials
occurring during transportation.” He went on to note,
…intentional misuse of hazardous materials was rarely considered when the
regulations were developed. Since 9/11, [the government agencies] have
come to realize that hazardous materials safety and securities are
inseparable. Many, if not most, of the requirements designed to enhance
hazardous materials transportation safety, such as strong containers and
clear hazard communication, enhance the security of hazardous materials
shipments as well. Congress recognized this synergy and legislated its intent
that hazmat safety [was] to include hazmat security when it enacted the
Homeland Security Act of 2002 authorizing the Secretary of Transportation to
prescribe regulations for the safe transportation, including security, of
hazardous material in intrastate, interstate, and foreign commerce.
Secretary Chertoff further acknowledged the federal government’s heightened concern
about the safety, security, and vulnerability of rail transport of hazardous substances –
particularly toxic inhalation hazard materials such as chlorine gas – in highly urbanized
areas. Secretary Chertoff noted his agency had completed a comprehensive risk evaluation
process and determined “the greatest vulnerability is in those areas where [there is a]
chemical sitting still in a rail yard or in some particular location of track, or in an area where
there is a handoff between one entity controlling the chemical car and another one...”
CFR 49, Parts 106 through 189, regulate the transport of such materials as well as all other
hazardous substances on rail lines. Additionally, the rail industry, through the Association of
American Railroads, has developed a detailed protocol on recommended railroad operating
practices for the transportation of hazardous materials. The Association of American
Railroads issued the most recent version of this document, known as Circular OT-55-I, on
August 26, 2005. The Circular details railroad operating practices for designating trains as
“key trains” for certain types and amounts of hazardous substances, designating operating
speed and equipment restrictions for key trains, designating “key routes” for key trains, and
setting standards for track inspection and wayside defect detectors, assisting communities
with emergency response training and information, and shipper notification procedures,
among others. These recommended practices were originally implemented by all of the
Class 1 rail carriers operating in the United States; the most recent version of the Circular
also includes short-line railroads as signatories. Overall, while there have been a few
serious accidents involving a hazardous materials release in the last few years,6 the rail
safety record has been extremely good. In 2005, 99.997% of rail hazardous substances

5
6

Association of American Railroad, “Hazmat Transport by Rail,” February 2007
San Antonio, Texas in 2004 (three fatalities) and Graniteville, South Carolina in 2005 (nine fatalities), from Paul
Orum (Center for American Progress), Toxic Trains and the Terrorist Threat, April 2007, page 5.
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shipments reached their final destination without a release caused by an accident. In fact,
railroads have reduced hazmat accident rates by 86% from 1980 through 2005.7
Additionally, the Freight Rail Security Program is a public-private partnership dedicated to
assessing policies and technologies for enhancing security throughout the freight rail
industry. One product of this partnership is the development of the Rail Corridor Risk
Management Tool (RCRMT). The RCRMT will leverage existing technologies and accepted
risk management practices where feasible, and incorporate new technologies and elements
as appropriate. A second project of the Freight Rail Security Program is the Rail Corridor
Hazmat Response and Recovery Tool (RCHRRT), which will integrate geographical
information and risk modeling. The RCHRRT is being developed through a grant to the
Railroad Research Foundation and will include participation from the rail industry. When
fully developed, these tools will provide a formal methodology to assist the rail carriers in
complying with the enhanced safety and security planning requirements
STATE
The California Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA) and the Office of Emergency
Services (OES) of the State of California establish rules governing the use of hazardous
substances in the state. The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) has primary
responsibility to protect water quality and supply.
Applicable State laws include the following:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Porter Cologne Water Quality Act
Public safety and fire regulations and building codes
Hazardous Substance Control Law (HWCL)
Hazardous Substances Information and Training Act
Hazardous Substances Release Response Plans and Inventory Act
Air Toxics Hot Spots and Emissions Inventory Law
Underground Storage of Hazardous Substances Act

Within CalEPA, the Department of Toxic Substance Control (DTSC; formerly the
Department of Health Services) has primary regulatory responsibility for the generation,
transport, and disposal of hazardous substances under the authority of the HWCL. DTSC
can delegate this enforcement role to local jurisdictions that enter into agreements with the
state agency. State regulations applicable to hazardous substances are indexed in Title 26
of the CCR. Title 22 and 26 of the CCR pertain to hazardous substances and the
management of hazardous substances. Title 8 contains Construction Safety Orders
pertaining to asbestos and lead.
Hazardous Substances Handling Requirements
In California, the Hazardous Waste Management Program (HWMP) regulates hazardous
waste through its permitting, enforcement, and Unified Program activities. The HWMP is
authorized by EPA to implement the RCRA program in California and develops regulations,
policies, guidance, technical assistance, and training to ensure the safe storage, treatment,
transportation, and disposal of hazardous wastes.
Regulations implementing the HWCL list 791 hazardous chemicals and 20 or 30 more
common substances that may be hazardous; establish criteria for identifying, packaging and
7

Association of American Railroad, “Hazmat Transport by Rail,” February 2007.
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labeling hazardous substances; prescribe management of hazardous substances; establish
permit requirements for hazardous substances treatment, storage, disposal, and
transportation; and identify hazardous substances that cannot be deposited in landfills.
Under both the RCRA and the HWCL, the generator of a hazardous substance must
complete a manifest that accompanies the waste from the point of generation to the ultimate
treatment, storage, or disposal location. The manifest describes the waste, its intended
destination, and other regulatory information about the waste. Copies must be filed with the
DTSC. Generators must also match copies of waste manifests with receipts from the
treatment, storage, or disposal facility to which it sends waste.
Hazardous Substances Worker Safety Requirements
California Occupational Health and Safety Administration (Cal/OSHA) assumes primary
responsibility for developing and enforcing workplace safety regulations within California.
Cal/OSHA standards are more stringent than federal regulations.
Cal/OSHA regulations concerning the use of hazardous substances include requirements
for safety training, availability of safety equipment, hazardous substances exposure
warnings, and emergency action and fire prevention plan preparation. Cal/OSHA enforces
the hazard communication program regulations, which include provisions for identifying and
labeling hazardous substances, describing the hazards of chemicals, and documenting
employee-training programs.
Both federal and state laws include special provisions for hazards communication to
employees who work with and/or encounter hazardous materials and wastes. The training
must include safe methods for handling hazardous substances, an explanation of Material
Safety Data Sheets, use of emergency response equipment, implementation of an
emergency response plan, and use of personal protective equipment.
Asbestos-Containing Materials (ACM) and Lead-Based Paint
Asbestos is regulated as a hazardous air pollutant under the federal CAA and is also
regulated as a potential worker safety hazard under the authority of the OSHA. Several
regulations and guidelines pertain to the abatement of and protection from exposure to ACM
and lead-based paint. These include Construction Safety Orders 1529 and 1532.1 from
Title 8 of the CCR, Part 61, Subpart M of the CFR, and lead-based paint exposure
guidelines provided by US Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). These
rules and regulations prohibit emissions of asbestos from asbestos-related demolition or
construction activities, require medical examinations and monitoring of employees engaged
in activities that could disturb asbestos, specify precautions and safe work practices that
must be followed to minimize the potential for release of asbestos fibers, and require notice
to federal and local government agencies prior to beginning renovation or demolition that
could disturb asbestos.
In California, ACM and lead-based paint abatement must be performed and monitored by
contractors with appropriate certification from the California Department of Health Services.
LOCAL REGULATIONS
The Shasta County Environmental Health Division (EHD) is charged with the responsibility
of enforcing pertinent California health laws, rules, regulations, and Shasta County (County)
Ordinances governing hazardous substance generators, hazardous substance storage, and
underground storage tanks (including inspections, enforcement, and removals). This
responsibility covers the County as well as the three incorporated cities within the County.
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The EHD regulates the use, storage, and disposal of hazardous substances in the County
by issuing permits, monitoring regulatory compliance, investigating complaints, and other
enforcement activities. EHD reviews technical aspects of hazardous substance site cleanup
operations and oversees remediation of certain contaminated sites resulting from USTs.
EHD is also responsible for providing technical assistance to public and private entities that
seek to minimize the generation of hazardous substance.
Goals and policies also have been developed by the City of Shasta Lake (City) concerning
the management of hazardous substances to protect human health and the environment.
City of Shasta Lake General Plan (General Plan)
The following are relevant General Plan objectives and policies that apply to the Amended
Project Area:
Objective (General Plan page 22)
HM-1:

Protection of life and property from contact with hazardous materials through site
design and land use regulations and storage and transportation standards.

HM-2:

Protection of life and property in the event of the accidental release of hazardous
materials through emergency preparedness planning.

Policy
HM-b:

The City shall maintain an emergency preparedness plan for hazardous
materials.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
METHODOLOGY
This analysis is based on a review of current lists made available by regulatory agencies
with jurisdiction over storage, monitoring, and cleanup of hazardous wastes. The
boundaries of the proposed Amended Project Area were reviewed to determine existing and
planned land use and potential exposure to hazardous materials.
THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE
A project would normally have a significant hazards impact if, through construction activities,
attracting people to the site, or use of hazardous materials, it would:
•

•
•

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment
Expose people (e.g., residents, pedestrians, construction workers) to ACM, lead
based paint, or other hazardous substances
For a project located within a known or potentially contaminated site, the project
results in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the Amended Project
Area.
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PROJECT-SPECIFIC IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES
Impact 6.4-1 Redevelopment
engendered
development
and
infrastructure
construction could disturb unidentified contaminated soil and
structures
Redevelopment activities often involve the rehabilitation or reuse of older properties that
may result in the discovery of previously unidentified contaminated properties or provide for
reuse of identified, but not yet remediated, sites. Historical uses, which have created
releases of hazardous substances or petroleum products, may be masked by the present or
recent uses of the property. Excavation could damage unidentified USTs with some
remaining petroleum products that could result in the exposure of construction workers and
result in the associated significant adverse health effects. In addition, construction activity
could uncover unknown sites of soil contamination that could result in the exposure of
construction workers and result in associated significant adverse health effects. This would
be a significant impact.
Mitigation
6.4-1a

A thorough examination of past property uses shall be required for
redevelopment projects involving demolition or reuse of older properties or
construction on vacant land, prior to demolition or construction. This examination
shall conform to the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) process
established by the American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM), and shall
include a site reconnaissance, a review of regulatory databases, interviews with
persons knowledgeable of the property, and a review of past property uses using
appropriate historical sources. A Phase II ESA shall be conducted if deemed
necessary based on the Phase I ESA results.

6.4-1b

If discolored soil, vapors, or contaminated groundwater are encountered during
construction activities, all work shall cease until a qualified environmental
professional assesses the situation and appropriate action is taken to ensure the
safety of workers and the public.

6.4-1c

If the Phase I/II indicates the potential for unremediated soil and/or groundwater
contamination or underground storage tanks to be disturbed during construction,
the Agency shall require in construction contract documents that a hazardous
materials removal team be on-call and available for immediate response during
site preparation, excavation, and other construction activities. Hazardous
material removal activities must be contracted to a qualified hazardous materials
removal contractor.
Construction contract documents shall require the hazardous material removal
contractor or subcontractor to comply with the following:
(1) Prepare a hazardous material discovery and response contingency plan for
review by the Shasta Lake Fire Protection District (Fire District). The Fire
District will act as the first responder to a condition of extreme emergency
(i.e., fire, emergency medical assistance, etc).
(2) In the event that a condition or suspected condition of soil and/or
groundwater contamination are discovered during construction, work shall
cease or be restricted to an unaffected area of the site as the situation
warrants and the City shall be immediately notified. Upon notification, the
City shall notify the EHD of the contamination condition, and the hazardous
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material removal contractor shall prepare a site remediation plan and a site
safety plan, the latter of which is required by OSHA for the protection of
construction workers. Similarly, the hazardous material removal contractor
shall follow and implement all directives of the EHD and any other
jurisdictional authorities that might become involved in the remediation
process.
(3) Preparation of any remediation plan shall include in its focus measures to be
taken to protect the public from exposure to potential site hazards and shall
include a certification that the remediation measures would clean up the
contaminants, dispose of the wastes properly, and protect public health in
accordance with federal, state, and local requirements.
(4) Obtain closure and/or No Further Action letters from the appropriate
agency(ies).
(5) Construction contract documents shall include provisions for the proper
handling and disposal of contaminated soil and/or dewatering water
(including groundwater and contaminated rainwater) in accordance with
federal, state, and local requirements.
Significance after Mitigation
Less than significant
Impact 6.4-2: Redevelopment could result in the rehabilitation or demolition of
buildings likely to contain asbestos, lead-based paint, or other
hazardous substances
The Amended Project Area contains a large number of residential and commercial
structures built before 1975, which are likely to contain asbestos, lead-based paint, or other
hazardous substances. The deteriorated condition of many of these buildings presents an
ongoing risk of release of these materials into the environment. Demolition or rehabilitation
of such structures could also result in a release of hazardous materials into the environment.
Asbestos, a naturally-occurring fibrous material, was used as a fireproofing and insulating
agent in building construction before such uses were terminated due to liability concerns in
the late 1970s. Because it was widely used prior to the discovery of its health effects,
asbestos may be found in a variety of building materials and components such as insulation,
walls and ceilings, floor tiles, and pipe insulation. Friable (easily crumbled) materials are
particularly hazardous because inhalation of airborne fibers is the primary mode of asbestos
entry into the body. Non-friable asbestos is generally bound to other materials such that it
does not become airborne under normal conditions. Non-friable asbestos and encapsulated
friable asbestos do not pose substantial health risks.
Asbestos exposure is a human respiratory hazard. Asbestos-related health problems
include lung cancer and asbestosis. Cal/OSHA considers asbestos-containing building
material a hazardous substance when a bulk sample contains more than 0.1 percent
asbestos by weight. Cal/OSHA requires that a qualified contractor licensed to handle
asbestos materials handle any material containing more than 0.1 percent asbestos by
weight. Any activity that involves cutting, grinding, or drilling during building renovation or
demolition or relocation of underground utilities could release friable asbestos fibers unless
proper precautions are taken. Inhalation of airborne fibers is the primary mode of asbestos
entry into the body, making friable materials the greatest potential health risk.
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There are currently federal laws and regulations in place that regulate the use, removal, and
disposal of ACM. Such laws and regulations include:
•
•
•

TSCA (15 USC. § 2601 et seq.)
Federal CAA (42 USC § 7401 et seq.)
Title 40 CFR Part 763 and 61

Lead is also likely to be present in older structures. Among its numerous uses and sources,
lead can be found in paint, water pipes, solder in plumbing systems, and in soils around
buildings and structures painted with lead-based paint. In 1978, the federal government
required the reduction of lead in house paint to less than 0.06 percent (600 parts per million
(ppm)). However, some paints manufactured after 1978 for industrial or marine uses legally
contain more than 0.06 percent lead. Excessive exposure to lead (even low levels of lead)
can result in the accumulation of lead in the blood, soft tissues, and bones. Children are
particularly susceptible to potential lead-related health problems because it is easily
absorbed into developing systems and organs.
Heavy metals can also be found in and around older structures. Old light tubes,
thermostats, and other electrical equipment typically contain heavy metals such as mercury.
Elemental mercury can also be found in many electrical switches. Due to accidental spills
and historic disposal practices before the adoption of more stringent disposal regulations, it
is possible elemental mercury may be present in older commercial and industrial properties.
Mercury liquid evaporates slowly if exposed to air, and, at certain levels of exposure,
mercury vapors are toxic and can cause kidney and liver damage.
Another common contaminate found in older structures is Polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB).
PCB is an organic chemical, usually in the form of oil that was historically used in electrical
equipment.
PCBs are most commonly associated with pole-mounted electrical
transformers, but they were also used in insulators and capacitors in building electrical
equipment. PCBs are highly persistent in the environment, and exposure to PCBs can
cause serious liver, dermal, and reproductive system damage. PCBs are also a suspected
human carcinogen.
Although there is a regulatory framework in place that governs the removal and disposal of
these hazardous items once identified, most structures in the Amended Project Area have
not been thoroughly investigated to determine the types, amounts, and locations of
hazardous substances that could be present in building materials.
Therefore,
redevelopment activities such as demolition, rehabilitation, and housing construction could
expose construction workers and future residents to unmitigated hazards associated with
the presence of hazardous substances (e.g., asbestos, lead, PCBs, etc.) during demolition.
This is a potentially significant impact.
Demolition activities would be subject to all applicable federal, state, and local regulations to
minimize potential risks to human health and the environment, and worker and public
safeguards would be included in the demolition contract.
Mitigation
6.4-2a

Prior to any Agency rehabilitation or demolition activities, the Agency shall
conduct an interior survey to evaluate the presence of ACM, lead based paint,
PCB-containing electrical and hydraulic fluids, and/or chlorofluorocarbons
(CFCs), as well as any other potential environmental concerns (i.e.,
aboveground/underground fuel tanks, elevator shafts/hydraulic lifts, floor
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drains/sumps, chemical storage/disposal) which may be present within structures
on a project site.
6.4-2b

A project applicant for a project subject to an Owner Participation Agreement
(OPA) or Disposition and Development Agreement (DDA) shall provide written
documentation to the Agency that ACM and lead-based paint has been abated
and any remaining hazardous substances and/or waste have been removed in
compliance with applicable state and local laws and regulations.

Significance after Mitigation
Less than significant
CUMULATIVE IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES
Impact 6.4-3 Redevelopment of the Amended Project Area would contribute to
cumulative increases in the use of hazardous substances during
construction and occupancy
As redevelopment activities remove barriers to General Plan build-out, the construction and
operation of current and future projects within the City of Shasta Lake would continue to
involve the use of hazardous substances. Projects that use, store, transport, or dispose of
hazardous substances would be required to comply with federal, state, and local regulations
to ensure the safe handling of these materials. Due to strict regulation, the risk of release or
exposure to hazardous substances within the Amended Project Area would be minimized.
Associated health and safety risks would generally be limited to those individuals using the
substances or to persons in the immediate vicinity of the substances. Although the risk of
accident or inadvertent releases cannot be completely avoided, hazardous substances
incidents would typically be site-specific, generally one-time occurrences that would not
combine with similar effects elsewhere. Implementation of applicable hazardous materials
management laws and regulations adopted at the federal, state, and local levels, which are
monitored by the City, EHD, and the California Highway Patrol (CHP), would ensure
cumulative impacts related to hazardous substances use remain less than significant. The
proposed Amendment’s net contribution to this cumulative impact would be a small
increment, and would be less than cumulatively considerable and, thus, less than
significant.
Mitigation
None required
Impact 6.4-4 Redevelopment of the Amended Project Area would contribute to
cumulative increases in the number of people who could be exposed to
accidental or intentional release of hazardous substances on rail lines
and roadways
The release of a hazardous material to the environment as a result of a transportation
accident could cause a multitude of problems to the environment, property, or human health,
the significance of which would be dependent on the type, location, and quantity of the
material released. Although hazardous material incidents can happen almost anywhere,
urbanized areas such as Shasta Lake are at higher risk.
The City contains two major transportation arteries, I-5, and the UPRR main line. Each
mode would involve the transportation of hazardous substances through and into the City
each year. Considerations must be made also for the numerous agriculturally related
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business located in the area. Therefore, the Shasta Lake area is already at risk of the
effects of a major catastrophic hazardous materials emergency due to the proximity of the
transportation routes to populated areas, and as the City’s population grows, more people
could be at risk of exposure to a catastrophic incident.
When a hazardous material emergency occurs, multiple resources are available, with the
Shasta Lake Fire Protection District leading the response activities. The response to an
incident may be in the territory of the City of Shasta Lake, Shasta County, and on mutual aid
calls.
Redevelopment activities in the Amended Project Area would not result in any changes in
the regional transportation of hazardous substances via roadway, rail, air, or water. If a
hazardous materials incident were to occur within the Amended Project Area or anywhere
else in the City, it would be unpredictable – and the effects site-specific, such that there
would not be a combined effect. Therefore, the proposed Amendment would not result in a
cumulatively considerable contribution, and the cumulative impact would be less than
significant.
Mitigation
None required
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6.5 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
INTRODUCTION
This Sub-chapter of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) addresses potential effects to
hydrologic resources in the proposed Amended Project Area, including surface water and
groundwater resources, flooding, and water quality that could be caused by implementation
of the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Plan Fourth Amendment (Amendment). Site
characteristics such as regional and local drainage, flooding conditions, and water quality
are described. This analysis is based on consultation with the City of Shasta Lake Utilities
Department, the Shasta Lake General Plan EIR (SLGP EIR), and the Draft EIR for the
Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Plan (1989).
Issues related to the generation of wastewater and stormwater drainage, and the capacity of
the City to handle flows in the Amended Project Area, are addressed in Chapter 6.7, Public
Services and Utilities.
For the purposes of this analysis there would be no environmental effects related to seiche,
tsunami, or mudflow. The Amended Project Area is located far from the Pacific Ocean and
historically has not been affected by tsunamis. In addition, mudflows are an unlikely
scenario. A seiche in the Sacramento River or Shasta Lake is theoretically possible.
However, the risk of this event is considered very low because the lake and river channel
are not completely enclosed. Therefore, these issues are not discussed further in this EIR.
There was one comment letter in response to the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for hydrology
or water quality. The California Department of Water Resources sent a standard letter
regarding encroachment on a State Adopted Plan of Flood Control, and the need to obtain
an encroachment permit for any projects conducted in a flood plain. There are no
Designated Floodways in the Amended Project Area.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
SACRAMENTO RIVER BASIN
As shown in Figure 6.5-1, the City of Shasta Lake (City) is located within the Sacramento
River watershed near Shasta Dam. The Sacramento River is about 400 miles long, and
originates in the Cascade and Trinity mountain ranges of northern California and southern
Oregon, draining into the northern part of California’s Central Valley, before flowing through
the Sacramento River Delta into the San Francisco Bay.
The Sacramento River Basin covers nearly 27,000 square miles, or about 17% of
California’s total land area. The Sacramento River is the third largest river in California and
a major source of water for irrigation and drinking, with a total runoff of about 22 million acrefeet per year (ac-ft/yr). At its terminus, the Sacramento River discharges approximately 21.6
million ac-ft/yr into the Sacramento/San Joaquin Delta. The River has an average flow of
17.9 million ac-ft/yr. Late summers generally have lower levels compared to the late winter
and spring. Average flows in the peak month, February, are approximately nine times
greater than the average flows in the low months.
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Source: Sacramento Regional County Sanitation
District Web Site, www.srcsd.com

FIGURE 6.5-1
SACRAMENTO RIVER WATERSHED

Flows in the upper Sacramento River are primarily regulated by Shasta Dam and are reregulated 15 miles downstream at Keswick Dam. The watershed above Shasta Dam drains
approximately 6,650 square miles with an average runoff of 5.7 million ac-ft/yr. With a
capacity of 4.6 million ac-ft, Shasta Dam has the largest capacity of any reservoir in the
state. Annual releases range from 9 million ac-ft in wet years to 3 million ac-ft in dry years.
The climate within the general area of the Amended Project Area is characterized by hot,
dry summers and mild winters, with typically light precipitation. Approximately 90% of the
annual precipitation occurs during the period from October through March. Precipitation
occurs almost entirely as rain; however, in the mountainous regions of the upper
Sacramento River Basin, much of the seasonal precipitation occurs as snow. Average
annual precipitation along the Sacramento River to the west of the Amended Project Area is
approximately 34 inches. A 100-year storm in the local area will have a 24-hour
precipitation total of approximately 5.0 inches.
Major storm events can produce high flows through the Sacramento River system. Flood
control facilities along this river consists of a comprehensive system of dams, levees,
overflow weirs (diversion structures in the river intended to ensure a maximum flow in the
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river), flood control bypass channels, and drainage pumping plants. Such facilities harness
flood flows by regulating the amount of water passing through a particular reach of the river.
LOCAL SURFACE WATER
There are several streams and their north and south branches that flow through the
Amended Project Area, including Churn Creek, Moody Creek, Salt Creek, Clear Creek, Rich
Gulch Creek, Little Churn Creek, and Nelson Creek. Most of the City lies within the Churn
Creek watershed, which, combined with Stillwater Creek to the south, stretches almost to
Anderson and encompasses 77,735 acres.1 The Western Shasta Resources Conservation
District (WSRCD) is in the process of creating a management plan to improve conditions in
the watershed. Many of the area’s streams flow under city streets, keeping fish and other
wildlife from their natural habitats. In the Amended Project Area, Churn Creek runs parallel
to Lake Boulevard, through and along the eastern edge of the City’s industrial area. The
creek eventually drains into the Sacramento River just north of the City of Anderson,
approximately 16 miles south of the City.
Churn Creek and its tributaries are at times dry; however, when water is present in Churn
Creek and its tributaries, there is hydraulic continuity between it and the Sacramento River.
During periods of hydraulic continuity, Churn Creek and its tributaries add to the water
quantity and may impact the quality of water flowing downstream in the Sacramento River.2
The Water Quality Control Plan for the Sacramento and San Joaquin River Basins (Basin
Plan) does not identify any beneficial uses specifically for Churn Creek and its tributaries,
but the Basin Plan does identify present and potential beneficial uses for the Sacramento
River, to which Churn Creek is a tributary.3 The Basin Plan identifies the following beneficial
uses for the Sacramento River: municipal and domestic supply; agricultural supply; industrial
service supply; hydropower generation; water contact and non-contact recreation; warm and
cold freshwater habitat; migration of aquatic organisms; spawning, reproduction, and/or
early development; wildlife habitat; navigation; ground water recharge; and freshwater
replenishment. In addition, the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) Resolution
88-63 (Sources of Drinking Water Policy), incorporated into the Basin Plan pursuant to
Regional Board Resolution 89-056, requires the Central Valley Regional Water Quality
Control Board (CVRWQCB) to assign the municipal and domestic supply use to water
bodies that do not have beneficially listed uses.
Upon review of the flow conditions, habitat values, and beneficial uses of Churn Creek and
its tributaries, the CVRWQCB has found that the beneficial uses identified in the Basin Plan
for the Sacramento River are applicable to Churn Creek and its tributaries. The Basin Plan
defines beneficial uses, and with respect to disposal of wastewaters states that “...disposal
of wastewaters is [not] a prohibited use of waters of the State; it is merely a use which
cannot be satisfied to the detriment of beneficial uses.”

1

Western Shasta Resources Conservation District, Stillwater, Churn and Clover Creek Watersheds,
http://www.westernshastarcd.org/scc_sheds.html
2
California Regional Water Quality Control Board Central Valley Region, Order No. R5-2003-0154, NPDES NO.
CA 0081400, Waste Discharge Requirements For Sierra Pacific Industries Shasta Lake Division Shasta
County
3
Water Quality Control Plan for the Sacramento and San Joaquin River Basins, CVRWQCB, retrieved from
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb5/water_issues/basin_plans/index.html
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Churn Creek and its tributaries flow through rural and residential areas and there is ready
public access. Contact and non-contact recreational activities exist and are likely to
increase as the population in the area grows. Prior to discharge into the Sacramento River,
Churn Creek flows through such areas of general public access.
GROUNDWATER
The Redding Groundwater Basin is in the northernmost portion of the Sacramento Valley.
Underlying parts of Tehama and Shasta counties, it is bordered by the Klamath Mountains
to the north, the Coast Range to the west, and the Cascade Mountains to the east. The Red
Bluff Arch, between Cottonwood and Red Bluff, separates the Redding Groundwater Basin
from the Sacramento Valley Groundwater Basin to the south. The Redding Groundwater
Basin is divided into six sub-basins: Anderson, Enterprise, Millville, Rosewood, Bowman,
and South Battle Creek. Figure 6.5-2 shows the areal extent of the Redding Groundwater
Basin.
The water budget of the Redding Groundwater Basin is dominated by a large annual influx
of water falling as precipitation on the surrounding mountains and valley floor. A large
portion of recharge to the Redding Groundwater Basin is from precipitation and snowmelt
from higher elevations. Average annual precipitation in the Redding Groundwater Basin
ranges from 22 to as much as 60 inches in the higher elevations.
The SWRCB has issued water rights to existing water users along Churn Creek and its
tributaries for multiple uses including domestic, agricultural, and industrial service supply.
Since Churn Creek and its tributaries are intermittent streams, the creeks likely provide
groundwater recharge during periods of low flow. Domestic water supply in the Amended
Project Area is provided by the City from treated surface water, and not groundwater.
However, the potential for expanded use exists.
FLOODING
Most of the Amended Project Area is within Zone X of the Federal Emergency Management
Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map (Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) Number
060758 0005A, 6/16/99), except for the stream corridors crossing the City (Figure 6.5-3). As
noted above, there are several streams and their north and south branches that flow through
the Amended Project Area, including Churn Creek, Moody Creek, Salt Creek, Clear Creek,
Rich Gulch Creek, Little Churn Creek, and Nelson Creek. The floodways of these creeks
have been delineated and are designated Flood Hazard Zone AE, with their base flood
elevations determined.
Churn Creek has its confluence with the Sacramento River northeast of the Amended
Project Area. FEMA has adopted peak discharge levels for the Sacramento River above
Churn Creek, a 6,800 square mile drainage area, as 88,000 cubic feet per second (cfs) in a
10 year-event, 102,000 cfs in a 50-year event, 112,000 cfs in a 100-year event, and 351,000
cfs in a 500-year event (FEMA, Flood Insurance Study, Shasta County, California,
Unincorporated Areas).
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Source: Redding Basin Water Resources
Management Plan EIR, 2007

SHASTA DAM AREA RP FOURTH AMENDMENT DEIR
FEBRUARY 2008

FIGURE 6.5-2
REDDING GROUNDWATER BASIN AND WATER
DISTRICTS
SHASTA LAKE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
6.5-5

6.5 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Source: Ervin Consulting Group, 2008
FEMA Q3 Data, 6/16/1999
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Dam Failure
Shasta Lake Reservoir could cause significant or catastrophic flooding of the Amended
Project Area and other downstream areas if the dam were to fail. However, the probability
of dam failure at any given time is very remote and is considered to be beyond the realm of
reasonably foreseeable in the analysis of the proposed project. Shasta Dam is federally
owned and operated by the Bureau of Reclamation. According to the Bureau of
Reclamation, the dam is inspected on an annual basis and is subject to a separate
inspection by an external party every three years. The most recent inspection concluded
that the dam is in excellent condition.4
WATER QUALITY
In general, surface water quality5 characteristics within the Sacramento River Watershed
meet the applicable regulatory standards. Water quality characteristics in the Sacramento
River basin are influenced by flow volumes, with pollutant concentrations decreasing as
flows decrease. This influence is complex, because flows are influenced by regulated dam
releases and precipitation throughout the watershed. The effect of flows on quality is largely
consistent with the re-suspension and transport of sediment-associated metals and other
constituents.
In the Project Area and Churn Creek watershed, runoff to local water resources is heavily
influenced by the use of land. Agricultural runoff is often a concern because the
constituents include pesticides and other elements that may be harmful to drinking water
supply and aquatic life. Urban runoff is also a concern because metals, grease, and other
solvents related to urban development can degrade water quality.
Activities such as logging, mining, grazing, channel clearing, levee construction,
urbanization, roads, forest fires, and water diversions have resulted in decreased vegetative
cover in the watershed. The lack of riparian and upland vegetation creates a situation
where precipitation is not retained or stored as efficiently, resulting in rapid runoff and
potential flooding; a decrease in water retention underground yields surface water with
higher temperatures, which can impair water quality. Increased runoff can contribute to
increased sediment yields. Increased sediment yields can affect the water quality in the
watershed, adversely affecting fish and other biotic habitat. Sediments can also deposit
behind dams in the watershed, decreasing reservoir storage capacity, and impairing flood
control capability and power generation storage.
The water in the Sacramento River and its major tributaries is generally of good quality; the
source is snow that melts and collects in upstream reservoirs and is released in response to
water needs or flood control. The amount of dissolved solids in the Sacramento River and
its major tributaries (Yuba, Feather, and American rivers) was low at all of the sampled
locations.
However, some stream segments are listed as “impaired” by various
contaminants, including the Feather River. Impairment means that a standard of water
quality for beneficial uses (for example, as a source of drinking water, for recreation, or
industrial use) is not being met. The impaired water bodies in the Sacramento River Basin
4

Shasta Ranch Mining and Reclamation Project, Shasta County, July 2006, retrieved from
http://www.co.shasta.ca.us/Departments/Resourcemgmt/drm/Shasta%20Ranch/DEIR/4.9%20Hydrology%20an
d%20Water%20Quality%20020906.A.pdf
5
California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central Valley Region, The Water Quality Control Plan for the
Sacramento and San Joaquin River Basin (Basin Plan), Fourth Edition – 1998, revised 2007.
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are mainly affected by nonpoint sources of contaminants from agriculture or from a
combination of point and nonpoint sources from abandoned mines. Water-quality objectives
are usually not met only during conditions of stormwater-driven runoff.

REGULATORY SETTING
FEDERAL
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
The City’s stormwater discharge is regulated by an NPDES permit issued by the SWRCB
under the requirements of the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and
Section 402 of the Clean Water Act (CWA). The goal of this permit is to reduce pollutants
found in urban stormwater runoff. This permit requires the City to comply with applicable
water quality and performance standards.
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)
The City is a participant in the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP), a Federal program
administered by FEMA. Participants in the NFIP must satisfy certain mandated floodplain
management criteria. The National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 has adopted as a desired
level of protection, an expectation that buildings and related structures should be protected
from floodwater damage of the Intermediate Regional Flood (IRF). The IRF is defined as a
flood that has an average frequency of occurrence on the order of once in 100 years
although such a flood may occur in any given year. Communities are occasionally audited
by the DWR to insure the proper implementation of FEMA floodplain management
regulations. Responsibility for the safety of dams under federal jurisdiction belongs to the
agency constructing the dam. Federal agency programs to maintain dam safety are based
on the Federal Guidelines for Dam Safety prepared by FEMA.
Safe Drinking Water Act, United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
The Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA) is the main federal law that ensures the quality of
Americans' drinking water. The SDWA authorizes the EPA to set national health-based
standards for drinking water to protect against both naturally-occurring and man-made
contaminants that may be found in drinking water. The EPA, states, and water systems
then work together to make sure that these standards are met. The EPA sets threshold
standards for dioxin and furan contaminant levels.
STATE
State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) and Central Valley Regional Water
Quality Control Board (CVRWQCB)
The SWRCB is responsible for implementing the federal CWA and does so through issuing
NPDES permits through regional water quality control boards. The Amended Project Area is
located within a portion of the state regulated by the CVRWQCB.
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The SWRCB has issued a statewide General Permit (Water Quality Order No. 99-08-DWQ)
for construction activities within the state. The Construction General Permit is implemented
and enforced by the RWQCBs. The Construction General Permit applies to construction
activity that disturbs one acre or more of land and requires the preparation and
implementation of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that identifies Best
Management Practices (BMPs) to minimize pollutants from discharging from the
construction site to the maximum extent practicable. The RWQCB evaluates each project
on a project-by-project basis and BMPs appropriate for the proposed project will be
approved by the CVRWQCB to ensure water quality protection.
The SWRCB has also issued a statewide General Permit (Water Quality Order No. 97-03DWQ) for regulating storm water discharges associated with industrial activities. This
General Permit requires the implementation of management measures that will achieve the
performance standard of best available technology (BAT) that is economically achievable
and best conventional pollutant control technology (BCT). It also requires the development
of an SWPPP, a monitoring plan, and the filing of an annual report.
Certain actions also need to conform to a General Permit (Water Quality Order No. 5-00175) that requires that a permit be acquired for dewatering and other low threat discharges
to surface waters, provided that they do not contain significant quantities of pollutants and
are either (1) four months or less in duration, or (2) the average dry weather discharge does
not exceed 0.25 million gallons per day (mgd). Examples of activities that may require the
acquisition of such a permit include well development water, construction dewatering,
pump/well testing, pipeline/tank pressure testing, pipeline/tank flushing or dewatering,
condensate discharges, water supply system discharges, and other miscellaneous
dewatering/low threat discharges.
Currently, the City falls under the jurisdiction of Water Quality Order No. 2003-0005-DWQ
pertaining to post construction storm water BMPs for Storm Water Discharges from Small
Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems associated with NPDES Phase II program
communities. Permitees must meet the requirements in Provision D of the General Permit,
which require the development and implementation of a Storm Water Management Plan
(SWMP) with the goal of reducing the discharge of pollutants to the maximum extent
practicable. The SWMP must include the following six minimum control measures:
•

Public Education and Outreach on Storm Water Impacts

•

Public Involvement/Participation

•

Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination

•

Construction Site Storm Water Runoff Control

•

Post-Construction Storm Water Management in New Development

•

Redevelopment and Pollution Prevention/Good Housekeeping for Municipal
Operations

California General Industrial Storm Water Permit
Companies involved in a variety of industrial activities must be covered under a general
industrial storm water permit. These activities include any manufacturing operations,
transportation facilities where vehicles are maintained (maintenance includes fueling and
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washing), landfills, hazardous waste sites, and other similar operations. The general permit
requires that each facility notify the State, prepare and implement a SWPPP, and monitor to
determine the amount of pollutants leaving the site.
The general permit requires industrial dischargers to:
•

Eliminate illicit discharges of storm water to storm water systems

•

Develop and implement a SWPPP

•

Perform monitoring of discharges to storm water systems

The SWPPP should include:
•

Source identification

•

Practices to reduce pollutants

•

An assessment of potential pollution sources

•

A materials inventory

•

A preventive maintenance program

•

Spill prevention and response procedures

•

General Storm Water Management Practices

•

Employee training

•

Facility inspection

•

Recording keeping

•

Elimination of un-permitted non-storm water discharges to the industrial storm water
system

LOCAL
City of Shasta Lake (City) Development Requirements
All redevelopment activities and redevelopment-engendered development will need to meet
the standards and requirements set forth by the City of Shasta Lake Department of Public
Works and the City of Shasta Lake Municipal Code (SLMC) for erosion and sediment
control, and the protection of water quality.
The City is beginning the preparation of a Storm Water Master Plan that would assess the
storm water data for the City, identify impacts to properties and necessary public facilities
within the City, and generate proposed capital improvement projects to address those
impacts. Future projects will need to comply with the conclusions of that report, including
any mitigation measures that ensue from the report.
City of Shasta Lake General Plan (General Plan)
The General Plan has established objectives regarding water resources and water quality,
and flood-related hazards.
SHASTA LAKE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
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Water Resources & Quality
Objectives
W-1

Conserve and manage all surface and groundwater resources so that all City
residents, both now and in the future, have reasonable assurances that an
adequate quantity and quality of water exists.

W-2

Develop and establish regional relationships to insure flexible water supply
sources.

Policies
W-a

The City shall maintain standards for erosion and sediment control plans for
development.

W-b

Septic systems, waste disposal sites, and other sources of hazardous or polluting
materials shall be designed to prevent contamination to rivers, creeks, streams,
reservoirs, or the groundwater basin in accordance with standards accepted by
or imposed by the City, Shasta County Environmental Health Division and the
State Regional Water Quality Control Board.

W-c

Preserve and/or enhance Central Valley Project water allocations.

W-d

The City shall work cooperatively with water agencies in Shasta County.

Flood Protection
Objective
FL-1:

Protect public health and safety, both on-site and downstream, from flooding
through floodplain management, which regulates the types of land uses, which
may locate in the floodplain, prescribes construction designs for floodplain
development, and requires mitigation measures for development, which would
impact the floodplain by increasing runoff quantities.

Policies
FL-a:

New development in floodplains shall be regulated through zoning regulations
addressing land use type, density, and siting of structures.

FL-b:

City of Shasta Lake flood control measures should advance, in so far as
possible, the goals of providing for domestic and industrial water uses,
recreation, resource conservation (including streamside vegetation and habitat)
and the preservation of the scenic values of water resources.

FL-c:

Flood control measures shall consist of channel diversions or limited floodplain
designs, which avoid to the maximum extent feasible, alteration of creeks and
their immediate environs.

FL-d:

The City shall participate in region-wide emergency preparedness plans to
protect the public from flooding hazards.
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FL-e:

The City shall participate in the preparation of a region-wide flood control
drainage plan to reduce existing and future regional flooding.

FL-f:

New critical or high occupancy structures (e.g., schools, hospitals) shall not be
located in the 100-year floodplain unless those structures and supporting utilities
are designed to prevent damage and service interruption during the 100-year
flood.

FL-g:

A Citywide Master Drainage Plan shall be prepared that will reduce existing and
future flooding hazards.

FL-h:

Flood Hazard Maps shall be maintained by the City to aid in the project review
process.

FL-i:

The impacts of new development on the floodplain or other downstream areas
due to increased runoff from that development shall be mitigated.

PROPOSED REDEVELOPMENT ACTIVITIES
The proposed Amendment would provide tax increment financing to fund capital
improvements, housing, economic development incentives, and financial incentives for
rehabilitation and redevelopment. The potential water facility and drainage improvement
projects could include, but are not limited to, storm system improvements, storm system
rehabilitation/street improvements, water treatment equipment, and street drainage to
prevent erosion and flooding. The Amendment may assist these projects as approved by
the City after site-specific environmental review.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
METHODOLOGY
Analysis of potential hydrology and water quality impacts is based on review of existing and
planned development in the Amended Project Area to establish existing conditions and to
identify potential environmental effects, based on the standards of significance presented in
this Sub-chapter.
Impacts on surface and groundwater quality were analyzed by reviewing existing
groundwater and surface water quality literature that pertains to the Amended Project Area,
identifying existing on-site ground and surface waters, and evaluating existing and potential
sources of water quality pollutants based on the types of land uses and operational activities
in the Amended Project Area. Additionally, the applicability of federal and state regulations,
ordinances, and/or standards to surface and groundwater quality of the Amended Project
Area and subsequent receiving waters were assessed.
Potential impacts from
implementation of the Amendment were determined by evaluating whether redevelopment
activities or redevelopment-engendered development would exceed the thresholds of
significance outlined below.
Impacts on water quality are assessed as a function of potential pollutant types,
concentrations, and load (effect of flow quantity changes). These are evaluated qualitatively
SHASTA LAKE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
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because specific design characteristics and land uses that could affect the amount, type,
and susceptibility to runoff of potential pollutants are not known until development occurs
over the life of the Amendment.
THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE
Criteria from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines are used to
determine the significance of hydrology, water quality, and flood hazard impacts. The
project will normally have a significant effect on the environment if it will:
•

Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements.

•

Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would
result in flooding on- or off-site, or exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems.

•

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map, or expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death
involving flooding.

PROJECT-SPECIFIC IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES
Impact 6.5-1 Construction of redevelopment projects or redevelopment-engendered
projects could degrade the quality of receiving water bodies
Construction activities associated with redevelopment activities and redevelopment
engendered development would result in land-disturbing activities such as grading,
excavation, and trenching for utility and infrastructure installation. When lands within the
Amended Project Area are excavated or otherwise disturbed by construction activities, the
potential for soil erosion and sedimentation in runoff discharging from the construction site
would substantially increase during a rainstorm. In addition, construction equipment would
have the potential to leak polluting materials, including oil and gasoline. Improper use of
fuels, oils, and other construction-related hazardous materials such as pipe sealant may
also pose a threat to surface or groundwater quality. Through stormwater runoff, these
sediments and contaminants may be transported to the local stream system, to the
Sacramento River, and downstream drainages and water bodies.
Although earth-disturbing activities associated with construction within the Amended Project
Area would be temporary, on- or off-site soil erosion, siltation, discharges of constructionrelated hazardous materials could degrade downstream surface waters. Existing regulatory
mechanisms would regulate construction activities and minimize the degradation of water
quality. Before onset of any construction activities, where the disturbed area is one acre or
more in size, the City would require contractors to obtain coverage under the NPDES
General Construction Permit and include erosion and sediment control plans. As a
performance standard, the General Construction Permit requires controls of pollutant
discharges that use BAT that is economically achievable, BCT to reduce pollutants, and any
more stringent controls necessary to meet water quality standards. BMPs may consist of a
wide variety of measures taken to reduce pollutants in stormwater and other non-point
source runoff.
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Measures range from source controls, such as reduced surface disturbance, to treatment of
polluted runoff, such as detention or retention basins. BMPs to be implemented as part of
the General Construction Permit may include, but are not limited to, the following measures:
•

Temporary erosion and sediment control measures (such as straw mulch and
tackifier, silt fences, staked wattles, silt/sediment basins and traps, check dams,
geofabric, and temporary revegetation or other ground cover) will be employed to
control erosion and sedimentation from disturbed areas.

•

Drainage facilities in downstream off-site areas will be protected from sediment using
BMPs.

•

Grass or other vegetative cover or other approved erosion control measures will be
established on the construction site as soon as possible after disturbance. No
disturbed surfaces will be left without erosion control measures in place.

The City requires contractors to comply with Chapter 15.08 of the SLMC, the Grading,
Erosion Control, and Hillside Development Ordinance. This ordinance sets forth rules and
regulations to control excavation, grading, earthwork construction including fills and
embankments, and development on hillsides and along ridgelines; establishes the
administrative procedure for issuance of permits; and provides for approval of plans and
inspection of grading construction.
Prior to issuance of a construction permit, the City would require contractors to provide an
erosion and sediment control plan. Standard conditions of approval require that the SWPPP
must be prepared by a Registered Civil Engineer and shall demonstrate how water quality
impacts from construction and development will be properly treated to prevent siltation to
downstream waters and to remove pollutants such as oil, grease, and garbage from
downstream discharge of storm water, particularly during the first season storms. These
methods must be provided to the satisfaction of the City Engineer before construction can
begin.
The City performs inspections of the construction area, to verify that the BMPs specified in
the erosion and sediment control plan are properly implemented and maintained. The City
notifies contractors immediately if there is a noncompliance issue and requires compliance.
Control of erosion and sediment transport during the construction phase would effectively
mitigate potential sediment impairment of receiving waters.
Key to the conservation and management of surface and groundwater resources is the
protection of these resources through the implementation of measures that will prevent
contamination of rivers, creeks, streams, reservoirs, or the groundwater basin from septic
systems, waste disposal sites, grading, and other sources of hazardous or polluting
materials.
All development must be designed to prevent contamination in accordance with standards
accepted by or imposed by the City, Shasta County Environmental Health Division (EHD),
and the CVRWQCB. Measures include, but are not limited to, requirement to connect to the
City's wastewater collection and treatment system, use of BMPs to control runoff from new
development, requiring the preparation of erosion and sediment control plans, and the use
of detention/retention basins not only to control erosion, but also to minimize the potential for
flooding.
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The Amendment would further provide assistance for connecting existing structures to the
community wastewater system, and other capital improvements to improve water quality and
drainage. Adherence to the Grading, Erosion Control, and Hillside Development Ordinance
and NPDES General Construction Permit requirements would reduce construction erosion
and sedimentation impacts to less-than-significant levels.
Mitigation
None required
Impact 6.5-2 Redevelopment in the Amended Project Area would generate new
sources of runoff that could increase the rate or amount of surface
runoff in a manner that would result in flooding on- or off-site, or
exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage
systems
Redevelopment is intended to remove barriers to planned development within the Amended
Project Area. As development occurs on scattered vacant parcels, there would be an
increase in impervious surfaces. As such, over time, build-out in the Amended Project Area
would increase stormwater and non-stormwater runoff entering local streams and the
Sacramento River compared to existing conditions.
Land within the Amended Project Area is developed and covered with an extensive amount
of impervious surfaces, except in some of the open industrial lands east of the Union Pacific
Railroad (UPRR) line and in the lower density residential areas in the Added Area. The
limited planned development of the Amended Project Area over the life of the Amendment is
not anticipated to result in a significant increase in stormwater runoff from any one site, thus
there would be a minimal increase in urban runoff from streets and parking areas. Planned
development would not significantly alter the existing drainage pattern.
The Amendment would provide drainage infrastructure improvements to meet the needs of
redevelopment engendered development in the Amended Project Area. The City Public
Works Department has the authority to require project-specific drainage plans that would
typically include on-site drainage features such as gravel infiltration beds, pervious
landscaped areas, or detention/retention facilities. The Amendment would further provide
capital improvements assistance for improving storm drains, flood control improvements,
curbs and gutters, and other drainage systems and capacity. However, individual
redevelopment projects could result in a potentially significant impact on drainage
systems on a case-by-case basis.
Mitigation
The following measures shall be required for future redevelopment projects, as applicable:
6.5-2a

A final drainage plan shall be prepared for the project and off-site improvements
by a Registered Civil Engineer to determine how drainage will be properly
managed as the individual parcels are developed, and the necessary locations
and size of common storm water detention facilities, drainage easements, and
access easements for maintenance.

6.5-2b

The methods shown shall not adversely affect adjacent or downstream
properties. Storm drainage facilities shall be sized and installed in accordance
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with the project improvement plans as approved by the City Engineer, and in
accordance with the construction standards of the Public Works Department.
6.5-2c

Detention basins shall be fenced and screened or designed such that safety
fencing may not be required. The fence requirement may be eliminated only if
alternate safety provisions are provided as reviewed and approved by the City
Engineer and Development Services Director.

6.5-2d

Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the Property Owner shall provide to the City
documentation prepared by a licensed engineer verifying that road and utility
improvements constructed within a 100-year floodplain do not adversely affect
the carrying capacity of areas where base flood elevations have been
determined, but a floodway has not been designated.

6.5-2e

The cumulative effect of the proposed project when combined with all other
existing and anticipated development shall not increase the water surface
elevation of the base flood more than one foot at any point. In addition, all new
sanitary sewer and water systems shall be designed to minimize or eliminate
infiltration of floodwaters into the systems and discharge from the systems into
floodwaters pursuant to SLMC Section 15.04.170.

Significance after Mitigation
Less than significant
Impact 6.5-3 Redevelopment
projects
and
development
engendered
by
redevelopment could adversely affect groundwater quality, the rate and
direction of groundwater flow, or interfere with groundwater recharge
The groundwater beneath the Amended Project Area is not used by the City as a water
supply. However, General Plan build-out would substantially increase the amount of
impervious surfaces, and thereby reduce the ability for precipitation to percolate to the
aquifer, thereby reducing groundwater recharge. This reduction is not considered a
substantial concern because the aquifer recharge in this area is driven primarily by deep
percolation from local waterways, such as the Sacramento River and the local stream
system. In addition, the Amended Project Area is not identified as a primary groundwater
recharge area. For these reasons, impacts on groundwater supplies are considered less
than significant.
Mitigation
None required
Impact 6.5-4 Redevelopment
projects
and
development
engendered
by
redevelopment could expose people or structures to an increased risk
from flooding
The buildable areas of the Amended Project Area are protected from a 100-year flood event
due to its topographic elevation, and as a result, the Amended Project Area is not within the
FEMA-designated 100-year floodplain. The 100-year floodplain of the stream system is
clearly delineated on the General Plan Land Use Map as floodplain, and is not designated
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for habitable improvements. Whereas redevelopment must be consistent with the General
Plan, no building within a 100-year floodplain would occur, and the impact would be less
than significant.
Mitigation
None required
CUMULATIVE IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES
Impact 6.5-5 Stormwater and operational runoff as a result of redevelopment would
contribute to cumulative increases in discharge of urban pollutants to
the Sacramento River
Cumulative development in the Amended Project Area could include development of
currently undeveloped land, thereby increasing the amount of impervious surfaces and
would result in an associated increase in runoff. Runoff could carry increased levels of
sediment (as a result of construction activities) and urban contaminants (post-construction)
that could affect receiving water quality in the Sacramento River Basin. Cumulative
increases in urban runoff as a result of development in the City and in other areas of the
Sacramento River Basin could be cumulatively considerable.
As noted above, the conservation and management of surface and groundwater resources
is provided through the implementation of measures that will prevent contamination of rivers,
creeks, streams, reservoirs, or the groundwater basin from septic systems, waste disposal
sites, grading, urban runoff, and other sources of hazardous or polluting materials. All
development must be designed to prevent contamination in accordance with standards
accepted by or imposed by the City, EHD, and the CVRWQCB. Measures include, but are
not limited to, requirement to connect to the City's wastewater collection and treatment
system; use of BMPs to control runoff from new development; requiring the preparation of
erosion and sediment control plans; and the use of detention/retention basins to not only
control erosion, but also to minimize the potential for flooding.
The Amendment would further provide assistance for connecting existing structures to the
community wastewater system, and other capital improvements to improve water quality and
drainage. Therefore, the proposed Amendment would result in a less-than-significant
contribution to cumulative water pollutants in the Sacramento River Basin.
Mitigation
None required
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6.6 NOISE
INTRODUCTION
This Sub-chapter of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) describes the existing noise
environment of the Original Project Area (Original Area) and proposed Added Project Area
(Added Area) for the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Plan Fourth Amendment (proposed
project or Amendment). The potential of individual project development to significantly
increase noise levels due to construction and operation of redevelopment-engendered
development, and the noise effects of traffic and rail noise were considered. The analysis
included in this section was drawn from the City of Shasta General Plan Environmental
Impact Report (SLGP EIR). This section also presents a discussion of noise fundamentals,
the existing noise environment in the project vicinity, and applicable federal, state and local
noise regulations.
No comments pertaining to noise were received during circulation of the Notice of
Preparation (NOP) for the proposed Amendment.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
FUNDAMENTALS OF ENVIRONMENTAL SOUND AND NOISE
Noise is defined as unwanted sound. Sound, traveling in the form of waves from a source,
exerts a sound pressure level (referred to as sound level) which is measured in decibels
(dB), with zero dB corresponding roughly to the threshold of human hearing.
Environmental noise is typically measured in A-weighted decibels (dBA). A dBA is a decibel
corrected for the variation in frequency response of the typical human ear at commonly
encountered noise levels. In general, A-weighting of environmental sound consists of
evaluating all of the frequencies of a sound, taking into account the fact that human hearing
is less sensitive at low frequencies and extremely high frequencies than in the frequency
mid-range (much like a bell shaped curve - an A-weighted curve). In practice, the level of a
sound source is measured using a sound level meter that includes an electrical filter
corresponding to the A-weighting curve.
The decibel scale is logarithmic, not linear. In other words, two sound levels 10 dB apart
differ in acoustic energy by a factor of 10. When the standard logarithmic decibel is Aweighted, an increase of 10 dBA is generally perceived as a doubling in loudness. For
example, a 70 dBA sound is half as loud as an 80 dBA sound, and twice as loud as a 60
dBA sound.
Environmental noise within an urbanized area typically fluctuates over time. Table 6.6-1
lists several examples of the noise levels associated with common situations. This timevarying characteristic of environmental noise is described using statistical noise descriptors.
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TABLE 6.6-1
TYPICAL NOSE LEVELS
Common Outdoor Activities

Noise Level
(dBA)
--110--

Jet Fly-over at 300 m (1,000 ft)

--100--

Gas Lawn Mower at 1 m (3 ft)

--90--

Diesel Truck at 15 m (50 ft),

--80--

at 80 km/hr (50 mph)
Noisy Urban Area, Daytime

Common Indoor Activities
Rock Band

Food Blender at 1 m (3 ft)
Garbage Disposal at 1 m (3 ft)

--70--

Vacuum Cleaner at 3 m (10 ft)

--60--

Normal Speech at 1 m (3 ft)

Quiet Urban Daytime

--50--

Large Business Office
Dishwasher in Next Room

Quiet Urban Nighttime

--40--

Theater, Large Conference Room
(Background)

Quiet Suburban Nighttime

--30--

Library

Quiet Rural Nighttime

--20--

Bedroom at Night, Concert Hall
(Background)

--10--

Broadcast/Recording Studio

--0--

Lowest Threshold of Human Hearing

Gas Lawn Mower, 30 m (100 ft)
Commercial Area
Heavy Traffic at 90 m (300 ft)

Lowest Threshold of Human Hearing

Source: Caltrans, Technical Noise Supplement, Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol. October 1998.

Descriptors used include Leq, Ldn, CNEL, L50, and Lmax and are described below. These
statistical noise descriptors are often used in noise policies and regulations in order to set
limits on environmental noise.
•

Leq:

•

Ldn:
24-hour day and night noise measurement, which accounts for the greater
sensitivity of most people to nighttime noise by weighting noise levels at night
(penalizing nighttime noises). Noise between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. is weighted
(penalized) by adding 10 dBA to take into account the greater annoyance of
nighttime noises.

•

CNEL: (Community Noise Equivalent Level):
24-hour day and night noise
measurement which adds a 5 dBA penalty for the evening hours between 7:00 p.m.
and 10:00 p.m. and a 10 dBA penalty for noise between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.

•

L50:
the A-weighted noise level that is equaled or exceeded 50% of the stated
time period.

•

Lmax:

the average A-weighted noise level measured over a given period of time

the A-weighted maximum noise level for a given period of time.

SHASTA LAKE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
6.6-2

SHASTA DAM AREA RP FOURTH AMENDMENT DEIR
FEBRUARY 2008

6.6 NOISE
EFFECTS OF NOISE ON PEOPLE
The effects of noise on people can be placed in three categories:
•

Subjective effects of annoyance, nuisance, or dissatisfaction

•

Interference with activities such as speech, sleep, or learning

•

Physiological effects such as hearing loss or sudden startling

Environmental noise typically produces effects in the first two categories. Workers in
industrial plants can experience noise in the last category. There is no completely
satisfactory way to measure the subjective effects of noise, or the corresponding reactions
of annoyance and dissatisfaction. A wide variation in individual thresholds of annoyance
exists, and different tolerances to noise tend to develop based on an individual’s past
experiences with noise.
Thus, an important way of predicting a human reaction to a new noise environment is the
way it compares to the existing environment to which one has adapted: the so-called
ambient noise level. In general, the more a new noise exceeds the previously existing
ambient noise level, the less acceptable the new noise will be judged by those hearing it.
With regard to increases in A-weighted noise level, the following relationships occur:1
•

Except in carefully controlled laboratory experiments, a change of 1 dBA cannot be
perceived

•

Outside of the laboratory, a 3 dBA change is considered a just-perceivable difference

•

A change in level of at least 5 dBA is required before any noticeable change in
human response would be expected

•

A 10 dBA change is subjectively heard as approximately a doubling in loudness, and
can cause adverse response

Stationary point sources of noise, including stationary mobile sources such as idling
vehicles, attenuate (lessen) at a rate of 6 to 9 dBA per doubling of distance from the source,
depending on environmental conditions (i.e. atmospheric conditions and either vegetative or
manufactured noise barriers, etc.). Widely distributed noises, such as a large industrial
facility spread over many acres, or a street with moving vehicles, would typically attenuate at
a lower rate.
EXISTING NOISE SOURCES
Significant noise sources in the City include traffic on major roadways and highways,
railroad operations, and representative industrial activities. The most significant noise
sources identified include Interstate 5 (I-5), local traffic, train operations on the Union Pacific
Railroad (UPRR) tracks and to a lesser extent, operations at the Sierra Pacific Lumber Mill,
schools, parks, and small service-related industries.

1

Highway Traffic Noise Analysis and Abatement Policy and Guidance, Federal Highway Administration, June
1995, available from http://www.nonoise.org/library/highway/policy.htm.
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Transportation Noise
Noise levels attributable to existing and future roadway surface traffic in the City were
analyzed in the SLGP EIR. The predicted existing and future noise level at a reference
distance of 100 feet from the Amended Project Area roadways and distances to existing and
future 60 and 65 dB Ldn contours are summarized in Table 6.6-2. It should be noted that
topography varies considerably, sometimes alternating from flat to hilly along relatively short
roadway segments. Due to the size and topographic complexity of the City, it was not
possible to evaluate the effects of topography on traffic noise within the framework of the
City of Shasta Lake General Plan (General Plan) Public Health and Safety Group, Noise
Element (Noise Element). Therefore, the numbers presented in Table 6.6-2 should be
considered estimates of traffic noise exposure, to be supplemented by more detailed project
specific study as needed.
TABLE 6.6-2
EXISTING AND FUTURE NOISE LEVELS

Name

Interstate 5

Ashby
Avenue

Cascade
Boulevard

Grand
Coulee
Boulevard

Lake
Boulevard

Segment Description

Existing
Ldn @ 100
feet

Distance to Contour
in (feet)

Amended
Project
Areas

Distance to
Contour (feet)

65 Ldn

60 Ldn

Future Ldn

65 Ldn

60 Ldn

Northern City Limits to
Shasta Dam Blvd.

75

467

1,007

77

732

1,577

Shasta Dam Blvd. to Pine
Grove Ave.

75

488

1,051

77

732

1,577

Pine Grove Ave. to
Southern City Limits

76

547

1,179

77

732

1,577

Shasta Dam Blvd. to La
Mesa Ave.

59

41

89

64

87

188

La Mesa Ave. to Pine
Grove Ave.

61

53

115

67

137

295

Pine Grove to City Limits

61

53

115

67

137

295

Shasta Dam Blvd. to
Allred St.

58

35

75

64

84

182

Allred St. to Pine Grove
Ave.

61

53

115

64

84

182

Pine Grove Ave. to
Southern City Limits

55

20

43

64

84

182

Shasta Dam Blvd. to
Cascade Blvd

56

23

50

60

42

91

N. City Limits to Shasta
Dam Blvd.

59

42

89

63

98

211

Shasta Dam Blvd. to
Flanagan Rd.

58

33

71

64

98

211

Flanagan Rd. to S. City
Limits

60

48

104

63

98

211
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Name

Segment Description

Existing
Ldn @ 100
feet

Distance to Contour
in (feet)

Amended
Project
Areas

Distance to
Contour (feet)

65 Ldn

60 Ldn

Future Ldn

65 Ldn

60 Ldn

Lake Blvd. to Shasta Park
Rd.

58

35

74

65

104

224

Shasta Park Rd. to
Montana Ave.

62

67

145

65

104

224

Montana Avenue to I-5

65

105

227

68

175

377

Twin View
Boulevard

Pine Grove Ave. to
Southern City Limits

52

14

31

60

50

107

Mussel
Shoals
Avenue

Shasta Dam Blvd. to
Black Canyon Rd.

N/A

N/A

N/A

58

76

163

I-5 to Ashby Ave.

N/A

N/A

N/A

66

118

254

East of I-5 to City Limits

N/A

N/A

N/A

66

115

247

East of I-5 to Pine Grove
Interchange

N/A

N/A

N/A

64

80

173

Hardenbrook
Avenue

Shasta Dan Blvd. to Red
Bluff St.

N/A

N/A

N/A

61

93

200

Black
Canyon Rd.

Red Bluff St. to Northern
City Limit.

N/A

N/A

N/A

61

95

204

Shasta Dam
Boulevard

Pine Grove

Note: Distance to contours is from the centerline of street.
Note: Bold numbers represent an increase of over 5 dB Ldn over 1999 conditions. Bold Street Segments
indicate segments with an increase of over 5 dB over 1999 conditions that are adjacent to residential areas.
Source: City of Shasta Lake General Plan, Draft EIR, March 29, 1999

Railroads
Railroad activity in the City consists of freight and passenger operations on the UPRR
tracks, located along the western boundary and bisecting the Original Project Area.
Railroad noise in the City was quantified through continuous noise level measurements
conducted over a 7-day period (February 5-11, 1998); during the 142 consecutive hours
during which the survey was conducted, approximately 86 trains are believed to have
passed the noise measurement site, or about 15 trains per 24-hour period. A mean railroad
Sound Exposure Level (SEL) of 98.0 dB was computed from the noise measurement
results. Based on that SEL, and the number of randomly distributed railroad operations
registered by the sound level meter, the distance to the 60 dB Ldn railroad noise contour in
the City was computed to be approximately 350 feet. As with the traffic noise contours, the
railroad noise contours do not account for shielding by intervening topography or existing
structures.
Stationary Sources
With the exception of the Sierra Pacific Industries Mill, the Knauf Fiber Glass plant, and
existing and future land uses within the Shasta Gateway Industrial Park, existing land uses
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in the City are predominantly residential in nature. Service commercial/industrial uses such
as automotive repair facilities typically accompany residential uses. Due to the proximity of
the City to the Shasta Lake recreational area, the City is also home to various service
facilities for marine equipment. Most of these types of service uses are located on Shasta
Dam Boulevard and Cascade Boulevard. The noise emissions of these types of uses are
dependent on many factors, and are therefore, difficult to quantify. Nonetheless, noise
generated by the intermittent use of impact wrenches, tire breakers, and other pneumatic
tools contributes to the ambient noise environment of the City.
The industrial areas are largely buffered from other land use designations by the UPRR,
Ashby Road, and Churn Creek (which is a designated regional park in the General Plan).
Noise level measurements conducted in the vicinity of Sierra Pacific Industries Lumber Mill
for the SLGP EIR indicated that plant-generated noise levels was approximately 50 dB Leq in
the nearest residential area, not including project-generated truck traffic. There is an
existing low-density residential area north of El Cajon, east and south of the UPRR, and
west of Ashby Road that is designated for industrial uses in the General Plan; this area is
currently exposed to elevated noise levels from trains, traffic, and industrial operations at the
Sierra Pacific Industries Mill.
There are also numerous park and school uses within the City limits. Noise generated by
these uses depends on the age and number of people utilizing the respective facility at a
given time, and the types of activities they are engaged in. School playing field activities
tend to generate more noise than those of neighborhood parks, as the intensity of school
playground usage tends to be much higher. At a distance of 100 feet from an elementary
school playground being used by 100 students, average and maximum noise levels of 60
and 75 dB, respectively, can be expected. At organized events such as high-school football
games with large crowds and public address systems, the noise generation is often
significantly higher. As with service commercial uses, the noise generation of parks and
school playing fields is variable.
Sensitive Receptors
Noise sensitive receptors are generally considered to be human activities on land uses that
may be subject to the stress of significant interference from noise, such as libraries,
hospitals, or passive recreational areas. Land uses in the Amended Project Area
associated with sensitive receptors include residences, schools, assisted care homes, and
passive recreation areas. The Amended Project Area also includes areas of older singlefamily residences intermixed with existing industrial and commercial uses which are already
being adversely affected by traffic and stationary noise under the current conditions.
Housing along major roadways is currently exposed to traffic noise levels which exceed the
City’s standards for residential exposure.
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REGULATORY SETTING
STATE
State of California Noise Insulation Standards
The State Building Code, Title 24, Part 2 (effective January 1, 2008) of the State of
California Code of Regulations (CCR) establishes uniform minimum noise insulation
performance standards to protect persons within new buildings which house people,
including hotels, motels, dormitories, apartment houses, and dwellings other than singlefamily dwellings. Title 24 mandates that interior noise levels attributable to exterior sources
shall not exceed 45 dB Ldn or Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) in any habitable
room. Title 24 also mandates that for structures containing noise-sensitive uses to be
located where the Ldn or CNEL exceeds 60 dB, an acoustical analysis must be prepared to
identify mechanisms for limiting exterior noise to the prescribed allowable interior levels. If
the interior allowable noise levels are met by requiring that windows be kept closed, the
design for the structure must also specify a ventilation or air conditioning system to provide
a habitable interior environment.
LOCAL
City of Shasta Lake General Plan (General Plan)
Health and Safety Group, Noise Element (Noise Element)
The City’s noise policies and guidelines are contained in the Noise Element. The Noise
Element establishes Noise Sensitivity Standards for different land uses, as defined in Table
6.6-3. The normally acceptable exterior noise level for residential uses is 60 db Ldn or less,
and for most other uses is 65 dB, Ldn or less. In instances where attainment of the
acceptable exterior noise level is not possible with best available noise reduction measures,
the Noise Element allows an exterior noise level exceeding the acceptable Ldn, up to the
conditionally acceptable range, provided that noise level reduction measures have been
implemented and that interior noise level standards are achieved.
The Noise Element also contains specific goals and policies governing noise sources and
receptors to provide for noise and land use compatibility. The objectives and policies
pertinent to redevelopment activities in the Amended Project Area are summarized below.
Objectives
N-1:
Protect noise sensitive areas of the City by regulation of new noise-generating
development.
N-2:

Protect noise sensitive new development from existing and future noise
generators by regulations encouraging each to locate within compatible noise
environments.

N-3:

Protect established noise-generating development from noise sensitive new
development.
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TABLE 6.6-3
CITY OF SHASTA LAKE NOISE SENSITIVITY STANDARDS FOR VARIOUS LAND USES
Outdoor activity areaLdn

Interior activity areaLdn/peak hour Leq1

Notes

60-65

45

2,3,4

Transient Lodging

65

45

5

Hospitals & Nursing Homes

60

45

6

-

35

Churches, Meeting Halls, Schools,
Libraries, etc.

60

40

Office Buildings

65

50

7

Commercial Buildings

65

50

7

Playgrounds, Parks, etc.

70

-

Industrial Facilities

65

50

New Land Use
All Residential

Theaters & Auditoriums

7

1. For traffic noise within the City of Shasta Lake, Ldn and peak-hour Leq values are estimated to be
approximately similar. Interior noise level standards are applied within noise-sensitive areas of the various land
uses, with windows and doors in the closed positions.
2. Outdoor activity areas for single-family residential uses are defined as back yards. For large parcels or
residences with no clearly defined outdoor activity area, the standard shall be applicable within a 100 foot
radius of the residence.
3. For multi-family residential uses, the exterior noise level standard shall be applied at the common outdoor
recreation area, such as at pools, play areas or tennis courts. Where such areas are not provided, the
standards shall be applied at individual patios and balconies of the development.
4. Where it is not possible to reduce noise in outdoor activity areas to 60 dB Ldn or less using a practical
application of the best-available noise reduction measures, an exterior noise level of up to 65 dB Ldn may be
allowed provided that available exterior noise level reduction measures have been implemented and interior
noise levels are in compliance with this table.
5. Outdoor activity areas of transient lodging facilities include swimming pool and picnic areas.
6. Hospitals are often noise-generating uses. The exterior noise level standards for hospitals are applicable only
at clearly identified areas designated for outdoor relaxation by either hospital staff or patients.
7. Only the exterior spaces of these uses designated for employee or customer relaxation have any degree of
sensitivity to noise.
Source: City of Shasta Lake General Plan, June 15, 1999

Policies
N-a:

New development shall use appropriate site planning and building design to
reduce undesirable noise impacts. The noise sensitivity of land uses as
established in Table N-1 [Table 6.6-3] shall be used in the location of new
development, preparation of general plan amendments and specific plans. The
noise exposure level shall be established by reference to the Noise Contour Map
(on file with the City) or project-specific measurements or calculations. The
interpretive guidelines in Figure N-1 shall not be applied mechanically, but with
the degree of flexibility required in each case to achieve a sound and feasible
land use decision. However, in no case shall a residential land use be located
where the existing noise environment, combined with the measured or calculated
noise reduction of the type of structure under consideration, makes it impossible
to maintain an interior noise environment at or below 45 dBA CNEL.
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N-b:

The planning and design of improvements in the circulation systems shall
consider their noise impacts on adjacent land uses and shall include measure to
mitigate significant noise impacts.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
METHODOLOGY
To assess the significance of potential noise impacts, both the absolute level of anticipated
noise levels and change in noise levels associated with implementation of the Amendment
were assessed. For noise sources such as surface traffic, a 3 dBA change in noise is
generally perceived as being a barely perceptible change, a 5 dBA change is considered to
be a distinctly perceptible change, and a 10 dBA change is perceived as a doubling of
sound level.
Consideration in defining impact significance is based on the degradation of the existing
noise environment. Ambient noise degradation is considered generally less than significant
if no noise-sensitive sites are located in the area, or if increases in community noise level
with implementation of the project are expected to be 3 dBA or less at noise-sensitive
locations, and the proposed project will not result in violations of local ordinances or
standards. Noise-sensitive sites include residences, motels, public meeting rooms,
auditoriums, schools, churches, libraries, hospitals, and other areas where low noise levels
are essential.
The significance of a change in noise levels is somewhat subjective. However, both the
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) and the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) have published general criteria, applicable to roadway noise that can also be used
to define noise impacts associated with other community noise increases. In general, if the
increase in noise exposure level is greater than 3 dBA, the significance of impact will
depend on the ambient noise level and the presence of noise-sensitive uses. Noise impacts
can be considered potentially significant if increases in noise exposure levels are expected
to be greater than 5 dBA with implementation of the project. Noise impacts can be
considered generally significant if a project causes noise standards or ordinances to be
exceeded, or increases community noise levels by 6 to 10 dBA in urban areas, or increases
noise levels by 10 dBA or more in rural areas.
THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines define a significant adverse
impact on the environment as an impact that would:
•

Expose persons to or generate noise levels in excess of standards established in the
local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies

•

Cause a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project

•

Cause a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing without the project
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PROJECT-SPECIFIC IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES
Impact 6.6-1 Redevelopment engendered development and infrastructure projects
could result in construction noise at sensitive receptors
Construction activities related to public and private projects undertaken as a result of the
Amendment could result in an increase in ambient noise levels during construction. This
would be a short-term significant impact.
Preliminary ground work activities would involve excavation, grading, earth movement,
stockpiling, and haul-vehicle travel. Construction activities such as foundation-laying, road
building, building construction, and finishing operations would generate noise at construction
sites. Construction equipment would also generate vehicular noise both on and off a site.
Construction-related material haul would raise ambient noise levels along haul routes,
depending on the number of haul trips made and types of vehicles used. Construction
equipment and activities would likely have more of an intrusive and disturbing effect on
nearby sensitive receptors than actually raise time-averaged noise levels. Typical noise
levels associated with construction equipment is shown in Table 6.6-4.
TABLE 6.6-4
NOISE LEVELS OF TYPICAL CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT
Equipment Type

Typical Equipment Level (dBA)

Air Compressor

81

Backhoe

85

Concrete Pump

82

Concrete Breaker

82

Truck Crane

88

Dozer

87

Generator

78

Loader

84

Paver

88

Pneumatic Tools

85

Water Pump

76

Power Hand Saw

78

Shovel

82

Trucks

88

Pile Driver

90

Source: Bolt, Beranek and Newman, Noise from Construction Equipment and Operations, Building Equipment
and Home Appliances, U.S. EPA, 1971.

Assuming a maximum noise level of 88 dBA, Leq, (no pile driving or rock drilling is
anticipated in this Amended Project Area) at about 50 feet from the source for standard
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construction equipment, and a noise attenuation of about six dBA for every doubling of the
distance, noise levels from construction activities would drop to about 60 dBA, Leq, (the
maximum normally acceptable noise level in residential areas) at about 1,500 feet from the
source. This worst-case estimate assumes that sound waves travel undisturbed from the
source to the receptor over ground that has poor sound absorptive properties; local terrain
characteristics, such as earth berms that provide a shielding effect by blocking the line of
sight to noise sources, and soft vegetation-covered earth with good sound absorptive
tendencies, would reduce noise propagation. Under a worst-case scenario, then, noisesensitive land uses or activities within about 1,500 feet of Amended Project Area
construction sites could be exposed to noise levels above the recommended standards
during the construction period.
The construction schedules for individual projects carried out in furtherance of the
Amendment would vary from project to project. The duration of construction noise effects
and the impacts would differ for each type of construction (new building construction,
rehabilitation, public infrastructure, etc.) and project location. Noise from construction
activities in the Amended Project Area would have the potential to raise ambient noise levels
above recommended standards and to have an intrusive and disturbing noise effect at
nearby sensitive receptor locations.
Construction noise would be short-term for the duration of the construction period. The City
has not adopted a noise ordinance, nor does it have specific regulations related to
construction noise; however, the City can regulate construction hours through conditions of
approval for local permits. To reduce the potential for adverse noise effects from during
construction activities, the General Plan calls for all construction equipment to have sound
control devices no less effective than those provided on the original equipment, and that no
equipment shall have an unmuffled exhaust. Standard mitigation measures have been
adopted by the City to mitigate construction noise, in recognition that construction noise can
result in a potentially significant impact.
Mitigation
6.6-1 During construction, the Property Owner shall comply with the following time periods
established for construction activities. Construction activities shall not occur outside
of the following established limits unless approved by the City under special
circumstances:
a.

Monday through Friday: 7:00 A.M. – 7:00 P.M.

b.

Saturday: 8:00 A.M. – 5:00 P.M.

c.

Sunday: No construction activities allowed.

Special circumstances include the need to complete construction along public
roadways or within public utilities to ensure continued services or safe conditions.
Such exceptions shall be approved prior to commencement of the work. Construction
activities that could affect traffic flow shall be scheduled for off-peak hours. Heavy
truck trips involved in the hauling of soil to the site shall be limited to the hours of
9:00 A.M. to 4:00 P.M., Monday through Friday. Hauling activity may occur on
Saturday from 8:00 A.M. to 6:00 P.M. No work is allowed on Sundays.
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Significance after Mitigation
Less than significant
Impact 6.6-2 Redevelopment engendered development could
ambient noise levels at noise-sensitive land uses

result

increased

Implementation of the Amendment will eliminate barriers to development in the Amended
Project Area by providing funding for infrastructure improvements and development
assistance. This would allow development to occur consistent with the adopted General
Plan. By removing existing barriers to development, the Amendment will potentially
stimulate increased population and employment growth in the Amended Project Area to the
levels projected as General Plan build-out. It would help to remove barriers to development
of residential, commercial, and industrial infill parcels, which could result in increased
stationary noise at commercial and industrial sites, as well as increased traffic noise along
major roadways and local streets.
Infill development would be consistent with existing General Plan land use designations and
policies, and is therefore anticipated and addressed by existing plans, policies, and
ordinances. The increase in vehicle trips along a particular roadway as the General Plan
land use densities are reached would depend on the number of additional trips generated
(which would depend on the types of land uses developed), and the distribution of these
trips on the area roadway network (which would depend on future land use patterns).
Overall, however, the traffic noise generated by Amended Project Area development either
as a direct or indirect result of redevelopment activities would not exceed that projected by
the SLGP EIR, as identified in Table 6.6-2, page 6.6-4.
The major roadways in the Original Project Area are anticipated to exceed 65 dB Ldn at
General Plan build-out, including I-5 (77 dB Ldn), Shasta Dam Boulevard east of Montana
(68 dB Ldn), Ashby Road south of La Mesa (67 dB Ldn), and Pine Grove Avenue (66 dB Ldn).
There are multi-family residential land uses planned within the I-5 freeway noise contour,
although most of the parcels along Shasta Dam Boulevard are designated commercial.
Some existing housing is located in this corridor that may be assisted through
redevelopment programs. Under General Plan build-out conditions, existing residents along
Ashby Avenue between La Mesa Avenue and Pine Grove Avenue will also experience an
increase in traffic noise levels of 6 dB Ldn and existing and future residents will be exposed
to traffic noise levels exceeding 65 db Ldn. As development proceeds in these area, back
yards would need to be buffered from the roadway by intervening buildings, topography, or
sound walls to ensure exterior spaces that do not exceed 60 dB Ldn.
Increases in the number of stationary noise sources in the Amended Project Area would
produce noise levels primarily during the day and evening hours and less frequently at night
as perceived at the closest noise-sensitive land uses. Noise typically associated with
residential land uses includes adult and children voices and noise generated by lawn
maintenance equipment. Noise levels generated by residential land uses typically average
less than 50 dBA at 10 feet and would not be anticipated to result in a noticeable increase
(e.g., 3 dBA or greater) in ambient noise levels. Operational noise associated with nonresidential land uses, including operation of building mechanical equipment, material loading
and unloading activities, pneumatic equipment, and processing equipment could generate
high noise levels depending on the type of equipment and when, how often, and for what
duration they are used. Such stationary noise has the potential to exceed the City’s
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maximum acceptable interior and exterior noise thresholds at nearby existing and planned
residential land uses.
The Amendment would remove barriers to industrial and commercial development within
areas zoned for such uses. General Plan policies require specific development projects be
analyzed when proposed, in accordance with CEQA, to determine if projected noise levels
at nearby receptors would comply with the City’s noise control standards. Mitigation
measures will be required to reduce projected interior and exterior noise levels to within
acceptable levels. Mitigation could include sound walls, dual-pane noise-rated windows,
use of mechanical air systems, and use of other building materials that would feasibly
reduce interior noise levels to acceptable levels. Compliance with the City’s Noise Element
and implementation of any additional project-specific mitigation measures for the control of
stationary source noise in compliance with CEQA would reduce future stationary source
noise impacts to less-than-significant levels.
The Noise Element policies call for the analysis of specific projects to determine whether
outdoor and indoor levels would comply with the Noise Element standards. However, this
requirement is triggered only on discretionary projects, and most single-family infill projects
would be exempt from City entitlement review. Therefore, redevelopment actions to
encourage residential development in areas with existing and projected ambient noise levels
above 60 dB, such as in areas along Ashby Road and Shasta Dam Boulevard, are
considered potentially significant.
Mitigation
6.6-2 For all redevelopment assisted residential projects within the Amended Project Area,
the Redevelopment Agency shall ensure that adequate and appropriate sound
barriers are provided or require an acoustical analysis to ensure existing construction
methods are adequate to insure that interior noise levels of 45 dBA or less are
maintained for future ambient noise levels. If necessary, appropriate noise insulation
measures shall be identified and included in the construction documents to the
satisfaction of the City Development Services Department.
Significance after Mitigation
Less than significant
CUMULATIVE IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES
Impact 6.6-3 Redevelopment engendered development could result in an increase in
cumulative community noise impacts
The contribution of redevelopment activities and General Plan development in furtherance of
the Amendment to cumulative community noise conditions would be secondary and
incremental. Only a small percentage of the additional noise would be caused by traffic of
projects engendered by the Amendment. Any new stationary sources must be mitigated per
General Plan policies, and updated zoning provides logical buffers between new residential
and industrial land uses. The Amendment must be consistent with the General Plan per
California Community Redevelopment Law (CCRL), and would not result in violations of
local ordinances or standards. Cumulative community impacts are considered less than
significant.
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Mitigation
None required
Impact 6.6-4 Redevelopment engendered development could expose existing or
planned land uses to cumulative operational noise that would conflict
with local planning guidelines or noise ordinance criteria
Traffic noise levels adjacent to Ashby Avenue, Shasta Dam Boulevard, and I-5 within the
Amended Project Area currently exceed normally acceptable levels for sensitive receptors.
Existing sensitive receptors along the heavily traveled major roadways and rail corridors are
currently exposed to noise levels above the recommended standards. Additional traffic on
these roadways would incrementally increase the magnitude of impact. Where such
receptors already exist, the Amendment could have a beneficial impact by providing funding
for rehabilitation actions such as double paned windows and insulation that could mitigate
existing interior noise levels, or by providing streetscape or roadway improvements that
could reduce exterior ambient noise levels.
Redevelopment activities would also encourage infill single-family and mixed-use residential
development on some infill parcels currently impacted by excessive ambient noise along
Amended Project Area roadways. Modern construction methods typically provide a 25 to 30
dBA reduction between exterior and interior noise, which would normally reduce interior
noise levels to less than 45 dBA without mitigation. However, in the conditionally acceptable
and normally unacceptable areas, an acoustical assessment would be required to ensure
that interior dwelling unit noise levels of 45 dBA or less are maintained for new construction.
The Noise Element policies call for the analysis of specific projects to determine whether
outdoor and indoor levels would comply with the Noise Element standards. However, this
requirement is triggered only on discretionary projects, and most single-family infill projects
would be exempt from City entitlement review. Therefore, redevelopment actions to
encourage residential development in areas with cumulative operational noise levels above
60 dB, such as in areas along Ashby Road and Shasta Dam Boulevard, are considered
potentially significant.
Mitigation
6.6-4 Implement Mitigation Measure 6.6-2.
Significance after Mitigation
Less than significant
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6.7 PUBLIC SERVICES AND UTILITIES
INTRODUCTION
This Sub-chapter of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) addresses public services and
utilities for the proposed Amended Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Project Area
(Amended Project Area). The issues addressed in this Public Services and Utilities section
includes:
•
•
•
•

Public Safety (Fire, Police)
Public schools
Solid waste disposal
Wastewater

•
•
•

Stormwater and drainage
Water service
Parks, recreation, and cultural

The settings for all public service areas are discussed first, followed by the analysis of
potential impacts and mitigation measures. Information for this section was primarily drawn
from the City of Shasta Lake Online (website), the City of Shasta Lake General Plan
(General Plan), the SLGP Final Environmental Impact Report (SLGP EIR), and the
Preliminary Report for the Fourth Amendment to the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment
Project (Preliminary Report).
Two comments were received on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) regarding public services
and utilities. The Shasta Lake Fire Protection District (Fire District) expressed concerns
about the impact of the loss of tax revenues as development proceeds in the City, and
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) regarding any future development within PG&E
fee lands and relocation of facilities. Energy issues are discussed in the initial study
(Appendix C), and are not discussed further in this chapter.

ENVIRONMENTAL AND REGULATORY SETTING
PUBLIC SAFETY
Fire Services1
The Amended Project Area is served by the Shasta Lake Fire Protection District (also known
as Station 42), which consists of three stations. The District was formed on December 9,
1994, and consists of what was previously the Central Valley Fire Protection District (Station
42 with 2 stations), Summit City Fire Protection District (Station 40 with 1 station), and small
portions of the Buckeye Fire Protection District, Mountain Gate Community Services District,
and Shasta County CSA #1 (Shasta County Fire Department). This reorganization took
place to provide a single fire protection agency to provide fire protection, emergency medical
services (EMS), and other services as needed to the City of Shasta Lake (City). The Fire
District provides service to the entire City, as well as direct protection to an area of about
one square mile to the east of the City and automatic and mutual aid to adjacent
jurisdictions.
The City has adopted the California Fire Code as published by the International Conference
of Building Officials together with all relevant appendix(s) and amendments (Ord. 02-149 § 1
(part)).
1

Shasta Lake Fire Protection District, http://www.shastalakefiredistrict.com/
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Police Services2
The City does not have its own police department; the Shasta County Sheriff's Office
(Sheriff) provides contract law enforcement services to the City and the surrounding area of
Shasta County (County). The Sheriff provides a dedicated staff to the City, and officers
patrol in vehicles provided by the City. In 2003, the North County Station in the City
relocated to the former City Council Chambers, located at 1650 Stanton Street.
City of Shasta Lake General Plan (General Plan)
The General Plan Fire Safety and Law Enforcement section establishes an average
response time goal of four minutes for urban areas. The following objectives and policies
apply to the Amended Project Area:
Objective
FS-1
Protect development from wildland and non-wildland fires by requiring
development to incorporate design measures responsive to the risk from this
hazard.
FS-2
Protect life and property from crime by encouraging the incorporation of
defensible space design techniques in the physical design of new development.
Policies
FS-a
FS-b
FS-c

FS-d
FS-e

Establish levels of service thresholds for fire protection and law enforcement
services.
All land divisions and development shall be required to conform to Shasta Lake
Fire Protection District Fire Safety Standards.
Known fire hazard information should be reported as part of every general plan
amendment, zone change, use permit, variance, building site approval, and all
other land development applications subject to environmental assessment.
New development shall be encouraged to incorporate site planning and
appropriate structural design features designed to deter crime.
Development in areas requiring additional levels of police and fire services shall
participate in offsetting costs for the additional services.

PUBLIC SCHOOLS
The Amended Project Area is located within the Gateway Unified School District (Gateway
District).3 The Gateway District serves approximately 3,000 students in preschool through
high school, covering the area from north Redding to Lake Shasta, and encompassing the
entire City. The Gateway District consists of two preschools, two K-6 schools, one K-8
school, two K-8 charter schools, one K-12 charter school, one comprehensive high school,
and alternative education programs that include a continuation high school and creative
options in independent study and home study. The Gateway District has almost completed
a multi-million dollar modernization of all of its sites, including the construction of a $6.3
million gymnasium and stage at Shasta Lake School.
There are four schools that serve K-12 students in the Amended Project Area. Central
Valley High School at 4066 La Mesa Street, Shasta Lake Middle School (K-8) at 4620
Vallecito Street and Grand Oaks Elementary School (K-5) at 5309 Grand Avenue are
located within the Original Project Area. Mountain Lakes High School/Toyon Learning
2
3

Shasta County Sheriff’s Office, http://www.co.shasta.ca.us/Departments/Sheriff/lawenflinks.htm
Gateway Unified School District, http://www.shastacoe.org/schools/districts/gateway.asp
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Center (10-12 Continuation) at 17752 Shasta Dam Blvd is located just east of the proposed
Added Project Area.
In addition, Shasta College is located southeast of the Original Project Area, east of
Interstate 5 (I-5).
City of Shasta Lake General Plan (General Plan)
The General Plan calls for cooperation and coordination of City planning efforts with the
Gateway District and the development of plans that respond to the growth of the City.
PF-f

Public uses (e.g. schools, parks, waste disposal sites) and public utilities (e.g.
substation, transmission lines) whose site specific locations often cannot be
identified in advance by the General Plan may be permitted throughout the City
to serve the public need. Appropriate zoning on site specific locations will be
determined in response to the identified need as it occurs.

SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL
Solid waste collection service is provided by or on behalf of the city to each residential
customer located within the city. Residential customers are those customers residing in
units designed for single-family residential occupancy (Shasta Lake Municipal Code, Ord.
95-55 § 2). This service includes mixed-recycling and green waste recycling.
The Richard M. Curry West Central Landfill is a regional facility for the disposal of nonhazardous, municipal solid waste. The landfill is jointly operated by the County and the City
of Redding, serving the cities of Redding, Anderson, and Shasta Lake, and the
unincorporated areas of the County. The West Central Landfill receives about 120,000 tons
of solid waste annually. The first phase of disposal occurred in the early 1980s; the Phase II
area covers approximately 100 acres and is being developed in sub-phases over a period of
20 to 30 years.4 Although a preliminary closure date of 2019 was identified in 1990, the
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (CVRWQCB) Order for West Central
Landfill indicates that the total capacity for Phase II is approximately 7,000,000 tons and that
the life expectancy of the landfill may increase by 25 to 35% if recycling and mulching
operations are fully implemented (CVRWQCB 2002). The General Plan determined that
there is sufficient capacity at the West Central landfill to accommodate existing and future
solid waste generated from implementation of the General Plan.
City of Shasta Lake General Plan (General Plan)
Objectives
E-2
Conserve nonrenewable energy resources, specifically raw materials,
transportation fuels, and land area, through the recovery and recycling of solid
waste materials in a cost effective manner.
PF-9
The City shall implement the solid waste program in accordance with the adopted
Solid Waste Management Plan and Source Reduction and Recycling Element.
Policies
PF-d

4

The City shall take actions required to implement the Solid Waste Management
Plan and Source Reduction and Recycling Element.

Operation of the Richard W. Curry West Central Landfill, Final EIR, Shasta County Department of Public
Works, August 2003, accessible from http://www.co.shasta.ca.us/Departments/PublicWorks/
WCL%20Table%20of%20Contents.pdf
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PF-f

Public uses (e.g. schools, parks, waste disposal sites) and public utilities (e.g.
substation, transmission lines) whose site specific locations often cannot be
identified in advance by the General Plan may be permitted throughout the City
to serve the public need. Appropriate zoning on site specific locations will be
determined in response to the identified need as it occurs. Solid waste disposal
facilities shall be conditionally permitted to ensure that the site is compatible with
adjacent land uses. Surrounding land uses, to the extent feasible, shall be
regulated to avoid incompatibility with the solid waste disposal facility.

WASTEWATER
The City operates a community wastewater collection and treatment system.5 Wastewater
is collected through a conventional gravity system and delivered to the treatment plant.
Most of the Added Area is not currently sewered.6 The existing sewer infrastructure is
identified in Figure 6.7-1.
The wastewater treatment plant is owned and operated by the City and serves only the City.
The treatment plant utilizes an activated sludge form of treatment, which comprises several
treatment processes and structures. The wastewater is processed in accordance with
standards set by the CVRWQCB. The CVRWQCB issued Permit No. 96-157 in 1996 to the
City under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES), setting the
standards for the seasonal discharge of treated wastewater to Churn Creek – when there is
sufficient stream flow for adequate dilution from November 15 to April 15.7 The treated
effluent is monitored continuously for compliance with the requirements for discharge to
Churn Creek and for reclaimed water reuse standards. The residual biosolids are digested
and dried on-site and disposed of at the Richard M. Curry Regional Landfill.
The wastewater treatment plant is currently rated at 1.3 million gallons per day (mgd)
average dry weather flow. During preparation of the 1992 Facilities Plan for the existing
treatment plant, the City estimated that the ultimate average dry weather flow for the City
Service area, including the Summit City area, would be about 2.3 mgd. Therefore, the
existing treatment plant is designed to accommodate a 77% expansion from 1.3 mgd to 2.3
mgd, which would provide capacity for about 4,100 household equivalents.
The
construction of the additional improvements is anticipated to be needed by 2012 (SLGP EIR,
1999).
During the non-discharge period, reclaimed water is stored and used for irrigating 40 acres
of pasture on City property adjacent to the treatment plant (SLGP EIR, 1999). Reclaimed
water is also used for irrigation of the Caltrans landscaping along I-5, the Gateway Industrial
Park landscaping, and as process water for the Knauf Fiberglass Plant. The Existing
Wastewater Facilities Exhibit (on file with the City Planning Division) provides an overview of
the wastewater distribution and treatment system facilities.

5

City of Shasta Lake Online, http://www.ci.shasta-lake.ca.us/departments/wastewater/ wastewater.htm
Jim Grabow, Director of Public Works, City of Shasta Lake, personal communication, February 6, 2008.
7
City of Shasta Lake, Memorandum, October 11, 2006, accessible from http://ci.shastalake.ca.us/Agenda%20Packets/2006/101706/5.1.pdf
6
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Source: The Ervin Consulting Group, 2008
Data from ENPLAN, 2008
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FIGURE 6.7-1
WASTEWATER SYSTEM INFRASTRUCTURE
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The City is in the process of investigating the adequacy of current reclaimed water disposal.
Original dilution rates approved when the original system was constructed no longer are
allowed to occur, and the required dilution is much higher under today’s standards.8 The
volume of additional reclaimed water and the need for disposal is the subject of the study,
due to be released in early 2008. The City will be considering programs to find additional
methods of disposal to meet current and future needs.
All new development is required to connect to wastewater treatment facilities, except for the
Summit City area and low-density zoning which could develop on-site wastewater treatment
facilities provided they meet Shasta County Department of Health standards for on-site
disposal. The impacts associated with water treatment and distribution and wastewater
treatment and disposal were determined to be less than significant due to objectives,
policies, and measures advanced in the General Plan.
Chapter 13.16 of the City of Shasta Lake Municipal Code (SLMC) fixes rates for sewer
service furnished by the City’s sewer department, and provides rules and regulations
governing the furnishing of sewer service by the City’s sewer department (amended during
1998 codification; prior code § 13.04.010).
Existing Conditions in the Amended Project Area
Evidence exists to suggest that the sewage disposal systems in a portion of the Added Area
include faulty or inadequate sewer utilities. The Added Area includes a densely populated
residential area of Summit City bounded by Rose Avenue on the north, Lena Drive on the
east, Spruce Avenue on the south, and Hill Boulevard on the west. Based on the Shasta
County assessor's roll and the City's address map, it is estimated that there are about 400
residences, several commercial businesses, and one elementary school in the Summit City
area. The majority of the existing development is in the area south of Shasta Dam
Boulevard and east of Churn Creek. The subdivision lot sizes vary from about 2,500 square
feet (sf) in the central part of Summit City, to about 11-acres in the Ranchera Pines
Subdivision. All of the existing development utilizes on-site sewage disposal systems. The
on-site sewage disposal systems are regulated by the Shasta County Environmental Health
Department (EHD) even though the areas were incorporated as part of the City in July 1993.
All development in the Added Area west of Toyon is on on-site wastewater treatment
facilities such as septic or cesspit systems. There have been reports by both residents and
City employees of sewage discharge and odor in this portion of the Added Area (Preliminary
Report, 2008). In many cases, the odor intensifies after a rain; rain can flood septic tanks
and cesspits, thereby increasing the load on sewage disposal systems. This can be very
dangerous to a dwelling with a system that may be damaged and leaking.
Damaged sewage disposal systems can cause sewage to back up into the house, creating
potential health hazards from both the physical material itself and associated gases. In
addition, damaged systems can leak excessive raw sewage into the earth and overload
septic drainfields. Depending on the geology of the area, it could affect a drinking water
supply.
In 1997, Pace Engineering conducted a study on sewer disposal system infrastructure
needs in the Added Area; specifically, the former Summit City. The study concluded that
most of the systems in this area were inadequate.9 Surface water quality testing was
8
9

Debbie Israel Messer, Senior Planner, City of Shasta Lake, February 2008
Draft Infrastructure Needs Study for the Summit City and Riddle Road Areas, for the City of Shasta Lake, Pace
Engineering, May 1997.
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conducted as part of the study and levels of fecal coliform were abnormally high at several
locations. This suggests septic system failure. Additionally, residents in the area were
surveyed regarding their on-site sewage disposal systems. While only 8% reported
problems with their own systems, 13% reported that their neighbors had problems. When
plotted on a map, it was found that the majority of sewage disposal problems were in the
area described above.
Residents should inspect their sewage disposal systems annually and have them pumped
out every two to five years. There is some evidence to suggest this does not happen on all
properties, or repairs are not made when problems are discovered. According to reports
provided by the City, a variety of sewage problems have been reported over the past eight
years. While there have been a number of repairs to sewage systems in the area, there
have been five instances in which a permit was granted but the repair was never done.
Furthermore, there have been five reported instances of sewage discharge, along with other
anecdotal reports of sewage odor. It is very likely that the sewage disposal problems have
worsened since the 1997 study. The EHD confirmed that septic failures occur regularly in
the area, and many parcels are of inadequate size to provide adequate upgraded or new
leach fields.10 Current standards require a minimum of one half acre parcels with
acceptable soils; the older parcels in the Summit City area are as small as one tenth of an
acre.
City of Shasta Lake General Plan (General Plan)
Policies
PF-4
PF-6
PF-7
PF-8

Improve and maintain the Citywide wastewater system facilities.
Encourage the use and expansion of recycled wastewater for irrigation purposes.
Develop a comprehensive long-term plan for wastewater treatment within the
City.
Extend community wastewater treatment services to the Summit City area.

Implementation Measures
W-(2)
Require new residential development at a density greater than one unit per acre
and commercial and industrial areas annexed to the City be connected to the
City's wastewater collection system. Develop an implementation plan for
connection to the sewer system for existing residential development and
individual houses where septic systems have failed.
PF-(4)
Explore the feasibility of using reclaimed water for landscaping of residential
landscaping in new subdivisions, major commercial and industrial projects, and
landscaping at public facilities, including schools, government facilities, parks and
golf courses.
OSR-(7) Encourage development of future detention basins for joint storm water
management/park use, where feasible, and require coordinated City review
regarding the selection of sites for any detention basins and the use of storm
water runoff controls built into the landscape, where appropriate.

10

Jim Smith, Environmental Health Division Manager, Shasta County Environmental Health Division, personal
communication, February 6, 2008.
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STORMWATER AND DRAINAGE
Drainage in the Amended Project Area is primarily handled through surface runoff into
creeks and swales. Most of the City’s streets are not constructed with curb and gutter; sheet
runoff flows across streets and properties to nearby creeks.11
The City’s existing drainage system is comprised of older/aging drainage systems that were
constructed 10-30 years ago (Figure 6.7-2). As the population of the City increases, it
places a growing burden on the storm drainage system serving the City. Seasonal rainfall
has also changed; last season-to-date the average rainfall was 28.68”, this season to date is
36.35”.
The City is embarking on a city-wide storm drainage study that will be used to define
additional capital facilities needs as well as requirements for capital improvements for
private/public projects. The results of that study will be used to minimize the impacts of
storm drainage on public and private property. It will also be used to reduce the amount of
off-site storm drainage occurring as a result of development.
City of Shasta Lake General Plan (General Plan)
Policy
C-g

Construct, improve, and maintain the system of curb, gutters, sidewalks and
crosswalks for pedestrian circulation safety and drainage control.

Implementation Measures
W-(7)
Explore alternatives to storm water collection methods, including the use of
detention/retention basins to implement the "no net runoff" concept.
W-(8)
Establish storm water run-off reduction standards for projects larger than five
acres and incentives for "zero-net" storm water runoff, such as reduced storm
drainage impact fees.
PF-(2)
Explore the feasibility of a drainage fee to fund storm water drainage and
ongoing maintenance. Require all new development to pay this fee as a
condition of project approval.
PF-(3)
As part of the project review and building permit process, ensure that all new
development has a minimal impact on natural drainage channels and flow
capacity.
PF-(6)
Undertake maintenance efforts, in cooperation with Shasta County, City of
Redding, and Caltrans to ensure that surface drainage channels are not
obstructed.
C-(11)
Development of vacant parcels will require the construction, or a deferral
agreement for the construction of curb, gutter, sidewalk and the necessary tie-in
paving along the street frontage of the affected parcel(s), whichever combination
of improvements are applicable, as a requirement of the entitlement or building
permit approval. A deferral of curb, gutter, and sidewalks can be considered for
existing vacant parcels where drainage requirements have not been established.
New development that requires road extension beyond parcel frontage will be
required to construct and/or pave, at minimum, the road surface and insure
proper drainage.

11

City of Shasta Lake Memorandum, November 30, 2006, http://ci.shasta-lake.ca.us/Agenda%20
Packets/2006/120506/5.1.pdf

SHASTA LAKE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
6.7-8

SHASTA DAM AREA RP FOURTH AMENDMENT DEIR
FEBRUARY 2008

6.7 PUBLIC SERVICES AND UTILITIES
WATER SERVICE
In Shasta County, water supply is derived primarily from surface flows. Surface water flows
are allocated to supply primarily the south central region of the County. This region covers
the populated areas of the county that acquire their domestic water supply from watercontrolling entities that include several large water purveyors (e.g., the AndersonCottonwood Irrigation District and the Bella Vista Water District).
The City’s Central Valley Project (CVP) Water Allocation was restored back to its original
4,400 acre feet (ac/ft) in 2005, as part of the long-term water contract negotiations with the
Bureau of Reclamation. The increased allocation, along with other purchased water, should
give the City a surplus of raw water in the years that there are no CVP cutbacks due to
drought. The City is currently conducting short-term sales of their excess water that isn’t
treated to supply current connections.
The City also has an August 2005 contact with the Anderson Cottonwood Irrigation District
that provides for the sale of 2,000 ac/ft to the City annually. The contract terms are under
negotiation currently with a final resolution expected before the adoption of the proposed
project.
The City of Shasta Lake Water Utility operates a water treatment plant located on the east
abutment of Shasta Dam. The water treatment plant was designed to meet the California
Department of Health Services (DHS) standards for domestic drinking water, treating water
from its source at Shasta Lake. The Fishermen Point Treatment Plant was completed in
1989, now feeding potable water through a distribution system with approximately 3800
connections, with a current total water demand of approximately 34,400 acre-feet per year
(ac-ft/yr). The plants maximum output is approximately 5 mgd.12
The source of raw (untreated) water comes from Shasta Lake through two intake ports
located in Shasta Dam. These ports are at different depths on the dam to allow for selection
of the cleanest (lowest turbidity) water. Four large pumps are used to push the water up hill
to the plant site through a 16" line. The pumps can be selected in any order to deliver the
required flow rate of the filters.
Water is transported by gravity from the water treatment plant to municipal connections
through 14- and 16-inch diameter transmission mains (Figure 6.7-3). The downstream
water distribution system consists of approximately 40 miles of water mains ranging in size
from 3/4 to 10 inches in diameter. Approximately 60% of the system consists of 40- to 50year old water lines that are 5 inches and smaller in diameter and cannot provide adequate
fire flows. The distribution system is comprised of 10 pressure zones regulated by pressure
reducing stations and 7 treated water storage reservoirs ranging in size from 200,000 to
1,000,000 gallons. The total water storage capacity is 2.8 million gallons and the reservoirs
range from 30 to 60 years old.
In 2000, the cities of Redding and Shasta Lake entered into an agreement to build an intertie within Shasta Lake that would improve water system reliability and provide up to 200,000
gallons of potable water per day on an emergency basis to the City.13 A new agreement
(May 2007) provides that the agreement be extended for one year and renewed for
successive one year terms until such a time as either party terminates the agreement.

12

City of Shasta Lake Online, Water Treatment, http://www.ci.shasta-lake.ca.us/departments/
watertreatment/watertrreatment2.htm
13
City of Shasta Lake Memorandum, May 21, 2007, http://ci.shasta-lake.ca.us/Agenda%20Packets/
2007/080707/4.2.pdf
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Source: The Ervin Consulting Group, 2008
Data from ENPLAN, 2008
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WATER SYSTEM INFRASTRUCTURE
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For each gallon of water delivered, Redding will pump an equivalent amount of ground water
into its system to replace the water delivered to Shasta Lake.
All new development is required to provide water distribution facilities and if necessary,
water storage facilities.
City of Shasta Lake General Plan (General Plan)
Goals
W-1

Conserve and manage all surface and groundwater resources so that all City
residents, both now and in the future, have reasonable assurances that an
adequate quantity and quality of water exists.
Develop and establish regional relationships to insure flexible water supply
sources.

W-2
Policies
W-c
W-d
PF-2

PF-3
PF-5
PF-c
PF-(5)

PF-(7)

Preserve and/or enhance Central Valley Project water allocations.
The City shall work cooperatively with water agencies in Shasta County.
Develop a Citywide mechanism for managing the water resources available to
the City. Adequate supplies and quality of water should be available to serve
development projected for the planning period and evaluate additional water
supply resources.
Improve and maintain the Citywide water system facilities.
Encourage water conservation in all new development through the use of
measures which result in the more efficient use of water.
Evaluate the water infrastructure system and develop a plan to improve the
system, where applicable.
Establish guidelines and standards for water conservation and actively promote
use of water-conserving devices and practices in both new construction and
major alterations and additions to existing buildings.
Evaluate, and if feasible, implement a requirement that new development pay its
fair share of costs associated with the provision and maintenance of streets,
parks, water supply and treatment, wastewater treatment and disposal, drainage,
and facilities for police and fire protection.

PARKS, RECREATION, AND CULTURAL
The City’s Public Works Department maintains seven parks throughout the City, including:
•
•
•
•
•

1 Regional Park
3 Baseball Fields
1 Multi-Purpose Field
3 Neighborhood Parks
1 Community Park

•
•
•
•

1.5 Miles of Walking/Jogging Trails
Senior Community Center
BMX Racing Facility
Tennis Court

The General Plan identifies open space, parks, and recreation areas as specific areas of
concern that are key to the development of the City. It was determined that open space,
bike and trail routes, and flood plains needed to be carefully integrated with existing and
proposed land uses to accommodate future development needs. The City has a Parks
Master Plan, adopted in 2005, that addresses park and recreation needs throughout the
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City. The City is also reviewing park impact fees to determine appropriate fees necessary to
mitigate the impact of new residential projects.
The City currently has a voluntary library, the Shasta Lake Gateway Library, funded by
donations from civic and church groups and private donations. Staffing for the library is also
done by volunteers. The Shasta Lake Heritage & Historical Society also maintains over
2,000 local photos plus memorabilia, and an additional room set up as a museum.
City of Shasta Lake General Plan (General Plan)
The General Plan contains an Open Space, Parks, and Recreation Element that addresses
parks and recreation needs and objectives for the City.
Policies
OSR-a

OSR-b

OSR-d

OSR-e
OSR-f
PF-f

Parks and recreation systems, planning, acquisition, development, and operation
should be coordinated among City, Shasta County, state and federal
governments, as well as schools and special districts, and should take advantage
of opportunities for linkages between publicly owned parks and publicly owned
state and federal lands.
The significant creek and streamside corridors in the City of Shasta Lake shall be
designated on the General Plan Maps. The primary purpose of this designation
is to protect the riparian habitats from development. The purpose is also to
encourage open space and recreation. Riparian habitat protection along the
significant river and creekside corridors as designated on the plan maps shall be
achieved, where appropriate.
The City may require the dedication of land and/or improvement of open space,
parks, or the payment of in-lieu fees in accordance with City development
standards as part of the entitlement and/or building permit process.
Provide for neighborhood parks.
Provide off-road pedestrian and non-motorized bike facilities, where feasible and
practicable.
Public uses (e.g. schools, parks, waste disposal sites) and public utilities (e.g.
substation, transmission lines) whose site specific locations often cannot be
identified in advance by the General Plan may be permitted throughout the City
to serve the public need. Appropriate zoning on site specific locations will be
determined in response to the identified need as it occurs. Solid waste disposal
facilities shall be conditionally permitted to ensure that the site is compatible with
adjacent land uses. Surrounding land uses, to the extent feasible, shall be
regulated to avoid incompatibility with the solid waste disposal facility.

Implementation Measures
OSR-(1) Provide 5 acres of neighborhood, community, and creekside parks per 1,000 new
residents. Strive to maintain a neighborhood park standard of at least 0.9 acres
per 1,000 new residents
OSR-(2) Evaluate the establishment of a park and recreation fee on non-residential
development projects commensurate with expected use of such facilities by
employees in such projects.
OSR-(3) Evaluate the feasibility of developing smaller neighborhood parks, of about two
acres, in selected areas where a landscape maintenance district or other funding
mechanisms can be utilized and where the development pattern lends itself to
such facilities.
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PF-(7)

Evaluate, and if feasible, implement a requirement that new development pay its
fair share of costs associated with the provision and maintenance of streets,
parks, water supply and treatment, wastewater treatment and disposal, drainage,
and facilities for police and fire protection.

IMPACTS AND MITIGATION
METHODOLOGY
Redevelopment would remove barriers to planned development within the Amended Project
Area, which would generate demands on public services and utilities consistent with these
adopted plans. However, redevelopment also directly funds infrastructure improvements to
serve existing and projected development within the Amended Project Area. The adequacy
of existing plans, policies, and ordinances to provide for public services and utilities within
the Amended Project Area was assessed in reference to redevelopment objectives and
projects.
SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) defines a significant impact on public
services and utilities to occur if the project results in:
•

•
•

A need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the public
services
A violation of any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements
A substantial increase in the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would
result in flooding on- or off-site, or exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems

PROJECT COMPONENTS
Improvements to Amended Project Area public infrastructure are intended to improve public
safety, remove costly impediments to development, and upgrade infrastructure to
contemporary standards to stimulate private development. The proposed sewer and
drainage improvement projects include, but are not limited to, monitoring systems, sewer
parallels, drainage lines, sewer lines, wastewater treatment facilities, flooding systems, floor
control dikes, and sewer systems. The proposed utility and communication improvement
projects shall include, but are not limited to, electrical distribution systems, natural gas
distribution systems, cable TV and fiber optic communication systems, water distribution
systems, and windbreaks.
The proposed community facilities improvement projects include, but are not limited to,
parks, open spaces, schools, school facilities, fire and sheriff facilities, communication
systems, libraries, cultural centers, museums, community centers, city maintenance
facilities, plazas, recreational facilities, playgrounds, and civic centers. Further compliance
with General Plan, zoning standards, and environmental review may be necessary for these
proposals to come forward.
The proposed sewer and drainage improvement projects shall include, but are not limited to,
monitoring systems, sewer parallels, drainage lines, sewer lines, wastewater treatment
facilities, flooding systems, floor control dikes, and sewer systems.
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Rehabilitation and development assistance programs are provided to bring deteriorated
buildings and substandard properties up to code, or remove unsafe and uninhabitable
buildings.
FISCAL EFFECTS NOT DISCUSSED
This EIR does not discuss the fiscal effects of the proposed Shasta Dam Area
Redevelopment Plan Amendment (Amendment). CEQA does not require an evaluation of
economic or social effects unless they are related to a physical change. As described in
Chapter 3.0, Project Description, adoption of the proposed Amendment will authorize the
City of Shasta Lake Redevelopment Agency (Agency) to finance improvements and
programs through tax increment financing in the Added Area and in the Original Area; the
Agency will collect tax increment from the Added Area for 45 years (to FY 2052-53, if
amendment is adopted in 2008) and from the Original Area for an additional 18 years (to FY
2041-42, if amendment is adopted in 2008). Tax increment financing reallocates a portion
of the future growth in property tax revenue to the Agency instead of other taxing entities.
To mitigate any potential fiscal burden or detriment on those taxing entities, the California
Community Redevelopment Law (CCRL) requires the Agency to make certain mandatory
payments to the taxing entities throughout the life of the Redevelopment Plan and for as
long as the Agency receives tax increment revenues. In enacting the mandatory payment
requirement, the Legislature declared that a redevelopment agency shall not be required, as
a measure to mitigate a significant environmental effect or otherwise, to make any other
payments to, or pay for any facilities that will be owned by, an affected taxing entity (CRL
Section 33607.5(f)).
The fiscal effects of the proposed Amendment will be evaluated in two separate reports that
will be prepared by the Agency as part of the process leading to adoption of the proposed
Amendment. The first report is a Preliminary Report to the Affected Taxing Entities pursuant
to CRL Section 33344.5. The Preliminary Report was transmitted to the affected taxing
entities on January 24, 2008, and the Agency is currently consulting with each affected
taxing entity concerning the financial and other effects of the Amendment as provided in
CRL Section 33328. The second report is a Report to the City Council pursuant to CRL
Section 33352. The Report to the City Council, which will incorporate this EIR by reference,
serves as the major evidentiary document supporting the proposed adoption of the
Amendment. It is anticipated that the Report to the City Council will be made available for
public review in March 2008 and that a joint public hearing of the Agency and City Council to
consider the proposed Amendment will be held in May 2008.
IMPACT STATEMENTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES
Impact 6.7-1 Redevelopment engendered development could increase general
population demands on public safety
Studies have shown that areas experiencing economic downturns are more likely to
encounter higher rates of criminal activity.14 Redevelopment in the Amended Project Area
would therefore be a positive tool for combating crime, since it will primarily provide the
financial resources necessary for rehabilitating and redeveloping areas where crime is more
likely to continue taking place. Redevelopment can steer the economy of the Amended
Project Area in a different direction, ultimately revitalizing an area for an active commercial
sector.
14

“The Economy-Crime Rate Connection and Its Effects on DPA Caseloads: Does Crime Pay When the Market
Doesn’t?” Bruce H. Amburgey, March 2002
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Much of the Amended Project Area also suffers from a large percentage of dilapidated and
deteriorated buildings, which both perpetuates the “broken window” environment that seems
to encourage criminal activity, but also increases fire hazards. Dilapidation and deterioration
is caused by long-term neglect, deferred maintenance, and aging. When exterior surfaces
of buildings are not properly maintained to remove wood rot or replace cracked/missed
siding or concrete, this lack of maintenance can expose the interior framing and foundation
to the elements, weakening the structural integrity of the building. Deterioration of roofing
materials, doors, and windows can make framing, rafters, and interior wiring susceptible to
water damage and increases the deterioration of the entire structure, leaving it susceptible
to fire and other damage.
In addition, residential streets in the Amended Project Area generally do not meet guidelines
for street width, as cited by the California Fire Code, to ensure access of fire trucks and
ambulances to residential dwellings in case of emergencies. These guidelines recommend
that streets have a minimum unrestricted width of 20 feet to ensure emergency vehicle
access. Discussions with the Fire District staff revealed that some of the homes in the
Original Area and the Added Area may be inaccessible in the event of an emergency
because the roads are only wide enough to support one-way traffic. The proposed
Amendment would assist in roadway improvements to meeting minimum widths and provide
curbs, sidewalks, and gutters.
The proposed community facilities improvement projects include, but are not limited to, fire
and sheriff facilities, as well as water supply system improvements to improve fire flows.
The proposed Amendment would result in the elimination of barriers to General Plan
development, and thus could allow a planned increase in City population over existing
conditions. However, redevelopment tools would allow for private assistance and public
improvements to eliminate the existing blight that leads to higher crime rates and public
safety problems. Redevelopment may also assist with the construction of fire and sheriff
facilities. Overall, the use of redevelopment to eliminate blight in the Amended Project Area
and public facilities and service programs may have a beneficial impact on police and fire
service levels.
Any proposed new development in the Amended Project Area will be required to incorporate
design features identified in the Uniform Building Code and the Uniform Fire Code, and both
the Fire District and the Sheriff’s Department are given the opportunity to review and
comment on the design of any redevelopment project that could affect public or fire safety.
The incorporation of safety measures required by the Uniform Building Code, the Uniform
Fire Code, City permitting requirements, and redevelopment assistance with facility needs,
are expected to reduce any physical public safety impacts associated with redevelopment
projects to a less-than-significant level.
Mitigation
None required
Impact 6.7-2 Redevelopment engendered development could increase general
population demands on schools
The proposed Amendment may result in an increase in infill housing construction in the
Amended Project Area. Such increases could result in an increase in student demand on
the Gateway District schools. Any new residential development must be consistent with the
General Plan, and could eventually develop in the Amended Project Area in the absence of
the Amendment.
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Goals and Policies adopted as mitigation measures for the General Plan were determined to
mitigate impacts of growth on schools to less-than-significant levels. These policies and
measures are the responsibility of the City to implement for the Amended Project Area. The
Gateway District also requires that developers pay school impact fees to offset the addition
of any new students into the district.
Under Assembly Bill (AB) 1290, which amended the CCRL, the State recognized the
potential adverse impact on schools from redevelopment, and mitigated the effect by
specifically providing a net increase in funding for school capital improvements. The
legislature specifically found in Article 16.5, Section 31, amending Section 33607.5 (g)(2) of
the Health and Safety Code, that “(n)otwithstanding any other provision of law, a
redevelopment agency shall not be required, either directly or indirectly, as a measure to
mitigate a significant environmental effect or as part of any settlement agreement or
judgment brought in any action to contest the validity of a redevelopment plan pursuant to
Section 33501, to make any other payments to affected taxing entities, or to pay for public
facilities that will be owned or leased to an affected taxing entity.”
Mitigation
None required
Impact 6.7-3 Redevelopment engendered development could increase general
population demands on wastewater collection and treatment
The proposed Amendment would not intensify land uses beyond those planned for in the
General Plan. Treatment plant capacity is planned to accommodate General Plan growth as
the City develops. Existing customers pay for their portion of their respective relief projects
via their monthly user charges. Future customers will pay for their portions through impact
fees (most relief projects are allocated to both existing and future customers).
As noted above, the Added Area experiences problems with faulty or inadequate sewer
utilities such as septic system failures. Damaged sewage disposal systems can cause
sewage to back up into the house, creating potential health hazards from both the physical
material itself and associated gases. In addition, damaged systems can leak excessive raw
sewage into the earth and overload septic drainfields. Depending on the geology of the
area, it could affect drinking water supply.
The proposed Amendment would provide funding for local wastewater infrastructure
projects, and would provide assistance for development that could be used to upgrade
sewer facilities as needed. Sanitary sewer system improvements include, but are not limited
to, regional wastewater control facility modification, replacements, and plant expansion;
sanitary pump station rehabilitation/modification; sanitary separation; sanitary system
deficiency improvements and repairs; sanitary telemetry; and sludge removal and
reuse/disposal.
Most of the Added Area is currently without municipal sewer facilities. Current restrictions
on parcel size to accommodate leach fields and leach field replacement restrict the level of
development that can occur in the Added Area. If a sewer line is extended to alleviate the
septic failures in the Summit City area, some increase in development intensities could
occur, creating a greater demand on the City’s wastewater treatment facilities. In the
Summit City area, this growth impact would be minor, since most of the parcels are already
small. In other portions of the Added Area, especially west of Lake Boulevard, the large
parcel sizes are limited by zoning and General Plan land use designations. In addition,
significant slopes and dense tree growth present other barriers to increased densities, in
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addition to the lack of commercial facilities in the area. However, any extension of sewer
lines into this area of the City could create demands for additional hookups to the system.
Prior to approval of any additional hook-ups beyond Summit City, the City would need to
determine the wastewater treatment capacity available, and the number of allowable
hookups, based on engineering studies.
Redevelopment would assist the City in alleviating current septic system failures in the
Summit City area. The current system was designed to accommodate the Summit City
connections, and treatment facility expansion is anticipated around 2012.15 Therefore, th
proposed Amendment would have a less-than-significant impact on wastewater.
Mitigation
None required
Impact 6.7-4 Redevelopment engendered development and infrastructure projects
could affect stormwater and drainage systems
Drainage in the Amended Project Area is primarily handled through surface runoff into
creeks and swales. The City’s existing drainage system is comprised of older/aging
drainage systems that were constructed 10-30 years ago. Most of the City’s streets are not
constructed with a curb and gutter, and therefore generally convey runoff to nearby creeks.
The runoff runs through private properties and public right-of-ways as sheet flow or in some
instances as concentrated flow, both of which result in impacts to property.
The proposed Amendment would not intensify land uses beyond those planned for in the
General Plan. Redevelopment tools would be provided in the Added Area and for an
additional 18 years in the Original Area to construct stormwater and drainage improvements.
Storm drain projects would include storm drain alleviation-repairs; storm pump station
rehabilitation; storm system rehabilitation/street improvements; and storm-water telemetry.
This would improve stormwater and drainage facilities and service throughout the Amended
Project Area. The Amendment would therefore have a less-than-significant impact on
stormwater and drainage.
Mitigation
None required
Impact 6.7-5 Redevelopment engendered development could increase general
population demands on water service
All development within the proposed Amended Project Area must be consistent with the
General Plan, and would be required to contribute its fair share to the expansion of water
treatment facilities to accommodate increases in flow through the system. The proposed
Amendment would provide funding for water delivery infrastructure projects, and would
provide assistance for development that could be used to upgrade water distribution
facilities as needed. Proposed water projects would include, but are not limited to, central
control systems; pipelines; service system additions and replacements; aqueducts;
groundwater monitoring wells; new water supply wells, well rehab/repair, and well
replacements; water system expansions; water transmission mains; water treatment
equipment; well/reservoir site improvements; and other minor infrastructure improvements.
This would improve water facilities and service throughout the Amended Project Area. The
Amendment would therefore have a less-than-significant impact on water service.
15

SLGP EIR, page 5-34.
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Mitigation
None required
Impact 6.7-6 Redevelopment engendered development could increase general
population demands on parks, recreation, and cultural facilities
The City is currently underserved for local parks and recreation facilities, although they are
adjacent to major private and public resources related to the Shasta Lake Recreational
Area. The proposed Amendment authorizes the funding of community centers, recreation
centers, childcare centers, museums, libraries, parks, and other recreation facility
improvements, the provision of which would have a beneficial impact on the City. All
development within the proposed Amended Project Area must be consistent with the
General Plan, thus anticipated population growth has been accommodated in local park and
recreation planning. The proposed Amendment would have a less-than-significant impact
on the quality or quantity of parks, recreation, and cultural facilities.
Mitigation
None required
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6.8 TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION
This Sub-chapter of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) describes the transportation
setting of the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Plan Fourth Amendment (proposed project
or Amendment). The analysis focuses on the segments of the transportation networks that
serve as direct or key indirect linkages to the Amended Project Area (Original Area and
Added Area). Whereas the Amendment does not directly propose new development but
would encourage development consistent with the City of Shasta Lake General Plan
(General Plan) by funding incentives, programs and public improvements in the Amended
Project Area, this section tiers from data and analysis in the City of Shasta Lake General
Plan EIR (SLGP EIR, 1999), which is incorporated in this EIR by reference.
One comment on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) was received from the Public Utilities
Commission (PUC) regarding rail safety.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
The transportation system serving the Amended Project Area includes Interstate 5 (I-5), a
limited access roadway, Shasta Dam Boulevard (State Route 151), Lake Boulevard, surface
streets, and bus service.
STREET CONDITIONS
Residential Streets
Many residential neighborhoods in the Amended Project Area lack curbs, gutters, street
paving, and sidewalks. A curb serves as a gutter for proper drainage of the street, and
provides for safety by keeping drivers from driving onto the shoulder, which can be
potentially unsafe to pedestrians, including small children. Gutters guide water from rain
into storm drains, so that it does not accumulate on the road; proper street drainage
prevents erosion and flooding, which can occur in areas with steep gradients.
Large puddles can also be dangerous, as they can contribute to a lack of traction and the
loss of control of an automobile, resulting in accidents. Water and mud can spray up from
tires onto the vehicles behind, causing them to lose visibility, and potentially splashing on
pedestrians. Paving public streets with asphalt makes the streets durable, and makes it
easier for drivers to navigate heavy vehicles.
The process of asphalt paving involves constructing a base on which the asphalt is layered.
The base is important as it prevents water intrusion from beneath the road, which can
reduce the life span of the asphalt and causes potholes on streets. Lack of sidewalks
restricts pedestrian access to schools and commercial areas and increases hazards to
pedestrians and bicyclists. Inadequate circulation improvements currently exist in the
Amended Project Area, which accentuate blighting conditions and are a potential health and
safety hazard.
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Conditions in the Original Area include the following:
•

Lack of curbs and sidewalks on most public residential streets

•

Narrow streets that are not wide enough to accommodate emergency vehicles

•

A significant number of public streets without asphalt pavement

•

Potholes on streets

•

A significant number of public residential streets without asphalt pavement

•

Streets that do not meet City standards for construction, width, or accommodation of
drainage

Conditions in the Added Area include the following:
•

Lack of curbs and sidewalks on most public residential streets

•

Narrow streets that are not wide enough to accommodate emergency vehicles

•

A significant number of public residential streets without asphalt pavement

•

Streets that do not meet City standards for construction, width, or accommodation of
drainage

•

Streets that are not clearly marked

•

Streets that have seasonal crossings

Guidelines for street width have been cited by the California Fire Code as advantageous as
they ensure access of fire trucks and ambulances to residential dwellings in case of
emergencies. These guidelines recommend that streets have a minimum unrestricted width
of 20 feet to ensure emergency vehicle access. Discussions with the Shasta Lake Fire
Protection District staff reveal that some of the homes in the Amended Project Area may be
inaccessible in the event of an emergency because the roads are wide enough to support
only one-way traffic (Preliminary Report, 2008).
Commercial Streets
Portions of the commercial areas within the Amended Project Area also lack curbs, gutters,
or sidewalks. Streets without drainage systems are susceptible to flooding and erosion,
reducing the life cycle of the streets. Although most of the commercial streets appear to be
paved, survey of the area revealed that only sections of Shasta Dam Boulevard and Twin
View Boulevard have curbs and sidewalks. Other streets that have a relatively high
concentration of commercial activities, such as Cascade Boulevard and Front Street, are
without improvements such as curbs and sidewalks. In the Added Area, the entire length of
Lake Boulevard lacks curbs, gutters, and sidewalks. Many of the streets also have varying
widths all along its length.
Rail
The Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) serves the City of Shasta Lake (City), with its principal
north-south line from Oakland to Portland, Oregon, via Sacramento, Marysville, Chico, and
Redding. This is also the route of Amtrak's Coast Starlight passenger train. This train
passes through the City along the western boundary of the Original Project Area. Accidents
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are known to occur between trains and the general public, sometimes resulting in fatalities.
UPRR tracks traveling through Shasta County (County), including the City of Shasta Lake,
are Class 4 tracks. The maximum allowable speed for Class 4 tracks is 60 miles per hour
(mph) for freight trains and 80 mph for passenger trains. The UPRR has established, by
internal policy, a maximum speed limit of 45 mph for all trains traveling through urban
areas.1
The rail line serves as a major barrier between communities within the City. The only
roadway that crosses the tracks through the Amended Project Area is Shasta Dam
Boulevard, which travels under a rail bridge. To the southwest, Pine Grove Avenue is also
grade separated from the rails. No additional crossings are identified in the SLGP
Circulation Map.
AMENDED PROJECT AREA ACCESS
The primary circulation system for the Amended Project Area is identified on Figure 6.8-1.
Street and Highway System
The City has one major freeway, I-5, which runs north-south, and State Route 151 (Shasta
Dam Boulevard), which runs east-west through the center of the City. The Existing
Transportation System Map (on file with the City Development Services Department)
identifies the classification of the roadway system throughout the City. Interstate 5 provides
regional access to the Amended Project Area. The freeway is planned as an eight-lane
freeway from the southern City limits to the Shasta Dam Boulevard interchange (SLGP EIR,
page 5-26). North of this interchange Interstate 5 is planned as a six-lane freeway. The
portion of the I-5 freeway that serves Shasta Lake is a six-lane freeway.
Six minor arterial streets transect the Amended Project Area. Minor arterials provide for the
movement of traffic to and from collector streets, major arterial streets and the freeway.
There are currently no major arterial streets existing or planned in the City of Shasta Lake
(City).
The following routes are currently designated as Minor Arterial Streets:
•

Lake Boulevard

•

Pine Grove Avenue

•

Shasta Dam Boulevard

•

Cascade Boulevard

•

Ashby Road

•

Twin View Boulevard

The collector street system moves traffic between local and arterial streets, with some direct
access to parcels and property. The City standard for collector streets is currently a 60-foot
right-of-way. With such widths, smooth traffic flow may be regulated by stop signs on local
streets with left or right turn channelization provided. This cross section will permit two
moving lanes of traffic, on-street parking, sidewalks, and public utility easements, as well as
street tree wells on each side in residential, commercial, and industrial areas. Streets can
accommodate specific turn lanes with the removal or restriction of on-street parking.

1

Railroad Operations in Shasta County, Grand Jury Report, July 17, 2002, retrieved from
http://www.co.shasta.ca.us/html/Grand_Jury/docs/0102_Reports/railroad.pdf.
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Source: The Ervin Consulting Group, 2008
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FIGURE 6.8-1
AMENDED PROJECT AREA ROADWAY SYSTEM
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The following routes are designated as Collector Streets in the Amended Project Area:
•

Red Bluff Street

•

Montana Avenue

•

Fort Peck Street

•

Hardenbrook Avenue

•

Vallecito Street

•

Black Canyon Road

•

Washington Avenue

The remaining streets in the Amended Project Area are Local Streets. Local streets provide
direct access to land uses, and are generally residential.
PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION
The Redding Area Bus Authority (RABA) provides both local and regional fixed route transit
services to the Amended Project Area out of the Masonic Avenue Transfer Facility in
Redding (Figure 6.8-2). Currently, Route 1 serves Cascade Boulevard, Shasta Dam
Boulevard, Ashby Road, and Lake Boulevard south of Pine Grove Avenue within the City
limits. Route 8 serves Cascade Boulevard, Shasta Dam Boulevard, Main Street, and Lake
Boulevard within the City limits. RABA's fixed route service runs Monday through Saturday
from generally 6:30 a.m. to 7:30 p.m. (9:30 a.m. to 7:30 p.m. on Saturday) using twelve
routes. The service area covers approximately 100 square miles from the City as the
northern boundary to Anderson in the south. The eastern most boundary is Shasta College
while the western boundary is Buenaventura Boulevard off Placer Street.
All of the routes operate on 60 minute headways. Para-transit services are also provided by
RABA within 3/4 miles of bus Route 8.
BIKEWAYS
The City prepared a Bikeway Plan in 1995 to coordinate with the Bikeway Plans of the City
of Redding, the County, and the Regional Bikeway Plan. Officially designated bicycle
facilities are classified as follows:
•

Class I
Off-street bike trails or paths that are physically separated from streets or roads used
by motorized traffic.

•

Class II
On-street bike lanes with signs, striped lane markings, and pavement legends.

•

Class III
On-street bike routes marked by signs and shared with motor vehicles and
pedestrians. Optional four-inch edge lines and legend may be present on the
pavement.

The City has completed two bike paths specifically identified in the Bikeway Plan. Class II
paths are currently located on main arterial streets, Ashby Road and Shasta Dam
Boulevard/SR 151. The City also plans a Class I path along Churn Creek. It is intended
that additional bikeways will be added to the Bikeway Plan through community involvement
over time.
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Source: Redding Area Bus Authority, 2007
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FIGURE 6.8-2
PUBLIC TRANSIT
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Bicycle and walking activities currently rely completely on the existing roadway system. Onstreet bikeways in the Amended Project Area are present on portions of Shasta Dam
Boulevard/SR 151 and Ashby Road, and lines are marked on portions of Lake Boulevard
and Cascade Boulevard. There are no regional bikeway corridors designated within the
Amended Project Area.

EXISTING AND FUTURE TRIP GENERATION
In general, the current roadway system within the City continues to accommodate
community traffic well. Traffic volumes on most streets are less than 6,100 vehicles per day
(total of both directions), except for Shasta Dam Boulevard, which is still well within the
capacity of a two-lane street. On all street segments classified as arterials, the indicated
total vehicles per day are also within the street's capacity.
The Shasta County Regional Transportation Planning Agency manages preparation of the
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) every five years. The City emphasis in the 2004 RTP
was on bringing existing street pavement to an acceptable level of maintenance. The City
has approximately 50 miles of paved streets, of which only approximately 10-15% are at an
acceptable level of maintenance. Most of those paved streets are not up to City standards
in terms of construction, width, and accommodation of drainage. The City has an additional
15 miles of unpaved streets. Long-term, the City’s focus is on paving unpaved streets and
bringing other streets up to current City standards.
LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS)
The evaluation of existing roadway conditions focuses on capacity, which reflects the ability
of the network to serve the traffic demand and volume. The capacity of a roadway depends
primarily on street width, the number of lanes, intersection and access control, and other
physical factors. Traffic volumes typically are reported as the daily number of vehicular
movements (e.g., passenger vehicles and trucks) in both directions on a segment of
roadway, averaged over a full calendar year (AADT) or over a period of less than a year
(ADT), and the number of vehicular movements on a road segment during the peak hour.
The peak-hour volume on urban arterials typically is approximately 10 percent of the AADT.
These values are useful indicators in determining the magnitude of congestion and other
problems.
The LOS is a letter designation, ranging from A through F, which describes the range of
operating conditions on a particular type of roadway facility. LOS A and B indicate free flow
travel, while LOS C indicates stable traffic flow. LOS D indicates the beginning of traffic
congestion, while LOS E indicates the nearing of traffic breakdown conditions. LOS F
indicates stop-and-go traffic conditions. Table 6.8-1 identifies the Level of Service criteria
for roadway segments.
VEHICLE COUNTS
Redevelopment Plan level analyses typically are focused on road segment average daily
trips, and do not address intersection LOS. Vehicle counts were made as a part of the
SLGP EIR, and future ADT was based on the 2064 build-out projections available at the
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time. The land use data used in the SLGP EIR traffic analysis assumed build-out of all
residential and non-residential vacant land in the City and sphere of influence.
TABLE 6.8-1
LEVEL OF SERVICE CRITERIA FOR ROADWAY SEGMENTS
Maximum Volume for Given Service Level

# of
Lanes

Facility Type1

A

B

C

D

E

Residential minor collector

2

500

1,000

1,800

2,500

3,000

Residential major collector

2

4,500

6,500

13,000

16,000

18,000

2-lane State highway

2

10,000

15,000

17,500

22,000

24,500

2

12,000

14,000

16,000

18,000

20,000

4

24,000

28,000

32,000

36,000

40,000

Rural, 2-lane highway

2

2,400

4,800

7,900

13,500

22,900

Rural, 2-lane road, 24’-36’ of pavement, paved
shoulders

2

2,200

4,300

7,100

12,200

20,000

Rural, 2-lane road, 24’-36’ of pavement, no
shoulders

2

10,100

17,000

Arterial, high access control

1

Facility Type
Arterial, low access control
Arterial, moderate access control
Arterial, high access control

Stops/Mile
4+
2-4
1-2

1,800

3,600

Driveway
Frequent
Limited
None

5,900

Speed
25-35 MPH
35-45 MPH
45-55 MPH

The daily traffic volumes on the existing and proposed circulation system were evaluated as
to their ability to operate at acceptable LOS in the SLGP EIR. SLGP build-out is expected to
result in average daily traffic on major roadways as outlined in Error! Not a valid bookmark
self-reference.. This table identifies future traffic volumes that would result from build-out
by the Year 2064, assuming the anticipated rate of population growth. For purposes of the
analysis, it was assumed that by 2064, Shasta Dam Boulevard would be a 4-lane moderate
access controlled arterial (it is currently a three lane road with two travel lanes and one turn
lane section), and Lake Boulevard, Black Canyon Road, and Ashby Road would be 2-lane
moderate access controlled arterials.
TABLE 6.8-2
SLGP AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC PROJECTIONS (BEFORE MITIGATION)
Roadway

Segment

SLGP 1999 SLGP
ADT
LOS

SLGP 2064
Projected ADT

SLGP
2064 Projected
LOS

Shasta Dam
Blvd.

Between Lake Blvd. and Ashby
Rd.

6,100

A

11,800

A

Shasta Dam
Blvd.

Between Ashby Rd. and
Hardenbrook Ave.

12,000

A

27,000

B

Shasta Dam
Blvd.

Between Hardenbrook Ave. and
Grand Coulee Blvd.

12,000

A

19,500

A
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Roadway

Segment

SLGP 1999 SLGP
ADT
LOS

SLGP 2064
Projected ADT

SLGP
2064 Projected
LOS

Shasta Dam
Blvd.

Between Grand Coulee Blvd. and
Interstate 5

12,000

A

25,700

B

Lake Blvd.

North of Shasta Dam Blvd.

2,400

A

NA

NA

Lake Blvd.

Between Shasta Dam Blvd. and
Hill Blvd.

1,700

A

8,700

A

Lake Blvd.

Between Flanagan Road and
Ashby Rd.

3,000

A

8,700

A

Ashby Rd.

Between Lake Blvd. & Pine Grove
Ave. Extension

3,500

A

12,100

A

Ashby Rd.

Between Pine Grove Ave. & La
Mesa Ave.

3,500

A

14,400

C

Ashby Rd.

Between La Mesa Ave. & Shasta
Dam Blvd.

4,700

A

14,400

C

Black Canyon
Rd.

Between Red Bluff St. & Mussel
Shoals Ave.

600

A

10,200

B

Cascade Blvd.

Between Shasta Dam Blvd. &
Grand Coulee Blvd.

2,300

A

8,600

A

Cascade Blvd.

Between Grand Coulee Blvd. &
Pine Grove Ave.

4,300

A

8,600

A

Cascade Blvd.

Between Autumn Harvest &
Arrowhead Ave.

1,000

A

8,600

A

Grand Coulee
Blvd.

Between Fort Peck St. & Cascade
Blvd.

2,000

B

NA

NA

Twin View
Blvd.

South of Pine Grove Ave.

600

A

3,900

B

Source: SLGP EIR, 1999

Freeway Counts
The Caltrans Traffic and Vehicle Data System identifies I-5 at Pine Grove to have a 2006
southbound AADT of 37,000 and northbound AADT of 32,500, which already exceeds the
projected 2064 AADT identified in the SLGP.
It is estimated that I-5 will experience routine stop-and-go traffic in the next 10 to 15 years.
The impacts of new development on traffic LOS for I-5 reveal that almost every segment of
I-5 is projected to reach failing LOS by 2030 if no capacity enhancements are made. Local
agencies have not funded I-5 mainline improvements because no improvements have been
needed to date; cities have been drawing-down on excess capacity as the region has grown
over the past 40 years. The Fix I-5 Partnership (Partnership) is identifying a funding plan to
pay for the widening of I-5 to six lanes. The Partnership seeks to fund a majority of the
improvement costs through state and federal resources generated through existing taxes
paid by existing residents. The remainder of the improvement need would be funded
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through local traffic impact fees. Necessary improvements could be fully funded if a fair
share portion of the cost is charged to new development through an impact fee program.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
METHODOLOGY
Changes in circumstances since the SLGP EIR was adopted were considered against
anticipated traffic conditions in the Amended Project Area and vicinity. The effect of
implementation activities on existing and planned pedestrian and transit services is analyzed
at a programmatic level. Since the Amendment does not propose to intensify land uses
beyond those planned for in the SLGP, or to develop specific traffic generating projects in
the Amended Project Area, a quantitative analysis of intersection-specific traffic impacts due
to Amendment implementation in the context of this programmatic EIR was not warranted.
THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE
Impacts to the roadway system are considered significant if redevelopment activities would
result in development that could cause a significant increase in projected average daily
traffic volumes over current conditions or beyond those anticipated in the SLGP. The City of
Shasta Lake has adopted LOS C as a formal minimum LOS Standard.
PROJECT COMPONENTS
Improvements to Amended Project Area public infrastructure are intended to alleviate traffic
congestion and improve public safety, remove costly impediments to development, and
upgrade infrastructure to contemporary standards to stimulate private development. The
proposed traffic/circulation improvement projects include, but are not limited to, roadways,
drainage improvements, landscape, street lights, pedestrian walkways, bridges,
interchanges, curbs, gutters, sidewalks, parking, street widening, street lights, traffic signals,
over or underpasses, utility undergrounding, bicycle paths, street medians, trails, and trolley
crossings.
IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT
Impact 6.8-1 Redevelopment activities could remove barriers to development,
resulting in increased traffic in the Amended Project Area
The Amended Project Area encompasses most of the older, built-out areas of the City of
Shasta Lake. Little new development has been occurring within the Amended Project Area
and in the surrounding vicinity except some pockets of residential development just outside
the Amended Project Area boundaries, and within the industrial park.
The Amendment is intended to remove existing barriers to planned development. The traffic
increase anticipated for Amended Project Area roadways would result from infill
development of vacant and underutilized properties within the Amended Project Area.
Development in the Amended Project Area would add traffic to area roadways such as
Shasta Dam Boulevard, Lake Boulevard, Ashby Road, and Cascade Boulevard. The City
SHASTA LAKE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
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has identified the transportation projects necessary to accommodate this anticipated
development as a part of the SLGP EIR. Whereas the Amendment would provide funding
assistance for the implementation of such projects within the Amended Project Area, these
transportation improvements are considered part of the proposed Amendment.
According to the SLGP EIR analysis, all roadway segments will operate at LOS C or better
at SLGP build-out in 2064, with the exception of I-5. The Amendment must be consistent
with the SLGP. As development proceeds in the Amended Project Area, localized
circulation impacts not addressed at the general plan level would be addressed on a project
specific level, and any decreases in LOS related to specific developments will be required to
be mitigated consistent with City policy, based on cumulative conditions at the time a project
is proposed.
All land use and zoning in the Amended Project Area is consistent with the SLGP land use
designations and no new development or impacts beyond those identified in the SLGP EIR
are anticipated as barriers to SLGP build-out are removed by redevelopment activities. The
Amendment falls within the scope of the SLGP Program EIR and the findings adopted for
the City’s SLGP Update, and will not result in any significant impacts over and above those
previously analyzed.
The City monitors roadway conditions and determines when improvements are warranted
per City standards and criteria, and includes such improvements in their Capital
Improvements Program as appropriate. As site-specific development proposals are
identified and submitted to the City for permits, the City has procedures and requirements in
place to analyze operational impacts and impose mitigation measures as required. The
Amendment would provide tax increment funding for infrastructure projects that would
minimize the impact of infill development in the Amended Project Area consistent with
adopted plans. Therefore, the Amendment would have a less-than-significant impact on
average daily traffic volumes.
Mitigation
None required
Impact 6.8-2 Redevelopment activities could remove barriers to development,
resulting in increased demands on pedestrian and transit access and
operations
Current conditions in the Amended Project Area include unimproved, narrow roadways, and
unaligned streets. The Amendment includes projects and programs that would improve
roads by providing curbs, gutters, sidewalks, bike routes, and streetscape improvements to
enhance pedestrian access and cyclist safety.
As development occurs in the Amended Project Area, there would be an increased demand
for transit and bicycle facilities. All new commercial, industrial, and multi-family development
in the Amended Project Area will be required to undergo review by the Planning Division
and Public Works to ensure compliance with local zoning and design criteria, and that
adequate parking, transit, and bicycle facilities are provided.
Two bus routes and limited on-street bike lanes currently serve the Amended Project Area.
The Amendment is projected to have a beneficial impact on bicycle and pedestrian facilities
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within the Amended Project Area by assisting in the construction of the bikeway and
pedestrian enhancements. The Amendment would have a less-than-significant impact on
pedestrian/cyclist safety and access to transit facilities.
Mitigation
None required
Impact 6.8-3 Redevelopment activities could remove barriers to development,
resulting in cumulative increases in traffic in the Amended Project Area
Little new development has been occurring within the Amended Project Area and in the
surrounding vicinity except some pockets of residential development just outside the
Amended Project Area boundaries, and within the industrial park.
The Amendment is intended to remove existing barriers to planned development. The
cumulative traffic increase anticipated for Amended Project Area roadways would result from
infill development of vacant and underutilized properties in the vicinity, and future growth
within the City’s Sphere of Influence. Future development in the vicinity will add cumulative
traffic to area roadways such as Shasta Dam Boulevard, Lake Boulevard, Ashby Road, and
Cascade Boulevard.
The City has identified the transportation projects necessary to accommodate cumulative
growth in the City as a part of the SLGP EIR. According to the SLGP EIR analysis, all
roadway segments will operate at LOS C or better at SLGP build-out in 2064, with the
exception of I-5.
All land uses in the Amended Project Area is consistent with the SLGP land use
designations. Moreover, no new development or impacts beyond those identified in the
SLGP EIR are anticipated, as barriers to SLGP build-out are removed by redevelopment
activities. The Amendment falls within the scope of the SLGP Program EIR and the findings
adopted for the General Plan Update, and will not result in any significant impacts over and
above those previously analyzed. Regional cumulative congestion on I-5 is being
addressed through a Shasta County Regional Transportation Planning Agency planning
process, and the potential contribution of development in the Amended Project Area to
freeway mainline flows would not be cumulatively considerable.
The City monitors roadway conditions and determines when improvements are warranted
per City standards and criteria, and includes such improvements in their Capital
Improvements Program as appropriate. As site-specific development proposals are
identified and submitted to the City for permits, the City has procedures and requirements in
place to analyze operational impacts and impose mitigation measures as required. The
Amendment would provide tax increment funding for infrastructure projects that would
minimize the impact of cumulative development consistent with adopted plans. Therefore,
the Amendment would have a less-than-significant impact on cumulative traffic volumes.
Mitigation
None required
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7.0 CEQA CONSIDERATIONS
CEQA requires that each Environmental Impact Report (EIR) discuss the growth-inducing
impacts of a proposed project, the significant cumulative impacts associated with
development and operation of the proposed project, and identify impacts that could not be
eliminated or reduced to a less-than-significant level by mitigation measures, as part of the
project, or other mitigation measures that could be implemented. This chapter discusses
and summarizes the growth-inducing, cumulative, and significant and unavoidable impacts
that could result from adoption and implementation of the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment
Plan Fourth Amendment (proposed project or Amendment).

GROWTH-INDUCING IMPACTS
Section 15126.2(d) of the CEQA Guidelines requires that an EIR discuss the growthinducing impacts of the proposed project. Specifically, CEQA states that an EIR shall
“Discuss the ways in which the proposed project could foster economic or population
growth, or the construction of additional housing, either directly or indirectly, in the
surrounding environment. Included in this are projects which would remove obstacles to
population growth (a major expansion of a wastewater treatment plant might, for example,
allow for more construction in service areas). Increases in the population may tax existing
community service facilities, requiring construction of new facilities that could cause
significant environmental effects. Also discuss the characteristic of some projects which
may encourage and facilitate other activities that could significantly affect the environment,
either individually or cumulatively. It must not be assumed that growth in any area is
necessarily beneficial, detrimental, or of little significance to the environment.”
Growth-inducing impacts can result from development that directly or indirectly induces
additional growth pressures that are more intense than what is currently planned for in
general and community plans. An example of this would be the re-designation of property
planned for agricultural uses to urban uses. The growth inducement that may result, in this
example, would be the development of services and facilities that may encourage the
transition of additional land in the vicinity to more intense urban uses. Another example
would be the extension of urban services to a site, which may encourage conversion of nonurban lands to urban lands.
SETTING AND POTENTIAL GROWTH-INDUCTING IMPACTS
The Amended Project Area is located in an existing urbanized environment, and includes
declining residential and commercial properties. Implementation of the Amendment would
provide tax increment funding for projects such as infrastructure improvements,
development assistance, property acquisition and economic development assistance, which
would eliminate blight and encourage infill development and rehabilitation consistent with
adopted plans and policies. It would neither require extension or expansion of services to
an area where none is provided nor involve substantial improvements to existing facilities,
except where those facilities are upgraded to accommodate planned land uses, or
remediate existing problems such as faulty septic systems.
The current capacity of most services is sufficient to accommodate planned growth within
the Amended Project Area, including new septic systems for new land uses on adequate
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parcel sizes in the Added Area west of Lake Boulevard, consistent with the adopted land
use and zoning.1 Upgrades to utilities, such as providing sewer to Summit City to remediate
ongoing septic/cesspool failures, or storm drains on existing roadways, are generally
considered improved technology/rehabilitation efforts. The ultimate planned expansions of
the wastewater treatment plant and water treatment facility are expected to be able to
accommodate the increased demands through the City of Shasta Lake General Plan
(General Plan) build-out.
However, the provision of sewer to Summit City could entice other landowners in the Added
Area outside of Summit City to request hookups, which could lead to requests for General
Plan amendments to allow increased densities in the Added Area west of Lake Boulevard.
Whereas redevelopment does not propose any land use changes, this would be an indirect
effect, which the City would need to consider and analyze in the context of the sewer
planning and engineering process. As long as the City adheres to current adopted plans
and policies and does not allow unplanned hook-ups or amend the general plan to allow
addition land divisions, redevelopment participation in extending sewer to Summit City
would have a less-than-significant growth inducing impact. At this point, it would be
speculative to consider whether the City would entertain requests for General Plan
amendments.
Redevelopment activities are consistent with the planned land uses in the Added Area as
designated in the General Plan and the Shasta Lake Zoning Code (Zoning Code).
Implementation of the Amendment would meet the objectives of the City of Shasta Lake
(City), since it is consistent with growth forecasts and land uses as they have been planned
in the General Plan and Zoning Code.
Because of new employees transferring within the City and/or to the region, localized
secondary impacts may also occur related to an increased demand for housing, public
services, and utilities. Increases in the need for electricity, gas, water, sanitary sewer, public
safety, and other services may create the need for service and maintenance employees.
These potential secondary demands are consistent with growth forecasts and land uses,
and were considered in the General Plan. The implementation of the Amendment would not
result in substantial new demands that were not previously anticipated in adopted plans.
Although implementation of the Amendment would remove impediments to development,
build-out of the Amended Project Area would not exceed planned growth rates, and would
not result in substantial regional demands on public services and infrastructure. No
significant growth inducing impacts are anticipated due to implementation of the
Amendment. This area is targeted to increase densities to the levels allowed by the Zoning
Code, specifically to encourage greater use of existing infrastructure and reduce growth
impacts in outlying areas of the city and county. Growth-inducing impacts would be less
than significant.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS
According to CEQA Guidelines Section 15355, “Cumulative impacts refer to two or more
individual effects which, when considered together, are considerable or which compound or
1

Smith, Jim, Environmental Health Division Manager, Shasta County Environmental Health Division, personal
communication, February 6, 2008.
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increase other environmental impacts.” CEQA Guidelines Section 15130(a) requires that
cumulative impacts are discussed when the project’s incremental effect is cumulatively
considerable, as defined in Section 15065(c). “Cumulatively considerable” means that the
incremental effects of an individual 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. Section 15130 of the CEQA Guidelines states that “the discussion of
cumulative impacts shall reflect the severity of the impacts and their likelihood of
occurrence, but the discussion need not provide as great detail as is provided for the effects
attributable to the project alone.”
CUMULATIVE ENVIRONMENT
The CEQA Guidelines provide that a lead agency may describe the cumulative environment
by either a listing of pending, proposed, or reasonably anticipated projects, or a summary of
projections contained in an adopted general plan or a related planning document that
describes area-wide or regional cumulative conditions.
For the purposes of this EIR, a projection of cumulative build-out based on the adopted
General Plan for the City is used. Cumulative impacts resulting from General Plan build-out
in the City were previously analyzed and anticipated by the City of Shasta Lake General
Plan EIR. Cumulative growth impacts on public services and utilities, for example, have
generally been anticipated.
Potential cumulative impacts identified in the Shasta Dam Area Fourth Amendment EIR
include the following:
•

Impact 6.1-4 Redevelopment engendered project construction activities would
contribute to cumulative increases in ozone precursors.

•

Impact 6.1-5 Redevelopment in the Amended Project Area could contribute to
cumulative contributions toward Global Climate Change.

•

Impact 6.2-3 Redevelopment
activities
and
redevelopment
engendered
development could result in a cumulative loss of special status species.

•

Impact 6.3-4 Redevelopment
projects
and
redevelopment
engendered
development could contribute to the cumulative degradation or loss of archaeological
or historic resources, including human remains.

•

Impact 6.4-3 Redevelopment of the Amended Project Area would contribute to
cumulative increases in the use of hazardous substances during construction and
occupancy.

•

Impact 6.4-4 Redevelopment of the Amended Project Area would contribute to
cumulative increases in the number of people who could be exposed to accidental or
intentional release of hazardous substances on rail lines and roadways.

•

Impact 6.5-5 Stormwater and operational runoff as a result of redevelopment would
contribute to cumulative increases in discharge of urban pollutants to the
Sacramento River via local creeks.

•

Impact 6.6-3 Redevelopment engendered development could result in an increase
in cumulative community noise impacts.
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•

Impact 6.6-4 Redevelopment engendered development could expose existing or
planned land uses to cumulative operational noise that would conflict with local
planning guidelines or noise ordinance criteria.

Impact 6.3-4 was the only significant and unavoidable cumulative impact identified for the
proposed Amendment.

SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
CEQA requires the identification of impacts that could not be eliminated or reduced to lessthan-significant levels by mitigation measures, as part of the project, or other mitigation
measures that could be implemented. The significant and unavoidable impacts that would
result from implementation of the Amendment include project specific and cumulative
impacts on the loss of cultural resources, as outlined below.
PROJECT-SPECIFIC SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE IMPACTS
The significant and unavoidable environmental impacts of the proposed project identified in
Chapter 6 (Environmental Analysis) include:
•

Impact 6.3-3 Redevelopment
projects
and
redevelopment
engendered
development could result in the potential alteration, removal, or destruction of historic
resources

CUMULATIVE SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE IMPACTS
The significant and unavoidable environmental impacts of the cumulative environment, as
identified and discussed in Chapter 6 (Environmental Analysis), are:
•

Impact 6.3-4 Redevelopment
projects
and
redevelopment
engendered
development could contribute to the cumulative degradation or loss of archaeological
or historic resources, including human remains
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10.0 ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS
Acronym/Abbreviation

Description

A18

Lake Boulevard

AADT

Traffic volumes typically are reported as the daily number of vehicular
movements (e.g., passenger vehicles and trucks) in both directions on a
segment of roadway, averaged over a full calendar year

AAQS

ambient air quality standards

AB

Assembly Bill

ac-ft/yr

Acre feet per year

ACM

Asbestos-containing material

Added Project Area

763 acres proposed to be added to the Shasta Dam Redevelopment Plan
Project Area

ADT

Traffic volumes typically are reported as the daily number of vehicular
movements (e.g., passenger vehicles and trucks) in both directions on a
segment of roadway, averaged over a period of less than a year

Agency

City of Shasta Lake Redevelopment Agency

Ambient noise level

Existing noise environment to which one has adapted

Amended Project Area

Both the Original and Added Project Areas for the Shasta Dam Redevelopment
Plan

Amendment

Amended Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Plan

APCO

Air Pollution Control Officer

AQAP

Air Quality Attainment Plan

AQMD

Air Quality Management District

ASTM

American Society for Testing Materials

BACT

Best available control technology

BAMM

Best available mitigation measures

Basin Plan

Water Quality Control Plan for the Sacramento and San Joaquin River Basins

BAT

Best available technology that is economically feasible

BCT

Best conventional technology for pollutant control

BMP

Best Management Practice

CAA

Federal Clean Air Act

CAAQS

California Ambient Air Quality Standards

Cal/OSHA

California Occupational Health and Safety Administration

CalEPA

California Environmental Protection Agency

California Register, CRHR

California Register of Historic Resources

Caltrans

California Department of Transportation

CARB

California Air Resources Board

CAT

Climate Action Team
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Acronym/Abbreviation

Description

CBD Concept Plan

Downtown Central Business District Conceptual Plan and Implementation
Strategy

CCAA

California Clean Air Act

CCR

California Code of Regulations

CCRL

California Community Redevelopment Law

CDBG

Community Development Block Grant

CDF

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection

CDFG

California Department of Fish and Game

CEC

California Energy Commission

CEDS

Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy

CEQA

California Environmental Quality Act

CERCLA

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act
Guidelines for Carcinogens and Biohazards

CESA

California Endangered Species Act

CFCs

chlorofluorocarbons

CFGC

State of California Fish and Game Commission

CFR

Code of Federal Regulations

cfs

Cubic feet per second

CHP

California Highway Patrol

City

City of Shasta Lake

City Council

City of Shasta Lake Council

CNDDB

California Natural Diversity Data Base

CNEL

Community Noise Equivalent Level. The average equivalent sound level during
a 24-hour day, obtained after addition of approximately 5 decibels to sound
levels in the evening from 7:00 p.m. to 10:00 p.m. and 10 decibels to sound
levels in the night before 7:00 a.m. and after 10:00 p.m. to account for people’s
increased sensitivity to nighttime noise.

CNPS

California Native Plan Society

CO

carbon monoxide

CO2

carbon dioxide

County

Shasta County

CPRR

Central Pacific Railroad

CVP

Central Valley Project

CVRWQCB or Central
Valley RWQCB

Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board

CWA

Clean Water Act
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Acronym/Abbreviation

Description

dBA

A-Weighted Decibels; A-weighting of environmental sound consists of
evaluating all of the frequencies of a sound, taking into account the fact that
human hearing is less sensitive at low frequencies and extremely high
frequencies than in the frequency mid-range (much like a bell shaped curve an A-weighted curve)

DBH

Diameter at Breast Height

DDA

Disposition and Development Agreement

Decibel, dB

A unit for describing the amplitude of sound, equal to 20 times the logarithm to
the base 10 of the ratio of the pressure of the sound measured to the reference
pressure, which is 20 micropascals (20 micronewtons per square meter).

DFG

Department of Fish and Game

DHS

California Department of Health Services

DOT

US Department of Transportation

DPM

Diesel Particulate Matter

DPR

California Department of Parks and Recreation

DTSC

Department of Toxic Substance Control

DWR

California Department of Water Resources

EDA

Economic Development Administration

EHD

Shasta County Environmental Health Division

EIR

Environmental Impact Report

EMS

Emergency medical services

EPA

US Environmental Protection Agency

ESA

Environmental Site Assessment

FEMA

Federal Emergency Management Agency

FESA

Federal Endangered Species Act

FHWA

Federal Highway Administration

Fire District

Shasta Lake Fire Protection District

FIRM

Flood Insurance Rate Map

Gateway District

Gateway Unified School District

General Plan

City of Shasta Lake General Plan

GHG

Greenhouse Gases

GWP

global warming potential

HABS/HAER

Historic American Building Survey/Historic American Engineering Record

HAP

Hazardous Air Pollutants

HFCs

Hydrofluorocarbons

HP

habitat protection

HRA

Health Risk Assessment

HSWA

Hazardous and Solid Waste Act
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Description

HUD

US Department of Housing and Urban Development

HWCL

Hazardous Waste Control Law

HWMP

Hazardous Waste Management Program

I-5

Interstate 5

Initiative

Western Regional Climate Action Initiative

IPCC

United Nations Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change

IRF

Intermediate Regional Flood

L50

A-weighted noise level that is equaled or exceeded 50 percent of the stated
time period

lb

Pounds

LCFS

Low Carbon Fuel Standard

Ldn

Day-Night Average Sound Level. The average equivalent sound level during a
24-hour day, obtained after addition of ten decibels to sound levels in the night
after 10:00 p.m. and before 7:00 a.m.

Lead Agency

The agency with primary responsibility over the approval of the project – City of
Shasta Lake Redevelopment Agency

Leq

Equivalent Sound Level. The sound level containing the same total energy as
a time varying signal over a given sample period. Leq is typically computed
over 1-hour, 8-hour, and 24-hour sample periods.

Lmax

The A-weighted maximum noise level for a given period of time.

LOS

Level of Service

LS

Less-than-Significant Impact

LUST

Leaking underground storage tank

MACT

maximum available control technology

MBTA

Migratory Bird Treaty Act

MEI

Maximally Exposed Individual

mgd

Million gallons per day

MMTCO2E

One million metric tons of CO2 equivalent - the mass emissions of an
individual GHG multiplied by its GWP

mph

Miles per hour

MTP

Metropolitan Transportation Plan

N2O

nitrous oxide

NAAQS

National Ambient Air Quality Standards

National Register, NRHP

National Register of Historic Places

NEIC

Northeast Information Center, California State University, Chico

NFIP

National Flood Insurance Program

NH

Natural Resources Protection-Habitat

NI

No Impact

NIH

National Institutes of Health
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NMFS

National Marine Fisheries Service

N-O

Natural resource protection – open space

No Added Area Alternative

No Added Area - Alternative Means of Revitalization with Public Funds

NO2

nitrogen dioxide

NOP

Notice of Preparation

NOx

oxides of nitrogen

NP

Natural resource protection – habitat

NPDES

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System

NRC

Nuclear Regulatory Commission

NSVAB

Northern Sacramento Valley Air Basin

O3

ozone

OES

Office of Emergency Services

OHP

State Office of Historic Preservation

OPA

Owner Participation Agreements

OPR

State Office of Planning and Research

Original Project Area

Existing Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Project Area

OS

Open space

OSHA

Federal Occupational Health and Safety Administration

Partnership

Fix I-5 Partnership

Pb

lead

PCB

Polychlorinated biphenyl

PFCs

perfluorocarbons

PG&E

Pacific Gas and Electric Company

Plan

Existing Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Plan

PM

Particulate matter

PM10

suspended particulate matter under 10 microns

PM2.5

suspended particulate matter under 2.5 microns

ppm

parts per million

ppt

Parts per thousand

PRC

Public Resources Code

Preliminary Plan

Preliminary Report for the Fourth Amendment to the Shasta Dam Area
Redevelopment Project

proposed project

Shasta Dam Area Fourth Amendment

PUC

California Public Utilities Commission

RABA

Redding Area Bus Authority

RCHRRT

Rail Corridor Hazmat Response and Recovery Tool
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Acronym/Abbreviation

Description

RCRA

Resource Recovery and Conservation Act

RCRMT

Rail Corridor Risk Management Tool

ROG

reactive organic gases

RTP

Regional Transportation Plan

RWQCB

Regional Water Quality Control Board

S

Significant Impact

SAA

Streambed alteration agreement

SB

Senate Bill

SBF

State Board of Forestry

SCAQMD

Shasta County Air Quality Management District

SCUR

South Central Urban Region

SDWA

Safe Drinking Water Act

Secretary’s Standards

Secretary of the Interiors Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties

SEL

Sound exposure levels

sf

Square feet

SF6

sulfur hexafluoride

Sheriff

Shasta County Sheriff's Office

SHPO

State Historic Preservation Officer; although the acronym is also regularlt used
to mean State Office of Historic Preservation

SLGP EIR

City of Shasta Lake General Plan Environmental Impact Report

SLMC

City of Shasta Lake Municipal Code

SMM

Standard mitigation measures

SO2

sulfur dioxide

Sound Level

The sound pressure level in decibels as measured on a sound level meter
using the A-weighting filter network. The A-weighting filter de-emphasizes the
very low and very high frequency components of the sound in a manner similar
to the response of the human ear, and gives good correlation with subjective
reactions to noise.

SPRR

Southern Pacific Railroad

State Highway 151

Shasta Dam Boulevard

SU

Significant and Unavoidable Impact

SWMP

Storm water management plan

SWPPP

Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan

SWRCB

State Water Resources Control Board

TAC

toxic air contaminants

Tg

One million metric tons

TSCA

Toxic Substance Control Act

UNFCCC

United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change
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UPRR

Union Pacific Railroad

USACE

US Army Corps of Engineers

USFWS

US Fish and Wildlife Service

USGS

United States Geological Survey

USPS

US Postal Service

UST

Underground storage tank

UV

ultraviolet

VELB

Valley elderberry longhorn beetle

VOC

volatile organic compound

WSRCD

Western Shasta Resources Conservation District

Zoning Code

Shasta Lake Zoning Code
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REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF
THE CITY OF SHASTA LAKE

CITY OF SHASTA LAKE
CALIFORNIA

1650 STANTON DRIVE
SHASTA LAKE, CA 96019
(530) 275-7400

DATE:

November 1, 2007

TO:

Interested Persons

FROM:

Fred Castagna, Project Manager

SUBJECT:

NOTICE OF PREPARATION FOR AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
(EIR) FOR THE AMENDMENT TO THE SHASTA DAM AREA
REDEVELOPMENT PLAN

Introduction: The Redevelopment Agency of the City of Shasta Lake will be the Lead Agency
for the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Amendment to the Shasta
Dam Area Redevelopment Plan (proposed project). The California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), Section 15082 states that once a decision is made to prepare an EIR, the lead agency
must prepare a Notice of Preparation (NOP) to inform all responsible agencies of that decision.
The purpose of the NOP is to provide responsible agencies and interested persons with
sufficient information describing the proposed project and its potential environmental effects to
enable them to make a meaningful response as to the scope and content of the information to
be included in the EIR. The responses to this NOP will help the Redevelopment Agency
determine the scope of the EIR and ensure an appropriate level of environmental review. The
EIR will evaluate the potential environmental impacts of the proposed project and recommend
mitigation measures, as required. The EIR will provide a program level evaluation of the
environmental effects of the proposed project, pursuant to Section 15161 of the CEQA
Guidelines. The NOP is being circulated for a 30-day public review period commencing on
November 2, 2007 and ending December 3, 2007. Written comments regarding the Notice of
Preparation must be submitted NO LATER THAN 5:00 p.m. December 3, 2007 to: Fred
Castagna, City of Shasta Lake, Redevelopment Agency of the City of Shasta Lake, 1650
Stanton Drive, Shasta Lake, CA 96019.
Project Description: The City of Shasta Lake (City) Redevelopment Agency is preparing an
amendment (Amendment) to the existing Redevelopment Plan (Plan) for the Shasta Dam Area
Redevelopment Project (Project or Project Area). The Plan was adopted on July 11, 1989. At
the time of adoption, the community of Shasta Lake was part of unincorporated Shasta County
(County). The County established the Project Area in response to the deterioration of the area’s
housing, and as a means to provide a financing mechanism to address the area’s many needs.
The original Project Area encompasses 2,458 acres, or approximately one-third of the City, and
includes much of the former community of Central Valley, as well as portions of the former
Project City and Pine Grove.
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The Agency proposes to amend the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Plan by adding
approximately 763 acres (“Added Area”) to the Project Area. The boundaries of the Added Area
were selected from properties within the Expanded Survey Area, established by the City Council
on August 7, 2007 as all parcels within the City boundaries and outside the existing
Redevelopment Project Area.
Based on a preliminary feasibility analysis, the proposed Added Area contains properties with
physical and economic blight that necessitate redevelopment. Conditions noted in the feasibility
analysis include:
•

Buildings in which it is unsafe or unhealthy for persons to live or work

•

Abnormally high business vacancies

•

A serious lack of necessary commercial facilities that are normally found in
neighborhoods

Following a review of the areas outside the Project Area, the Redevelopment Agency concluded
that two additional areas within the Shasta Dam Redevelopment Survey Area could qualify for
redevelopment.
The first and larger area consists of the former community of Summit City along Lake Boulevard
and the surrounding residential neighborhoods. Also included is the area generally west of the
Union Pacific railroad right-of-way between the Summit City community to the southern border
of the City limits. The second and smaller area consists of the parcels within the Shasta Park
Road neighborhood and a number of parcels along Shasta Dam Boulevard between Shasta
Park Road and Rouge Road.
The proposed Amendment would extend the effectiveness of the plan for the original project
area by removing or modifying several limitations. The following actions are included in the
proposed amendment:
•

Increase the tax increment revenue limit

•

Rescind the time limit to incur debt

•

Increase the limit on the amount of bonded debt that may be issued from $15 million

•

Extend the duration of the redevelopment plan and the time limit to collect tax increment
revenue by eight years

Probable Environmental Effects. The technical sections of the Draft EIR will describe the
existing conditions in the proposed project areas and surrounding lands. Issues to be discussed
in the EIR include land use, air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, hazardous
materials, hydrology and water quality, noise, public services and utilities, and transportation
and circulation.
Other technical discussions are included in the Initial Study, which will be appended to the Draft
EIR. Project materials for this project are available for review at Redevelopment Agency of the
City of Shasta Lake, 1650 Stanton Drive, Shasta Lake, CA 96019.
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SHASTA DAM AREA REDEVELOPMENT PLAN FOURTH AMENDMENT

I.

DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

A.

THE PROJECT

The City of Shasta Lake (City) Redevelopment Agency is preparing an amendment
(Amendment) to the existing Redevelopment Plan (Plan) for the Shasta Dam Area
Redevelopment Project. The Plan was adopted on July 11, 1989. At the time of adoption,
the community of Shasta Lake was part of unincorporated Shasta County (County). The
County established the Project Area in response to the deterioration of the area’s housing,
and as a means to provide a financing mechanism to address the area’s many needs. The
Original Area encompasses 2,458 acres, or approximately one-third of the City, and
includes much of the former Central Valley community as well as portions of the former
Project City and Pine Grove communities(Figures 1 and 2).
As outlined in the Redevelopment Plan Amendment Feasibility Study for the Project (August
2007), the Plan’s financial limits may be realized several years prior to the July 2024 time
limit on the receipt of tax increment revenue. At the time of its creation, the Original Project
Area’s assessed value was approximately $90 million, but has grown to approximately $150
million today. While there has been significant new investment in the past several years, it
is clear that some portions of the Original Project Area are not improving and may need
additional support. Other areas within the City have also been identified that would benefit
from the incentives that a redevelopment plan provides. Therefore, Agency staff is
proposing an amendment to maximize the City’s redevelopment efforts in the Original
Project Area and other areas of the City.
Proposed Added Area
The Agency proposes to amend the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Plan by adding
approximately 763 acres (Added Area) to the Original Project Area (Amended Project Area).
The boundaries of the Added Area were selected from properties within the Expanded
Survey Area, established by the City Council on August 7, 2007 as all parcels within the City
boundaries and outside the existing Redevelopment Project Area.
Based on a preliminary feasibility analysis, the proposed Added Area contains properties
with physical and economic blight that necessitate redevelopment. Conditions noted in the
feasibility analysis include:
•
•
•

Buildings in which it is unsafe or unhealthy for persons to live or work
Abnormally high business vacancies
A serious lack of necessary commercial facilities that are normally found in
neighborhoods

Following a review of the areas outside the Project Area, Rosenow Spevacek Group, Inc.
(RSG) concluded that two additional areas within the Shasta Dam Redevelopment Survey
Area could qualify for redevelopment; these areas now constitute the Added Area.
The first and larger area consists of the former community of Summit City along Lake
Boulevard and the surrounding residential neighborhoods. Also included is the area
generally west of the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) right-of-way between the Summit City
community to the southern border of the City limits. The second and smaller area consists
of the parcels within the Shasta Park Road neighborhood and a number of parcels along
Shasta Dam Boulevard between Shasta Park Road and Rouge Road.
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Time and Financial Limits
The proposed Amendment would extend the effectiveness of the plan for the Original
Project Area by removing or modifying several limitations. The following actions are
included in the proposed amendment:
•

Increase the tax increment revenue limit

•

Rescind the time limit to incur debt

•

Increase the limit on the amount of bonded debt that may be issued from $15 million
to $75 million

•

Extend the duration of the redevelopment plan and the time limit to collect tax
increment revenue by eight years

Table 1 shows potential new time limits if the Amendment is adopted. Extending the time
limits as described in Table 1 will cause secondary changes in the manner the
Redevelopment Plan is implemented.
An amendment to the Plan’s tax increment revenue limit, as well as other incidental
amendments proposed, would result in additional taxing agencies sharing in some of the
future tax increment revenue. Only the taxing agencies that do not have agreements with
the Agency (the City and the Shasta Lake Water Agency) would be entitled to the statutory
payments, as the terms and conditions of the existing agreements would remain in effect if
the Plan were amended.
TABLE 1
PROJECTED TIME AND FINANCIAL LIMITS
Existing
Redevelopment Plan

Amendments
for Existing Area

New Limits for
Added Area

Time to Incur Debt

11-July-2009

No Limit

20 Years (2028)

Plan Duration

11-July-2014

11-July-2032

30 Years (2038)

Time limit to Receive Tax
Increment Revenue

11-July-2024

11-July-2042

45 Years (2053)

Tax Increment Revenue
Limit

$55 Million

$300 Million

No Limit

Bonded Debt Limit

$15 Million

$75 Million

Source RSG, 2007

C.

PROJECT OBJECTIVES

The Plan is intended to provide, “... the Agency with powers, duties and obligations to
implement and further the program generally formulated in this Plan for the redevelopment,
rehabilitation, and revitalization of the Project Area. This Plan does not present a specific
plan or establish priorities for specific projects for the redevelopment, rehabilitation, and
revitalization of any particular area within the Project Area. Instead, this Plan presents a
process and a basic framework within which specific development plans will be presented,
priorities for specific projects will be established, and specific solutions will be proposed, and
by which tools are provided to the Agency to fashion, develop, and proceed with such
specific plans, projects, and solutions.”
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The proposed Amendment will not change this Plan, but will have the effect of focusing the
Agency’s redevelopment efforts on parts of the Amended Project Area that are still blighted.
The goals and objectives of the Plan include:
1.
2.
3.
4.

To create new and improved job opportunities by removing those barriers which
hamper or impede proper and economic development
To stimulate private interest in the commercial and industrial sectors
To improve the livability of the community in terms of both residential and nonresidential districts
To enhance housing conditions by removing conditions of blight and providing
new opportunities, especially for moderate-income persons.

These goals and objectives will not change because of the proposed Amendment.
D.

GENERALLY AUTHORIZED PROGRAMS AND ACTIVITIES

The Plan authorizes the following programs and activities in order to implement the above
goals:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

Providing for participation by owners and tenants of properties located in the
Project Area
Acquisition of real property and management of property under the ownership
and control of the Agency
Relocation assistance to displaced Project Area occupants
Demolition or removal of buildings and improvements
Installation, construction, or reconstruction of streets, utilities, open spaces, and
other public improvements and facilities
Disposition of property for uses in accordance with this Plan
Development and redevelopment of land by private enterprise and public
agencies for uses in accordance with this Plan
Rehabilitation of structures and improvements by present owners, their
successors, or the Agency
Rehabilitation, development, or construction of low- and moderate-income
housing within the community

These activities will not change because of the proposed Amendment.
AUTHORIZED PUBLIC INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS
The Agency may pay for, install, or construct the following facilities – and may acquire or
pay for the land required for – including but not limited to:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Streets
Gutters
Sidewalks
Landscaping
Open Space
Community facilities

CITY OF SHASTA LAKE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY

•
•

•
•

Storm drains and flood control
facilities
Site improvements for new
developments, including
foundations and parking structures
Utilities
Street lighting
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•

•

Street furniture
Public parking facilities
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Signage

Other Redevelopment Activities
The above summary of proposed projects and public improvements may not be complete in
that other projects may be proposed by the Agency to eliminate blighting conditions,
facilitate rehabilitation and development, or to otherwise carry out the Agency’s purposes in
the Amended Project Area. In addition, the Agency will continue to have various
administration and operational requirements associated with carrying out the above
programs and activities. These will include program staff, planning and other studies, and
securing legal and other technical assistance.
G.

DOCUMENTS INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE

This Initial Study has been compiled from a variety of sources, including published and
unpublished studies, applicable maps, aerial photographs, and independent field
investigations. The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines recommend
that previously completed environmental documents, public plans, and reports directly
relevant to a proposed project be used as background information to the greatest extent
possible and, where this information is relevant to findings and conclusions, that it be
incorporated by reference in the environmental document. The following documents are
incorporated herein by reference:
1.

City of Shasta Lake General Plan & Final Environmental Impact Report, City of
Shasta Lake, June 15, 1999.

2.

City of Shasta Lake Zoning Code, City of Shasta Lake, accessed September 24,
2007 from http://municipalcodes.lexisnexis.com/codes/shastalk/index.htm.

3.

Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment
Plan, Shasta County Redevelopment Agency, 1989.

4.

Draft Amended and Restated Redevelopment Plan, City of Shasta
Redevelopment Agency, November 2007.

5.

Amended Five-Year Implementation Plan for the Shasta Dam Area
Redevelopment Project, City of Shasta Redevelopment Agency, January 2005.

6.

Redevelopment Feasibility Study – Shasta Dam Redevelopment Project Area
and Proposed Added Area, City of Shasta Redevelopment Agency, August 20,
2007.

The documents incorporated by reference are available for review at the Shasta Lake
Redevelopment Agency, 1650 Stanton Drive, Shasta Lake, CA 96019.
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ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

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

3
3
3
3
3
3

Aesthetics
Agricultural Resources
Air Quality
Biological Resources
Cultural Resources
Geology and Soils
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Hydrology and Water Quality
Mandatory Findings of Significance

3 Land Use and Planning
Mineral Resources
3 Noise
Population and Housing
3 Public Services
Recreation
3 Transportation/Traffic
3 Utilities and Service Systems

CEQA DETERMINATION
Based on the initial evaluation:
_ I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

_ I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not

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

3 I find the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT is required.

_ I find that the proposed project MAY have a potentially significant impact or a potentially significant impact

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

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

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

Fred Castagna
City of Shasta Lake

CITY OF SHASTA LAKE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY

November 10, 2007
Date
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

The initial study checklist recommended by the CEQA Guidelines is used to determine
potential impacts of the proposed project on the physical environment. The checklist
provides a list of questions concerning a comprehensive array of environmental issue areas
potentially affected by the project. Explanations to answers are provided in a discussion for
each section of questions, as follows:

1.

A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that
are adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the
parentheses following each question. A “No Impact” answer is adequately
supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does
not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g. the project falls outside a fault
rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer should be explained where it is based on
project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g. the project will not
expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening
analysis).

2.

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as
well as on-site, cumulative as well as project level, indirect as well as direct, and
construction as well as operational impacts.

3.

“Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that
an effect is significant. If there are one or more “Potentially Significant Impact”
entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

4.

“Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially
Significant Impact” to a “Less than Significant Impact.” The lead agency must
describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect
to a less-than-significant level.

5.

“Less Than Significant Impact” applies where the impact does not require
mitigation or result in a substantial or potentially substantial change of any of the
physical conditions within the area affected by the project.

6.

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or
other CEQA process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR
or negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D).

7.

Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should, where
appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is
substantiated.
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DISCUSSION

SECTION I: AESTHETICS
Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

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

2

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

2

Substantially degrade the existing
visual character or quality of the site
and its surroundings?

2

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

2

c)

No Impact

Discussion of Checklist Answers:
a,b,c) There are no designated scenic vistas or highways located within the Amended
Project Area that could be affected by redevelopment activities, although most of the
County could be considered “scenic” due to its rural character and setting in the
foothills. Shasta Dam Blvd is officially (state) scenic from the city limits to Shasta
Dam to the west, and Interstate-5 (I-5) through the Original Area is listed by the
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) as “Eligible.” However, through
the Original Area, I-5 is mostly lined with older, low density strip commercial along
the parallel Cascade Boulevard, with discontinuous sidewalks, utility poles, chain link
fencing, vacant lots, and billboards.
A varied landscape surrounds the Amended Project Area, including undeveloped
foothills to the north, east, and west that contain the Whiskytown-Shasta-Trinity
National Recreation Area to the north and west. To the south lies Redding and its
urban areas. The Amended Project Area is largely residential, with Shasta Dam
Boulevard and Cascade Boulevard as the low-density commercial areas. The
Original Area contains the community’ older central business district and residential
neighborhoods and I-5. The Added Area is characterized by low-density residential,
vacant and deteriorating commercial, and older neighborhoods such as Summit City.
For the most part, the Amended Project Area is characterized by interspersed
structural deterioration, an overabundance of underutilized commercial land,
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unmanageable parcelization patterns, unsafe pedestrian systems, and a lack of
quality retail establishments. There is a lack of curbs, gutters, paving and sidewalks
throughout the Amended Project Area, an excessive amount of vacant commercial
buildings, and properties requiring substantial structural improvements.
A major objective of the Amendment is to eliminate blight and blighting influences
within the Amended Project Area that contribute to the disjointed and degraded
visual quality of the Amended Project Area. The proposed Amendment would
extend the Agency’s ability to upgrade properties, construct streetscape
improvements, and implement other projects to improve the visual quality of the
Amended Project Area. Therefore, the Amendment would have a less-thansignificant impact on scenic resources.
d)

Development encouraged by redevelopment activities will result in increases in light
and glare from domestic, commercial, and public lighting. Any development
encouraged by redevelopment activities must install lighting in compliance with the
City of Shasta Lake Municipal Code (SLMC). Because the area is already
urbanized, the incremental increase in lighting associated with new development
would be less-than-significant.
The low-density and small scale nature of
development in the Amended Project Area would not result in significant glare.
Therefore, development engendered by the Amendment would result in less-thansignificant glare impacts.

SECTION II: AGRICULTURE RESOURCES
In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental
effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site
Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an
optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

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

2

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

2

c)

Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their
location or nature, could result in
conversion of Farmland, to nonagricultural use?
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Discussion of Checklist Answers:
a-c)

Agricultural zoning or resources are not located within or adjacent to the Amended
Project Area, thus the proposed Amendment would have no effect on agricultural
resources or operations.

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

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

a) Conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the applicable air
quality plan?
b) Violate any air quality standard or
contribute substantially to an existing
or projected air quality violation?
c)

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

2
2

Result in a cumulatively considerable
net increase of any criteria for which
the project region is non-attainment
under an applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard
(including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for
ozone precursors)?

2

d) Expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations?

2

e) Create objectionable odors affecting
a substantial number of people?

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

2

Discussion:
a-d)

The Amended Project Area is located within the Northern Sacramento Valley Air
Basin (NSVAB) which is considered a non-attainment area for selected pollutants.
The County currently is designated as a "Moderate" Non-Attainment area with
respect to California ambient air quality standards (CAAQS) for both ozone (O3) and
particulate matter (PM10). The national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS) for O3
and PM10 are being exceeded several times per year in the City and County.
O3 is the principal component of smog, and is formed in the atmosphere through a
series of reactions involving reactive organic gases (ROG) and NOx in the presence
of sunlight. ROG and NOx are called precursors of O3; NOx includes various
combinations of nitrogen and oxygen, including NO, NO2, NO3, etc. O3 problems
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have been identified as the cumulative result of regional development patterns,
rather than the result of a few incremental significant emissions sources.
The Amendment would continue to eliminate barriers to development within the
Amended Project Area, encouraging development to proceed up to the City of
Shasta Lake General Plan (General Plan) and zoning densities. Redevelopment
activities may result in a significant impact on air quality, and this issue will be
discussed in the EIR.
e)

Development encouraged by redevelopment activities is expected to be typical
commercial, residential, or retail developments of the area and is not expected to
create objectionable odors. This issue will not be further discussed.

SECTION IV: BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

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

2

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

2

c)

Have a substantial adverse effect on
federally protected wetlands as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean
Water Act (including, but not limited to,
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.)
through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other
means?

2

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

2
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Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact
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Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

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

2

f)

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

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

2

Discussion of Checklist Answers:
a-f)
The Amended Project Area is part of the Sacramento River ecosystem, within
a larger watershed that collects and contributes runoff into streams that feed the
Sacramento River. The area consists primarily of developed residential, commercial,
industrial, and public uses, but there are remaining areas supporting vestiges of the
pre-development native vegetation, mainly on slopes, within drainages, and in other
isolated vacant properties, with the exception of a large area of vacant industrial
land. Most of the land away from existing development and landscaping is
successional oak woodland. Vegetation is relatively dense, and numerous seasonal
creeks run through the Amended Project Area. Potential impacts to biological
resources will be discussed in the EIR.
SECTION V: CULTURAL RESOURCES
Would the project:

Environmental Issue

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of a historic resource
as defined in Section 15064.5?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to Section 15064.5?
c)

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

d) Disturb any human remains, including
those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

CITY OF SHASTA LAKE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

2
2
2
2
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Discussion of Checklist Answers:
a-d)

The City Lake is located in the northern end of the Sacramento Valley and is part of
the area referred to as the South Central Urban Region (SCUR) of the County. The
City abuts the City of Redding to the south and southeast, the unincorporated
community of Mountain Gate to the northeast, and the unincorporated area of the
County to the west and northwest. I-5, located in the eastern portion of the City
provides access to the northern and southern portions of the state and beyond.
Major regional creeks and drainages shape development patterns by defining local
topography, acting as barriers, and providing attractive natural features among urban
land uses, including Churn Creek, Salt Creek, and Moody Creek. Such areas are
highly sensitive for prehistoric resources.
The proposed Amendment involves redevelopment of the properties near Shasta
Dam that originally housed many workers that relocated to the area in order to work
on the construction of the Dam. In order to accommodate the many workers drawn
to work on the Shasta Dam, small settlements or “cities” took form in the area. Many
structures in the Amended Project Area are over 45 years old, which is considered
potentially significant by the State Office of Historic Preservation (OHP).
Redevelopment would involve the rehabilitation or recycling of properties, and would
engender new development that would involve ground disturbing activities. The
potential impact of the project on archaeological and historic resources will be
discussed in the EIR.

SECTION VI: GEOLOGY AND SOILS
Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

a) Expose people or structures to
potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or
death involving:
i)

ii)
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Rupture of a known earthquake
fault, as delineated on the most
recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake
Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial
evidence of a known fault?
(Refer to Division of Mines and
Geology Special Publication
42.)
Strong seismic ground shaking?

2
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Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

2

iii) Seismic-related ground failure,
including liquefaction?

2

iv) Landslides?

2

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

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

2

d) Be located on expansive soil, as
defined in Table 18-1-B of the
Uniform Building Code (1994),
creating substantial risks to life or
property?
e) Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal
systems where sewers are not
available for the disposal of
wastewater?

No Impact

2
2

Discussion of Checklist Answers:
a -d)

The SLGP EIR (page 4-16) discussed seismic and geologic impacts as follows:
Although not as active as some areas of Shasta County, the City is within a
seismically active region. Historically, seismic activity has been low except for
1998 when several earthquakes occurred in the area. In the past 120 years
there has been no significant damage or loss of life due to earthquakes
occurring within or near the county. Seismic hazards specifically related to
earthquakes include ground shaking, surface faulting, and ground failure. The
area is considered to have low seismic risk with respect to such effects as
faulting, ground rupture, liquefaction, and ground lurching. It is unlikely that
major property damage or safety hazards would result from a seismic event on
regional faults. The risk of exposure of people or property to fault rupture,
seismic ground shaking, or seismic ground failure, including liquefaction, is
considered less than significant because all development is required to comply
with seismic standards set forth in the Uniform Building Code.
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Alterations in topography can be expected as part of the development process.
Construction requires grading to accommodate the installation of necessary
facilities and improvements. Disruptions, displacement, compaction, and
overcovering of soils can be expected through these grading processes.
The City has adopted the standard mitigation measures that are applied to
development projects on a case-by-case basis. These measures would apply to any
future projects that may have redevelopment assistance:
1. Prior to any land clearing or grading work, the Property Owner shall obtain a
Grading Permit from the Development Services Department and submit a
grading, drainage and erosion control plan for approval by the City in accordance
with the City Grading, Erosion Control and Hillside Development Ordinance and
Appendix Chapter 33 of the 2001 California Building Code (Excavation and
Grading).
All required grading, drainage, and erosion control plans shall be prepared by a
Registered Civil Engineer and shall be submitted for review and approval by the
City Engineer in consultation with the Planning Division.
2. During construction the Property Owner shall follow all approved erosion and
sediment control plans, follow Best Management Pollution Prevention Practices,
and shall maintain required erosion and sediment control measures during all
phases of the project development.
3. Prior to issuance of a grading permit, a detailed Geotechnical Study shall be
completed by a certified engineering geologist or other qualified professional for
areas that will support pavement or foundations in conjunction with detailed
engineering design to appropriate boring, soil and fault information. To prevent
soil and foundation stability problems associated with constructing the project
improvements and the project dwellings, the Property Owner shall implement
recommendations contained in the final Geotechnical Study.
4. The engineered final grading plan, improvement plans, and foundation plans and
specifications for the project shall be reviewed and approved by the project
geotechnical engineer prior to submittal of the improvement plans to the City
Engineer to evaluate that recommendations contained in the final Geotechnical
Study have been properly interpreted and implemented during design.
5. All site earthwork activities (including site preparation, placement of engineered fill
and trench backfill, construction of slab and pavement sub-grades, and all
foundation excavations) shall be monitored by the geotechnical engineer as
recommended in the final Geotechnical Study. All geotechnical inspections shall
be arranged by the Property Owner at the Property Owner’s expense. Detailed
written inspection reports shall be provided to the City following each inspection.
6. Soils shall be stabilized as determined by the geotechnical engineer to eliminate
the potential for liquefaction or to control its effects (e.g., removal and
replacement of liquefiable soils; in-situ stabilization by grouting, densification, or
dewatering; buttressing of lateral spread zones).
7. During final engineering design, the area and thickness of expansive soils shall
be evaluated. Measures that mitigate for expansive soils will be incorporated into
the construction documents. These measures may include replacement of soils,
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treatment with lime, or supporting of structures on deep foundations, as
determined appropriate by the geotechnical engineer.
The General Plan Safety Element establishes the following policies and programs to
protect the community from risks associated with seismic, geologic, flood, and fire
hazards:
Objectives
SG-1 Protect development from seismic hazards; and protection of essential or
critical structures, such as schools, public meeting facilities, emergency
services, high-rise and high-density structures, by developing standards
appropriate for such protection.
SG-2 Avoid development on unstable slopes by developing standards for the
location of development relative to these hazards. SG-3 Protect development
from other geologic hazards, such as landslides, erosion and expansive soils.
Policies
SG-a Comply with state seismic and building standards in the design and siting of
critical facilities, including hospital facilities, police and fire stations, school
facilities, hazardous material manufacture and storage facilities, bridges, and
large public assembly halls. Require all new buildings in the City be built
under the seismic requirements of the currently adopted codes.
SG-b The City of Shasta Lake shall coordinate with county, state and federal
agencies monitoring volcanic activity and hazards.
SG-c

Sedimentation and erosion from development shall be minimized through
ordinances and implementation mechanisms as adopted by the City.

SG-d When soil tests reveal the presence of expansive soils, require engineering
design measures to eliminate or mitigate their impacts.
Implementation Measures
SG-(1) Require all new buildings in the City to be built under the seismic
requirements of the Uniform Building Code.
Development in the Amended Project Area would not occur across any currently
identified fault. As noted above, the City requires soils reports and geological
investigations for determining liquefaction, expansive soils, and subsidence problems
on sites for new multiple-story buildings as a condition of approval, and that such
information is incorporated into the project design and construction to eliminate
hazards. Additional policies and mitigation measures are required to ensure soil
erosion is controlled. The policies and mitigation measures listed above are required
for all new construction projects and reduce potential geology and soils impacts to
less-than-significant levels.
e)

Most of the proposed Added Area is not connected to a public sewer system. In the
Summit City Area, a significant number of septic and cesspool failures have been
identified by the City and the County Environmental Health Division (EHD). This
issue will be discussed in the EIR under the Public Utilities and Services Subchapter.

CITY OF SHASTA LAKE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY

PAGE II-11

SHASTA DAM AREA REDEVELOPMENT PLAN AMENDMENT

INITIAL STUDY

SECTION VII: HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

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

2

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

2

c)

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

2

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

2

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

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

2

For a project within the vicinity of a
private airstrip, would the project
result in a safety hazard for people
residing in the Project Area?

2

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

2
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Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

h) Expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury, or
death involving wildland fires,
including where wildlands are
adjacent to urbanized areas or
where residences are intermixed
with wildlands?

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

2

Discussion of Checklist Answers:
a-d)

The City is a small, primarily residential community with an aging housing stock and
roughly three miles of freeway exposure along I-5. The main north-south rail line of
the UPRR roughly forms the western boundary of the Original Area. Older
commercial and industrial properties are also located within the Amended Project
Area.
The proposed Added Area contains some of the older structures in the City, and
asbestos-containing material (ACM) and lead based paint would be anticipated in
these structures. These older structures are more susceptible to deterioration due to
aging, weathering, and a lack of current building standards and codes, which
increases the risk of the release of asbestos or lead. Rehabilitation or demolition can
also release ACM and/or lead based paint into the environment. In addition, the
recycling of commercial and industrial properties could expose construction workers
and subsequent site users to contaminated soil and/or groundwater. The potential
impact of the project on hazards and hazardous materials will be discussed in
the EIR.

e,f)

The Amended Project Area is not located within the safety hazard areas of either
private or public airports.

g)

Future development in the Amended Project Area and/or redevelopment activities
would not interfere with either an adopted emergency response plan or an
emergency evacuation plan. No routes used for emergency access and response
would be adversely affected by anticipated redevelopment activities such as
rehabilitation, public infrastructure improvements, and economic development.

h)

The proposed Amendment would not create an increased fire hazard in areas with
flammable brush, grass, or trees. The Amendment would provide property owners
with assistance in upgrading properties to current code and fire safety requirements.
This would be a less-than-significant impact.
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SECTION VIII: HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

a) Violate any water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements?

2

b) 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 (e.g., the
production rate of pre-existing nearby
wells would drop to a level which
would not support existing land uses
or planned uses for which permits
have been granted)?

2

c)

Substantially alter the existing
drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river, in a
manner which would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or
off-site?

2

d) Substantially alter the existing
drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a manner
which would result in flooding on- or
off-site?

2

e) Create or contribute runoff water
which would exceed the capacity of
existing or planned storm water
drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of
polluted water?

2

f)

2

Otherwise substantially degrade water
quality?

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood
hazard area as mapped on a federal
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood
Insurance Rate Map or other flood
hazard delineation map?
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Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact
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Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard
area structures which would impede or
redirect flood flows?

2

i)

j)

Expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving flooding, including flooding
as a result of the failure of a levee or
dam?
Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or
mudflow?

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

2
2

Discussion of Checklist Answers:
a-f)

There are several streams and their north and south branches that flow through the
Amended Project Area, including Churn Creek, Moody Creek, Salt Creek, Clear
Creek, Rich Gulch Creek, Little Churn Creek, and Nelson Creek. Most of the City
lies within the Churn Creek watershed, and the Redding Groundwater Basin. In the
Amended Project Area, Churn Creek runs parallel to Lake Boulevard, through and
along the eastern edge of the City’s industrial area. The creek eventually drains into
the Sacramento River just north of the City of Anderson, approximately 16 miles
south of the City.
In the Amended Project Area and Churn Creek watershed, runoff to local water
resources is heavily influenced by the use of land. Urban runoff is a concern
because metals, grease, and other solvents related to urban development can
degrade water quality.
Development engendered by redevelopment could impact hydrology and water
quality. Hydrology and water quality issues will be discussed in the EIR.

g-i)

Most of the Amended Project Area is within Zone X of the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM Number 060758
0005A, 6/16/99), except for the stream corridors crossing the City. There are several
streams and their north and south branches that flow through the Amended Project
Area, including Churn Creek, Moody Creek, Salt Creek, Clear Creek, Rich Gulch
Creek, Little Churn Creek, and Nelson Creek. In addition, Shasta Lake Reservoir
could cause significant or catastrophic flooding of the Amended Project Area and
other downstream areas if the dam were to fail. Flooding issues will be discussed
in the EIR.

j)

The Amended Project Area is not in a coastal zone and Shasta Lake is not adjacent
to the Amended Project Area; therefore, there is no hazard from seiche, tsunami, or
mudflow.
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SECTION IX: LAND USE AND PLANNING
Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

a) Physically divide an established
community?

2

b) Conflict with any applicable land use
plan, policy, or regulation of an agency
with jurisdiction over the project
(including, but not limited to the
general plan, specific plan, local
coastal program, or zoning ordinance)
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

2

c)

Conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural
community conservation plan?

2

Discussion of Checklist Answers:
The City treats the discussion of land use and planning effects differently from technical
environmental issues. Any indirect physical impacts associated with development that may
be encouraged by redevelopment activities would be addressed in the appropriate
environmental sections of this Initial Study.
a-c)

Redevelopment activities will not result in a substantial alteration of the present or
planned use of the Amended Project Area. On sites that are currently vacant,
development in accordance with existing land use regulations will alter the
undeveloped nature of that given site. Some intensification of existing land uses
within the Amended Project Area may also occur, especially adjacent to areas
opened up by improved circulation. Any intensification that may occur must be
consistent with adopted land use policy in place at the time of project approval.
The General Plan is a twenty-year policy guide for physical, economic, and
environmental growth and renewal of the City. The General Plan is comprised of
goals, policies, programs, and actions that are based on an assessment of current
and future needs and available resources. The document is the City’s principal tool
for evaluating public and private projects and municipal service improvements. The
Amendment provides that all land uses to be permitted within the Amended Project
Area must be consistent with the General Plan, as it currently exists or as it may from
time to time be amended, and as implemented and applied by City ordinances,
resolutions, and other laws.
All construction in the Amended Project Area must also comply with all applicable
state and local laws in effect from time to time, including the City of Shasta Lake
Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance (Zoning Ordinance). The purpose of the Zoning
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Ordinance is to regulate the use of land, buildings, or other structures for residences,
commerce, industry, and other uses required by the community. Additionally, it
regulates the location, height, size of buildings or structures, yards, courts, open
spaces, amount of building coverage permitted in each zone, and population density.
The Zoning Ordinance also divides the City into zones of such shape, size, and
number best suited to carry out these regulations, and to provide for their
enforcement, and ensure the provision of adequate open space for aesthetic and
environmental amenities. All proposed redevelopment activities generally conform to
the Zoning Ordinance.
The EIR will further discuss the Amendment’s
consistency with SLGP and zoning land use designations and policies.
SECTION X: MINERAL RESOURCES
Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

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

2

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

2

Discussion of Checklist Answers:
a-b)

There are no known mineral resources within the Amended Project Area, and no
sites zoned for mineral recovery. The proposed Amendment would not result in the
loss of availability of a known mineral resource or a locally-important mineral
resource recovery site within the Amended Project Area.

SECTION XI: NOISE
Would the project result in:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

a) Exposure of persons to or generation
of noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?

2
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Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

PAGE II-17

SHASTA DAM AREA REDEVELOPMENT PLAN AMENDMENT

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

b) Exposure of persons to or generation
of excessive ground-borne vibration or
ground-borne noise levels?

2

c)

A substantial permanent increase in
ambient noise levels in the project
vicinity above levels existing without
the project?

d) A substantial temporary or periodic
increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?
e) For a project located within an airport
land use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within two miles
of a public airport or public use airport,
would the project expose people
residing or working in the Project Area
to excessive noise levels?
f)

For a project within the vicinity of a
private airstrip, would the project
expose people residing or working in
the Project Area to excessive noise
levels?

INITIAL STUDY

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

2
2
2
2

Discussion of Checklist Answers:
a-d)

Increased vehicular traffic resulting from roadway improvements and development
encouraged by redevelopment activities may incrementally increase ambient noise
levels on arterial streets and freeways. Construction related noise may exceed
acceptable levels and will have potentially significant short-term impacts on adjacent
sensitive receptors. The Amendment will remove barriers to growth in the Amended
Project Area, and may result in more residents being exposed to existing noise
sources. Noise issues will be discussed in the EIR.

e,f)

The Amended Project Area is not located within an airport land use specific plan
area or within two miles of an airport or private airstrip. The City is located north of
the Redding Municipal Airport and the Benton Airpark. Although occasional aircraft
overflights of the City occur, the City is located well beyond the noise impact zones
of these airports. As a result, the existing ambient noise environment of the City is
not significantly influenced by aircraft noise. Therefore, redevelopment activities
within the Amended Project Area would not expose people to excessive airport noise
levels.
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SECTION XII: POPULATION AND HOUSING
Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

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

2

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

2

c)

Displace substantial numbers of
people, necessitating the construction
of replacement housing elsewhere?

No Impact

2

Population and housing is considered a socio-economic, rather than a physical impact on
the environment. CEQA does not require review of socio-economic impacts, except where a
clear chain of cause and effect results in physical impacts. The City has developed policies
and plans to provide for long-term population and housing needs, with documents such as
the General Plan. Socio-economic needs such as low-income housing are addressed by
the Amendment through the use of at least 20% of all increased property taxes (tax
increment) generated to provide for housing in the project vicinity.
Discussion of Checklist Answers:
a)

As of the census of 2000, there were 9,008 people, 3,391 households, and 2,377
families residing in the City. Based on the existing General Plan, the population of
the City at residential build-out could increase to 27,930 by the Year 2064.
Redevelopment activities and development encouraged by redevelopment has the
potential to encourage localized daytime population growth in the Amended Project
Area’s employment market by providing additional jobs that would otherwise locate
elsewhere.
Residential development and rehabilitation occurring within the
Amended Project Area would increase the permanent population of the area.
Increases in population are expected to occur gradually over time as public
improvements and development progresses, and be within the anticipated population
levels identified in the General Plan. There is no change in land use or zoning
proposed as part of the Amendment, nor any major new infrastructure
improvements/extensions. The proposed Amendment would not result in changes in
population beyond those identified in regional and local population projections, nor
induce substantial growth.

b,c)

Providing housing for persons of low- and moderate-incomes is an objective of the
Amendment, which provides assistance in the reconstruction or rehabilitation of
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dilapidated structures. Some relocation of residents may be required to meet
redevelopment goals, such as in areas of severely deteriorated housing which may
be beyond rehabilitation, and provides developer incentives for the construction of
new planned housing. The Amendment provides that no persons or families of lowand moderate-income will be displaced unless and until there is a suitable housing
unit available and ready for occupancy at rents comparable to those at the time of
their displacement. The Amendment further provides that permanent housing
facilities must be made available within three years from the time occupants are
displaced.
Within 30 days of executing an agreement for acquisition and/or disposition of
property that would result in the destruction or removal of dwelling units, the Agency
must adopt a replacement housing plan. This plan must identify the location of such
housing, a financing plan for rehabilitation, development, or construction, the number
of dwelling units housing persons and families of low- or moderate-income planned
for construction or rehabilitation, and a timetable for replacing the units on a one-forone basis.
California Community Redevelopment Law (CCRL) under the requirements of this
Amendment requires that not less than 20% of all tax increment be set aside for
preserving, improving, and increasing the City’s supply of low- and moderate-income
housing.
The proposed Amendment is not anticipated to alter the location, distribution,
density, or growth rate of the human population or reduce the supply of low- and
moderate-income housing. All low- and moderate-income housing stock removed
due to Agency involvement will be replaced through Agency programs. In addition,
redevelopment assistance would provide for the rehabilitation or reconstruction of the
existing housing stock. Therefore, no significant impacts on housing would occur as
a result of the proposed Amendment.
SECTION XIII: PUBLIC SERVICES
Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or
other performance objectives for any of the following public services:

Environmental Issue

a) Fire protection?
b) Police protection?
c)

Schools?
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

2
2
2
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Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

2
2

d) Parks?
e) Other public facilities?

Discussion of Checklist Answers:
a-e)

The proposed Amendment would engender an increase in infill housing construction
and economic development in the Amended Project Area, and therefore an increase
in demand on public services. Public service issues will be discussed in the EIR.

SECTION XIV: RECREATION
Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

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

2

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

2

No Impact

Discussion of Checklist Answers:
a,b)

The City’s General Fund and other special collections provide the financial support to
achieve basic park and recreational services; the level of provision of these services
is not considered a physical environmental impact. The City views park services as
basic social services to be provided by the City. The level of service is based in part
on the economic health of the service provider, in this case, the City of Shasta Lake.
Parks provide a wide range of services that are affected by population increases.
These services, however, are not impacted by physical environmental effects
created by the proposed Amendment. Section 15382 of the CEQA Guidelines
defines a significant effect on the environment as a substantial or a potentially
substantial adverse change in any flora, fauna, ambient noise, and/or objects of
historic or aesthetic significance. An economic or social change is not by itself
considered a significant effect on the environment.
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The City is currently underserved for local parks and recreation facilities, although
they are adjacent to major private and public resources related to the Shasta Lake
Recreational Area. The proposed Amendment authorizes the funding of community
centers, recreation centers, childcare centers, parks and other recreation facility
improvements, the provision of which would have a beneficial impact on the City. All
development within the proposed Amended Project Area must be consistent with the
General Plan, thus anticipated population growth has been accommodated in local
parks and recreation planning.
The City requires property owners to pay an in lieu fee for park and recreational
purposes pursuant to Section 16.08.100(B) of the SLMC, prior to recordation of the
Final Map for any phase of a development project. A Parks and Recreation impact
fee is collected for each single-family residence at the time of building permit
issuance; open space recreational facilities, including any trail system, must be
maintained through a Homeowner’s Association or other funding mechanism
acceptable to the City. Projects may provide recreation facilities as noted in the
City’s Park Master Plan in lieu of payment of impact fees with the approval of a
development agreement. Therefore, development engendered as a result of the
proposed Amendment would have a less-than-significant impact on the quality or
quantity of recreational facilities.
SECTION XV: TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC
Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

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)?

2

b) Exceed, either individually or
cumulatively, a level of service
standard established by the county
congestion management agency for
designated roads and highways?

2

c)

Result in a change in air traffic
patterns, including either an increase
in traffic levels or a change in location
that results in substantial safety risks?
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Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact
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Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

d) Substantially increase hazards due to
design features (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or
incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?
e) Result in inadequate emergency
access?
f)

Result in inadequate parking
capacity?

g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans,
or programs supporting alternative
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts,
bicycle racks)?

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

2
2
2
2

Discussion of Checklist Answers:
a,b,e-g) The City has one major freeway, I-5, which runs north-south, and State Route 151
(Shasta Dam Boulevard), which runs east-west through the center of the City.
Regional access to the Amended Project Area is provided by I-5. The freeway is
planned as an eight-lane freeway from the southern City limits to the Shasta Dam
Boulevard interchange. North of this interchange I-5 is planned as a six-lane
freeway.
Six minor arterial streets transect the Amended Project Area. Minor arterials provide
for the movement of traffic to and from collector streets, major arterial streets, and
the freeway. There are currently no major arterial streets existing or planned in the
City.
Improvements to Amended Project Area public infrastructure are intended to
alleviate traffic congestion and improve public safety, remove costly impediments to
development, and upgrade infrastructure to contemporary standards to stimulate
private development. The proposed traffic/circulation improvement projects include –
but are not limited to – roadways, landscape, street lights, pedestrian walkways,
bridges, interchanges, curbs, gutters, sidewalks, parking, street widening, street
lights, traffic signals, over or underpasses, utility undergrounding, bicycle paths,
street medians, trails, and trolley crossings. The EIR will evaluate potential
transportation and circulation impacts occurring as a result of the
Amendment.
c)

The proposed Amendment does not affect air traffic patterns.

d,e)

As development occurs in the Amended Project Area, site design and off-site
improvements will be subject to review by the City. All city departments, including
fire and police, review the site design to ensure safe and adequate access, including
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emergency access. The Amendment would have a less-than-significant impact on
emergency access and transportation hazards.
SECTION XVI: UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

a) Exceed wastewater treatment
requirements of the applicable
Regional Water Quality Control
Board?

2

b) Require or result in the construction of
new water or wastewater treatment
facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental
effects?

2

c)

Require or result in the construction of
new storm water drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

2

d) Have sufficient water supplies
available to serve the project from
existing entitlements and resources,
or are new or expanded entitlements
needed?

2

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

2

f)

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Be served by a landfill with sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate
the project’s solid waste disposal
needs?

2

g) Comply with federal, state, and local
statutes and regulations related to
solid waste?

2

Discussion of Checklist Answers:
a-g)

Redevelopment would engender new development in the Amended Project Area,
that could be subject to inadequate utilities and service services, and/or result in an
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increased demand on utilities and service services. Public utilities and services
issues will be discussed in the EIR.
SECTION XVII: MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
Does the project have:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

a) The potential to degrade the quality
of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife
species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below selfsustaining levels, threaten to
eliminate a plant or animal
community, 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?

2

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

2

c)

Environmental effects which will
cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or
indirectly?

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

2

Discussion of Checklist Answers:
a,b,c) The initial study identified several potentially significant impacts associated with
future development in the Amended Project Area, which could be engendered by
redevelopment. Development engendered by the Amendment could result in
site specific and cumulative impacts that will be addressed in the EIR.
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Project Overview
The Redevelopment Agency of the City is creating a Notice of Preparation to inform all
responsible agencies of its decision to amend the Shasta Dam Area Redevelopment Plan
which will require an Environmental Impact Report.
The proposed Project involves the analysis, evaluation, and potential redevelopment of
some areas of the lands near Shasta Dam that originally housed many workers that
relocated to the area in order to work on the construction of Shasta Dam.
In order to accommodate the hoard of workers drawn to work on the Shasta Dam, small
settlements or “cities” took form in the area. Those communities that were associated to
some degree with the Dam Project Area included Summit City, Toyon, Shasta Park,
Central Valley and Project City, all located to the south of the dam construction site.
The Project Area includes the former settlement of Summit City along Lake Boulevard
and the surrounding residential neighborhoods, including the area west of the Union
Pacific Railroad right-of-way between the Summit City community to the southern
border of the City limits. The second and smaller area consists of the parcels within the
Shasta Park Road neighborhood and parcels along Shasta Dam Boulevard between
Shasta Park Road and Rouge Road- what is left of Shasta Park. These areas are within
the incorporated city limits of Lake Shasta City. The above listed areas will be added to
the Redevelopment Plan which already includes the former Central Valley and Project
City settlements.

Summary
The construction of Shasta Dam and development of the Central Valley Project were of
major significance to the growth and economic success of California. The Dam has both
physical and historic significance to the development of the entire state. The workers that
built the Dam gain importance from their effort, and the timely creation of small cities to
house thousands of workers was a notable achievement. The housing created for that
project has gained historic importance for its associated role in that era of California
history.
The Project Area site was surveyed and overview research performed. The survey noted
several groups of buildings remaining within the Area that were constructed to house and
serve workers who came to the area to work on the Shasta Dam Project. Addresses and
general locations for these buildings have been noted within the text of the report.
Additional houses of the construction era within the Project Area will probably be found
with address-specific research. Alterations should be considered in evaluating their
contribution to the construction history of the Dam.
The most distinctive complex is that located in the Buckeye Street complex. The unusual
row of connected gable-roofed cottages on the hillside is unique. The scattering of small
houses often oriented toward a central commons area on the hillside below is also
unusual. Individual houses vary in terms of condition and integrity, but even some of
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those that are deteriorated appear to be occupied. The large red house nearest to Lake
Boulevard is in good condition and may have been a manager’s home.
Also notable are the duplex units in Summit City. They are in good condition, and
apparently modeled after those first built by the Bureau of Reclamation in Toyon. They
represent a rather unusual version of duplex design and reflect a building type important
in the housing of construction workers. In Toyon, they represented dwellings often
occupied by engineers, educators and managers.
Other remaining construction era houses in this Summit City grid are altered to the point
that their construction era images are obscured.
The intersection of Lake Boulevard and Highway 151 holds the remains of a Summit
City commercial core with both commercial and residential buildings extending south
along Lake. The grouping is somewhat fragile but illustrates what was located on that
well-traveled corner during the construction era.
There are several small houses roughly located along Shasta Park Road, remnants of that
small settlement near Toyan. They are altered and their construction era images
diminished.
There do not appear to be any districts remaining from the construction era with enough
integrity to qualify for listing on the National Register of Historic Places.

Historic Overview
With a mild climate and ample food supplies, California was the state most densely
populated by early Native Americans. They found abundant game, fish and plant foods
that would sustain a healthy lifestyle. In Shasta County the main tribes were separated by
physical barriers such as mountains, valleys and rivers. In the foothills in the western
part of the county were the Wintuns; immediately to the east were the Yana; there were
also scattered small bands of Achomawi and the Atsugewi.
The Native Americans in Shasta County did not have Spanish/Mexican Missions in their
area and so they managed to retain their tribal identities more completely during the era
of Spanish/Mexican Missions in mid and southern California. The tribes in the Mission
sphere of influence were drawn to the missions where they were introduced to European
diseases for which they had no immunities. This process was only delayed in the north
counties following the influx of non-native settlers into the area.
Through the 1830s and 1840s trappers and explorers traveled through the area. One of
the earliest pioneers to settle in Shasta County was Pierson B. Reading. He had been a
clerk and trapper for John Sutter. In 1844 he became a Mexican citizen so that he could
obtain a land grant. His Rancho San Buena Ventura stretched along the Sacramento
River for miles.
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In the early to mid 1840s the Mexican authorities in California became alarmed at the
number of Americans that were settling in the state. Periodically they would threaten to
expulse the Americans from California. During these tense times the American settlers
would tend to gather at the stronghold of Sutter’s Fort. So it came to pass that Pierson
Reading and William Ide (Red Bluff) were at Sutter’s Fort when U.S. Captain John
Fremont arrived at the fort with a force of sixty heavily armed men. With Fremont’s
encouragement the American’s began what is known as the Bear Flag revolt which
resulted in California becoming a republic. Not long after U.S. Navy Commodore John
D. Stockton learned of the outbreak of war between the U.S. and Mexico. He proceeded
from northern Mexico to Monterey with a fleet of ships and took over the city in the
name of the United States. Four years later, in 1850, California became a state.
Built in 1847, the Reading Adobe was the first American dwelling built in Shasta County.
It would eventually become the first county seat in Shasta County.
In 1848 John Marshall discovered gold at Sutter’s Mill in Coloma and the California
Gold Rush began. Hearing the news about the discovery P.B. Reading rushed to Sutter’s
Fort and Sutter took him up to the discovery site. Reading noticed that the country
surrounding Sutter’s Mill was similar to that in the northern part of Shasta County. He
returned to his home at Balls Ferry and took several of his Wintun workers to Clear
Creek. They panned several thousand dollars worth of gold. By 1849 thousands of gold
seekers were swarming through Readings land to get to the remote creeks. Settlements
began to be established such as Horsetown and Old Shasta. As the gold rush roared on
the Native Americans began to get the European diseases that they had long escaped and
they began to die in large numbers. Eventually their settlements and culture were
destroyed.
Some people arrived to provide goods and services to the miners and those who did well
turned to building hotels, restaurants, markets, hardware stores and many other
businesses. Settlements of wood frame tents eventually became towns and cities with
brick business buildings. Gold mining continued into the early years of the 20th century
and copper mining, timber harvesting and milling also became important industries.
In 1872 engineers for the Central Pacific Railroad chose a place known as Poverty Flat
for a new railhead town. They named this new town Redding after Benjamin Bernard
Redding the general land agent in their company. In 1887 Redding had become so
prosperous that it was able to wrest the county seat from Old Shasta and that city began a
steady decline.

Boomtowns
In 1914 a young man named Roscoe Anderson arrived in Redding and he helped set up
the Shasta County Development Association. Anderson persuaded several other counties
to join that committee and he was noticed by Governor Hiram Johnson who appointed
him to the newly created State Water Commission. Anderson promoted an idea he had
for a major dam project about ten miles north of Redding. The project included the
damming of the McCloud, Pit, and Sacramento Rivers in order to control flooding and
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farmland irrigation in the Central Valley. He lobbied the State of California for several
years, but it would not fund the project.
In the 1930s Judge Francis Carr and State Senator John McColl took up Anderson’s idea,
only they carried the concept to Washington D.C. President Franklin D. Roosevelt was
in office trying to promote his New Deal programs and that created a favorable
atmosphere. McColl and Carr put together a concept that would bring irrigation to the
whole Central Valley of California. The project included Friant Dam (near Fresno) and
Kennett Dam (now Shasta) near Redding, plus a series of irrigation canals. The irrigation
project, which became known as the Central Valley Project, became part of Roosevelt’s
Public Works Administration. The logic was that the project would dramatically increase
the amount of arable farmland in the Central Valley thus producing jobs and increasing
economic activity. The building of the dams and canals would also produce jobs for
many depression weary Americans. In 1935 some twelve million dollars was
appropriated so that the work of surveying, rerouting railroad tracks and building roads
could take place. Eventually $173 million was appropriated to bring the project to
completion. Kennett Dam was renamed Shasta Dam in 1937 and in 1938 construction
began. At its peak of construction activity the dam project employed between 2,000 to
3,000 workers.
Before construction began, job seekers began arriving in the area around Redding. Some
of them were the emigrants that had escaped the Dust Bowl in the midwest. They had
only found seasonal work on Central Valley farms and they had become a burden to local
taxpayers when counties were forced to take care of them during the winter months.
Some other more skilled workers, who had worked on other dam projects, began to
arrive. Real estate developers began to subdivide land and create small communities for
the workers to live in. The boomtowns of Central Valley, Pine Grove, Project City,
Toyon and Summit City began to develop. Another small town was created at the base of
the dam site, known as Contactors Camp or Shasta Dam Village. The employees of the
contractor, Pacific Constructors Incorporated, were housed in the Contractors Camp.
Government employees that worked on the project, engineers, clerks, surveyors,
inspectors and other Bureau of Reclamation employees were housed at Toyon. This
community housed more of the professional and management employees and their
families than the other Project communities.
The remaining dam workers settled into communities clustered along Shasta Dam
Boulevard (Project City, Central Valley and Summit City) which was a street that was
created as a connector to bridge Highway 99 with the Kennett-Buckeye Road (now Lake
Boulevard). The towns grew around a business center of cafes, taverns, gas stations,
grocery stores, dry goods and various service related businesses. No hard liquor was sold
in the area because the State would not issue liquor licenses in the vicinity of a federal
reservation (Toyon).
Some people built permanent homes and some, who anticipated leaving soon after the
dam was completed, built tarpaper shacks. After the dam was completed the tarpaper
shacks were replaced in some instances with permanent homes. Others were replaced in
later years by the trailers and mobile homes which dot the countryside.
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The roads were graveled in some places and some were just dirt. In the late summer of
1939 Shasta Dam Boulevard was paved as well as the Kennett-Buckeye Road over the
summit.
As dam construction commenced, it became apparent that a school was needed. The dam
contractor had an item in their contract to build a school for the children. The
superintendent of dam construction, Frank Crowe, was persuaded by the County
Superintendent of Schools, Macie Montgomery, to build a school on government land
(Toyon School) near Summit City. Two school buses were also purchased: one took the
younger children to Toyon School, while the other took the older children to high school
in Redding.

Project Area
In an article appearing in the 1975 issue of Covered Wagon [Shasta Historical Society]
Matt Rumboltz lists some of the early businesses in Summit City: Rigling Electric,
Charley’s Candy & Lunches, Summit City Men’s furnishings, Phetteplace’s Variety
Store, Summit City Shoe Shop (repair), The Round-Up (tavern), Superior Café,
McCarthy’s Café, and Southern Barbeque.
Shasta Dam was completed in 1945. However, this was not the end for the Shasta
‘Boomtowns.’ Some 1,200 workers continued to work at the dam site until it was
formally dedicated in 1950.
While mining had been the first impetus for growth in the Shasta area in the 19th century,
agricultural activities followed, creating a second growth spurt. During the Second
World War the area felt the impact of a boom in the lumber business. Many lumber mills
and producers were located in nearby Anderson. Paved roads, the availability of the
automobile, and bus service from Central Valley made the commute to Anderson
possible.
As part of the Central Valley project, the federal government hired people to work on the
construction of water canals. The creation of Lake Shasta created a new industry –
recreation. Because of the recreation available at Shasta Lake jobs became available in
recreation oriented businesses. PG&E was also hiring people to help build the power
lines that would distribute power created at Shasta Dam. During the warm months,
tourists would travel down Shasta Dam Boulevard bringing commerce to businesses from
outside the local area. All these economic activities created a diverse economic base so
that the boomtowns did not have to rely on the prosperity of a single industry. This
economic activity helped the former boomtowns survive and they became permanent
communities.
As dam construction began to diminish, Contractor’s Camp was abandoned. Its buildings
were sold and heavy duty vehicles arrived to cart them away. Toyon also experienced a
gradual dwindling in population and was later abandoned. Native Americans moved into
the abandoned federal reservation in the 1970s and made a claim against the Federal
Government for the community of Toyon. In the mid 1980s electric power was cut and
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the Native Americans began moving away. In the late 1980s all of the buildings, except a
corrugated metal storage shed, were demolished.
Of the Shasta Dam ‘boomtowns,’ Summit City remained the most sparsely settled. Its
residential core catered more to single men and as a reflection of that so did its
businesses. It was the single men who were more likely to move away to take another
job after the completion of Shasta Dam.
Developers built the only integrated shopping center in the area. It was called Shasta
Center and contained a hotel, shops, a double row of duplex cabins and a larger house for
the manager. It aimed to lure customers from Shasta Park and Toyon. The promotion
proved to be under-funded and the project failed. The only remains of the hotel and
shops is the part of the building now called the Sunset Inn.
Summit City suffered a bit of a decline and its businesses did not survive. At the present
time all of the remaining commercial buildings are boarded up, except one antique store.
There is a small community of residential buildings located on a grid on the east side of
Lake Boulevard, south of Shasta Dam Boulevard.
The real estate development that surrounds Shasta Park Road never developed a
commercial core and, like Pine Grove, it failed to emerge as a separate entity.

Methodology
This Report has researched and visually surveyed new and remaining buildings within the
former Summit City area and along Shasta Park Drive and Shasta Dam Boulevard within
the areas designated by the Shasta Redevelopment Agency as the Shasta Lake
Amendment.
Due to the relationship of the ‘boomtowns’ to the construction of Shasta Dam, the
buildings housing the men who constructed this vital element of the Central Valley
Project and their families are an important reflection of an significant historical event.
Remaining buildings that may date from the construction of Shasta Dam were noted in
the site survey of the designated Shasta Lake Amendment areas. The estimated
construction dates utilized range from 1938-1944, dates of the Dam construction.
Estimated construction dates of buildings are based upon appearance and construction
details, not research at this time.

Survey:
The largest area extends along both sides of Lake Boulevard through the former Summit
City area. The areas on both sides of Lake Boulevard north of Shasta Dam Boulevard
[Highway 151] contain primarily a variety of small residences generally built within the
last 30 years, and mobile homes, many with additions and modifications. The few
residential buildings that could date to the era of the Dam construction are substantially
altered. Buildings that may date from the Dam construction period start to appear in the
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vicinity of the intersection of Highway 151 and Lake Boulevard and continue to the
south.
On Lake Boulevard just north of the intersection with Highway 151:
adjacent to a trailer park at 13892 Lake Boulevard on the south of the building; an
old wood commercial building with a rectangular false parapet and deteriorated
canopy that appears to date from the late 1930s. It lacks a visible address.

There is a small group of older buildings on both sides of Lake Boulevard just south of
Highway 151 (Shasta Dam Boulevard.)
Buildings on the east side of the road that appear to date to the construction period
include the following:
13861 Lake Boulevard; a one story wood commercial building with a stepped
parapet and a shed-roof canopy. Additions have been made on the north and
south.
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Buildings on the west side of the road that appear to date to the construction period
include the following:
13860 Lake Boulevard: a one story wood residential building that has been altered
and is in good condition. It appears to be associated with another small wood
house possibly containing two units and the same address.
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13856 Lake Boulevard: a small one story garage with two doors, a gabled roof and a
false parapet. The garage may be associated with a long, narrow gable wood
structure at the rear and somewhat below the garage. It has been altered and part
of it may have been residential.

This gabled wood building stands behind the garage. Most of the openings have been
covered, but it may have originally served as housing. There are windows on the north.
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13848 Lake Boulevard: a one story commercial building with a gabled roof, false
parapet and shed-roofed canopy. It is currently an Antique store.

13815 Lake Boulevard: a one story wood commercial building with a filled-in false
parapet and shed-roofed canopy. It has been altered and partially resurfaced. A
small altered house with no address stands just north of the commercial building.

11

HISTORIC ENVIRONMENT CONSULTANTS

13816 Lake Boulevard: a small wood one story house with a gabled roof. The house
has been altered. (On the right side in the picture below.)
13810 Lake Boulevard: a gabled commercial building with a false parapet. The
building may be more recent in construction. Alterations have altered its
appearance.

The above-mentioned buildings appear to represent a small commercial complex that
arose with the construction of the Dam and the influx of workers and their families.
They were probably part of the Summit City community.

Buckeye Street complex:
Buildings that appear to date to the construction period are included in the following
enclave. There were no addresses on the buildings.
A little further south of Highway 151 on Lake Boulevard, Buckeye Street on the west
leads up hill to a small residential enclave of houses, connected cottages, and what
appear to be duplexes or small multi-family houses. The buildings within this
enclave appear to date from the construction era, providing housing for workers and
their families as part of Summit City. The buildings do not appear to have street
addresses but numbers that refer to sites within the complex. A distinctive series of
small gabled roof cottages whose sides are connected stand at the upper edge of the
grouping. There appear to be a row of eight connected cottages, mostly with steeply
gabled roofs. They have been repaired and altered over time and are deteriorated but
some appear to still be occupied.
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The other residential buildings vary somewhat in material from board and batten
wood to horizontal or vertical siding, and size to some degree. They are rather
randomly scattered on the hillside encircled partially by a road that appears to be
Buckeye Street. Entrances often face the interior of the grouping on the hill and not
the outer road. There are two larger dwellings that may have housed managers at the
foot of the hill.
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The small complex is distinctive and strongly reflects a community apparently
formed of construction workers and their families. While various elements of the
grouping have experienced alterations, the complex strongly portrays a feeling of
another time and place, and may have value as an historic district. It lies within the
area described generally as Summit City, but on the west side of the road from a
larger portion of the City.
Areas higher up the hill above the complex contain a number of newer houses.
Summit City:
A larger and more level portion of Summit City grew on the east side of Lake
Boulevard just south of the present Polf Regional Park. This area contains a number
of essentially well kept small houses sited within a grid. Vestiges of cottages of the
former Summit city have mostly been enlarged and modernized. The changes make it
difficult to always identify original Summit City buildings without research. The
cottages have often been enlarged.
However, there is one original building type that has been noted in publications as
built during the Dam construction era and is still currently recognizable in Summit
City. There are several duplex buildings that remain essentially intact from the Dam
construction days. They appear very similar to a duplex building type constructed by
the Bureau of Reclamation for the community of Toyon. The design was probably
just repeated here in Summit City. The buildings are primarily located on Hill
Boulevard which is the closest street in the complex to Lake Boulevard. These
Summit City duplex buildings include the following addresses:
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13558-60 Hill Boulevard

13656-58 Hill Boulevard [No photo]
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13663-65 Hill Boulevard

13664-68 Hill Boulevard [No photo]

13675-77 Hill Boulevard

13679-81 Hill Boulevard [No Photo]
These duplexes represent an important remaining original building type of the Shasta
Dam construction era. They have retained their essential form and image despite
some alterations.
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The remaining buildings within Summit City are now quite varied with additions and
modifications. While the ‘grid’ is significant historically, the complex does not
appear to be eligible to the National Register as a historic district due to different ages
and alterations of its buildings.
Shasta Park:
The area originally known as Shasta Park contains a number of residences that appear
to date from the Dam construction era but have mostly been so modified that they are
no longer good or representative examples of the buildings of that era that housed
workers and their families.
604 Shasta Park Drive: A small wood cottage appears to date from the construction
era but has been altered. [no photo available]
710 Golden Acre Lane: A small side street within the Shasta Park area contains a
small wood cottage and somewhat later adjacent house. The cottage has a
steeply pitched roof and board and batten siding. It appears to date at least
from the construction era, but has been altered.
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Sunset Inn, Shasta Dam Blvd.: This single story wood frame building is all that is left
of Shasta Center real estate Development. There are no photographs available
that would indicate its purpose when constructed. It appears to date from the dam
construction era, and it has probably been altered.
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Identified Site, Multiple Sites, Receptor ..........................................................
NPL, DELNPL, Brownfield, Solid Waste Landfill (SWL), Hazardous Waste
Triballand............................................................................................................
Railroads ...........................................................................................................

Environmental FirstSearch
Search Summary Report
Target Site:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
FirstSearch Summary

Database

Sel

Updated

Radius

NPL
NPL Delisted
CERCLIS
NFRAP
RCRA COR ACT
RCRA TSD
RCRA GEN
RCRA NLR
Federal IC / EC
ERNS
Tribal Lands
State/Tribal Sites
State Spills 90
State/Tribal SWL
State/Tribal LUST
State/Tribal UST/AST
State/Tribal EC
State/Tribal IC
State/Tribal VCP
State/Tribal Brownfields
State Permits
State Other

Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y

09-10-07
09-10-07
10-08-07
10-08-07
06-06-06
06-06-06
06-06-06
06-06-06
10-02-07
12-31-06
12-01-05
08-08-07
01-03-07
09-24-07
10-18-07
01-03-07
NA
04-27-07
08-15-06
03-27-06
03-29-07
08-08-07

0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.12
0.25
0.12
0.25
0.25
0.12
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25

- TOTALS -

Site

1/8

1/4

1/2

1/2>

ZIP

TOTALS

0
0
0
1
1
1
8
0
0
2
0
3
2
1
20
27
0
0
0
0
0
1

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
2
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
1
4
0
0
0
0
0
0

-

-

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
1
1
1
8
0
0
2
0
3
2
3
21
31
0
0
0
0
0
1

67

2

5

0

0

0

74

Notice of Disclaimer
Due to the limitations, constraints, inaccuracies and incompleteness of government information and computer mapping data currently available to
TRACK Info Services, certain conventions have been utilized in preparing the locations of all federal, state and local agency sites residing in
TRACK Info Services's databases. All EPA NPL and state landfill sites are depicted by a rectangle approximating their location and size. The
boundaries of the rectangles represent the eastern and western most longitudes; the northern and southern most latitudes. As such, the mapped areas
may exceed the actual areas and do not represent the actual boundaries of these properties. All other sites are depicted by a point representing their
approximate address location and make no attempt to represent the actual areas of the associated property. Actual boundaries and locations of
individual properties can be found in the files residing at the agency responsible for such information.

Waiver of Liability
Although TRACK Info Services uses its best efforts to research the actual location of each site, TRACK Info Services does not and
can not warrant the accuracy of these sites with regard to exact location and size. All authorized users of TRACK Info Services's services
proceeding are signifying an understanding of TRACK Info Services's searching and mapping conventions, and agree to waive any and all
liability claims associated with search and map results showing incomplete and or inaccurate site locations.

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Information Report
11-07-07
eeicam
AREA

Request Date:
Requestor Name:
Standard:

AREA
GAI-SHASTA
Filtered Report

Search Type:
Job Number:

TARGET ADDRESS:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

Demographics
74

Sites:
Radon:

Non-Geocoded:

0

Population:

NA

0.2 - 0.3 PCI/L

Site Location
Degrees (Decimal)

Degrees (Min/Sec)

UTMs

Longitude:

-122.369213

-122:22:9

Easting:

553316.037

Latitude:

40.669259

40:40:9

Northing:

4502022.688

Zone:

10

Comment
Comment:

Additional Requests/Services
Adjacent ZIP Codes: 0.25 Mile(s)
ZIP
Code

City Name

96003 REDDING

Services:

ST Dist/Dir

CA 0.00 --

Sel

Y

Requested?
Sanborns
Aerial Photographs
Historical Topos
City Directories
Title Search/Env Liens
Municipal Reports
Online Topos

No
No
No
No
No
No
No

Date

Environmental FirstSearch
Sites Summary Report
TARGET SITE:
TOTAL:

74

Page No. DB Type

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
GEOCODED:

74

JOB:
NON GEOCODED:

0

GAI-SHASTA
SELECTED:

Site Name/ID/Status

Address

Dist/Dir

Map ID

1

ERNS

UNKNOWN
280749/FIXED FACILITY

4710 LEVNOX ST
REDDING CA 96003

0.00 --

10

3

ERNS

UNKNOWN
407008/OFFSHORE - SPILL OFF

1909 HARDENBROOK
SHASTA LAKE CI CA 96019

0.00 --

9

4

LUST

CHEVRON SS #97821 REDDING
T0608900051/CASE CLOSED

2403 CASCADE BLVD
REDDING CA 96003

0.00 --

24

5

LUST

TOSCO FACILITY #01102
T0608900175/CASE CLOSED

4833 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

4

6

LUST

ARCO SS #6106 REDDING
T0608900032/REMEDIAL ACTION

2402 CASCADE BLVD
REDDING CA 96001

0.00 --

19

7

LUST

CASCADE TEXACO SS
T0608900243/REMEDIATION PLAN

1725 CASCADE BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

37

8

LUST

CENTRAL VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL - 1
T0608900118/CASE CLOSED

4066 LA MESA ST
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

22

9

LUST

CENTRAL VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL - 2
T0608900146/CASE CLOSED

4066 LA MESA ST
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

22

10

LUST

CHACONS AUTO CLINIC
T0608900121/POST REMEDIAL ACTION

4657 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

23

11

LUST

CHEVRON SS RONS SHASTA LAKE
T0608900149/CASE CLOSED

1666 CASCADE BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

25

12

LUST

DEER CREEK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
T0608900094/CASE CLOSED

4620 VALLECITO ST
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

38

13

LUST

PROJECT CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
T0608900093/CASE CLOSED

5349 GRAND AVE
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

42

14

LUST

SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES
T0608900260/CASE CLOSED

3735 EL CAJON
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

36

15

LUST

SHASTA LAKE, CITY OF PUMP #3
T0608900269/CASE CLOSED

3280 CASCADE BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

43

16

LUST

SHA DAM AREA PUD OFFICE CASE 2
T0608900134/CASE CLOSED

1650 STANTON DR
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

35

17

LUST

CENTRAL VALLEY INTERMEDIATE
T0608900166/PRELIM. SITE ASSES.

4501 MAIN ST
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

30

18

LUST

SHA DAM AREA PUD SHOP
T0608900116/CASE CLOSED

1650 STANTON DR
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

35

19

LUST

PINE GROVE 76 (FORMERLY GARYS EXXO 2725 CASCADE BLVD
T0608900190/CASE CLOSED
REDDING CA 96003

0.00 --

29

20

LUST

HARRISON JIM
T0608900178/CASE CLOSED

2415 CASCADE BLVD
REDDING CA 96003

0.00 --

41

21

LUST

HAMMANS PROPERTY
T0608900097/CASE CLOSED

5324 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

40

22

LUST

GIANT ORANGE SHELL
T0608900298/NO ACTION

3100 CASCADE BLVD
REDDING CA 96003

0.00 --

39

74

Environmental FirstSearch
Sites Summary Report
TARGET SITE:
TOTAL:

74

Page No. DB Type

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
GEOCODED:

74

JOB:
NON GEOCODED:

0

GAI-SHASTA
SELECTED:

Site Name/ID/Status

Address

Dist/Dir

Map ID

23

LUST

FLYING J SS #89349
T0608900059/REMEDIAL ACTION

5001 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

28

24

LUST

E-J AUTOMOTIVE
T0608900290/PRELIM. SITE ASSES.

4309 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.13 NW

27

25

NFRAP

VALLEY PLATING CO
CAD055556062/NFRAP-N

3872 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

0.00 --

1

26

OTHER

SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES
CAL45240004/REFER: RWQCB

3736 EL CAJON ROAD
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

0.00 --

18

27

RCRA

VALLEY PLATING
CAD055556062/TSD

3872 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

0.00 --

1

30

RCRACOR

VALLEY PLATING
CAD055556062/CA

3872 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

0.00 --

1

34

RCRAGN

CENTRAL VALLEY CLEANERS
CAD981968704/SGN

121 ASHBY RD
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

0.00 --

3

35

RCRAGN

KING CYCLE GROUP
CAR000146589/SGN

3595 IRON COURT
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

5

36

RCRAGN

BOLLINGER AUTO & U HAUL
CAD982502197/SGN

4610 SHASTA DAM BLVD
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

0.00 --

2

37

RCRAGN

WALKERS CUSTOM CHROME
CAR000076398/SGN

2145 GRAND COULEE BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

8

38

RCRAGN

CIRCLE K STORE #1102
CAD981681083/SGN

4833 SHASTA DAM BLVD
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

0.00 --

4

39

RCRAGN

KNAUF INSULATION GMBH
CAR000039412/SGN

3100 ASHBY RD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

6

40

RCRAGN

PACIFIC BELL
CAT080028731/SGN

1608 MCCONNELL AVENUE
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

0.00 --

7

41

RCRAGN

VALLEY PLATING
CAD055556062/SGN

3872 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

0.00 --

1

44

SPILLS

VALLEY PLATING
G_SL0608959631

3920 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA

0.00 --

14

44

SPILLS

SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES
G_SL0608930739

3735 EL CAJON AVENUE
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

13

45

STATE

SHASTA LAKE MIDDLE SCH/MULTIPURPOS 4620 VALLECITO STREET
CAL45820002/VOLUNTARY CLEANUP PR
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

11

46

STATE

SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES
CAL45240004/PROPERTY/SITE REFERR

3736 EL CAJON ROAD
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

0.00 --

12

50

STATE

VALLEY PLATING COMPANY
CAL45340001/ANNUAL WORKPLAN - AC

3872 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

0.00 --

1

54

SWL

SHASTA LAKE DIV CL III LANDFIL
WMUD5A450305002/ACTIVE

3735 EL CAJON AVE
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

17

74

Environmental FirstSearch
Sites Summary Report
TARGET SITE:
TOTAL:

74

Page No. DB Type

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
GEOCODED:

74

JOB:
NON GEOCODED:

GAI-SHASTA

0

SELECTED:

Site Name/ID/Status

Address

Dist/Dir

Map ID

55

SWL

BUCKEYE TRANSFER STATION
SWIS45-AA-0057/ACTIVE

1/2 MILE N OF ASHBY ROAD ON
SHASTA LAKE CA 96001

0.08 SW

16

56

SWL

BUCKEYE DISPOSAL SITE
SWIS45-AA-0014/CLOSED

LAKE BLVD, SHASTA LAKE
REDDING CA 96001

0.08 -W

15

57

UST

ARCO AM/PM #6106 / OASIS AMPM
SHASTACO_19/STATUS: ACTIVE

2402 CASCADE BLVD
REDDING CA 96003

0.00 --

19

57

UST

CALIF HWY PATROL OFFICE - RDG
SHASTACO_75/STATUS: ACTIVE

2503 CASCADE BLVD
REDDING CA 96003

0.00 --

20

58

UST

CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL
TISID-STATE45376/ACTIVE

2503 CASCADE
REDDING CA

0.00 --

20

59

UST

CASCADE SHOPPEE INC
SHASTACO_211/STATUS: ACTIVE

1752 CASCADE BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

21

59

UST

GATEWAY UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST
SHASTACO_40/STATUS: INACTIVE

4066 LA MESA
SHASTA LAKE CA

0.00 --

31

60

UST

SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES
TISID-STATE45521/ACTIVE

3735 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

0.00 --

36

61

UST

SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES
AST964/AST SWRCB REG.5R

3735 EL CAJON
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

36

61

UST

SIERRA PACIFIC SHASTA LAKE
SHASTACO_335/STATUS: INACTIVE

3735 EL CAJON
SHASTA LAKE CA

0.00 --

36

62

UST

SHASTA LAKE CHEVRON
SHASTACO_89/STATUS: ACTIVE

1666 CASCADE BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

25

62

UST

SHASTA DAM AREA PUD
SHASTACO_312/STATUS: INACTIVE

1650 STANTON DR
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

35

63

UST

SHASTA DAM AREA PUBLIC
TISID-STATE45509/ACTIVE

1650 STANTON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

0.00 --

34

64

UST

SBC
SHASTACO_363/STATUS: INACTIVE

1608 MCCONNELL AVE
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

7

64

UST

PINE GROVE EXXON
SHASTACO_133/STATUS: ACTIVE

2725 CASCADE BLVD
REDDING CA 96003

0.00 --

29

65

UST

PACIFIC BELL
TISID-STATE45536/ACTIVE

1608 MCCONNELL
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

0.00 --

7

66

UST

FLYING J SERVICE
SHASTACO_146/STATUS: INACTIVE

5001 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA

0.00 --

28

66

UST

GIANT ORANGE SHELL
SHASTACO_321/STATUS: ACTIVE

3104 CASCADE BLVD
REDDING CA

0.00 --

32

67

UST

CASCADE B/P MINI MART
TISID-STATE45462/ACTIVE

1752 CASCADE
PROJECT CITY CA

0.00 --

21

68

UST

GATEWAY UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST
SHASTACO_198/STATUS: INACTIVE

4501 MAIN ST
SHASTA LAKE CA

0.00 --

30

74

Environmental FirstSearch
Sites Summary Report
TARGET SITE:
TOTAL:

74

Page No. DB Type

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
GEOCODED:

74

JOB:
NON GEOCODED:

0

GAI-SHASTA
SELECTED:

Site Name/ID/Status

Address

Dist/Dir

Map ID

68

UST

FLYING J SERVICE
TISID-STATE45424/ACTIVE

5001 SHASTA DAM
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

0.00 --

28

69

UST

GARYS EXXON INC
TISID-STATE45415/ACTIVE

2725 CASCADE
REDDING CA 96003

0.00 --

29

70

UST

CIRCLE K STORE #1102
TISID-STATE45394/ACTIVE

4833 SHASTA DAM
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

0.00 --

4

71

UST

CIRCLE K #1102
SHASTACO_101/STATUS: ACTIVE

4833 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

4

71

UST

CHEVRON
TISID-STATE45385/ACTIVE

1666 CASCADE
PROJECT CITY CA 96079

0.00 --

25

72

UST

CHEVERON STATION #97821
TISID-STATE9873/INACTIVE

2403 CASCADE
REDDING CA 96003

0.00 --

24

73

UST

CHACON S AUTO CLINIC
SHASTACO_345/STATUS: INACTIVE

4657 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA

0.00 --

23

73

UST

CENTRAL VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL
TISID-STATE45355/ACTIVE

4066 LA MESSO
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

0.00 --

22

74

UST

JAD ASSOCIATES
SHASTACO_18/STATUS: ACTIVE

3073 SIOUX DR
REDDING CA

0.00 --

33

74

UST

E-J AUTOMOTIVE
SHASTACO_128/STATUS: INACTIVE

4309 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA

0.13 NW

27

75

UST

E J AUTOMOTIVE
TISID-STATE45411/ACTIVE

4309 SHASTA DAM
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

0.13 NW

27

76

UST

COUNTRY MARKET
TISID-STATE45564/ACTIVE

12886 LAKE
REDDING CA 96003

0.18 SW

26

77

UST

COUNTRY MARKET
SHASTACO_419/STATUS: ACTIVE

12886 LAKE BLVD
REDDING CA 96003

0.18 SW

26

74

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

EMERGENCY RESPONSE NOTIFICATION SITE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

13

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

UNKNOWN
4710 LEVNOX ST
REDDING CA 96003
Shasta

MAP ID:
8/18/92
280749

REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

CONTACT:

SPILL INFORMATION
DATE OF SPILL:

8/18/1992

PRODUCT RELEASED (1):
QUANTITY (1):
UNITS (1):

TRANSFORMER OIL (POSSIBLE PCB)
0
OTH

TIME OF SPILL:

10

FIXED FACILITY

1653

PRODUCT RELEASED (2):
QUANTITY (2):
UNITS (2):
PRODUCT RELEASED (3):
QUANTITY (3):
UNITS (3):
MEDIUM/MEDIA AFFECTED
AIR:
NO
LAND:
YES
WATER:
NO
WATERBODY AFFECTED BY RELEASE:

GROUNDWATER: NO
FIXED FACILITY: NO
OTHER:
NO

SPILL INFORMATION
DATE OF SPILL:

8/18/1992

PRODUCT RELEASED (1):
QUANTITY (1):
UNITS (1):

TRANSFORMER OIL (POSSIBLE PCB)
0
OTH

TIME OF SPILL:

1653

PRODUCT RELEASED (2):
QUANTITY (2):
UNITS (2):
PRODUCT RELEASED (3):
QUANTITY (3):
UNITS (3):
MEDIUM/MEDIA AFFECTED
AIR:
NO
LAND:
YES
WATER:
NO
WATERBODY AFFECTED BY RELEASE:

GROUNDWATER: NO
FIXED FACILITY: NO
OTHER:
NO

CAUSE OF RELEASE
DUMPING:
NATURAL PHENOMENON:
OTHER CAUSE:
UNKNOWN:

EQUIPMENT FAILURE:
OPERATOR ERROR:
TRANSP. ACCIDENT:

NO
NO
NO
NO

NO
NO
NO

ACTIONS TAKEN:
UNKNOWN
RELEASE DETECTION: QT= 15 TO 30 FT RADIUS OF GROUND TRANSFORMER EXPLODED
MISC. NOTES:

- Continued on next page -

Site Details Page - 1

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

EMERGENCY RESPONSE NOTIFICATION SITE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

13

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

UNKNOWN
4710 LEVNOX ST
REDDING CA 96003
Shasta

CAUSE OF RELEASE
DUMPING:
NATURAL PHENOMENON:
OTHER CAUSE:
UNKNOWN:

280749
UNKNOWN
UNKNOWN

NO
NO
NO
NO

10

8/18/92
280749

REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

CONTACT:

DISCHARGER INFORMATION
DISCHARGER ID:
TYPE OF DISCHARGER:
NAME OF DISCHARGER:
ADDRESS:

MAP ID:

FIXED FACILITY

DUN & BRADSTREET #:

EQUIPMENT FAILURE:
OPERATOR ERROR:
TRANSP. ACCIDENT:

NO
NO
NO

ACTIONS TAKEN:
UNKNOWN
RELEASE DETECTION: QT= 15 TO 30 FT RADIUS OF GROUND TRANSFORMER EXPLODED
MISC. NOTES:
DISCHARGER INFORMATION
DISCHARGER ID:
TYPE OF DISCHARGER:
NAME OF DISCHARGER:
ADDRESS:

280749
UNKNOWN
UNKNOWN

DUN & BRADSTREET #:

Site Details Page - 2

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

EMERGENCY RESPONSE NOTIFICATION SITE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

12

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

UNKNOWN
1909 HARDENBROOK
SHASTA LAKE CITY CA 96019
Shasta

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

CONTACT:

SPILL INFORMATION
DATE OF SPILL:

10/20/1994

PRODUCT RELEASED (1):
QUANTITY (1):
UNITS (1):

SOLVENTS, MIXED/WASTE-POSSIBLE C
50
GAL

TIME OF SPILL:

9

10/20/94
407008
OFFSHORE - SPILL OFF COAST

1000

PRODUCT RELEASED (2):
QUANTITY (2):
UNITS (2):
PRODUCT RELEASED (3):
QUANTITY (3):
UNITS (3):
MEDIUM/MEDIA AFFECTED
AIR:
NO
LAND:
YES
WATER:
NO
WATERBODY AFFECTED BY RELEASE:

CAUSE OF RELEASE
DUMPING:
NATURAL PHENOMENON:
OTHER CAUSE:
UNKNOWN:

NO
NO
NO
NO

GROUNDWATER: NO
FIXED FACILITY: NO
OTHER:
NO
STORM DRAIN

EQUIPMENT FAILURE:
OPERATOR ERROR:
TRANSP. ACCIDENT:

NO
YES
NO

ACTIONS TAKEN:
UNKNOWN
RELEASE DETECTION: DIESEL AND WATER WASHED DOWN STORM DRAIN
MISC. NOTES:
ALSO NOTIFIED TOXICS
DISCHARGER INFORMATION
DISCHARGER ID:
TYPE OF DISCHARGER:
NAME OF DISCHARGER:
ADDRESS:

407008
UNKNOWN
UNKNOWN

DUN & BRADSTREET #:

Site Details Page - 3

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

60

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

CHEVRON SS #97821 REDDING
2403 CASCADE BLVD
REDDING CA 96003
SHASTA

CONTACT:

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

24

10/18/07
T0608900051
CASE CLOSED

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
REGIONAL BOARD
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
CHEVRON USA
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: 2410 CAMINO RAMON SAN RAMON CA
SITE OPERATOR:
CHEVRON USA
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450051
CASE TYPE:
AQUIFER AFFECTED
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
MISCELLANEOUS MOTOR VEHICLE FUELS
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
OVERFILL
LEAK SOURCE:
OTHER
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
SUBSURFACE MONITORING
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1989-08-02
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1990-02-01
STATUS:
CASE CLOSED
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
INCIDENT IS MINOR REQUIRING NO REMEDIAL ACTION
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01

NO ACTION REQUIREDNONE TAKEN

ENTER DATE (blank if not reported): 1990-07-27
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported): 1997-10-16
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported):
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
1990-11-08
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
1997-10-16
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1990-06-03
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
1997-03-04
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
1300
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
MTBE CNTS:
1
MTBE FUEL:
0
MTBE TESTED:
YES
MTBE CLASS:

Site Details Page - 4

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

74

DIST/DIR:

TOSCO FACILITY #01102
4833 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA

CONTACT:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

4

10/18/07
T0608900175
CASE CLOSED

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
REGIONAL BOARD
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
CIRCLE K CORP
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: PO BOX 52084 PHOENIX AZ 85072
SITE OPERATOR:
CIRCLE K CORP
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450180
CASE TYPE:
AQUIFER AFFECTED
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
UNLEADED GASOLINE
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
UNKNOWN
LEAK SOURCE:
UNKNOWN
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
INVENTORY CONTROL
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1994-11-29
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1994-11-29
STATUS:
CASE CLOSED
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
REMOVE CONTAMINATED SOIL AND DISPOSE IN APPROVED SITE
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01

EXCAVATE AND DISPOSENONE TAKEN

ENTER DATE (blank if not reported):
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported):
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported): 1994-11-29
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
1995-12-19
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
1996-01-04
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
1996-03-20
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
1998-01-04
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
1998-10-02
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
2004-02-03
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1994-12-05
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
2001-09-17
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
LESS THAN 2.5
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
LESS THAN 0.5
MTBE CNTS:
7
MTBE FUEL:
1
MTBE TESTED:
YES
MTBE CLASS:

Site Details Page - 5

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

54

ARCO SS #6106 REDDING
2402 CASCADE BLVD
REDDING CA 96001
SHASTA

CONTACT:

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

19

10/18/07
T0608900032
REMEDIAL ACTION

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
REGIONAL BOARD
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
PAUL SUPPLE
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: PO BOX 1257
SITE OPERATOR:
GL & PA ROBINSON
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450032
CASE TYPE:
AQUIFER AFFECTED
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
GASOLINE
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
UNKNOWN
LEAK SOURCE:
UNKNOWN
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
NO DESCRIPTION
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1989-06-14
STATUS:
REMEDIAL ACTION
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
REMOVE CONTAMINATED SOIL AND TREAT (INCLUDES SPREADING OR LAND FARMING)
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01

EXCAVATE AND TREATFREV

ENTER DATE (blank if not reported):
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported):
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported): 1989-06-14
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
1990-03-09
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
1993-02-19
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
2004-01-09
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
2005-02-08
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1989-06-15
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
2001-09-13
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
LESS THAN 800
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
MTBE CNTS:
11
MTBE FUEL:
1
MTBE TESTED:
YES
MTBE CLASS:
C

Site Details Page - 6

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

55

CASCADE TEXACO SS
1725 CASCADE BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

37

10/18/07
T0608900243
REMEDIATION PLAN

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
REGIONAL BOARD
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
TERRY HINRICHSEN
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: 1725 CASCADE BLVD SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SITE OPERATOR:
TERRY HINRICHSEN
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450249
CASE TYPE:
AQUIFER AFFECTED
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
GASOLINE
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
UNKNOWN
LEAK SOURCE:
UNKNOWN
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
NO DESCRIPTION
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1998-04-06
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1998-04-06
STATUS:
REMEDIATION PLAN
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
REMOVE CONTAMINATED SOIL AND DISPOSE IN APPROVED SITE
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01

EXCAVATE AND DISPOSESEL

ENTER DATE (blank if not reported): 1998-07-01
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported):
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported): 1998-04-06
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
1998-08-19
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
1998-12-09
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
2004-04-30
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
2007-02-20
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1998-04-10
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
1998-11-09
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
4000
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
0.11
MTBE CNTS:
5
MTBE FUEL:
1
MTBE TESTED:
YES
MTBE CLASS:
C

Site Details Page - 7

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

56

CENTRAL VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL - 1
4066 LA MESA ST
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

22

10/18/07
T0608900118
CASE CLOSED

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
LOCAL AGENCY
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
GATEWAY UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: 4411 MOUNTAIN LAKES BLVD REDDING CA 96003
SITE OPERATOR:
CENTRAL VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450119
CASE TYPE:
SOIL ONLY
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
DIESEL
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
CORROSION
LEAK SOURCE:
TANK
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
TANK TEST
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1992-10-22
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1992-10-22
STATUS:
CASE CLOSED
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
INCIDENT IS MINOR REQUIRING NO REMEDIAL ACTION
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01

NO ACTION REQUIREDNONE TAKEN

ENTER DATE (blank if not reported): 1992-07-24
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported): 1997-01-16
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported): 1992-07-24
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
1993-06-04
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1991-10-22
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
MTBE CNTS:
0
MTBE FUEL:
0
MTBE TESTED:
NOT REQUIRED TO BE TESTED
MTBE CLASS:
*

Site Details Page - 8

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

57

CENTRAL VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL - 2
4066 LA MESA ST
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

22

10/18/07
T0608900146
CASE CLOSED

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
REGIONAL BOARD
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
GATEWAY UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: 4411 MOUNTAIN LAKES BLVD REDDING CA 96003
SITE OPERATOR:
GATEWAY UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450149
CASE TYPE:
AQUIFER AFFECTED
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
DIESEL
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
CORROSION
LEAK SOURCE:
TANK
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
TANK CLOSURE
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1993-08-11
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1993-07-23
STATUS:
CASE CLOSED
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
REMOVE CONTAMINATED SOIL AND TREAT (INCLUDES SPREADING OR LAND FARMING)
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01

EXCAVATE AND TREATNONE TAKEN

ENTER DATE (blank if not reported): 1993-10-14
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported): 1997-03-25
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported): 1993-08-11
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
1993-09-28
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
1997-03-21
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
1997-03-25
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1993-09-20
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
MTBE CNTS:
0
MTBE FUEL:
0
MTBE TESTED:
NOT REQUIRED TO BE TESTED
MTBE CLASS:
*

Site Details Page - 9

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

59

DIST/DIR:

CHACONS AUTO CLINIC
4657 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA

CONTACT:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

23

10/18/07
T0608900121
POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORIN

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
REGIONAL BOARD
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
TOM GREEN (TRUSTEE)
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: 34 TWIN HARTE LANE
SITE OPERATOR:
TONY CHACON
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450122
CASE TYPE:
AQUIFER AFFECTED
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
12034, 80066
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
UNKNOWN
LEAK SOURCE:
UNKNOWN
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
TANK CLOSURE
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1992-07-30
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED: CLOSE TANK
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1992-07-24
STATUS:
POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
INCIDENT IS MINOR REQUIRING NO REMEDIAL ACTION
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
ORDERS
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01

NO ACTION REQUIREDCLEANUP AND ABATEMENT

ENTER DATE (blank if not reported):
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported):
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported): 1992-07-24
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
1997-02-04
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
1999-08-27
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
2004-11-22
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
2006-04-20
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1992-07-30
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
2001-11-08
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
LESS THAN 6
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
MTBE CNTS:
5
MTBE FUEL:
0
MTBE TESTED:
YES
MTBE CLASS:
C

Site Details Page - 10

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

61

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

CHEVRON SS RONS SHASTA LAKE
1666 CASCADE BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA

CONTACT:

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

25

10/18/07
T0608900149
CASE CLOSED

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
REGIONAL BOARD
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
RONALD O RIFE
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: PO BOX 1001 SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SITE OPERATOR:
RONALD O RIFE
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450152
CASE TYPE:
AQUIFER AFFECTED
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
GASOLINE
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
OVERFILL
LEAK SOURCE:
TANK
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
TANK CLOSURE
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1993-10-08
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1993-10-08
STATUS:
CASE CLOSED
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
EXCAVATE AND DISPOSEREMOVE CONTAMINATED SOIL AND DISPOSE IN APPROVED SITE. REMOVE FREE PRODUCT. PUMP AND TREAT GROUND WATER.
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
NONE TAKEN
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01
ENTER DATE (blank if not reported): 1993-10-28
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported): 1995-08-16
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported): 1993-10-08
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
1995-08-16
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1993-10-08

1994-06-22

MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
MTBE CNTS:
0
MTBE FUEL:
1
MTBE TESTED:
SITE NOT TESTED FOR MTBE. INCLUDES UNKNOWN AND NOT ANALYZED
MTBE CLASS:
*

Site Details Page - 11

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

62

DEER CREEK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
4620 VALLECITO ST
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

38

10/18/07
T0608900094
CASE CLOSED

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
REGIONAL BOARD
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
GATEWAY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRIC
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: 4411 MOUNTAIN LAKES BLVD REDDING CA 96003
SITE OPERATOR:
RICHARD FERGUSON
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450094
CASE TYPE:
AQUIFER AFFECTED
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
DIESEL
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
SPILL
LEAK SOURCE:
OTHER
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
TANK CLOSURE
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1991-07-01
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1991-07-01
STATUS:
CASE CLOSED
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
EXCAVATE AND DISPOSEREMOVE CONTAMINATED SOIL AND DISPOSE IN APPROVED SITE. EXCAVATE AND TREAT. ENHANCED BIODEGRADATION.
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
NONE TAKEN
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01
ENTER DATE (blank if not reported): 1991-11-18
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported):
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported):
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
1997-03-24
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1991-10-18
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
MTBE CNTS:
0
MTBE FUEL:
0
MTBE TESTED:
NOT REQUIRED TO BE TESTED
MTBE CLASS:
*

Site Details Page - 12

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

69

PROJECT CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
5349 GRAND AVE
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

42

10/18/07
T0608900093
CASE CLOSED

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
REGIONAL BOARD
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
GATEWAY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRIC
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: 4411 MOUNTAIN LAKES BLVD REDDING CA 96003
SITE OPERATOR:
DONNA MYERS PRINCIPAL
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450093
CASE TYPE:
AQUIFER AFFECTED
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
HYDROCARBONS
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
SPILL
LEAK SOURCE:
OTHER
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
TANK CLOSURE
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1991-07-01
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1991-07-01
STATUS:
CASE CLOSED
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
EXCAVATE AND DISPOSEREMOVE CONTAMINATED SOIL AND DISPOSE IN APPROVED SITE. EXCAVATE AND TREAT. ENHANCED BIODEGRADATION.
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
NONE TAKEN
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01
ENTER DATE (blank if not reported): 1991-11-18
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported): 1997-03-25
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported):
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
1997-03-25
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1991-10-10
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
1997-01-22
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
LESS THAN 5
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
MTBE CNTS:
1
MTBE FUEL:
0
MTBE TESTED:
YES
MTBE CLASS:
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

73

SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES
3735 EL CAJON
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

36

10/18/07
T0608900260
CASE CLOSED

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
REGIONAL BOARD
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: PO BOX 496028 SHASTA LAKE CA 96049-6028
SITE OPERATOR:
SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450266
CASE TYPE:
AQUIFER AFFECTED
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
DIESEL
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
UNKNOWN
LEAK SOURCE:
OTHER
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
TANK CLOSURE
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1998-10-13
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1998-10-13
STATUS:
CASE CLOSED
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
INCIDENT IS MINOR REQUIRING NO REMEDIAL ACTION
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01

NO ACTION REQUIREDNONE TAKEN

ENTER DATE (blank if not reported): 1998-11-30
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported): 1999-06-02
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported): 1998-10-13
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
1999-06-02
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1998-10-14
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
1999-06-02
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
LESS THAN 5
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
MTBE CNTS:
1
MTBE FUEL:
0
MTBE TESTED:
YES
MTBE CLASS:
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

72

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

SHASTA LAKE, CITY OF PUMP #3
3280 CASCADE BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA

CONTACT:

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

43

10/18/07
T0608900269
CASE CLOSED

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
REGIONAL BOARD
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
CITY OF SHASTA LAKE
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: 4332 VALLECITO SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SITE OPERATOR:
CITY OF SHASTA LAKE
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450275
CASE TYPE:
AQUIFER AFFECTED
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
DIESEL
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
UNKNOWN
LEAK SOURCE:
UNKNOWN
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
TANK CLOSURE
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1998-11-30
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1998-11-30
STATUS:
CASE CLOSED
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
INCIDENT IS MINOR REQUIRING NO REMEDIAL ACTION
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01

NO ACTION REQUIREDNONE TAKEN

ENTER DATE (blank if not reported): 1998-12-29
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported): 1998-12-29
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported): 1998-11-30
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
1999-08-18
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1998-12-11
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
1998-12-01
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
LESS THAN 5
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
LESS THAN 0.5
MTBE CNTS:
2
MTBE FUEL:
0
MTBE TESTED:
YES
MTBE CLASS:
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

71

DIST/DIR:

SHA DAM AREA PUD OFFICE CASE 2
1650 STANTON DR
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA

CONTACT:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

35

10/18/07
T0608900134
CASE CLOSED

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
REGIONAL BOARD
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
SHASTA DAM AREA PUD
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: PO BOX 777 SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SITE OPERATOR:
RON YOUNG
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450137
CASE TYPE:
SOIL ONLY
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
UNLEADED GASOLINE
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
UNKNOWN
LEAK SOURCE:
UNKNOWN
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
NO DESCRIPTION
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1992-05-30
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1993-02-09
STATUS:
CASE CLOSED
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
REMOVE CONTAMINATED SOIL AND DISPOSE IN APPROVED SITE
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01

EXCAVATE AND DISPOSENONE TAKEN

ENTER DATE (blank if not reported): 1993-03-18
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported): 1997-09-11
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported): 1993-02-09
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
1993-09-15
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
1997-09-11
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1993-02-26
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
MTBE CNTS:
0
MTBE FUEL:
1
MTBE TESTED:
SITE NOT TESTED FOR MTBE. INCLUDES UNKNOWN AND NOT ANALYZED
MTBE CLASS:
*
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

58

CENTRAL VALLEY INTERMEDIATE
4501 MAIN ST
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

30

10/18/07
T0608900166
PRELIM. SITE ASSES. WKPLN SUBM

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
LOCAL AGENCY
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
GATEWAY UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: 4411 MOUNTAIN LAKES BLVD REDDING CA 96003
SITE OPERATOR:
GATEWAY UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450170
CASE TYPE:
SOIL ONLY
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
DIESEL
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
UNKNOWN
LEAK SOURCE:
UNKNOWN
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
SUBSURFACE MONITORING
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1990-09-28
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1990-09-28
STATUS:
PRELIM. SITE ASSES. WKPLN SUBMITTED
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
REMOVE CONTAMINATED SOIL AND DISPOSE IN APPROVED SITE
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01
ENTER DATE (blank if not reported): 1994-07-20
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported): 2000-10-16
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported): 1990-09-28
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1994-06-24

EXCAVATE AND DISPOSENONE TAKEN

1996-11-19

MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
MTBE CNTS:
0
MTBE FUEL:
0
MTBE TESTED:
NOT REQUIRED TO BE TESTED
MTBE CLASS:
*
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

70

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

SHA DAM AREA PUD SHOP
1650 STANTON DR
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA

CONTACT:

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

35

10/18/07
T0608900116
CASE CLOSED

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
REGIONAL BOARD
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
SHA DAM AREA PUD
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: 1650 STANTON DR SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SITE OPERATOR:
GARY COATS
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450117
CASE TYPE:
SOIL ONLY
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
DIESEL
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
CORROSION
LEAK SOURCE:
TANK
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
TANK TEST
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1991-08-15
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1991-12-20
STATUS:
CASE CLOSED
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
REMOVE CONTAMINATED SOIL AND DISPOSE IN APPROVED SITE
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01

EXCAVATE AND DISPOSENONE TAKEN

ENTER DATE (blank if not reported): 1992-07-23
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported): 1997-09-11
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported): 1991-08-15
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
1997-09-11
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1992-01-22
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
1996-05-03
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
LESS THAN 5
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
MTBE CNTS:
1
MTBE FUEL:
0
MTBE TESTED:
YES
MTBE CLASS:
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

68

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

PINE GROVE 76 (FORMERLY GARYS EXXON) REDDING
2725 CASCADE BLVD
REDDING CA 96003
SHASTA

CONTACT:

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

29

10/18/07
T0608900190
CASE CLOSED

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
REGIONAL BOARD
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
GARY SILVERIA
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: 2725 CASCADE BLVD REDDING CA 96003
SITE OPERATOR:
GARY SILVERIA
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450195
CASE TYPE:
AQUIFER AFFECTED
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
GASOLINE
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
UNKNOWN
LEAK SOURCE:
TANK
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
NO DESCRIPTION
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1996-02-27
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1996-02-27
STATUS:
CASE CLOSED
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
INCIDENT IS MINOR REQUIRING NO REMEDIAL ACTION
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01

NO ACTION REQUIREDCLOS

ENTER DATE (blank if not reported): 1996-03-18
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported): 2002-03-29
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported): 1996-02-27
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
1997-10-23
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
1998-01-16
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
2002-08-27
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
2002-10-31
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
2005-12-08
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1996-03-12
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
2001-11-08
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
37
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
0.029
MTBE CNTS:
6
MTBE FUEL:
1
MTBE TESTED:
YES
MTBE CLASS:
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

67

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

HARRISON JIM
2415 CASCADE BLVD
REDDING CA 96003
SHASTA

CONTACT:

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

41

10/18/07
T0608900178
CASE CLOSED

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
LOCAL AGENCY
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
JIM HARRISON
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: 6436 CLEAR VIEW DR ANDERSON CA 96007
SITE OPERATOR:
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450183
CASE TYPE:
UNDEFINED
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
GASOLINE
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
OTHER CAUSE
LEAK SOURCE:
OTHER
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
NO DESCRIPTION
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1994-10-24
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1994-10-24
STATUS:
CASE CLOSED
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
REMOVE CONTAMINATED SOIL AND DISPOSE IN APPROVED SITE
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01

EXCAVATE AND DISPOSENONE TAKEN

ENTER DATE (blank if not reported): 1995-02-22
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported): 1999-01-12
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported): 1994-10-24
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
1999-05-28
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1995-02-14
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
MTBE CNTS:
0
MTBE FUEL:
1
MTBE TESTED:
SITE NOT TESTED FOR MTBE. INCLUDES UNKNOWN AND NOT ANALYZED
MTBE CLASS:
*
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

66

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

HAMMANS PROPERTY
5324 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA

CONTACT:

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

40

10/18/07
T0608900097
CASE CLOSED

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
REGIONAL BOARD
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
VIRGINIA HAMMANS
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: PO BOX 1042 SHASTA LAKE CA 96079
SITE OPERATOR:
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450097
CASE TYPE:
AQUIFER AFFECTED
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
WASTE OIL
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
UNKNOWN
LEAK SOURCE:
UNKNOWN
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
INVENTORY CONTROL
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1991-11-18
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1991-11-18
STATUS:
CASE CLOSED
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
INCIDENT IS MINOR REQUIRING NO REMEDIAL ACTION
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01

NO ACTION REQUIREDNONE TAKEN

ENTER DATE (blank if not reported): 1991-12-23
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported): 1994-09-15
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported):
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
1991-10-14
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
1993-08-18
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
1994-09-15
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1991-11-18
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
MTBE CNTS:
0
MTBE FUEL:
0
MTBE TESTED:
NOT REQUIRED TO BE TESTED
MTBE CLASS:
*

Site Details Page - 21

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

65

DIST/DIR:

GIANT ORANGE SHELL
3100 CASCADE BLVD
REDDING CA 96003
SHASTA

CONTACT:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

39

10/18/07
T0608900298
NO ACTION

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
REGIONAL BOARD
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
LARRY KIRKLAND
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: 17844 RANCHERA RD
SITE OPERATOR:
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450306
CASE TYPE:
AQUIFER AFFECTED
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
GASOLINE
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
UNKNOWN
LEAK SOURCE:
UNKNOWN
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
TANK CLOSURE
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1999-12-21
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1999-12-21
STATUS:
NO ACTION
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
INCIDENT IS MINOR REQUIRING NO REMEDIAL ACTION
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01

NO ACTION REQUIREDCLOS

ENTER DATE (blank if not reported): 2000-02-01
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported): 2001-01-18
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported):
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
2006-02-01
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
2006-04-03
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
2006-11-16
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
2007-08-24
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 2000-01-11
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
MTBE CNTS:
0
MTBE FUEL:
1
MTBE TESTED:
YES
MTBE CLASS:
*
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

64

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

FLYING J SS #89349
5001 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA

CONTACT:

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

28

10/18/07
T0608900059
REMEDIAL ACTION

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
REGIONAL BOARD
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
FLYING J SERVICE STATION
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: PO BOX 678 BRIGHAM CITY UT 84302
SITE OPERATOR:
FLYING J INC
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450059
CASE TYPE:
AQUIFER AFFECTED
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
GASOLINE
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
UNKNOWN
LEAK SOURCE:
UNKNOWN
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
INVENTORY CONTROL
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1990-07-25
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1992-07-31
STATUS:
REMEDIAL ACTION
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
REMOVE FREE PRODUCTREMOVE FLOATING PRODUCT FROM WATER TABLE. EXCAVATE AND TREAT. PUMP AND TREAT GROUND WATER
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
COR
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01
ENTER DATE (blank if not reported): 1990-10-18
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported):
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported): 1990-09-06
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
1992-03-01
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
1993-02-25
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
1993-11-03
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
2005-03-31
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
2005-04-20
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1990-09-06
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
1997-04-01
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
4300
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
MTBE CNTS:
1
MTBE FUEL:
1
MTBE TESTED:
YES
MTBE CLASS:
C
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

63

E-J AUTOMOTIVE
4309 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA

DIST/DIR:

0.13 NW
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

MAP ID:

27

10/18/07
T0608900290
PRELIM. SITE ASSES. UNDERWAY

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
REGIONAL BOARD
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
JOHN MALONEY
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: 4309 SHASTA DAM BLVD SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SITE OPERATOR:
JOHN MALONEY
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450298
CASE TYPE:
OTHER
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
GASOLINE
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
LOOSE FITTING
LEAK SOURCE:
PIPING
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
TANK CLOSURE
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1999-10-04
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1999-10-04
STATUS:
PRELIM. SITE ASSES. UNDERWAY
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
OTHER ACTIONS TAKENREMEDIAL ACTIONS OTHER THAN THOSE ACCOUNTED FOR BY THE OTHER CODES HAVE TAKEN PLACE AT A SITE
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
TC
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01
ENTER DATE (blank if not reported): 1999-11-30
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported): 2001-06-25
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported): 1999-10-06
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
2001-06-25
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
2007-06-18
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
2004-09-10
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
2006-08-25
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1999-10-06
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
1999-10-05
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
LESS THAN 5
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
LESS THAN 0.5
MTBE CNTS:
2
MTBE FUEL:
1
MTBE TESTED:
YES
MTBE CLASS:
C
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

CERCLIS NFRAP
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

1

DIST/DIR:

VALLEY PLATING CO
3872 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
SHASTA

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

CONTACT:

1

4/11/07
CAD055556062
0901447
NFRAP-N

DESCRIPTION:
ACTION/QUALITY
ARCHIVE SITE

DISCOVERY

AGENCY/RPS
EPA In-House

START/RAA

END
05-17-1989

EPA Fund-Financed

12-01-1979

PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT
NFRAP (No Futher Remedial Action Planned

EPA Fund-Financed

05-17-1989

PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT
Low

EPA Fund-Financed

02-01-1981
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

OTHER SITE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

22

DIST/DIR:

SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES
3736 EL CAJON ROAD
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
SHASTA

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

CONTACT:

18

08/07/07
CAL45240004
REFER: RWQCB

GENERAL SITE INFORMATION
Site Type:
Historical
Status:
Refer: RWQCB
Status Date:
1990-01-05 00:00:00
NPL Site:
NO
Funding:
Regulatory Agencies Involved:
NONE SPECIFIED
Lead Agency:
NONE SPECIFIED
Project Manager:
Supervisor:
Referred - Not Assigned
Branch:
Central California
Acres:
Assessor s Parcel Number:
NONE SPECIFIED
Past Uses:
NONE SPECIFIED
Potential Contaminants:
HALOGENATED ORGANIC COMPOUNDS, CONTAMINATED SOIL, Sludge - Halogenated
Compounds, ORGANIC LIQUIDS (NONSOLVENTS) WITH HALOGENS, WASTE POTENTIALLY CONTAINING DIOXINS
Confirmed Contaminants:
NONE SPECIFIED
Potential Media Affected:
NONE SPECIFIED
Restricted Use:
NO
Site Management Required:
NONE SPECIFIED
Special Programs Associated with this Site:

OTHER SITE NAMES (blank below = not reported by agency)
45240004

COMPLETED ACTIVITIES AND DTSC COMMENTS REGARDING THIS SITE (blank below = not reported by agency)
Area Name:
PROJECT WIDE
Sub- Area Name:
Document Type:
Site Screening
Completion Date:
1990-01-05
Comments:
SITE SCREENING DONE. RWQCB IS ACTIVELY INVOLVED IN CLEANUP. CONTAMINATED
SOILS AND DIP TANK REMOVED. AREA IS NOW PAVED. MONITORING REQUIRED OF SURFACE WATER RUN-OFF. DHS PENDING STATUS:
RWQCB SITE.
Area Name:
Sub- Area Name:
Document Type:
Completion Date:
Comments:

PROJECT WIDE
Site Screening
1988-01-27

Area Name:
PROJECT WIDE
Sub- Area Name:
Document Type:
Preliminary Assessment Report
Completion Date:
1988-01-27
Comments:
SITE SCREENING DONE. ANDERSON DIVISION 4841 N HIGHWAY 99 PRELIMINARY
ASSESSMENT (PA) DONE. FUNGICIDE DIP SYSTEM USED. NO HISTORIC RESEARCH DONE. S36 T33N R5W; APN 006-040-13
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

RCRA TSD SITE
SEARCH ID:

2

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

VALLEY PLATING
3872 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
SHASTA
CONTACT: ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGER
NAME:
ADDRESS:

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

1

6/8/02
CAD055556062
TSD
9162753123

SITE INFORMATION
CONTACT INFORMATION:

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGER
ENVIRO MANAGER
3872 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

PHONE:

9162753123

UNIVERSE NAME:
SUBJECT TO CORRECTIVE ACTION
INCINERATOR
TSDS SUBJECT TO CORRECTIVE ACT
SUBJECT TO CEI
ST: STORAGE AND TREATMENT
DF: LAND DISPOSAL FACILITY

SIC INFORMATION:
3471 - MANUFACTURING - PLATING AND POLISHING

RAATS INFORMATION:
DOCKET NUMBER:
DATE RECEIVED:
ORDER TYPE:
COMMENTS:

09-84-0022
7231984
3008(A)

INITIAL DATE:
AMOUNT:
FACILITY:

4161984
2000.00
PRIVATELY HELD FACILITY

ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION:
AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
120 - WRITTEN INFORMAL

29-NOV-89

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
310 - FINAL 3008(A) COMPLIANCE ORDER

11-MAY-88

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
120 - WRITTEN INFORMAL

15-JAN-87

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
210 - INITIAL 3008(A) COMPLIANCE ORDER

09-DEC-87

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
210 - INITIAL 3008(A) COMPLIANCE ORDER

11-DEC-87

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
310 - FINAL 3008(A) COMPLIANCE ORDER

16-SEP-88

- Continued on next page -
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

RCRA TSD SITE
SEARCH ID:

2

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

VALLEY PLATING
3872 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
SHASTA
CONTACT: ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGER
NAME:
ADDRESS:

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

1

6/8/02
CAD055556062
TSD
9162753123

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
120 - WRITTEN INFORMAL

28-MAY-88

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
120 - WRITTEN INFORMAL

02-MAR-89

VIOLATION INFORMATION:
VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
TYPE:

0001
29-NOV-89

RESPONSIBLE:
S - STATE
DETERMINED BY:
S - STATE
RESOLVED:
12/27/1989
DFR - TSD FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY REQUIREMENTS

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
TYPE:

0002
11-MAY-89

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
TYPE:

0003
10-MAY-88

RESPONSIBLE:
DETERMINED BY:
RESOLVED:
DOR - TSD OTHER REQUIREMENTS

S - STATE
S - STATE
06/22/1989

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
TYPE:

0004
10-MAY-88

RESPONSIBLE:
DETERMINED BY:
RESOLVED:
DLB - TSD LAND BAN REQUIREMENTS

S - STATE
S - STATE
06/22/1989

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
TYPE:

0005
10-MAY-88

S - STATE
S - STATE
06/22/1989

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
TYPE:

0006
04-MAY-88

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
TYPE:

0007
09-APR-87

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
TYPE:

0008
16-DEC-86

RESPONSIBLE:
DETERMINED BY:
RESOLVED:
DOR - TSD OTHER REQUIREMENTS

S - STATE
S - STATE
06/22/1989

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
TYPE:

0009
16-DEC-86

S - STATE
S - STATE
06/22/1989

RESPONSIBLE:
S - STATE
DETERMINED BY:
S - STATE
RESOLVED:
12/27/1989
DFR - TSD FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY REQUIREMENTS

RESPONSIBLE:
DETERMINED BY:
RESOLVED:
GLB - GENERATOR LAND BAN REQUIREMENTS

RESPONSIBLE:
S - STATE
DETERMINED BY:
S - STATE
RESOLVED:
12/27/1989
DFR - TSD FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY REQUIREMENTS
RESPONSIBLE:
S - STATE
DETERMINED BY:
S - STATE
RESOLVED:
12/27/1989
DFR - TSD FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY REQUIREMENTS

RESPONSIBLE:
DETERMINED BY:
RESOLVED:
FEA - FORMER ENFORCEMENT AGREEMENT

- Continued on next page -
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

RCRA TSD SITE
SEARCH ID:

2

DIST/DIR:

VALLEY PLATING
3872 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
SHASTA
CONTACT: ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGER
NAME:
ADDRESS:

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
TYPE:

0010
16-DEC-86

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
TYPE:

0011
16-DEC-86

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

1

6/8/02
CAD055556062
TSD
9162753123

RESPONSIBLE:
S - STATE
DETERMINED BY:
S - STATE
RESOLVED:
06/22/1989
DCL - TSD CLOSURE/POST CLOSURE REQUIREMENTS
RESPONSIBLE:
S - STATE
DETERMINED BY:
S - STATE
RESOLVED:
06/22/1989
DGW - TSD GROUNDWATER MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

RCRA COR SITE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

3

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

VALLEY PLATING
3872 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
SHASTA

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

CONTACT:

1

6/6/06
CAD055556062
CA

SITE INFORMATION
CONTACT INFORMATION:

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGER
3872 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

PHONE:

9162753123

UNIVERSE INFORMATION:
NAIC INFORMATION

332813 - ELECTROPLATING, PLATING, POLISHING, ANODIZING, AND COLORING

RAATS INFORMATION:
DOCKET NUMBER:
DATE RECEIVED:
ORDER TYPE:

09-84-0022
7231984

INITIAL DATE:
AMOUNT:

4161984
2000.00

ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION:
AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
210 - INITIAL 3008(A) COMPLIANCE ORDER

12/9/1987

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
120 - WRITTEN INFORMAL

11/29/1989

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
310 - FINAL 3008(A) COMPLIANCE ORDER

5/11/1988

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
120 - WRITTEN INFORMAL

1/15/1987

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
120 - WRITTEN INFORMAL

3/2/1989

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
120 - WRITTEN INFORMAL

5/28/1988

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
120 - WRITTEN INFORMAL

3/2/1989

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
310 - FINAL 3008(A) COMPLIANCE ORDER

5/11/1988

AGENCY:

S - STATE

12/11/1987

DATE:

- Continued on next page -
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

RCRA COR SITE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

3

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

VALLEY PLATING
3872 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
SHASTA

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

CONTACT:

1

6/6/06
CAD055556062
CA

TYPE:

210 - INITIAL 3008(A) COMPLIANCE ORDER

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
310 - FINAL 3008(A) COMPLIANCE ORDER

9/16/1988

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
210 - INITIAL 3008(A) COMPLIANCE ORDER

12/11/1987

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
120 - WRITTEN INFORMAL

1/15/1987

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
120 - WRITTEN INFORMAL

5/28/1988

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
310 - FINAL 3008(A) COMPLIANCE ORDER

9/16/1988

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
120 - WRITTEN INFORMAL

11/29/1989

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
210 - INITIAL 3008(A) COMPLIANCE ORDER

12/9/1987

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
RESOLVED:
TYPE:

0001
11/29/1989

S - STATE
S - STATE

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
RESOLVED:
TYPE:

0002
5/11/1989

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
RESOLVED:
TYPE:

0003
5/10/1988

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
RESOLVED:
TYPE:

0004
5/10/1988

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
RESOLVED:

0005
5/10/1988

VIOLATION INFORMATION:
RESPONSIBLE:
DETERMINED BY:

12/27/1989
TSD-FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY REQUIREMENTS
RESPONSIBLE:
DETERMINED BY:

S - STATE
S - STATE

12/27/1989
TSD-FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY REQUIREMENTS
RESPONSIBLE:
DETERMINED BY:

S - STATE
S - STATE

6/22/1989
TSD-OTHER REQUIREMENTS
RESPONSIBLE:
DETERMINED BY:

S - STATE
S - STATE

6/22/1989
TSD-LAND BAN REQUIREMENTS
RESPONSIBLE:
DETERMINED BY:

S - STATE
S - STATE

6/22/1989

- Continued on next page -
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

RCRA COR SITE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

3

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

VALLEY PLATING
3872 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
SHASTA

MAP ID:
6/6/06
CAD055556062

REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

CONTACT:

TYPE:

GENERATOR-LAND BAN REQUIREMENTS

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
RESOLVED:
TYPE:

0006
5/4/1988

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
RESOLVED:
TYPE:

0007
4/9/1987

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
RESOLVED:
TYPE:

0008
12/16/1986

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
RESOLVED:
TYPE:

0009
12/16/1986

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
RESOLVED:
TYPE:

0010
12/16/1986

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
RESOLVED:
TYPE:

0011
12/16/1986

RESPONSIBLE:
DETERMINED BY:

1

CA

S - STATE
S - STATE

12/27/1989
TSD-FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY REQUIREMENTS
RESPONSIBLE:
DETERMINED BY:

S - STATE
S - STATE

12/27/1989
TSD-FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY REQUIREMENTS
RESPONSIBLE:
DETERMINED BY:

S - STATE
S - STATE

6/22/1989
TSD-OTHER REQUIREMENTS
RESPONSIBLE:
DETERMINED BY:

S - STATE
S - STATE

6/22/1989
FORMAL ENFORCEMENT AGREEMENT
RESPONSIBLE:
DETERMINED BY:

S - STATE
S - STATE

6/22/1989
TSD-CLOSURE/POST-CLOSURE REQUIREMENTS
RESPONSIBLE:
DETERMINED BY:

S - STATE
S - STATE

6/22/1989
TSD-GROUNDWATER MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

CORRECTIVE ACTION INFORMATION
CA EVENT:

10/4/1988 CA100 - RFI IMPOSITION

CA EVENT:

11/15/1988 CA650 - STABILIZATION CONSTRUCTION COMPLETED

CA EVENT:

2/23/1990 CA150 - RFI WORKPLAN APPROVED

CA EVENT:
MEET DEFINITION

4/14/1998 CA750NO - RELEASE TO GW CONTROLLED DETERMINATION-FACILITY DOES NOT

CA EVENT:
AS OF THIS DATE

4/14/1998 CA725YE - HUMAN EXPOSURES CONTROLLED DETERMINATION-YES, APPLICABLE

CA EVENT:
STABILIZATION

4/21/1994 CA225NR - STABILIZATION MEASURES EVALUATION-FACILITY NOT AMENABLE TO

- Continued on next page -
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

RCRA COR SITE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

3

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

VALLEY PLATING
3872 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
SHASTA

CONTACT:

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

1

6/6/06
CAD055556062
CA

CA EVENT:

4/21/1994 CA075HI - CA PRIORITIZATION-HIGH CA PRIORITY

CA EVENT:

5/17/1989 CA075ME - CA PRIORITIZATION-MEDIUM CA PRIORITY

CA EVENT:

5/23/1990 CA200 - RFI APPROVED

CA EVENT:

5/31/1988 CA150 - RFI WORKPLAN APPROVED

CA EVENT:

6/29/1990 CA550 - CERTIFICATION OF REMEDY COMPLETION (CMI)

CA EVENT:
AS OF THIS DATE

8/11/2000 CA725YE - HUMAN EXPOSURES CONTROLLED DETERMINATION-YES, APPLICABLE

CA EVENT:
OF THIS DATE

8/11/2000 CA750YE - RELEASE TO GW CONTROLLED DETERMINATION-YES, APPLICABLE AS

CA EVENT:

8/31/1988 CA200 - RFI APPROVED

CA EVENT:

9/25/1989 CA450 - CORRECTIVE MEASURES DESIGN APPROVED

CA EVENT:

9/25/1989 CA500 - CMI WORKPLAN APPROVED

CA EVENT:

9/25/1989 CA400 - DATE FOR REMEDY SELECTION (CM IMPOSED)

CA EVENT:

9/25/1989 CA350 - CMS APPROVED

CA EVENT:
REMOVL &/OR TRT

9/30/1988 CA600SR - STABILIZATION MEASURES IMPLEMENTED-PRIMARY MEAS IS SOURCE
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

RCRA GENERATOR SITE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

5

DIST/DIR:

CENTRAL VALLEY CLEANERS
121 ASHBY RD
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96079
SHASTA

CONTACT:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

3

6/6/06
CAD981968704
SGN

SITE INFORMATION
CONTACT INFORMATION:

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGER
121 ASHBY RD
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 93019

PHONE:

9162753053

UNIVERSE INFORMATION:
NAIC INFORMATION

ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION:

VIOLATION INFORMATION:
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

RCRA GENERATOR SITE
SEARCH ID:

7

DIST/DIR:

KING CYCLE GROUP
3595 IRON COURT
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA
CONTACT: CHRIS KING
NAME:
ADDRESS:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

5

6/6/06
CAR000146589
SGN
530-275-7600

SITE INFORMATION
CONTACT INFORMATION:

CHRIS KING
3595 IRON COURT
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

PHONE:

530-275-7600

UNIVERSE INFORMATION:
NAIC INFORMATION

336991 - MOTORCYCLE, BICYCLE, AND PARTS MANUFACTURING

ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION:

VIOLATION INFORMATION:
HAZARDOUS WASTE INFORMATION:
Ignitable waste
Tetrachloroethylene
Benzene
Trichloroethylene
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

RCRA GENERATOR SITE
SEARCH ID:

4

DIST/DIR:

BOLLINGER AUTO & U HAUL
4610 SHASTA DAM BLVD
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
SHASTA
CONTACT: ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGER
NAME:
ADDRESS:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

2

6/6/06
CAD982502197
SGN
9162758841

SITE INFORMATION
CONTACT INFORMATION:

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGER
4610 SHASTA DAM BLVD
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

PHONE:

9162758841

UNIVERSE INFORMATION:
NAIC INFORMATION

ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION:

VIOLATION INFORMATION:
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

RCRA GENERATOR SITE
SEARCH ID:

11

DIST/DIR:

WALKERS CUSTOM CHROME
2145 GRAND COULEE BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA
CONTACT: HOWARD WALKER
NAME:
ADDRESS:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

8

6/6/06
CAR000076398
SGN
5302753634

SITE INFORMATION
CONTACT INFORMATION:

HOWARD WALKER
2145 GRAND COULEE BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

PHONE:

5302753634

UNIVERSE INFORMATION:
NAIC INFORMATION

ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION:

VIOLATION INFORMATION:
HAZARDOUS WASTE INFORMATION:
Lead
Cadmium
Chromium
Corrosive waste
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

RCRA GENERATOR SITE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

6

DIST/DIR:

CIRCLE K STORE #1102
4833 SHASTA DAM BLVD
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
SHASTA

CONTACT:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

4

6/6/06
CAD981681083
SGN

SITE INFORMATION
CONTACT INFORMATION:

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGER
4833 SHASTA DAM BLVD
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

PHONE:

9163342445

UNIVERSE INFORMATION:
NAIC INFORMATION

ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION:

VIOLATION INFORMATION:
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

RCRA GENERATOR SITE
SEARCH ID:

8

DIST/DIR:

KNAUF INSULATION GMBH
3100 ASHBY RD
SHASTA LAKE CITY CA 96019
SHASTA
CONTACT: RANDALL PETERSON
NAME:
ADDRESS:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

6

6/6/06
CAR000039412
SGN
530-275-9665

SITE INFORMATION
CONTACT INFORMATION:

BRIAN BAKER
P O BOX 819
SHASTA LAKE CA 960190819

PHONE:

5302759665

CONTACT INFORMATION:

RANDALL PETERSON
3100 ASHBY RD
SHASTA LAKE CITY CA 96019

PHONE:

530-275-9665

UNIVERSE INFORMATION:
NAIC INFORMATION

327993 - MINERAL WOOL MANUFACTURING

ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION:

VIOLATION INFORMATION:
HAZARDOUS WASTE INFORMATION:
Selenium
Chromium
D000
Ignitable waste
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

RCRA GENERATOR SITE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

9

DIST/DIR:

PACIFIC BELL
1608 MCCONNELL AVENUE
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
SHASTA

CONTACT:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

7

6/6/06
CAT080028731
SGN

SITE INFORMATION
CONTACT INFORMATION:

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGER
1608 MCCONNELL AVENUE
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

PHONE:

9164850997

UNIVERSE INFORMATION:
NAIC INFORMATION

ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION:

VIOLATION INFORMATION:
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

RCRA GENERATOR SITE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

10

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

VALLEY PLATING
3872 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
SHASTA

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

CONTACT:

1

12/9/02
CAD055556062
SGN

SITE INFORMATION
UNIVERSE TYPE:
SUBJCA - SUBJECT TO CORRECTIVE ACTION
CAWRKLD - CORRECTIVE ACTION WORKLOAD
PERMPROG - PERMITTING/CLOSURE/POST-CLOSURE PROGRESS
SQG - SMALL QUANTITY GENERATOR: GENERATES 100 - 1000 KG/MONTH OF HAZARDOUS WASTE
CLOSWRKLD - CLOSURE WORKLOAD
PCWRKLD - POST CLOSURE WORKLOAD

SIC INFORMATION:
3471 - MANUFACTURING - PLATING AND POLISHING

RAATS INFORMATION:
DOCKET NUMBER:
DATE RECEIVED:
ORDER TYPE:
COMMENTS:

09-84-0022
7231984
3008(A)

INITIAL DATE:
AMOUNT:
FACILITY:

4161984
2000.00
PRIVATELY HELD FACILITY

ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION:
AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
120 - WRITTEN INFORMAL

28-MAY-88

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
120 - WRITTEN INFORMAL

29-NOV-89

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
120 - WRITTEN INFORMAL

15-JAN-87

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
210 - INITIAL 3008(A) COMPLIANCE ORDER

09-DEC-87

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
120 - WRITTEN INFORMAL

02-MAR-89

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
310 - FINAL 3008(A) COMPLIANCE ORDER

16-SEP-88

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
210 - INITIAL 3008(A) COMPLIANCE ORDER

11-DEC-87

AGENCY:
TYPE:

S - STATE
DATE:
310 - FINAL 3008(A) COMPLIANCE ORDER

11-MAY-88

VIOLATION INFORMATION:

- Continued on next page -
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

RCRA GENERATOR SITE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

10

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

VALLEY PLATING
3872 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
SHASTA

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

CONTACT:

1

12/9/02
CAD055556062
SGN

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
TYPE:

0001
29-NOV-89

RESPONSIBLE:
S - STATE
DETERMINED BY:
S - STATE
RESOLVED:
27-DEC-89
DFR - TSD FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY REQUIREMENTS

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
TYPE:

0002
11-MAY-89

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
TYPE:

0003
10-MAY-88

RESPONSIBLE:
DETERMINED BY:
RESOLVED:
DOR - TSD OTHER REQUIREMENTS

S - STATE
S - STATE
22-JUN-89

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
TYPE:

0004
10-MAY-88

RESPONSIBLE:
DETERMINED BY:
RESOLVED:
DLB - TSD LAND BAN REQUIREMENTS

S - STATE
S - STATE
22-JUN-89

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
TYPE:

0005
10-MAY-88

S - STATE
S - STATE
22-JUN-89

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
TYPE:

0006
04-MAY-88

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
TYPE:

0007
09-APR-87

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
TYPE:

0008
16-DEC-86

RESPONSIBLE:
DETERMINED BY:
RESOLVED:
DOR - TSD OTHER REQUIREMENTS

S - STATE
S - STATE
22-JUN-89

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
TYPE:

0009
16-DEC-86

S - STATE
S - STATE
22-JUN-89

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:
TYPE:

0010
16-DEC-86

VIOLATION NUMBER:
DETERMINED:
CITATION:

0011
16-DEC-86

RESPONSIBLE:
S - STATE
DETERMINED BY:
S - STATE
RESOLVED:
27-DEC-89
DFR - TSD FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY REQUIREMENTS

RESPONSIBLE:
DETERMINED BY:
RESOLVED:
GLB - GENERATOR LAND BAN REQUIREMENTS

RESPONSIBLE:
S - STATE
DETERMINED BY:
S - STATE
RESOLVED:
27-DEC-89
DFR - TSD FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY REQUIREMENTS
RESPONSIBLE:
S - STATE
DETERMINED BY:
S - STATE
RESOLVED:
27-DEC-89
DFR - TSD FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY REQUIREMENTS

RESPONSIBLE:
DETERMINED BY:
RESOLVED:
FEA - FORMER ENFORCEMENT AGREEMENT

RESPONSIBLE:
S - STATE
DETERMINED BY:
S - STATE
RESOLVED:
22-JUN-89
DCL - TSD CLOSURE/POST CLOSURE REQUIREMENTS
RESPONSIBLE:
DETERMINED BY:
RESOLVED:

S - STATE
S - STATE
22-JUN-89

- Continued on next page -
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

RCRA GENERATOR SITE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

TYPE:

10

DIST/DIR:

VALLEY PLATING
3872 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
SHASTA

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

1

12/9/02
CAD055556062
SGN

DGW - TSD GROUNDWATER MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

STATE SPILLS SITE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

18

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

VALLEY PLATING
3920 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

CONTACT:

14

01/03/07
G_SL0608959631

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD GEOTRACKER SLIC DATABASE
Please note that some SLIC data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board via the Regional Boards is not currently provided by the
agency in the new GEOTRACKER format. To ensure that our data is as complete as possible we have retained the original Regional Boards SLIC records
as well as loaded all GEOTRACKER SLIC listings. GEOTRACKER records are distinguished by an initial G at the start of the ID.
LEAD AGENCY:
DEPARTMENT OF TOXIC SUBSTANCES CONTROL
LEAD AGENCY CONTACT:
LEAD AGENCY CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
SUBSTANCE RELEASED: CR
RECENT DTW:
STATUS:

STATE SPILLS SITE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

17

SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES
3735 EL CAJON AVENUE
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

CONTACT:

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

13

01/03/07
G_SL0608930739

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD GEOTRACKER SLIC DATABASE
Please note that some SLIC data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board via the Regional Boards is not currently provided by the
agency in the new GEOTRACKER format. To ensure that our data is as complete as possible we have retained the original Regional Boards SLIC records
as well as loaded all GEOTRACKER SLIC listings. GEOTRACKER records are distinguished by an initial G at the start of the ID.
LEAD AGENCY:
LEAD AGENCY CONTACT:
LEAD AGENCY CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
SUBSTANCE RELEASED: 08, 12034, 51
RECENT DTW:
STATUS:
Case Closed
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

STATE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

14

DIST/DIR:

SHASTA LAKE MIDDLE SCH/MULTIPURPOSE BLDG
4620 VALLECITO STREET
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA

CONTACT:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

11

07/18/05
CAL45820002
VOLUNTARY CLEANUP PROGRAM

OTHER SITE NAMES (blank below = not reported by agency)
SHASTA LAKE MIDDLE SCH/MULTIPURPOSE BLDG
MULTIPURPOSE BLDG

GENERAL SITE INFORMATION
File Name (if different than site name):
Status:
VOLUNTARY CLEANUP PROGRAM
AWP Site Type:
PROPOSED SCHOOL SITE PROPERTY
NPL Site:
U
Fund:
Status Date:
06032004
Lead:
DEPT OF TOXIC SUBSTANCES CONTROL
Staff:
JLUEVANO
DTSC Region & RWQCB #:
SACRAMENTO
Branch:
SCHOOL EVALUATION
RWQCB:
Site Access:
Groundwater Contamination:
Number of Sources Contributing to Contamination at the Site: 0

OTHER AGENCY ID NUMBERS (blank below = not reported by agency)
ID SOURCE NAME, & VALUE:
CALSTARS CODE 104395-11

BACKGROUND INFORMATION (blank below = not reported by agency)
THE SITE IS CURRENTLY VACANT AND APPEARS TO HAVE BEEN RECENTLY GRADED, AND WAS SURFACED WITH GRAVEL AMD
CONTAINED A FEW PILES OF APPARENT ASPHALT GRINDINGS AND BROKEN ASPHALT CONCRETE. AREAS SURROUNDING THE SITE (AND
ON THE SAME PARCEL OF LAND CURRENTLY OCCUPIED BY THE EXISTING SHASTA LAKE MIDDLE SCHOOL) WERE DEVELOPED WITH
CLASSROOM BUILDINGS, ASPHALT-CONCRETE-PAVEMENTS AND CONCRETE SIDEWALKS, OR WERE VEGETAED WITH GRASS.

PROJECTED ACTIVITIES (blank below = not reported by agency)
Activity:
PHASE 1 - CALMORTGAGE AND SCHOOL SITE PROPERTIES
Activity Status:
VOLUNTARY CLEANUP PROGRAM
Completion Due Date:
Revised Completion Due Date:
Date Activity Actually Completed:
04162004
Yards of Solids Removed:
0
Yards of Solids Treated:
0
Gallons of Liquid Removed:
0
Gallons of Liquid Treated:
0
DTSC COMMENTS REGARDING THIS SITE (blank below = not reported by agency)
Comments Date: 04162004
:
PHSE1-PHASE I WAS COMPLETED
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

STATE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

15

DIST/DIR:

SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES
3736 EL CAJON ROAD
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
Shasta

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

CONTACT:

12

07/03/00
CAL45240004
PROPERTY/SITE REFERRED TO RWQC

OTHER SITE NAMES (blank below = not reported by agency)
SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES

GENERAL SITE INFORMATION
File Name (if different than site name):
Status:
AWP Site Type:
NPL Site:
Fund:
Status Date:
Lead:
Staff:
Senior Supervisor:

PROPERTY/SITE REFERRED TO RWQCB (REFRW)
N/A

01051990

DTSC Region & RWQCB #:
1 / SACRAMENTO
Branch:
CENTRAL CALIFORNIA
RWQCB:
CENTRAL VALLEY
Site Access:
Controlled
On Cortese List:
Groundwater Contamination:
Haz Ranking Score:
Haz Ranking Score:
Number of Sources Contributing to Contamination at the Site: 0

PROJECTED ACTIVITIES (blank below = not reported by agency)
PROJECTED ACTIVITIES (blank below = not reported by agency)
PROJECTED ACTIVITIES (blank below = not reported by agency)
Activity:
(PA)
Activity Status:
PROPERTY/SITE REFERRED TO RWQCB
Completion Due Date:
Revised Completion Due Date:
Date Activity Actually Completed:
01271988
Yards of Solids Removed:
0
Yards of Solids Treated:
0
Gallons of Liquid Removed:
0
Gallons of Liquid Treated:
0
Activity:
Activity Status:
Completion Due Date:
Revised Completion Due Date:
Date Activity Actually Completed:
Yards of Solids Removed:
Yards of Solids Treated:
Gallons of Liquid Removed:
Gallons of Liquid Treated:
Activity:

(SS)
PROPERTY/SITE REFERRED TO RWQCB

01271988
0
0
0
0
(SS)

- Continued on next page -
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

STATE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

15

DIST/DIR:

SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES
3736 EL CAJON ROAD
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
Shasta

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

CONTACT:

Activity Status:
Completion Due Date:
Revised Completion Due Date:
Date Activity Actually Completed:
Yards of Solids Removed:
Yards of Solids Treated:
Gallons of Liquid Removed:
Gallons of Liquid Treated:

0.00 --

12

07/03/00
CAL45240004
PROPERTY/SITE REFERRED TO RWQC

PROPERTY/SITE REFERRED TO RWQCB

01051990
0
0
0
0

DTSC COMMENTS REGARDING THIS SITE (blank below = not reported by agency)
DATE
COMMENT
08011976
VIOLATION DETECTED DISCHARGE FROM LOG DECK TO SURFACE H2O
DATE
10011977

COMMENT
VIOLATION DETECTED DISCHARGE OF RUNOFF WATER FROM LOG DECK

DATE
11011978

COMMENT
VIOLATION DETECTED PIPE AND VALVE ALLOWED DRAINAGE FROM

DATE
11011978

COMMENT
RECYCLE POND TO SURFACE DRAINAGE. ALSO

DATE
11011978

COMMENT
OBSERVED DISPOSING OF SAWDUST & LUMBER

DATE
11011978

COMMENT
WASTE AT UNAPPROVED SITE

DATE
02011979

COMMENT
VIOLATION DETECTED ILLEGAL DISCHARGE

DATE
02011981

COMMENT
VIOLATION DETECTED RUN OFF FROM LOG DECK

DATE
06011981

COMMENT
VIOLATION DETECTED RUN OFF FROM LOG DECK & DEBRIS CLOGGED

DATE
06011981

CULVERT

DATE
01241984

COMMENT
SAMPLE RESULTS RWQCB: PENTACHLOROPHENOL 82 PPM (SOIL)

DATE
01241984

COMMENT
TETRACHLOROPHENOL 130 PPM (SOIL) ALSO

DATE
01241984

COMMENT
FOUND LEVELS OF HG, AR, CU, CR

DATE
04011984

COMMENT
VIOLATION DETECTED DRAINAGE CHANNEL SATURATED WITH USED

DATE
04011984

COMMENT
MOTOR OIL. LONG TERM DUMPING. EMPLOYEE

COMMENT

- Continued on next page -
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

STATE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

15

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES
3736 EL CAJON ROAD
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
Shasta

CONTACT:

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

DATE
04011984

COMMENT
ORDERED TO EVACUATE CONTAMINATED SOIL

DATE
04011984

COMMENT
AND PURCHASE ABSORBENT PADS

DATE
01011986

COMMENT
SAMPLE RESULTS RWQCB WATER SAMPLES: PCP 72 PPB,

DATE
01011986

TCP 345 PPB

DATE
01011987

COMMENT
INSPECTION(STATE) ADDITIONAL SOURCE CONTROL MEASURES

DATE
01011987

COMMENT
INSTALLED INTO FUNGICIDE DIP SYSTEM

DATE
02041987

COMMENT
SAMPLE RESULTS BY FACILITY; SURFACE SOIL: PCP 34 PPM

DATE
02041987

COMMENT
SOILS AT 12 - PCP 3.9 PPM

DATE
03011987

COMMENT
SELF MONITORING WATER AND SOIL SAMPLING FOR PCP & TCP

DATE
01271988

COMMENT
SITE SCREENING DONE ANDERSON DIVISION 4841 N HIGHWAY 99

DATE
01271988

COMMENT
PRELIM ASSESS DONE PA DONE BY METCALF & EDDY. FUNGICIDE DIP

DATE
01271988

COMMENT
SYSTEM USED. NO HISTORIC RESEARCH DONE

DATE
01271988

COMMENT
S36 T33N R5W; APN 006-040-13

DATE
01051990

COMMENT
SITE SCREENING DONE RWQCB IS ACTIVELY INVOLVED IN CLEANUP.

DATE
01051990

COMMENT
CONTAMINATED SOILS AND DIP TANK REMOVED.

DATE
01051990

COMMENT
AREA IS NOW PAVED. MONITORING REQUIRED

DATE
01051990

COMMENT
OF SURFACE WATER RUN-OFF.

DATE
01051990

COMMENT
DHS PENDING STATUS: RWQCB SITE.

12

07/03/00
CAL45240004
PROPERTY/SITE REFERRED TO RWQC

COMMENT

- Continued on next page -
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

STATE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

15

SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES
3736 EL CAJON ROAD
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
Shasta

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

12

07/03/00
CAL45240004
PROPERTY/SITE REFERRED TO RWQC
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

STATE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

16

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

VALLEY PLATING COMPANY
3872 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
SHASTA

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

CONTACT:

1

07/18/05
CAL45340001
ANNUAL WORKPLAN - ACTIVE SITE

OTHER SITE NAMES (blank below = not reported by agency)
VALLEY PLATING COMPANY
REDDING PLATING COMPANY
CENTRAL VALLEY PLATING
VALLEY PLATING COMPANY

GENERAL SITE INFORMATION
File Name (if different than site name):
Status:
ANNUAL WORKPLAN - ACTIVE SITE
AWP Site Type:
STATE FUNDED SITE
NPL Site:
N
Fund:
Status Date:
09122000
Lead:
DEPT OF TOXIC SUBSTANCES CONTROL
Staff:
DWHITE
DTSC Region & RWQCB #:
SACRAMENTO
Branch:
CENTRAL CALIFORNIA
RWQCB:
CENTRAL VALLEY
Site Access:
Controlled
On Cortese List:
Groundwater Contamination:
Confirmed
Haz Ranking Score:
Haz Ranking Score:
Number of Sources Contributing to Contamination at the Site: 1

OTHER AGENCY ID NUMBERS (blank below = not reported by agency)
ID SOURCE NAME & VALUE:
EPA IDENTIFICATION NUMBER CAD055556062
ID SOURCE NAME & VALUE:

BEP DATABASE PCODE P12073

ID SOURCE NAME & VALUE:

CALSTARS CODE 100152

BACKGROUND INFORMATION (blank below = not reported by agency)
The Valley Plating Company is the site of a former electro- plating facility located at 3920 El Cajon Avenue, Central Valley, California. The facility has
conducted plating op- erations at this location under four different ownerships since 1962 through 1989. Principal contaminants of concern in
groundwater are chromium VI, and nickel. Contaminated soils were removed from the site in 1990 under DTSC over- sight. A network of 16 groundwater
monitoring wells and 3 downgradient offsite private wells have been monitored quarterly from 1991 to November 1994 and are currently monitored
annually. DTSC understands one resident located downgradient on Ashby Road approximately 1/2 mile from the site uses a groundwater well for drinking
water. This well has been sampled several times and no site contaminants have been detected.

INFORMATION ON SPECIAL PROGRAMS THE SITE IS ASSOCIATED WITH (blank below = not reported by agency)
RURAL COUNTY SURVEY PROGRAM

PROJECTED ACTIVITIES (blank below = not reported by agency)

- Continued on next page -

Site Details Page - 50

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

STATE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

16

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

VALLEY PLATING COMPANY
3872 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
SHASTA

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

CONTACT:

1

07/18/05
CAL45340001
ANNUAL WORKPLAN - ACTIVE SITE

Activity:
Activity Status:
Completion Due Date:
Revised Completion Due Date:
Date Activity Actually Completed:
Yards of Solids Removed:
Yards of Solids Treated:
Gallons of Liquid Removed:
Gallons of Liquid Treated:

I/SE, IORSE, FFA, FFSRA, VCA, EA
ANNUAL WORKPLAN - ACTIVE SITE

Activity:
Activity Status:
Completion Due Date:
Revised Completion Due Date:
Date Activity Actually Completed:
Yards of Solids Removed:
Yards of Solids Treated:
Gallons of Liquid Removed:
Gallons of Liquid Treated:

LONG-TERM SITE STABILIZATION CERTIFICATION
ANNUAL WORKPLAN - ACTIVE SITE

Activity:
Activity Status:
Completion Due Date:
Revised Completion Due Date:
Date Activity Actually Completed:
Yards of Solids Removed:
Yards of Solids Treated:
Gallons of Liquid Removed:
Gallons of Liquid Treated:

COST RECOVERY
ANNUAL WORKPLAN - ACTIVE SITE

Activity:
Activity Status:
Completion Due Date:
Revised Completion Due Date:
Date Activity Actually Completed:
Yards of Solids Removed:
Yards of Solids Treated:
Gallons of Liquid Removed:
Gallons of Liquid Treated:

COST RECOVERY
ANNUAL WORKPLAN - ACTIVE SITE

Activity:
Activity Status:
Completion Due Date:
Revised Completion Due Date:
Date Activity Actually Completed:
Yards of Solids Removed:
Yards of Solids Treated:
Gallons of Liquid Removed:
Gallons of Liquid Treated:

POTENTIAL RESPONSIBLE PARTY SEARCH
ANNUAL WORKPLAN - ACTIVE SITE

Activity:
Activity Status:
Completion Due Date:

COST RECOVERY
ANNUAL WORKPLAN - ACTIVE SITE

10301987
0
0
0
0

07241990
0
0
0
0

05301992
0
0
0
0

06091992
0
0
0
0

11241992
0
0
0
0

- Continued on next page -
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

STATE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

16

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

VALLEY PLATING COMPANY
3872 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
SHASTA

REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

CONTACT:

Revised Completion Due Date:
Date Activity Actually Completed:
Yards of Solids Removed:
Yards of Solids Treated:
Gallons of Liquid Removed:
Gallons of Liquid Treated:

MAP ID:

1

07/18/05
CAL45340001
ANNUAL WORKPLAN - ACTIVE SITE

05101993
0
0
0
0

Activity:
Activity Status:
Completion Due Date:
Revised Completion Due Date:
Date Activity Actually Completed:
Yards of Solids Removed:
Yards of Solids Treated:
Gallons of Liquid Removed:
Gallons of Liquid Treated:

FINAL DETERMINATION OF NON-COMPLIANCE
ANNUAL WORKPLAN - ACTIVE SITE

Activity:
Activity Status:
Completion Due Date:
Revised Completion Due Date:
Date Activity Actually Completed:
Yards of Solids Removed:
Yards of Solids Treated:
Gallons of Liquid Removed:
Gallons of Liquid Treated:

SITE SCREENING
ANNUAL WORKPLAN - ACTIVE SITE

Activity:
Activity Status:
Completion Due Date:
Revised Completion Due Date:
Date Activity Actually Completed:
Yards of Solids Removed:
Yards of Solids Treated:
Gallons of Liquid Removed:
Gallons of Liquid Treated:

I/SE, IORSE, FFA, FFSRA, VCA, EA
ANNUAL WORKPLAN - ACTIVE SITE

Activity:
Activity Status:
Completion Due Date:
Revised Completion Due Date:
Date Activity Actually Completed:
Yards of Solids Removed:
Yards of Solids Treated:
Gallons of Liquid Removed:
Gallons of Liquid Treated:

REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION / FEASIBILITY STUDY
ANNUAL WORKPLAN - ACTIVE SITE

Activity:
Activity Status:
Completion Due Date:
Revised Completion Due Date:
Date Activity Actually Completed:
Yards of Solids Removed:

REMEDIAL ACTION PLAN / RECORD OF DECISION
ANNUAL WORKPLAN - ACTIVE SITE

12301987
0
0
0
0

04191988
0
0
0
0

10301988
0
0
0
0

08301989
0
0
0
0

05301990
0

- Continued on next page -
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

STATE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

16

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

VALLEY PLATING COMPANY
3872 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
SHASTA

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

CONTACT:

Yards of Solids Treated:
Gallons of Liquid Removed:
Gallons of Liquid Treated:

0
0
0

Activity:
Activity Status:
Completion Due Date:
Revised Completion Due Date:
Date Activity Actually Completed:
Yards of Solids Removed:
Yards of Solids Treated:
Gallons of Liquid Removed:
Gallons of Liquid Treated:

REMOVAL ACTION
ANNUAL WORKPLAN - ACTIVE SITE

Activity:
Activity Status:
Completion Due Date:
Revised Completion Due Date:
Date Activity Actually Completed:
Yards of Solids Removed:
Yards of Solids Treated:
Gallons of Liquid Removed:
Gallons of Liquid Treated:

DESIGN
ANNUAL WORKPLAN - ACTIVE SITE

Activity:
Activity Status:
Completion Due Date:
Revised Completion Due Date:
Date Activity Actually Completed:
Yards of Solids Removed:
Yards of Solids Treated:
Gallons of Liquid Removed:
Gallons of Liquid Treated:

REMOVAL ACTION
ANNUAL WORKPLAN - ACTIVE SITE

1

07/18/05
CAL45340001
ANNUAL WORKPLAN - ACTIVE SITE

07231990
0
0
0
0

06301990
0
0
0
0

06301990
0
0
0
0

DTSC COMMENTS REGARDING THIS SITE (blank below = not reported by agency)
Comments Date:
:
Project placed on Department backlog Dept of Fish & Game records searched. File found. Site Screening Done. This is the date the
site was first listed AWP pursuant to Section 25356. COST (LIEN) -- Pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 25365.6, the Department imposed a lien
on the Valley Plating site for past costs = $1,851,929.50. EPA completed reevaluation of Preliminary Assessment and are taking no further action. State
will take the lead. RA: Fencing of the site. On this date, the site was certified with ongoing groundwater monitoring. However, additional groundwater
investigations continued. Therefore, in September 1993, the Department determined that the original certification on 7/24/1990 was inaccurate and that
actually only the soil contamination had been addressed. Therefore, a historical action of stabilization of soil has been recorded and the site groundwater
investigations are continuing. Once the groundwater problem is addressed, the site will be certified. DTSC has obtained state funds to conduct one round
of ground water sampling during the current fiscal year. In the Spring of 2001, groundwater samples were collected from four on-site and four off-site
monitoring wells. Hexavalent Chromium was detected in three on-site monitoring wells. Two samples exceeded the California drinking water maximum
contaminant level (MCL) of 50 micrograms per liter. Groundwater samples have been collected annually for several years and past sampling results have
shown that the groundwater plume is stable. The next groundwater sampling event is scheduled for Spring of 2002. Facility Drive-By: Fenced and posted
as a hazardous waste area.
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

SOLID WASTE LANDFILL SITE
SEARCH ID:

21

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

SHASTA LAKE DIV CL III LANDFIL
3735 EL CAJON AVE
SHASTA LAKE
CA 96019
SHASTA
CONTACT: DARREL DEARMAN
NAME:
ADDRESS:

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

17

07/03/00
WMUD5A450305002
ACTIVE

WMUDS FACILITY INFORMATION (blank = not reported)
Regional ID #:
NPDES ID #:
Region:
5R
Edit Date:
Last Edit:
Waste Discharger Facility:

Yes

Sub Chapter 15 Facility:
Solid Waste Assessment Test Site:
Toxic Pits Cleanup Act Facility:
RCRA Facility:
Department of Defense Facility:
Municipal Solid Waste Facility:

Yes
No
No
No
No
No

Total WMUS at Facility:
Facility Open to the Public:
Facility Type:
SIC 1 & SIC 2:

1
No
SW3
4953 / 2421

Primary Waste Type:
NONHAZARDOUS SOLID WASTES: SOLID WASTES
Secondary Waste Type:
Tons Per Day:
0
Complexity:
CATEGORY B - Any facility having a physical, chemical, or biological waste treatment system
(except for septic systems with subsurface disposal), or any Class II or III disposal site, or facilites without treatment systems that are complex, such as
marina
LAND OWNER INFORMATION
Land Owner:
Department:
Contact & Phone:
Land Owner Address:
AGENCY INFORMATION
Agency Name:
Department:
Agency Contact & Phone:

,
,,

SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES
DARREL DEARMAN, 5302758851

WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT INFORMATION (blank = not reported)
WMU ID #:
5A450305002-01
WMU Status:
WMU Size in Acres:
Year WMU Will Reach Capacity:
Close Plan:
0
Avg Depth to Groundwater:
0
Primary Liner Present:
0
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

TARGET SITE:

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

SOLID WASTE LANDFILL SITE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

20

DIST/DIR:

BUCKEYE TRANSFER STATION
1/2 MILE N OF ASHBY ROAD ON LAKE BLVD.
SHASTA LAKE CA 96001
SHASTA

CONTACT:

0.08 SW
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

MAP ID:

16

09/24/07
SWIS45-AA-0057
ACTIVE

SITE OPERATOR INFORMATION:
Operator:
County Of Shasta Public Works Department
Operator Address:
1855 Placer Street Redding CA 96001
Permit Date:
11/22/1993
Permit Status:
Permitted
Land Use Name:
GIS Source for LAT and LONG:
Map

SITE ACTIVITY INFORMATION:
Activity:
Small Volume Transfer Station
Accepted Waste:
Construction/demolition,Mixed municipal,Tires
Operational Status:
Active
Regulatory Status
Permitted
Program Type
Closure Date:
Closure Type:
Permitted Throughput with Units:
25 Tons/day
Permitted Capacity with Units: 100 Cubic Yards
Remaining Capacity with Units (landfills only):
Permitted Total Acreage:
113
Permitted Disposal Acreage:
Last Tire Inspection Count:
Last Tire Inspection Count Date:
Original Tire Inspection Count:
Last Tire Inspection Count Date:
Inspection Frequency:
Quarterly

SITE OWNER INFORMATION:
Owner:
Owner Phone:
Owner Address:

County Of Shasta Public Works Department
5302255661
1855 Placer Street
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

TARGET SITE:

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

SOLID WASTE LANDFILL SITE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

19

DIST/DIR:

BUCKEYE DISPOSAL SITE
LAKE BLVD, SHASTA LAKE
REDDING CA 96001
SHASTA

CONTACT:

0.08 -W
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

MAP ID:

15

09/24/07
SWIS45-AA-0014
CLOSED

SITE OPERATOR INFORMATION:
Operator:
County Of Shasta Public Works Department
Operator Address:
1855 Placer Street Redding CA 96001
Permit Date:
Permit Status:
Land Use Name:
GIS Source for LAT and LONG:
Map

SITE ACTIVITY INFORMATION:
Activity:
Solid Waste Disposal Site
Accepted Waste:
Operational Status:
Closed
Regulatory Status
Permitted
Program Type
Closure Date:
Closure Type:
Permitted Throughput with Units:
0
Permitted Capacity with Units: 0
Remaining Capacity with Units (landfills only):
0
Permitted Total Acreage:
0
Permitted Disposal Acreage:
0
Last Tire Inspection Count:
Last Tire Inspection Count Date:
Original Tire Inspection Count:
Last Tire Inspection Count Date:
Inspection Frequency:
Annual

SITE OWNER INFORMATION:
Owner:
Owner Phone:
Owner Address:

County Of Shasta Public Works Department
5302255661
1855 Placer Street
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:

23

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

ARCO AM/PM #6106 / OASIS AMPM
2402 CASCADE BLVD
REDDING CA 96003
SHASTA
CONTACT: BP WEST COAST PROCUCTS LLC
NAME:
ADDRESS:

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

19

02/17/2004
SHASTACO_19
STATUS: ACTIVE

SHASTA COUNTY UST LIST INFORMATION
According to the Shasta County Environmental Health Department the following information is current as of 02/17/04
Certification Number:
Certification Date:
Upgraded:
Number of Fuel Tanks:
Number of Hazardous Tanks:

14003
10/8/98
Yes
4

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:

24

DIST/DIR:

CALIF HWY PATROL OFFICE - RDG
2503 CASCADE BLVD
REDDING CA 96003
SHASTA
CONTACT: CALIF HWY PATROL FACILITIES
NAME:
ADDRESS:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

20

02/17/2004
SHASTACO_75
STATUS: ACTIVE

SHASTA COUNTY UST LIST INFORMATION
According to the Shasta County Environmental Health Department the following information is current as of 02/17/04
Certification Number:
Certification Date:
Upgraded:
Number of Fuel Tanks:
Number of Hazardous Tanks:

14133
8/3/99 0
Yes
1
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

25

CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL
2503 CASCADE
REDDING CA
Shasta

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

20

01/01/94
TISID-STATE45376
ACTIVE

UST HISTORICAL DATA
This site was listed in the FIDS Zip Code List as a UST site. The Office of Hazardous Data Management produced the FIDS list. The FIDS list is an index of
names & locations of sites recorded in various California State environmental agency databases. It is sorted by zip code and as an index, details regarding the
sites were never included.
The UST information included in FIDS as provided by the Office of Hazardous Data Management was originally collected from the SWEEPS database. The
SWEEPS database recorded Underground Storage Tanks and was maintained by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB). That agency no longer
maintains the SWEEPS database and last updated it in 1994. The last release of that 1994 database was in 1997.
Oversight of Underground Storage Tanks within California is now conducted by Certified Unified Program Agencies referred to as CUPA s. There are
approximately 102 CUPA s and Local Oversight Programs (LOP s) in the State of California. Most are city or county government agencies. As of 1998, all sites
or facilities with underground storage tanks were required by Federal mandate to obtain certification by designated UST oversight agencies (in this case, CUPA
s) that the UST/s at their location were upgraded or removed in adherence with the 1998 RCRA standards.
Information from the FIDS/SWEEPS lists were included in this report search to help identify where underground storage tanks may have existed that were not
recorded in CUPA databases or lists collected by Track Info Services. This may occur if a tank was removed prior to development of recent CUPA UST lists or
never registered with a CUPA.
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:

26

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

CASCADE SHOPPEE INC
1752 CASCADE BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA
CONTACT: BALRAJ SINGH RANDHAWA
NAME:
ADDRESS:

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

21

02/17/2004
SHASTACO_211
STATUS: ACTIVE

SHASTA COUNTY UST LIST INFORMATION
According to the Shasta County Environmental Health Department the following information is current as of 02/17/04
Certification Number:
Certification Date:
Upgraded:
Number of Fuel Tanks:
Number of Hazardous Tanks:

14144
12/22/98
Yes
3

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:

42

DIST/DIR:

GATEWAY UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST
4066 LA MESA
SHASTA LAKE CA
SHASTA
CONTACT: CENTRAL VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL
NAME:
ADDRESS:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

31

02/17/2004
SHASTACO_40
STATUS: INACTIVE

SHASTA COUNTY UST LIST INFORMATION
According to the Shasta County Environmental Health Department the following information is current as of 02/17/04
Certification Number:
Certification Date:
Upgraded:
Number of Fuel Tanks:
Number of Hazardous Tanks:

0
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

53

SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES
3735 EL CAJON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
Shasta

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

36

01/01/94
TISID-STATE45521
ACTIVE

UST HISTORICAL DATA
This site was listed in the FIDS Zip Code List as a UST site. The Office of Hazardous Data Management produced the FIDS list. The FIDS list is an index of
names & locations of sites recorded in various California State environmental agency databases. It is sorted by zip code and as an index, details regarding the
sites were never included.
The UST information included in FIDS as provided by the Office of Hazardous Data Management was originally collected from the SWEEPS database. The
SWEEPS database recorded Underground Storage Tanks and was maintained by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB). That agency no longer
maintains the SWEEPS database and last updated it in 1994. The last release of that 1994 database was in 1997.
Oversight of Underground Storage Tanks within California is now conducted by Certified Unified Program Agencies referred to as CUPA s. There are
approximately 102 CUPA s and Local Oversight Programs (LOP s) in the State of California. Most are city or county government agencies. As of 1998, all sites
or facilities with underground storage tanks were required by Federal mandate to obtain certification by designated UST oversight agencies (in this case, CUPA
s) that the UST/s at their location were upgraded or removed in adherence with the 1998 RCRA standards.
Information from the FIDS/SWEEPS lists were included in this report search to help identify where underground storage tanks may have existed that were not
recorded in CUPA databases or lists collected by Track Info Services. This may occur if a tank was removed prior to development of recent CUPA UST lists or
never registered with a CUPA.
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

52

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES
3735 EL CAJON
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA

REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

CONTACT:

Region:
Company Name:
Company Name 2:

MAP ID:

36

05/30/01
AST964
AST SWRCB REG.5R

5R
SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:

51

DIST/DIR:

SIERRA PACIFIC SHASTA LAKE
3735 EL CAJON
SHASTA LAKE CA
SHASTA
CONTACT: SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES
NAME:
ADDRESS:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

36

02/17/2004
SHASTACO_335
STATUS: INACTIVE

SHASTA COUNTY UST LIST INFORMATION
According to the Shasta County Environmental Health Department the following information is current as of 02/17/04
Certification Number:
Certification Date:
Upgraded:
Number of Fuel Tanks:
Number of Hazardous Tanks:

No
0
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:

50

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

SHASTA LAKE CHEVRON
1666 CASCADE BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA
CONTACT: RONALD RIFE
NAME:
ADDRESS:

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

25

02/17/2004
SHASTACO_89
STATUS: ACTIVE

SHASTA COUNTY UST LIST INFORMATION
According to the Shasta County Environmental Health Department the following information is current as of 02/17/04
Certification Number:
Certification Date:
Upgraded:
Number of Fuel Tanks:
Number of Hazardous Tanks:

14068
10/29/98
Yes
4

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:

49

DIST/DIR:

SHASTA DAM AREA PUD
1650 STANTON DR
SHASTA LAKE CA
SHASTA
CONTACT: DISTRICT OFFICE
NAME:
ADDRESS:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

35

02/17/2004
SHASTACO_312
STATUS: INACTIVE

SHASTA COUNTY UST LIST INFORMATION
According to the Shasta County Environmental Health Department the following information is current as of 02/17/04
Certification Number:
Certification Date:
Upgraded:
Number of Fuel Tanks:
Number of Hazardous Tanks:

0
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

48

SHASTA DAM AREA PUBLIC
1650 STANTON
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
Shasta

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

34

01/01/94
TISID-STATE45509
ACTIVE

UST HISTORICAL DATA
This site was listed in the FIDS Zip Code List as a UST site. The Office of Hazardous Data Management produced the FIDS list. The FIDS list is an index of
names & locations of sites recorded in various California State environmental agency databases. It is sorted by zip code and as an index, details regarding the
sites were never included.
The UST information included in FIDS as provided by the Office of Hazardous Data Management was originally collected from the SWEEPS database. The
SWEEPS database recorded Underground Storage Tanks and was maintained by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB). That agency no longer
maintains the SWEEPS database and last updated it in 1994. The last release of that 1994 database was in 1997.
Oversight of Underground Storage Tanks within California is now conducted by Certified Unified Program Agencies referred to as CUPA s. There are
approximately 102 CUPA s and Local Oversight Programs (LOP s) in the State of California. Most are city or county government agencies. As of 1998, all sites
or facilities with underground storage tanks were required by Federal mandate to obtain certification by designated UST oversight agencies (in this case, CUPA
s) that the UST/s at their location were upgraded or removed in adherence with the 1998 RCRA standards.
Information from the FIDS/SWEEPS lists were included in this report search to help identify where underground storage tanks may have existed that were not
recorded in CUPA databases or lists collected by Track Info Services. This may occur if a tank was removed prior to development of recent CUPA UST lists or
never registered with a CUPA.
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:

47

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

SBC
1608 MCCONNELL AVE
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA
CONTACT: TA104
NAME:
ADDRESS:

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

7

02/17/2004
SHASTACO_363
STATUS: INACTIVE

SHASTA COUNTY UST LIST INFORMATION
According to the Shasta County Environmental Health Department the following information is current as of 02/17/04
Certification Number:
Certification Date:
Upgraded:
Number of Fuel Tanks:
Number of Hazardous Tanks:

14058
11/4/98
Yes
1

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:

46

DIST/DIR:

PINE GROVE EXXON
2725 CASCADE BLVD
REDDING CA 96003
SHASTA
CONTACT: REDDING OIL COMPANY
NAME:
ADDRESS:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

29

02/17/2004
SHASTACO_133
STATUS: ACTIVE

SHASTA COUNTY UST LIST INFORMATION
According to the Shasta County Environmental Health Department the following information is current as of 02/17/04
Certification Number:
Certification Date:
Upgraded:
Number of Fuel Tanks:
Number of Hazardous Tanks:

14031
10/27/98
Yes
3
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

45

PACIFIC BELL
1608 MCCONNELL
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
Shasta

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

7

01/01/94
TISID-STATE45536
ACTIVE

UST HISTORICAL DATA
This site was listed in the FIDS Zip Code List as a UST site. The Office of Hazardous Data Management produced the FIDS list. The FIDS list is an index of
names & locations of sites recorded in various California State environmental agency databases. It is sorted by zip code and as an index, details regarding the
sites were never included.
The UST information included in FIDS as provided by the Office of Hazardous Data Management was originally collected from the SWEEPS database. The
SWEEPS database recorded Underground Storage Tanks and was maintained by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB). That agency no longer
maintains the SWEEPS database and last updated it in 1994. The last release of that 1994 database was in 1997.
Oversight of Underground Storage Tanks within California is now conducted by Certified Unified Program Agencies referred to as CUPA s. There are
approximately 102 CUPA s and Local Oversight Programs (LOP s) in the State of California. Most are city or county government agencies. As of 1998, all sites
or facilities with underground storage tanks were required by Federal mandate to obtain certification by designated UST oversight agencies (in this case, CUPA
s) that the UST/s at their location were upgraded or removed in adherence with the 1998 RCRA standards.
Information from the FIDS/SWEEPS lists were included in this report search to help identify where underground storage tanks may have existed that were not
recorded in CUPA databases or lists collected by Track Info Services. This may occur if a tank was removed prior to development of recent CUPA UST lists or
never registered with a CUPA.
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:

39

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

FLYING J SERVICE
5001 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA
SHASTA
CONTACT: ATTN JEFF NELSON
NAME:
ADDRESS:

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

28

02/17/2004
SHASTACO_146
STATUS: INACTIVE

SHASTA COUNTY UST LIST INFORMATION
According to the Shasta County Environmental Health Department the following information is current as of 02/17/04
Certification Number:
Certification Date:
Upgraded:
Number of Fuel Tanks:
Number of Hazardous Tanks:

0

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:

43

DIST/DIR:

GIANT ORANGE SHELL
3104 CASCADE BLVD
REDDING CA
SHASTA
CONTACT: ESTATE OF DON DURYEE
NAME:
ADDRESS:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

32

02/17/2004
SHASTACO_321
STATUS: ACTIVE

SHASTA COUNTY UST LIST INFORMATION
According to the Shasta County Environmental Health Department the following information is current as of 02/17/04
Certification Number:
Certification Date:
Upgraded:
Number of Fuel Tanks:
Number of Hazardous Tanks:

No
2
1
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

27

CASCADE B/P MINI MART
1752 CASCADE
PROJECT CITY CA
SHASTA

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

21

01/01/94
TISID-STATE45462
ACTIVE

UST HISTORICAL DATA
This site was listed in the FIDS Zip Code List as a UST site. The Office of Hazardous Data Management produced the FIDS list. The FIDS list is an index of
names & locations of sites recorded in various California State environmental agency databases. It is sorted by zip code and as an index, details regarding the
sites were never included.
The UST information included in FIDS as provided by the Office of Hazardous Data Management was originally collected from the SWEEPS database. The
SWEEPS database recorded Underground Storage Tanks and was maintained by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB). That agency no longer
maintains the SWEEPS database and last updated it in 1994. The last release of that 1994 database was in 1997.
Oversight of Underground Storage Tanks within California is now conducted by Certified Unified Program Agencies referred to as CUPA s. There are
approximately 102 CUPA s and Local Oversight Programs (LOP s) in the State of California. Most are city or county government agencies. As of 1998, all sites
or facilities with underground storage tanks were required by Federal mandate to obtain certification by designated UST oversight agencies (in this case, CUPA
s) that the UST/s at their location were upgraded or removed in adherence with the 1998 RCRA standards.
Information from the FIDS/SWEEPS lists were included in this report search to help identify where underground storage tanks may have existed that were not
recorded in CUPA databases or lists collected by Track Info Services. This may occur if a tank was removed prior to development of recent CUPA UST lists or
never registered with a CUPA.
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:

41

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

GATEWAY UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST
4501 MAIN ST
SHASTA LAKE CA
SHASTA
CONTACT: CENTRAL VALLEY INTERMEDIATE
NAME:
ADDRESS:

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

30

02/17/2004
SHASTACO_198
STATUS: INACTIVE

SHASTA COUNTY UST LIST INFORMATION
According to the Shasta County Environmental Health Department the following information is current as of 02/17/04
Certification Number:
Certification Date:
Upgraded:
Number of Fuel Tanks:
Number of Hazardous Tanks:

0

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

38

FLYING J SERVICE
5001 SHASTA DAM
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
Shasta

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

28

01/01/94
TISID-STATE45424
ACTIVE

UST HISTORICAL DATA
This site was listed in the FIDS Zip Code List as a UST site. The Office of Hazardous Data Management produced the FIDS list. The FIDS list is an index of
names & locations of sites recorded in various California State environmental agency databases. It is sorted by zip code and as an index, details regarding the
sites were never included.
The UST information included in FIDS as provided by the Office of Hazardous Data Management was originally collected from the SWEEPS database. The
SWEEPS database recorded Underground Storage Tanks and was maintained by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB). That agency no longer
maintains the SWEEPS database and last updated it in 1994. The last release of that 1994 database was in 1997.
Oversight of Underground Storage Tanks within California is now conducted by Certified Unified Program Agencies referred to as CUPA s. There are
approximately 102 CUPA s and Local Oversight Programs (LOP s) in the State of California. Most are city or county government agencies. As of 1998, all sites
or facilities with underground storage tanks were required by Federal mandate to obtain certification by designated UST oversight agencies (in this case, CUPA
s) that the UST/s at their location were upgraded or removed in adherence with the 1998 RCRA standards.
Information from the FIDS/SWEEPS lists were included in this report search to help identify where underground storage tanks may have existed that were not
recorded in CUPA databases or lists collected by Track Info Services. This may occur if a tank was removed prior to development of recent CUPA UST lists or
never registered with a CUPA.
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

40

GARYS EXXON INC
2725 CASCADE
REDDING CA 96003
Shasta

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

29

01/01/94
TISID-STATE45415
ACTIVE

UST HISTORICAL DATA
This site was listed in the FIDS Zip Code List as a UST site. The Office of Hazardous Data Management produced the FIDS list. The FIDS list is an index of
names & locations of sites recorded in various California State environmental agency databases. It is sorted by zip code and as an index, details regarding the
sites were never included.
The UST information included in FIDS as provided by the Office of Hazardous Data Management was originally collected from the SWEEPS database. The
SWEEPS database recorded Underground Storage Tanks and was maintained by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB). That agency no longer
maintains the SWEEPS database and last updated it in 1994. The last release of that 1994 database was in 1997.
Oversight of Underground Storage Tanks within California is now conducted by Certified Unified Program Agencies referred to as CUPA s. There are
approximately 102 CUPA s and Local Oversight Programs (LOP s) in the State of California. Most are city or county government agencies. As of 1998, all sites
or facilities with underground storage tanks were required by Federal mandate to obtain certification by designated UST oversight agencies (in this case, CUPA
s) that the UST/s at their location were upgraded or removed in adherence with the 1998 RCRA standards.
Information from the FIDS/SWEEPS lists were included in this report search to help identify where underground storage tanks may have existed that were not
recorded in CUPA databases or lists collected by Track Info Services. This may occur if a tank was removed prior to development of recent CUPA UST lists or
never registered with a CUPA.
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

33

CIRCLE K STORE #1102
4833 SHASTA DAM
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
Shasta

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

4

01/01/94
TISID-STATE45394
ACTIVE

UST HISTORICAL DATA
This site was listed in the FIDS Zip Code List as a UST site. The Office of Hazardous Data Management produced the FIDS list. The FIDS list is an index of
names & locations of sites recorded in various California State environmental agency databases. It is sorted by zip code and as an index, details regarding the
sites were never included.
The UST information included in FIDS as provided by the Office of Hazardous Data Management was originally collected from the SWEEPS database. The
SWEEPS database recorded Underground Storage Tanks and was maintained by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB). That agency no longer
maintains the SWEEPS database and last updated it in 1994. The last release of that 1994 database was in 1997.
Oversight of Underground Storage Tanks within California is now conducted by Certified Unified Program Agencies referred to as CUPA s. There are
approximately 102 CUPA s and Local Oversight Programs (LOP s) in the State of California. Most are city or county government agencies. As of 1998, all sites
or facilities with underground storage tanks were required by Federal mandate to obtain certification by designated UST oversight agencies (in this case, CUPA
s) that the UST/s at their location were upgraded or removed in adherence with the 1998 RCRA standards.
Information from the FIDS/SWEEPS lists were included in this report search to help identify where underground storage tanks may have existed that were not
recorded in CUPA databases or lists collected by Track Info Services. This may occur if a tank was removed prior to development of recent CUPA UST lists or
never registered with a CUPA.
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:

32

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

CIRCLE K #1102
4833 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA
CONTACT: CIRCLE K STORES ATTN LIC DEPT
NAME:
ADDRESS:

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

4

02/17/2004
SHASTACO_101
STATUS: ACTIVE

SHASTA COUNTY UST LIST INFORMATION
According to the Shasta County Environmental Health Department the following information is current as of 02/17/04
Certification Number:
Certification Date:
Upgraded:
Number of Fuel Tanks:
Number of Hazardous Tanks:

14023
10/29/98
Yes
3

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

31

CHEVRON
1666 CASCADE
PROJECT CITY CA 96079
Shasta

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

25

01/01/94
TISID-STATE45385
ACTIVE

UST HISTORICAL DATA
This site was listed in the FIDS Zip Code List as a UST site. The Office of Hazardous Data Management produced the FIDS list. The FIDS list is an index of
names & locations of sites recorded in various California State environmental agency databases. It is sorted by zip code and as an index, details regarding the
sites were never included.
The UST information included in FIDS as provided by the Office of Hazardous Data Management was originally collected from the SWEEPS database. The
SWEEPS database recorded Underground Storage Tanks and was maintained by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB). That agency no longer
maintains the SWEEPS database and last updated it in 1994. The last release of that 1994 database was in 1997.
Oversight of Underground Storage Tanks within California is now conducted by Certified Unified Program Agencies referred to as CUPA s. There are
approximately 102 CUPA s and Local Oversight Programs (LOP s) in the State of California. Most are city or county government agencies. As of 1998, all sites
or facilities with underground storage tanks were required by Federal mandate to obtain certification by designated UST oversight agencies (in this case, CUPA
s) that the UST/s at their location were upgraded or removed in adherence with the 1998 RCRA standards.
Information from the FIDS/SWEEPS lists were included in this report search to help identify where underground storage tanks may have existed that were not
recorded in CUPA databases or lists collected by Track Info Services. This may occur if a tank was removed prior to development of recent CUPA UST lists or
never registered with a CUPA.
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

30

CHEVERON STATION #97821
2403 CASCADE
REDDING CA 96003
Shasta

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

24

01/01/94
TISID-STATE9873
INACTIVE

UST HISTORICAL DATA
This site was listed in the FIDS Zip Code List as a UST site. The Office of Hazardous Data Management produced the FIDS list. The FIDS list is an index of
names & locations of sites recorded in various California State environmental agency databases. It is sorted by zip code and as an index, details regarding the
sites were never included.
The UST information included in FIDS as provided by the Office of Hazardous Data Management was originally collected from the SWEEPS database. The
SWEEPS database recorded Underground Storage Tanks and was maintained by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB). That agency no longer
maintains the SWEEPS database and last updated it in 1994. The last release of that 1994 database was in 1997.
Oversight of Underground Storage Tanks within California is now conducted by Certified Unified Program Agencies referred to as CUPA s. There are
approximately 102 CUPA s and Local Oversight Programs (LOP s) in the State of California. Most are city or county government agencies. As of 1998, all sites
or facilities with underground storage tanks were required by Federal mandate to obtain certification by designated UST oversight agencies (in this case, CUPA
s) that the UST/s at their location were upgraded or removed in adherence with the 1998 RCRA standards.
Information from the FIDS/SWEEPS lists were included in this report search to help identify where underground storage tanks may have existed that were not
recorded in CUPA databases or lists collected by Track Info Services. This may occur if a tank was removed prior to development of recent CUPA UST lists or
never registered with a CUPA.
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:

29

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

CHACON S AUTO CLINIC
4657 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA
SHASTA
CONTACT: TONY CHACON
NAME:
ADDRESS:

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

23

02/17/2004
SHASTACO_345
STATUS: INACTIVE

SHASTA COUNTY UST LIST INFORMATION
According to the Shasta County Environmental Health Department the following information is current as of 02/17/04
Certification Number:
Certification Date:
Upgraded:
Number of Fuel Tanks:
Number of Hazardous Tanks:

0

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

28

CENTRAL VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL
4066 LA MESSO
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
Shasta

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

22

01/01/94
TISID-STATE45355
ACTIVE

UST HISTORICAL DATA
This site was listed in the FIDS Zip Code List as a UST site. The Office of Hazardous Data Management produced the FIDS list. The FIDS list is an index of
names & locations of sites recorded in various California State environmental agency databases. It is sorted by zip code and as an index, details regarding the
sites were never included.
The UST information included in FIDS as provided by the Office of Hazardous Data Management was originally collected from the SWEEPS database. The
SWEEPS database recorded Underground Storage Tanks and was maintained by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB). That agency no longer
maintains the SWEEPS database and last updated it in 1994. The last release of that 1994 database was in 1997.
Oversight of Underground Storage Tanks within California is now conducted by Certified Unified Program Agencies referred to as CUPA s. There are
approximately 102 CUPA s and Local Oversight Programs (LOP s) in the State of California. Most are city or county government agencies. As of 1998, all sites
or facilities with underground storage tanks were required by Federal mandate to obtain certification by designated UST oversight agencies (in this case, CUPA
s) that the UST/s at their location were upgraded or removed in adherence with the 1998 RCRA standards.
Information from the FIDS/SWEEPS lists were included in this report search to help identify where underground storage tanks may have existed that were not
recorded in CUPA databases or lists collected by Track Info Services. This may occur if a tank was removed prior to development of recent CUPA UST lists or
never registered with a CUPA.
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:

44

DIST/DIR:

JAD ASSOCIATES
3073 SIOUX DR
REDDING CA
SHASTA
CONTACT: A BARZIN
NAME:
ADDRESS:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

33

02/17/2004
SHASTACO_18
STATUS: ACTIVE

SHASTA COUNTY UST LIST INFORMATION
According to the Shasta County Environmental Health Department the following information is current as of 02/17/04
Certification Number:
Certification Date:
Upgraded:
Number of Fuel Tanks:
Number of Hazardous Tanks:

No
1

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:

37

DIST/DIR:

E-J AUTOMOTIVE
4309 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA
SHASTA
CONTACT: JACK OR JOHN MALONEY
NAME:
ADDRESS:

0.13 NW
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

MAP ID:

27

02/17/2004
SHASTACO_128
STATUS: INACTIVE

SHASTA COUNTY UST LIST INFORMATION
According to the Shasta County Environmental Health Department the following information is current as of 02/17/04
Certification Number:
Certification Date:
Upgraded:
Number of Fuel Tanks:
Number of Hazardous Tanks:

No
0
0

Site Details Page - 74

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

36

E J AUTOMOTIVE
4309 SHASTA DAM
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
Shasta

DIST/DIR:

0.13 NW
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

MAP ID:

27

01/01/94
TISID-STATE45411
ACTIVE

UST HISTORICAL DATA
This site was listed in the FIDS Zip Code List as a UST site. The Office of Hazardous Data Management produced the FIDS list. The FIDS list is an index of
names & locations of sites recorded in various California State environmental agency databases. It is sorted by zip code and as an index, details regarding the
sites were never included.
The UST information included in FIDS as provided by the Office of Hazardous Data Management was originally collected from the SWEEPS database. The
SWEEPS database recorded Underground Storage Tanks and was maintained by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB). That agency no longer
maintains the SWEEPS database and last updated it in 1994. The last release of that 1994 database was in 1997.
Oversight of Underground Storage Tanks within California is now conducted by Certified Unified Program Agencies referred to as CUPA s. There are
approximately 102 CUPA s and Local Oversight Programs (LOP s) in the State of California. Most are city or county government agencies. As of 1998, all sites
or facilities with underground storage tanks were required by Federal mandate to obtain certification by designated UST oversight agencies (in this case, CUPA
s) that the UST/s at their location were upgraded or removed in adherence with the 1998 RCRA standards.
Information from the FIDS/SWEEPS lists were included in this report search to help identify where underground storage tanks may have existed that were not
recorded in CUPA databases or lists collected by Track Info Services. This may occur if a tank was removed prior to development of recent CUPA UST lists or
never registered with a CUPA.
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

34

COUNTRY MARKET
12886 LAKE
REDDING CA 96003
Shasta

DIST/DIR:

0.18 SW
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

MAP ID:

26

01/01/94
TISID-STATE45564
ACTIVE

UST HISTORICAL DATA
This site was listed in the FIDS Zip Code List as a UST site. The Office of Hazardous Data Management produced the FIDS list. The FIDS list is an index of
names & locations of sites recorded in various California State environmental agency databases. It is sorted by zip code and as an index, details regarding the
sites were never included.
The UST information included in FIDS as provided by the Office of Hazardous Data Management was originally collected from the SWEEPS database. The
SWEEPS database recorded Underground Storage Tanks and was maintained by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB). That agency no longer
maintains the SWEEPS database and last updated it in 1994. The last release of that 1994 database was in 1997.
Oversight of Underground Storage Tanks within California is now conducted by Certified Unified Program Agencies referred to as CUPA s. There are
approximately 102 CUPA s and Local Oversight Programs (LOP s) in the State of California. Most are city or county government agencies. As of 1998, all sites
or facilities with underground storage tanks were required by Federal mandate to obtain certification by designated UST oversight agencies (in this case, CUPA
s) that the UST/s at their location were upgraded or removed in adherence with the 1998 RCRA standards.
Information from the FIDS/SWEEPS lists were included in this report search to help identify where underground storage tanks may have existed that were not
recorded in CUPA databases or lists collected by Track Info Services. This may occur if a tank was removed prior to development of recent CUPA UST lists or
never registered with a CUPA.
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:

35

DIST/DIR:

COUNTRY MARKET
12886 LAKE BLVD
REDDING CA 96003
SHASTA
CONTACT: MOHINDER & MANDEEP AHLUWALIA
NAME:
ADDRESS:

0.18 SW
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

MAP ID:

26

02/17/2004
SHASTACO_419
STATUS: ACTIVE

SHASTA COUNTY UST LIST INFORMATION
According to the Shasta County Environmental Health Department the following information is current as of 02/17/04
Certification Number:
Certification Date:
Upgraded:
Number of Fuel Tanks:
Number of Hazardous Tanks:

14092
11/23/98
Yes
3
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Environmental FirstSearch Database Descriptions

NPL: EPA NATIONAL PRIORITY LIST - Database of confirmed and proposed Superfund sites.
NPL Delisted: EPA NATIONAL PRIORITY LIST Subset - Database of delisted Superfund sites.
CERCLIS:
EPA
COMPREHENSIVE ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSE COMPENSATION AND
LIABILITY INFORMATION SYSTEM - Database of current and potential Superfund sites currently or
previously under investigation.
NFRAP:
EPA
COMPREHENSIVE ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSE COMPENSATION AND
LIABILITY INFORMATION SYSTEM ARCHIVED SITES - database of Archive designated CERCLA sites
that, to the best of EPA's knowledge, assessment has been completed and has determined no further steps will
be taken to list this site on the National Priorities List (NPL). This decision does not necessarily mean that
there is no hazard associated with a given site; it only means that, based upon available information, the
location is not judged to be a potential NPL site.
RCRA COR ACT: EPA RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY INFORMATION SYSTEM
SITES - Database of RCRA facilities with reported violations and subject to corrective actions.
RCRA TSD:
EPA
RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY INFORMATION SYSTEM
TREATMENT, STORAGE, and DISPOSAL FACILITIES. - Database of facilities licensed to store, treat and
dispose of hazardous waste materials.
RCRA GEN: EPA RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY INFORMATION SYSTEM SITES
- Database of facilities that generate or transport hazardous waste or meet other RCRA requirements.
LGN - Large Quantity Generators
SGN - Small Quantity Generators
VGN – Conditionally Exempt Generator.
Included are RAATS (RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System) and CMEL (Compliance Monitoring &
Enforcement List) facilities.
RCRA NLR: EPA RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY INFORMATION SYSTEM SITES
- Database of facilities not currently classified by the EPA but are still included in the RCRIS database.
Reasons for non classification:
Failure to report in a timely matter.
No longer in business.
No longer in business at the listed address.
No longer generating hazardous waste materials in quantities which require reporting.
Federal IC / EC: EPA BROWNFIELD MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (BMS) - database designed to assist
EPA in collecting, tracking, and updating information, as well as reporting on the major activities and
accomplishments of the various Brownfield grant Programs.
FEDERAL ENGINEERING AND INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS- Superfund sites that have either an
engineering or an institutional control. The data includes the control and the media contaminated.
ERNS: EPA/NRC EMERGENCY RESPONSE NOTIFICATION SYSTEM - Database of emergency
response actions. Data since January 2001 has been received from the National Response System database as
the EPA no longer maintains this data.
Tribal Lands:
DOI/BIA
INDIAN LANDS OF THE UNITED STATES - Database of areas with
boundaries established by treaty, statute, and (or) executive or court order, recognized by the Federal
Government as territory in which American Indian tribes have primary governmental authority. The Indian
Lands of the United States map layer shows areas of 640 acres or more, administered by the Bureau of Indian
Affairs. Included are Federally-administered lands within a reservation which may or may not be considered
part of the reservation.
State/Tribal Sites:

CA EPA

SMBRPD / CAL SITES- The California Department of Toxic Substances

Control (DTSC) has developed an electronic database system with information about sites that are known to be
contaminated with hazardous substances as well as information on uncharacterized properties where further
studies may reveal problems. The Site Mitigation and Brownfields Reuse Program Database (SMBRPD), also
known as CalSites, is used primarily by DTSC’s staff as an informational tool to evaluate and track activities
at properties that may have been affected by the release of hazardous substances.
The SMBRPD displays information in six categories. The categories are:
1. CalSites Properties (CS)
2. School Property Evaluation Program Properties (SCH)
3. Voluntary Cleanup Program Properties (VCP)
4. Unconfirmed Properties Needing Further Evaluation (RFE)
Please Note: FirstSearch Reports list the above sites as DB Type (STATE).
5. Unconfirmed Properties Referred to Another Local or State Agency (REF)
6. Properties where a No Further Action Determination has been made (NFA)
Please Note: FirstSearch Reports list the above sites as DB Type (OTHER).
Each Category contains information on properties based upon the type of work taking place at the site. For
example, the CalSites database is now one of the six categories within SMPBRD and contains only confirmed
sites considered as posing the greatest threat to the public and/or the potential public school sites will be found
within the School Property Evaluation Program, and those properties undergoing voluntary investigation
and/or cleanup are in the Voluntary Cleanup Program.
CORTESE LIST-Pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5, the Hazardous Waste and Substances Sites
List has been compiled by Cal/EPA, Hazardous Materials Data Management Program. The CAL EPA Dept. of
Toxic Substances Control compiles information from subsets of the following databases to make up the
CORTESE list:
1. The Dept. of Toxic Substances Control; contaminated or potentially contaminated hazardous waste sites
listed in the CAL Sites database. Formerly known as ASPIS are included (CALSITES formerly known as
ASPIS).
2. The California State Water Resources Control Board; listing of Leaking Underground Storage Tanks are
included (LTANK)
3. The California Integrated Waste Management Board; Sanitary Landfills which have evidence of
groundwater contamination or known migration of hazardous materials (formerly WB-LF, now AB 3750).
Note: Track Info Services collects each of the above data sets individually and lists them separately in the
following First Search categories in order to provide more current and comprehensive information:
CALSITES: SPL, LTANK: LUST, WB-LF: SWL
State Spills 90: CA EPA SLIC REGIONS 1 - 9- The California Regional Water Quality Control Boards
maintain report of sites that have records of spills, leaks, investigation, and cleanups.
State/Tribal SWL: CA IWMB/SWRCB/COUNTY SWIS SOLID WASTE INFORMATION SYSTEM-The
California Integrated Waste Management Board maintains a database on solid waste facilities, operations, and
disposal sites throughout the state of California. The types of facilities found in this database include landfills,
transfer stations, material recovery facilities, composting sites, transformation facilities, waste tire sites, and
closed disposal sites. For more information on individual sites call the number listed in the source field..
Please Note: This database contains poor site location information for many sites in the First Search reports;
therefore, it may not be possible to locate or plot some sites in First Search reports.
WMUDS-The State Water Resources Control Board maintained the Waste Management Unit Database System
(WMUDS). It is no longer updated. It tracked management units for several regulatory programs related to
waste management and its potential impact on groundwater. Two of these programs (SWAT & TPCA) are no
longer on-going regulatory programs as described below. Chapter 15 (SC15) is still an on-going regulatory
program and information is updated periodically but not to the WMUDS database. The WMUDS System
contains information from the following agency databases: Facility, Waste Management Unit (WMU), Waste
Discharger System (WDS), SWAT, Chapter 15, TPCA, RCRA, Inspections, Violations, and Enforcement's.
Note: This database contains poor site location information for many sites in the First Search reports;
therefore, it may not be possible to locate or plot some sites in First Search reports.
ORANGE COUNTY LANDFILLS LIST- A list maintained by the Orange County Health Department.
State/Tribal LUST: CA SWRCB/COUNTY LUSTIS- The State Water Resources Control Board maintains
a database of sites with confirmed or unconfirmed leaking underground storage tanks. Information for this
database is collected from the states regional boards quarterly and integrated with this database.
SAN DIEGO COUNTY LEAKING TANKS- The San Diego County Department of Environmental Health
maintains a database of sites with confirmed or unconfirmed leaking underground storage tanks within its

HE17/58 database. For more information on a specific file call the HazMat Duty Specialist at phone number
listed in the source information field.
State/Tribal UST/AST: CA EPA/COUNTY/CITY ABOVEGROUND STORAGE TANKS LISTING-The
Above Ground Petroleum Storage Act became State Law effective January 1, 1990. In general, the law
requires owners or operators of AST's with petroleum products to file a storage statement and pay a fee by July
1, 1990 and every two years thereafter, take specific action to prevent spills, and in certain instances
implement a groundwater monitoring program. This law does not apply to that portion of a tank facility
associated with the production oil and regulated by the State Division of Oil and Gas of the Dept. of
Conservation.
SWEEPS / FIDS STATE REGISTERED UNDEGROUND STORAGE TANKS- Until 1994 the State Water
Resources Control Board maintained a database of registered underground storage tanks statewide referred to
as the SWEEPS System. The SWEEPS UST information was integrated with the CAL EPA's Facility Index
System database (FIDS) which is a master index of information from numerous California agency
environmental databases. That was last updated in 1994. Track Info Services included the UST information
from the FIDS database in its First Search reports for historical purposes to help its clients identify where
tanks may possibly have existed. For more information on specific sites from individual paper files archived at
the State Water Resources Control Board call the number listed with the source information.
INDIAN LANDS UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS LIST- A listing of underground storage tanks
currently on Indian Lands under federal jurisdiction. California Indian Land USTS are administered by US
EPA Region 9.
CUPA DATABASES & SOURCES- Definition of a CUPA: A Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA) is a
local agency that has been certified by the CAL EPA to implement six state environmental programs within
the local agency's jurisdiction. These can be a county, city, or JPA (Joint Powers Authority). This program was
established under the amendments to the California Health and Safety Code made by SB 1082 in 1994.
A Participating Agency (PA) is a local agency that has been designated by the local CUPA to administer one
or more Unified Programs within their jurisdiction on behalf of the CUPA. A Designated Agency (DA) is an
agency that has not been certified by the CUPA but is the responsible local agency that would implement the
six unified programs until they are certified.
Please Note: Track Info Services, LLC collects and maintains information regarding Underground Storage
Tanks from majority of the CUPAS and Participating Agencies in the State of California. These agencies
typically do not maintain nor release such information on a uniform or consistent schedule; therefor, currency
of the data may vary. Please look at the details on a specific site with a UST record in the First Search Report
to determine the actual currency date of the record as provided by the relevant agency. Numerous efforts are
made on a regular basis to obtain updated records.
State/Tribal IC: CA EPA DEED-RESTRICTED SITES LISTING- The California EPA’s Department of
Toxic Substances Control Board maintains a list of deed-restricted sites, properties where the DTSC has
placed limits or requirements on the future use of the property due to varying levels of cleanup possible,
practical or necessary at the site.
State/Tribal VCP: CA EPA SMBRPD / CAL SITES- The California Department of Toxic Substances
Control (DTSC) has developed an electronic database system with information about sites that are known to be
contaminated with hazardous substances as well as information on uncharacterized properties where further
studies may reveal problems. The Site Mitigation and Brownfields Reuse Program Database (SMBRPD), also
known as CalSites, is used primarily by DTSC’s staff as an informational tool to evaluate and track activities
at properties that may have been affected by the release of hazardous substances.
The SMBRPD displays information in six categories. The categories are:
1. CalSites Properties (CS)
2. School Property Evaluation Program Properties (SCH)
3. Voluntary Cleanup Program Properties (VCP)
4. Unconfirmed Properties Needing Further Evaluation (RFE)
5. Unconfirmed Properties Referred to Another Local or State Agency (REF)
6. Properties where a No Further Action Determination has been made (NFA)
Please Note: FirstSearch Reports list the above sites as DB Type VC. Each Category contains information on
properties based upon the type of work taking place at the site. The VC category contains only those properties
undergoing voluntary investigation and/or cleanup and which are listed in the Voluntary Cleanup Program.
RADON: NTIS NATIONAL RADON DATABASE - EPA radon data from 1990-1991 national radon
project collected for a variety of zip codes across the United States.

State Permits: CA COUNTY SAN DIEGO COUNTY HE17 PERMITS- The HE17/58 database tracks
establishments issued permits and the status of their permits in relation to compliance with federal, state, and
local regulations that the County oversees. It tracks if a site is a hazardous waste generator, TSD, gas station,
has underground tanks, violations, or unauthorized releases. For more information on a specific file call the
HazMat Duty Specialist at the phone number listed in the source information field.
SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY HAZARDOUS MATERIALS PERMITS- Handlers and Generators Permit
Information Maintained by the Hazardous Materials Division.
State Other: CA EPA/COUNTY SMBRPD / CAL SITES- The California Department of Toxic Substances
Control (DTSC) has developed an electronic database system with information about sites that are known to be
contaminated with hazardous substances as well as information on uncharacterized properties where further
studies may reveal problems. The Site Mitigation and Brownfields Reuse Program Database (SMBRPD), also
known as CalSites, is used primarily by DTSC’s staff as an informational tool to evaluate and track activities
at properties that may have been affected by the release of hazardous substances.
The SMBRPD displays information in six categories. The categories are:
1. CalSites Properties (CS)
2. School Property Evaluation Program Properties (SCH)
3. Voluntary Cleanup Program Properties (VCP)
4. Unconfirmed Properties Needing Further Evaluation (RFE)
Please Note: FirstSearch Reports list the above sites as DB Type (STATE).
5. Unconfirmed Properties Referred to Another Local or State Agency (REF)
6. Properties where a No Further Action Determination has been made (NFA)
Please Note: FirstSearch Reports list the above sites as DB Type (OTHER).
Each Category contains information on properties based upon the type of work taking place at the site. For
example, the CalSites database is now one of the six categories within SMPBRD and contains only confirmed
sites considered as posing the greatest threat to the public and/or the potential public school sites will be found
within the School Property Evaluation Program, and those properties undergoing voluntary investigation
and/or cleanup are in the Voluntary Cleanup Program.
LA COUNTY SITE MITIGATION COMPLAINT CONTROL LOG- The County of Los Angeles Public
Health Investigation Compliant Control Log.
ORANGE COUNTY INDUSTRIAL SITE CLEANUPS- List maintained by the Orange County
Environmental Health Agency.
RIVERSIDE COUNTY WASTE GENERATORS-A list of facilities in Riverside County which generate
hazardous waste.
SACRAMENTO COUNTY MASTER HAZMAT LIST-Master list of facilities within Sacramento County
with potentially hazardous materials.
SACRAMENTO COUNTY TOXIC SITE CLEANUPS-A list of sites where unauthorized releases of
potentially hazardous materials have occurred.

Environmental FirstSearch Database Sources

NPL: EPA Environmental Protection Agency
Updated quarterly

NPL Delisted: EPA Environmental Protection Agency
Updated quarterly

CERCLIS: EPA Environmental Protection Agency
Updated quarterly

NFRAP: EPA Environmental Protection Agency.
Updated quarterly

RCRA COR ACT: EPA Environmental Protection Agency.
Updated quarterly

RCRA TSD: EPA Environmental Protection Agency.
Updated quarterly

RCRA GEN: EPA Environmental Protection Agency.
Updated quarterly

RCRA NLR: EPA Environmental Protection Agency
Updated quarterly

Federal IC / EC: EPA Environmental Protection Agency
Updated quarterly

ERNS: EPA/NRC Environmental Protection Agency
Updated semi-annually

Tribal Lands: DOI/BIA United States Department of the Interior
Updated annually

State/Tribal Sites: CA EPA The CAL EPA, Depart. Of Toxic Substances Control
Phone: (916) 323-3400
Updated quarterly/when available

State Spills 90: CA EPA The California State Water Resources Control Board
Updated when available

State/Tribal SWL: CA IWMB/SWRCB/COUNTY The California Integrated Waste Management Board
Phone:(916) 255-2331
The State Water Resources Control Board
Phone:(916) 227-4365
Orange County Health Department
Updated quarterly/when available

State/Tribal LUST: CA SWRCB/COUNTY The California State Water Resources Control Board
Phone:(916) 227-4416
San Diego County Department of Environmental Health
Updated quarterly/when available

State/Tribal UST/AST: CA EPA/COUNTY/CITY The State Water Resources Control Board
Phone:(916) 227-4364
CAL EPA Department of Toxic Substances Control
Phone:(916)227-4404
US EPA Region 9 Underground Storage Tank Program
Phone: (415) 972-3372
ALAMEDA COUNTY CUPAS:
* County of Alameda Department of Environmental Health
* Cities of Berkeley, Fremont, Hayward, Livermore / Pleasanton, Newark, Oakland, San Leandro, Union
ALPINE COUNTY CUPA:
* Health Department (Only updated by agency sporadically)
AMADOR COUNTY CUPA:
* County of Amador Environmental Health Department
BUTTE COUNTY CUPA
* County of Butte Environmental Health Division (Only updated by agency biannually)
CALAVERAS COUNTY CUPA:
* County of Calaveras Environmental Health Department
COLUSA COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Dept.
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY CUPA:
* Hazardous Materials Program
DEL NORTE COUNTY CUPA:
* Department of Health and Social Services
EL DORADO COUNTY CUPAS:
* County of El Dorado Environmental Health - Solid Waste Div (Only updated by agency annually)
* County of El Dorado EMD Tahoe Division (Only updated by agency annually)
FRESNO COUNTY CUPA:
* Haz. Mat and Solid Waste Programs
GLENN COUNTY CUPA:
* Air Pollution Control District
HUMBOLDT COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Division

IMPERIAL COUNTY CUPA:
* Department of Planning and Building
INYO COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Department
KERN COUNTY CUPA:
* County of Kern Environmental Health Department
* City of Bakersfield Fire Department
KINGS COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Services
LAKE COUNTY CUPA:
* Division of Environmental Health
LASSEN COUNTY CUPA:
* Department of Agriculture
LOS ANGELES COUNTY CUPAS:
* County of Los Angeles Fire Department CUPA Data as maintained by the Los Angeles County Department
of Public Works
* County of Los Angeles Environmental Programs Division
* Cities of Burbank, El Segundo, Glendale, Long Beach/Signal Hill, Los Angeles,Pasadena, Santa Fe Springs,
Santa Monica, Torrance, Vernon
MADERA COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Department
MARIN COUNTY CUPA:
* County of Marin Office of Waste Management
* City of San Rafael Fire Department
MARIPOSA COUNTY CUPA:
* Health Department
MENDOCINO COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Department
MERCED COUNTY CUPA:
* Division of Environmental Health
MODOC COUNTY CUPA:
* Department of Agriculture
MONO COUNTY CUPA:
* Health Department
MONTEREY COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Division
NAPA COUNTY CUPA:
* Hazardous Materials Section
NEVADA COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Department
ORANGE COUNTY CUPAS:
* County of Orange Environmental Health Department
* Cities of Anaheim, Fullerton, Orange, Santa Ana
* County of Orange Environmental Health Department
PLACER COUNTY CUPAS:
* County of Placer Division of Environmental Health Field Office
* Tahoe City
* City of Roseville Roseville Fire Department
PLUMAS COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Department
RIVERSIDE COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Department
SACRAMENTO COUNTY CUPA:
* County Environmental Mgmt Dept, Haz. Mat. Div.
SAN BENITO COUNTY CUPA:
* City of Hollister Environmental Service Department
SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY CUPAS:
* County of San Bernardino Fire Department, Haz. Mat. Div.
* City of Hesperia Hesperia Fire Prevention Department
*City of Victorville Victorville Fire Department

SAN DIEGO COUNTY CUPA:
* The San Diego County Dept. of Environmental Health HE 17/58
SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY CUPA:
* Department of Public Health
SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Division
SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY CUPAS:
* County of San Luis Obispo Environmental Health Division
* City of San Luis Obispo City Fire Department
SAN MATEO COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Department
SANTA BARBARA COUNTY CUPA:
* County Fire Dept Protective Services Division
SANTA CLARA COUNTY CUPAS:
* County of Santa Clara Hazardous Materials Compliance Division
* Santa Clara County Central Fire Protection District (Covers Campbell, Cupertino, Los Gatos, & Morgan
Hill)
* Cities of Gilroy, Milpitas, Mountain View, Palo Alto, San Jose Fire, Santa Clara, Sunnyvale
SANTA CRUZ COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Department
SHASTA COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Department
SIERRA COUNTY CUPA:
* Health Department
SISKIYOU COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Department
SONOMA COUNTY CUPAS:
* County of Sonoma Department Of Environmental Health
* Cities of Healdsburg / Sebastopol, Petaluma, Santa Rosa
STANISLAUS COUNTY CUPA:
* Department of Environmental Resources Haz. Mat. Division
SUTTER COUNTY CUPA:
* Department of Agriculture
TEHAMA COUNTY CUPA:
* Department of Environmental Health
TRINITY COUNTY CUPA:
* Department of Health
TULARE COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Department
TUOLUMNE COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health
VENTURA COUNTY CUPAS:
* County of Ventura Environmental Health Division
* Cities of Oxnard, Ventura
YOLO COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Department
YUBA COUNTY CUPA:
Updated quarterly/annually/when available

State/Tribal IC: CA EPA The California EPA Department of Toxic Substances Control.
Updated Updated quarterly/annually/when available

State/Tribal VCP: CA EPA The California EPA Department of Toxic Substances Control.
Updated Updated quarterly/annually/when available

RADON: NTIS Environmental Protection Agency, National Technical Information Services
Updated periodically

State Permits: CA COUNTY The San Diego County Depart. Of Environmental Health
Phone:(619) 338-2211
San Bernardino County Fire Department
Updated quarterly/when available

State Other: CA EPA/COUNTY The CAL EPA, Depart. Of Toxic Substances Control
Phone: (916) 323-3400
The Los Angeles County Hazardous Materials Division
Phone: (323) 890-7806
Orange County Environmental Health Agency
Phone: (714) 834-3536
Riverside County Department of Environmental Health, Hazardous Materials Management Division
Phone:(951) 358-5055
Sacramento County Environmental Management Department
Updated quarterly/when available

Environmental FirstSearch
Street Name Report for Streets within .25 Mile(s) of Target Property
TARGET SITE:

Street Name
2nd St
3rd St
Akrich Park Ave
Akrich St
Aliso St
Allan St
Allred St
Alpine St
Altus St
Arkwood Dr
Arlene Ct
Arrow Rock St
Arrowhead Ave
Ascot Ct
Ashby Ct
Ashby Rd
Ashwick Ct
Autumn Harvest Way
Avington Way
Black Canyon Rd
Bloomsbury Ave
Boca St
Bonneville St
Boudreaux Pl
Boulder St
Bronze Ct
Brook St
Buckeye Dump Rd
Buckingham Dr
Buena Vista St
Bursell St
Butterfly Ln
Cabello St
Cana Dr
Cascade Blvd
Cedar St
Central Ave
Charters Ln
Cherry St
Chico St
Church St
Coeur D Alene Ave
Conchas St
Construction Way
Cottage Ave
Covey Rd
Crooked Oak Ln
Crystal St

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

Dist/Dir
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.06 NE
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.17 NW
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.13 SW
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.08 SW
0.00 -0.14 NE
0.13 SE
0.00 --

JOB:

Street Name
Meade St
Median Ave
Mendocino St
Moccasin Ln
Montana Ave
Moody Creek Dr
Moon Shadow Ct
Morningstar Way
Mulberry St
Mussel Shoals Ave
Natalie Way
Nell Orr St
Newbury Ct
Newton Rd
Newtown Rd
Nicole St
North Blvd
Oak Ave
Oak St
Obdulia Way
Olive St
Oliver St
Oregon Ave
Oregon St
Orkney Pl
Ostling Ave
Ostling Ct
Ostling Pl
Ouray St
Page Ct
Pancake Hill Dr
Parallel St
Park Ave
Park Ln
Park St
Parker St
Pendelton Ct
Pensacola Ave
Pensacola St
Perth Ln
Pine Cone Dr
Pine Flat St
Pine Grove
Pine Grove Ave
Pleasant St
Pomona
Poplar St
Poppy Ln

GAI-SHASTA

Dist/Dir
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.10 NW
0.00 -0.01 SE
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.11 NE
0.00 -0.00 -0.08 SW
0.01 SW
0.01 NE
0.00 -0.15 NE
0.00 -0.20 NE
0.00 -0.17 NE
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.09 NE
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.09 SW
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.11 NW
0.00 --

Environmental FirstSearch
Street Name Report for Streets within .25 Mile(s) of Target Property
TARGET SITE:

Street Name
Cypress Ave
D Alene Ave
Dartford Dr
Deer Creek Ave
Deer Creek Rd
District Dr
Dolphin St
Dowell Ct
Durrett St
Dyke St
El Cajon Ave
El Paso St
Elizabeth St
Ellen Dr
Elliott St
Epping Ct
Eugene St
Farm Hill Dr
Fell St
Fellowship Way
Flower St
Forest St
Fort Peck St
Front St
Gavin St
Givan St
Grand Ave
Grand Coulee Blvd
Grand River Ave
Gray Pine Way
Greenwich Dr
Grey Pine
Hardenbrook Ave
Hazel St
Hillcrest Dr
Hillington Ct
Holiday Rd
Holly St
Humboldt Ave
I-5 (Scenic)
Idaho Way
Impression Way
Indian Ave
Iron Ct
Ironhorse Rd
Ivy Ave
Johnson St
Joseph St

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

Dist/Dir
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.04 NE
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.21 NE
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 --

JOB:

Street Name
Provo Ave
Pullup Pl
Quigley Ct
Ranchera Rd
Red Ave
Red Bluff Ave
Red Bluff St
Redding St
Redwing Ln
Riddle Rd
Rio Monte Ct
Rosamond Ave
Rosamond St
Rouge Rd
Roxie Ln
San Gorgonio St
Shasta Dam Blvd
Shasta Gateway Dr
Shasta St
Shasta Way
Short St
Siners Ranch Rd
Sioux Ct
Sioux Dr
Smith Ave
Smith St
Sophia Ln
Spike St
Stafford Dr
Stanton Ave
Tanya Ln
Tapestry Ln
Temple Ln
Temple St
Thomas St
Thunder Dr
Tibark Oak Ln
Tibbitts Rd
Tierra Oaks Dr
Tiptoe Ln
Tomahawk Trl
Tower St
Trinity St
Twin Lake Dr
Twin View Blvd
Union School Rd
Vallecito Ct
Vallecito St

GAI-SHASTA

Dist/Dir
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.12 NW
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.04 SW
0.00 -0.00 -0.13 NE
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.25 NE
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.10 SW
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.22 NW
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 --

Environmental FirstSearch
Street Name Report for Streets within .25 Mile(s) of Target Property
TARGET SITE:

Street Name
Kennett St
Kensington
Kevin St
Kimmie Dr
Kokanee Dr
La Mesa Ave
Lake Blvd
Laredo St
Larkin Ave
Lassen Ave
Laurel St
Lennox St
Leona Ave
Linda Ln
Loch Pl
Locust Ave
Locust St
Los Flores Ave
Los Gatos Ave
Main St
Marilyn Ave
McConnel Ave

SHASTA LAKE EIR EXIS
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

Dist/Dir
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.14 NW
0.00 -0.13 SW
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.24 NW
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 --

JOB:

Street Name
Vassar Way
Virginia Ave
Walker Ln
Walker Mine Rd
Walker St
Walton Ave
Wandsworth Dr
Washington Ave
Webster Pl
Wellintong Pl
West St
Western Way
Whiting Way
Willamette St
Williamette St
Williamson Rd
Willow St
Winter Amber Ct
Wintun Dr
Woodley Ave

GAI-SHASTA

Dist/Dir
0.00 -0.00 -0.17 NE
0.14 SW
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.25 SW
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.21 SW
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 --

TM

Environmental FirstSearch Report
TARGET PROPERTY:

SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
Job Number: GAI-SHASTA

PREPARED FOR:

EEI
424-C Arneill Road
Camarillo, CA 93010

11-07-07

Tel: (866) 664-9981

Fax: (818) 249-4227

Environmental FirstSearch is a registered trademark of FirstSearch Technology Corporation. All rights reserved.
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1 Mile Radius from Area
Single Map:
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Source: U.S. Census TIGER Files
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NPL, DELNPL, Brownfield, Solid Waste Landfill (SWL), Hazardous Waste
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Environmental FirstSearch
.25 Mile Radius from Area
AREA: Multiple Databases
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Source: U.S. Census TIGER Files
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Identified Site, Multiple Sites, Receptor ..........................................................
NPL, DELNPL, Brownfield, Solid Waste Landfill (SWL), Hazardous Waste
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Environmental FirstSearch
.12 Mile Radius from Area
AREA: SPILLS90, ERNS, RCRANLR

SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP , SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

Source: U.S. Census TIGER Files
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Identified Site, Multiple Sites, Receptor ..........................................................
NPL, DELNPL, Brownfield, Solid Waste Landfill (SWL), Hazardous Waste
Triballand............................................................................................................
Railroads ...........................................................................................................

Environmental FirstSearch
Search Summary Report
Target Site:

SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
FirstSearch Summary

Database

Sel

Updated

Radius

Site

1/8

1/4

1/2

NPL
NPL Delisted
CERCLIS
NFRAP
RCRA COR ACT
RCRA TSD
RCRA GEN
RCRA NLR
Federal IC / EC
ERNS
Tribal Lands
State/Tribal Sites
State Spills 90
State/Tribal SWL
State/Tribal LUST
State/Tribal UST/AST
State/Tribal EC
State/Tribal IC
State/Tribal VCP
State/Tribal Brownfields
State Permits
State Other

Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y

09-10-07
09-10-07
10-08-07
10-08-07
06-06-06
06-06-06
06-06-06
06-06-06
10-02-07
12-31-06
12-01-05
08-08-07
01-03-07
09-24-07
10-18-07
01-03-07
NA
04-27-07
08-15-06
03-27-06
03-29-07
08-08-07

0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.12
0.25
0.12
0.25
0.25
0.12
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25

0
0
0
0
0
0
1
0
0
0
0
0
0
2
4
5
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0
1
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
1
1
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0
1
0
0
0
0
2
4
0
0
0
0
0
0

-

-

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0
3
0
0
0
0
0
0
2
7
10
0
0
0
0
0
0

12

3

7

0

0

0

22

- TOTALS -

1/2>

ZIP

TOTALS

Notice of Disclaimer
Due to the limitations, constraints, inaccuracies and incompleteness of government information and computer mapping data currently available to
TRACK Info Services, certain conventions have been utilized in preparing the locations of all federal, state and local agency sites residing in
TRACK Info Services's databases. All EPA NPL and state landfill sites are depicted by a rectangle approximating their location and size. The
boundaries of the rectangles represent the eastern and western most longitudes; the northern and southern most latitudes. As such, the mapped areas
may exceed the actual areas and do not represent the actual boundaries of these properties. All other sites are depicted by a point representing their
approximate address location and make no attempt to represent the actual areas of the associated property. Actual boundaries and locations of
individual properties can be found in the files residing at the agency responsible for such information.

Waiver of Liability
Although TRACK Info Services uses its best efforts to research the actual location of each site, TRACK Info Services does not and
can not warrant the accuracy of these sites with regard to exact location and size. All authorized users of TRACK Info Services's services
proceeding are signifying an understanding of TRACK Info Services's searching and mapping conventions, and agree to waive any and all
liability claims associated with search and map results showing incomplete and or inaccurate site locations.

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Information Report
11-07-07
eeicam
AREA

Request Date:
Requestor Name:
Standard:

AREA
GAI-SHASTA
Filtered Report

Search Type:
Job Number:

TARGET ADDRESS:

SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

Demographics
22

Sites:
Radon:

0

Non-Geocoded:

Population:

NA

0.2 - 0.3 PCI/L

Site Location
Degrees (Decimal)

Degrees (Min/Sec)

UTMs

Longitude:

-122.395323

-122:23:43

Easting:

551097.638

Latitude:

40.684306

40:41:4

Northing:

4503677.434

Zone:

10

Comment
Comment:

Additional Requests/Services
Adjacent ZIP Codes: 0.25 Mile(s)
ZIP
Code

City Name

96003 REDDING

Services:

ST Dist/Dir

CA 0.00 --

Sel

Y

Requested?
Sanborns
Aerial Photographs
Historical Topos
City Directories
Title Search/Env Liens
Municipal Reports
Online Topos

No
No
No
No
No
No
No

Date

Environmental FirstSearch
Sites Summary Report
TARGET SITE:
TOTAL:

22

Page No. DB Type

SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
GEOCODED:

22

JOB:
NON GEOCODED:

GAI-SHASTA

0

SELECTED:

Site Name/ID/Status

Address

Dist/Dir

Map ID

1

LUST

TOYON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
T0608900145/CASE CLOSED

17752 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

9

2

LUST

SHEARMS MARKET
T0608900080/CASE CLOSED

13900 LAKE BLVD
SUMMIT CITY CA 96089

0.00 --

12

3

LUST

HUTCHENS PROPERTY
T0608900140/CASE CLOSED

13856 LAKE BLVD
SUMMIT CITY CA 96089

0.00 --

10

4

LUST

E-J AUTOMOTIVE
T0608900290/PRELIM. SITE ASSES.

4309 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

7

5

LUST

CHACONS AUTO CLINIC
T0608900121/POST REMEDIAL ACTION

4657 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.07 SE

6

6

LUST

TOSCO FACILITY #01102
T0608900175/CASE CLOSED

4833 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.14 SE

3

7

LUST

FLYING J SS #89349
T0608900059/REMEDIAL ACTION

5001 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.22 SE

8

8

RCRAGN

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION NOR CAL AREA
16349 SHASTA DAM BLVD
CAR000147694/SGN
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.00 --

2

9

RCRAGN

BOLLINGER AUTO & U HAUL
CAD982502197/SGN

4610 SHASTA DAM BLVD
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

0.05 SE

1

10

RCRAGN

CIRCLE K STORE #1102
CAD981681083/SGN

4833 SHASTA DAM BLVD
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

0.14 SE

3

11

SWL

BUCKEYE TRANSFER STATION
SWIS45-AA-0057/ACTIVE

1/2 MILE N OF ASHBY ROAD ON
SHASTA LAKE CA 96001

0.00 --

5

12

SWL

BUCKEYE DISPOSAL SITE
SWIS45-AA-0014/CLOSED

LAKE BLVD, SHASTA LAKE
REDDING CA 96001

0.00 --

4

13

UST

HAL HUTCHINS
SHASTACO_438/STATUS: INACTIVE

13856 LAKE BLVD
SUMMIT CITY CA 96019

0.00 --

10

13

UST

E-J AUTOMOTIVE
SHASTACO_128/STATUS: INACTIVE

4309 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA

0.00 --

7

14

UST

TIPPY KUNAKEMAKORN
SHASTACO_446/STATUS: INACTIVE

3647 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA

0.00 --

11

14

UST

E J AUTOMOTIVE
TISID-STATE45411/ACTIVE

4309 SHASTA DAM
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

0.00 --

7

15

UST

GATEWAY UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST
SHASTACO_316/STATUS: INACTIVE

17752 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA

0.00 --

9

15

UST

CHACON S AUTO CLINIC
SHASTACO_345/STATUS: INACTIVE

4657 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA

0.07 SE

6

16

UST

CIRCLE K STORE #1102
TISID-STATE45394/ACTIVE

4833 SHASTA DAM
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

0.14 SE

3

17

UST

CIRCLE K #1102
SHASTACO_101/STATUS: ACTIVE

4833 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

0.14 SE

3

17

UST

FLYING J SERVICE
SHASTACO_146/STATUS: INACTIVE

5001 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA

0.22 SE

8

22

Environmental FirstSearch
Sites Summary Report
TARGET SITE:
TOTAL:

22

Page No. DB Type
18

UST

SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
GEOCODED:

22

JOB:
NON GEOCODED:

0

GAI-SHASTA
SELECTED:

Site Name/ID/Status

Address

Dist/Dir

FLYING J SERVICE
TISID-STATE45424/ACTIVE

5001 SHASTA DAM
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

0.22 SE

Map ID
8

22

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

22

TOYON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
17752 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

9

10/18/07
T0608900145
CASE CLOSED

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
REGIONAL BOARD
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
GATEWAY UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: 4411 MOUNTAIN LAKES BLVD REDDING CA 96003
SITE OPERATOR:
GATEWAY UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450148
CASE TYPE:
AQUIFER AFFECTED
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
DIESEL
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
OVERFILL
LEAK SOURCE:
TANK
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
TANK CLOSURE
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1993-07-27
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1993-07-27
STATUS:
CASE CLOSED
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
EXCAVATE AND TREATREMOVE CONTAMINATED SOIL AND TREAT (INCLUDES SPREADING OR LAND FARMING). PUMP AND TREAT GROUND WATER.
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
NONE TAKEN
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01
ENTER DATE (blank if not reported): 1993-10-14
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported): 1997-03-24
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported): 1993-07-27
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
1997-03-24
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1993-09-20

1993-09-28

MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
MTBE CNTS:
0
MTBE FUEL:
0
MTBE TESTED:
NOT REQUIRED TO BE TESTED
MTBE CLASS:
*

Site Details Page - 1

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

20

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

SHEARMS MARKET
13900 LAKE BLVD
SUMMIT CITY CA 96089
SHASTA

CONTACT:

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

12

10/18/07
T0608900080
CASE CLOSED

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
REGIONAL BOARD
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
SHEARMS MARKET
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: 13900 LAKE BLVD SUMMIT CITY CA 96089
SITE OPERATOR:
CHARLES-BARBARA SHEARMAN
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450080
CASE TYPE:
AQUIFER AFFECTED
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
GASOLINE
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
CORROSION
LEAK SOURCE:
TANK
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
TANK CLOSURE
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1991-04-02
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1991-04-02
STATUS:
CASE CLOSED
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
REMOVE CONTAMINATED SOIL AND DISPOSE IN APPROVED SITE
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01

EXCAVATE AND DISPOSENONE TAKEN

ENTER DATE (blank if not reported): 1991-06-17
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported):
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported): 1991-04-18
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
1991-07-03
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1991-04-08
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
MTBE CNTS:
0
MTBE FUEL:
1
MTBE TESTED:
SITE NOT TESTED FOR MTBE. INCLUDES UNKNOWN AND NOT ANALYZED
MTBE CLASS:
*

Site Details Page - 2

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

19

DIST/DIR:

HUTCHENS PROPERTY
13856 LAKE BLVD
SUMMIT CITY CA 96089
SHASTA

CONTACT:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

10

10/18/07
T0608900140
CASE CLOSED

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
LOCAL AGENCY
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
N DE BELTENCOURT/L WILLIAMSON
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: 4076 ELSINORE OAKLAND CA 94619
SITE OPERATOR:
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450143
CASE TYPE:
SOIL ONLY
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
GASOLINE
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
OVERFILL
LEAK SOURCE:
TANK
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
TANK CLOSURE
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1993-03-26
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1993-03-26
STATUS:
CASE CLOSED
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
EXCAVATE AND DISPOSEREMOVE CONTAMINATED SOIL AND DISPOSE IN APPROVED SITE. REMOVE FREE PRODUCT. PUMP AND TREAT GROUND WATER.
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
NONE TAKEN
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01
ENTER DATE (blank if not reported): 1993-05-26
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported): 1996-02-20
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported): 1993-03-26
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
1996-02-20
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1993-03-26
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
MTBE CNTS:
0
MTBE FUEL:
1
MTBE TESTED:
SITE NOT TESTED FOR MTBE. INCLUDES UNKNOWN AND NOT ANALYZED
MTBE CLASS:
*

Site Details Page - 3

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

17

E-J AUTOMOTIVE
4309 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

7

10/18/07
T0608900290
PRELIM. SITE ASSES. UNDERWAY

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
REGIONAL BOARD
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
JOHN MALONEY
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: 4309 SHASTA DAM BLVD SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SITE OPERATOR:
JOHN MALONEY
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450298
CASE TYPE:
OTHER
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
GASOLINE
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
LOOSE FITTING
LEAK SOURCE:
PIPING
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
TANK CLOSURE
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1999-10-04
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1999-10-04
STATUS:
PRELIM. SITE ASSES. UNDERWAY
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
OTHER ACTIONS TAKENREMEDIAL ACTIONS OTHER THAN THOSE ACCOUNTED FOR BY THE OTHER CODES HAVE TAKEN PLACE AT A SITE
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
TC
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01
ENTER DATE (blank if not reported): 1999-11-30
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported): 2001-06-25
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported): 1999-10-06
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
2001-06-25
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
2007-06-18
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
2004-09-10
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
2006-08-25
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1999-10-06
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
1999-10-05
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
LESS THAN 5
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
LESS THAN 0.5
MTBE CNTS:
2
MTBE FUEL:
1
MTBE TESTED:
YES
MTBE CLASS:
C

Site Details Page - 4

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

16

DIST/DIR:

CHACONS AUTO CLINIC
4657 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA

CONTACT:

0.07 SE
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

MAP ID:

6

10/18/07
T0608900121
POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORIN

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
REGIONAL BOARD
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
TOM GREEN (TRUSTEE)
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: 34 TWIN HARTE LANE
SITE OPERATOR:
TONY CHACON
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450122
CASE TYPE:
AQUIFER AFFECTED
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
12034, 80066
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
UNKNOWN
LEAK SOURCE:
UNKNOWN
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
TANK CLOSURE
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1992-07-30
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED: CLOSE TANK
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1992-07-24
STATUS:
POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
INCIDENT IS MINOR REQUIRING NO REMEDIAL ACTION
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
ORDERS
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01

NO ACTION REQUIREDCLEANUP AND ABATEMENT

ENTER DATE (blank if not reported):
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported):
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported): 1992-07-24
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
1997-02-04
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
1999-08-27
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
2004-11-22
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
2006-04-20
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1992-07-30
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
2001-11-08
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
LESS THAN 6
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
MTBE CNTS:
5
MTBE FUEL:
0
MTBE TESTED:
YES
MTBE CLASS:
C

Site Details Page - 5

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

21

DIST/DIR:

TOSCO FACILITY #01102
4833 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA

CONTACT:

0.14 SE
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

MAP ID:

3

10/18/07
T0608900175
CASE CLOSED

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
REGIONAL BOARD
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
CIRCLE K CORP
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: PO BOX 52084 PHOENIX AZ 85072
SITE OPERATOR:
CIRCLE K CORP
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450180
CASE TYPE:
AQUIFER AFFECTED
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
UNLEADED GASOLINE
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
UNKNOWN
LEAK SOURCE:
UNKNOWN
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
INVENTORY CONTROL
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1994-11-29
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1994-11-29
STATUS:
CASE CLOSED
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
REMOVE CONTAMINATED SOIL AND DISPOSE IN APPROVED SITE
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01

EXCAVATE AND DISPOSENONE TAKEN

ENTER DATE (blank if not reported):
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported):
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported): 1994-11-29
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
1995-12-19
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
1996-01-04
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
1996-03-20
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
1998-01-04
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
1998-10-02
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
2004-02-03
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1994-12-05
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
2001-09-17
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
LESS THAN 2.5
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
LESS THAN 0.5
MTBE CNTS:
7
MTBE FUEL:
1
MTBE TESTED:
YES
MTBE CLASS:

Site Details Page - 6

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

18

DIST/DIR:

0.22 SE

FLYING J SS #89349
5001 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA

CONTACT:

REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

MAP ID:

8

10/18/07
T0608900059
REMEDIAL ACTION

RELEASE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
Please note that some data previously provided by the State Water Resources Control Board in the LUSTIS database is not currently being provided by the
agency in the most recent edition. Incidents that occurred after the year 2000 may not have much information. Field headers with blank information
following after should be interpreted as unreported by the agency.
LEAD AGENCY:
REGIONAL BOARD
REGIONAL BOARD:
5R
LOCAL CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PARTY:
FLYING J SERVICE STATION
ADDRESS OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY: PO BOX 678 BRIGHAM CITY UT 84302
SITE OPERATOR:
FLYING J INC
WATER SYSTEM:
CASE NUMBER:
450059
CASE TYPE:
AQUIFER AFFECTED
SUBSTANCE LEAKED:
GASOLINE
SUBSTANCE QUANTITY:
LEAK CAUSE:
UNKNOWN
LEAK SOURCE:
UNKNOWN
HOW LEAK WAS DISCOVERED:
INVENTORY CONTROL
DATE DISCOVERED (blank if not reported):
1990-07-25
HOW LEAK WAS STOPPED:
STOP DATE (blank if not reported):
1992-07-31
STATUS:
REMEDIAL ACTION
ABATEMENT METHOD (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
REMOVE FREE PRODUCTREMOVE FLOATING PRODUCT FROM WATER TABLE. EXCAVATE AND TREAT. PUMP AND TREAT GROUND WATER
ENFORCEMENT TYPE (please note that not all code translations have been provided by the reporting agency):
COR
DATE OF ENFORCEMENT (blank if not reported):
1965-01-01
ENTER DATE (blank if not reported): 1990-10-18
REVIEW DATE (blank if not reported):
DATE OF LEAK CONFIRMATION (blank if not reported): 1990-09-06
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
1992-03-01
DATE PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
1993-02-25
DATE POLLUTION CHARACTERIZATION PLAN BEGAN (blank if not reported):
1993-11-03
DATE REMEDIATION PLAN WAS SUBMITTED (blank if not reported):
2005-03-31
DATE REMEDIAL ACTION UNDERWAY (blank if not reported):
2005-04-20
DATE POST REMEDIAL ACTION MONITORING BEGAN (blank if not reported):
DATE CLOSURE LETTER ISSUED (SITE CLOSED) (blank if not reported):
REPORT DATE (blank if not reported): 1990-09-06
MTBE DATA FROM THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD LUSTIS DATABASE
MTBE DATE(Date of historical maximum MTBE concentration):
1997-04-01
MTBE GROUNDWATER CONCENTRATION (parts per billion):
4300
MTBE SOIL CONCENTRATION (parts per million):
MTBE CNTS:
1
MTBE FUEL:
1
MTBE TESTED:
YES
MTBE CLASS:
C
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

RCRA GENERATOR SITE
SEARCH ID:

2

DIST/DIR:

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION NOR CAL AREA
16349 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA
CONTACT: SAM VARNER
NAME:
ADDRESS:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

2

6/6/06
CAR000147694
SGN
530-276-2050

SITE INFORMATION
CONTACT INFORMATION:

SAM VARNER
16349 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

PHONE:

530-276-2050

UNIVERSE INFORMATION:
NAIC INFORMATION

221111 - HYDROELECTRIC POWER GENERATION

ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION:

VIOLATION INFORMATION:
HAZARDOUS WASTE INFORMATION:
Mercury
Corrosive waste
Tetrachloroethylene
Ignitable waste
Lead
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

RCRA GENERATOR SITE
SEARCH ID:

1

DIST/DIR:

BOLLINGER AUTO & U HAUL
4610 SHASTA DAM BLVD
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
SHASTA
CONTACT: ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGER
NAME:
ADDRESS:

0.05 SE
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

MAP ID:

1

6/6/06
CAD982502197
SGN
9162758841

SITE INFORMATION
CONTACT INFORMATION:

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGER
4610 SHASTA DAM BLVD
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

PHONE:

9162758841

UNIVERSE INFORMATION:
NAIC INFORMATION

ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION:

VIOLATION INFORMATION:

Site Details Page - 9

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

RCRA GENERATOR SITE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

3

DIST/DIR:

CIRCLE K STORE #1102
4833 SHASTA DAM BLVD
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
SHASTA

CONTACT:

0.14 SE
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

MAP ID:

3

6/6/06
CAD981681083
SGN

SITE INFORMATION
CONTACT INFORMATION:

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGER
4833 SHASTA DAM BLVD
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019

PHONE:

9163342445

UNIVERSE INFORMATION:
NAIC INFORMATION

ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION:

VIOLATION INFORMATION:
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

TARGET SITE:

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

SOLID WASTE LANDFILL SITE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

5

DIST/DIR:

BUCKEYE TRANSFER STATION
1/2 MILE N OF ASHBY ROAD ON LAKE BLVD.
SHASTA LAKE CA 96001
SHASTA

CONTACT:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

5

09/24/07
SWIS45-AA-0057
ACTIVE

SITE OPERATOR INFORMATION:
Operator:
County Of Shasta Public Works Department
Operator Address:
1855 Placer Street Redding CA 96001
Permit Date:
11/22/1993
Permit Status:
Permitted
Land Use Name:
GIS Source for LAT and LONG:
Map

SITE ACTIVITY INFORMATION:
Activity:
Small Volume Transfer Station
Accepted Waste:
Construction/demolition,Mixed municipal,Tires
Operational Status:
Active
Regulatory Status
Permitted
Program Type
Closure Date:
Closure Type:
Permitted Throughput with Units:
25 Tons/day
Permitted Capacity with Units: 100 Cubic Yards
Remaining Capacity with Units (landfills only):
Permitted Total Acreage:
113
Permitted Disposal Acreage:
Last Tire Inspection Count:
Last Tire Inspection Count Date:
Original Tire Inspection Count:
Last Tire Inspection Count Date:
Inspection Frequency:
Quarterly

SITE OWNER INFORMATION:
Owner:
Owner Phone:
Owner Address:

County Of Shasta Public Works Department
5302255661
1855 Placer Street
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

TARGET SITE:

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

SOLID WASTE LANDFILL SITE
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

4

DIST/DIR:

BUCKEYE DISPOSAL SITE
LAKE BLVD, SHASTA LAKE
REDDING CA 96001
SHASTA

CONTACT:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

4

09/24/07
SWIS45-AA-0014
CLOSED

SITE OPERATOR INFORMATION:
Operator:
County Of Shasta Public Works Department
Operator Address:
1855 Placer Street Redding CA 96001
Permit Date:
Permit Status:
Land Use Name:
GIS Source for LAT and LONG:
Map

SITE ACTIVITY INFORMATION:
Activity:
Solid Waste Disposal Site
Accepted Waste:
Operational Status:
Closed
Regulatory Status
Permitted
Program Type
Closure Date:
Closure Type:
Permitted Throughput with Units:
0
Permitted Capacity with Units: 0
Remaining Capacity with Units (landfills only):
0
Permitted Total Acreage:
0
Permitted Disposal Acreage:
0
Last Tire Inspection Count:
Last Tire Inspection Count Date:
Original Tire Inspection Count:
Last Tire Inspection Count Date:
Inspection Frequency:
Annual

SITE OWNER INFORMATION:
Owner:
Owner Phone:
Owner Address:

County Of Shasta Public Works Department
5302255661
1855 Placer Street
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

14

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

HAL HUTCHINS
13856 LAKE BLVD
SUMMIT CITY CA
SHASTA

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

CONTACT:

10

02/17/2004
SHASTACO_438
STATUS: INACTIVE

SHASTA COUNTY UST LIST INFORMATION
According to the Shasta County Environmental Health Department the following information is current as of 02/17/04
Certification Number:
Certification Date:
Upgraded:
Number of Fuel Tanks:
Number of Hazardous Tanks:

0

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:

10

DIST/DIR:

E-J AUTOMOTIVE
4309 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA
SHASTA
CONTACT: JACK OR JOHN MALONEY
NAME:
ADDRESS:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

7

02/17/2004
SHASTACO_128
STATUS: INACTIVE

SHASTA COUNTY UST LIST INFORMATION
According to the Shasta County Environmental Health Department the following information is current as of 02/17/04
Certification Number:
Certification Date:
Upgraded:
Number of Fuel Tanks:
Number of Hazardous Tanks:

No
0
0
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

15

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

TIPPY KUNAKEMAKORN
3647 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA
SHASTA

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

CONTACT:

11

02/17/2004
SHASTACO_446
STATUS: INACTIVE

SHASTA COUNTY UST LIST INFORMATION
According to the Shasta County Environmental Health Department the following information is current as of 02/17/04
Certification Number:
Certification Date:
Upgraded:
Number of Fuel Tanks:
Number of Hazardous Tanks:

0

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

9

E J AUTOMOTIVE
4309 SHASTA DAM
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
Shasta

DIST/DIR:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

7

01/01/94
TISID-STATE45411
ACTIVE

UST HISTORICAL DATA
This site was listed in the FIDS Zip Code List as a UST site. The Office of Hazardous Data Management produced the FIDS list. The FIDS list is an index of
names & locations of sites recorded in various California State environmental agency databases. It is sorted by zip code and as an index, details regarding the
sites were never included.
The UST information included in FIDS as provided by the Office of Hazardous Data Management was originally collected from the SWEEPS database. The
SWEEPS database recorded Underground Storage Tanks and was maintained by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB). That agency no longer
maintains the SWEEPS database and last updated it in 1994. The last release of that 1994 database was in 1997.
Oversight of Underground Storage Tanks within California is now conducted by Certified Unified Program Agencies referred to as CUPA s. There are
approximately 102 CUPA s and Local Oversight Programs (LOP s) in the State of California. Most are city or county government agencies. As of 1998, all sites
or facilities with underground storage tanks were required by Federal mandate to obtain certification by designated UST oversight agencies (in this case, CUPA
s) that the UST/s at their location were upgraded or removed in adherence with the 1998 RCRA standards.
Information from the FIDS/SWEEPS lists were included in this report search to help identify where underground storage tanks may have existed that were not
recorded in CUPA databases or lists collected by Track Info Services. This may occur if a tank was removed prior to development of recent CUPA UST lists or
never registered with a CUPA.

Site Details Page - 14

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:

13

DIST/DIR:

GATEWAY UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST
17752 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA
SHASTA
CONTACT: BILL TONKIN
NAME:
ADDRESS:

0.00 --

MAP ID:
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

9

02/17/2004
SHASTACO_316
STATUS: INACTIVE

SHASTA COUNTY UST LIST INFORMATION
According to the Shasta County Environmental Health Department the following information is current as of 02/17/04
Certification Number:
Certification Date:
Upgraded:
Number of Fuel Tanks:
Number of Hazardous Tanks:

0

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:

6

DIST/DIR:

CHACON S AUTO CLINIC
4657 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA
SHASTA
CONTACT: TONY CHACON
NAME:
ADDRESS:

0.07 SE
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

MAP ID:

6

02/17/2004
SHASTACO_345
STATUS: INACTIVE

SHASTA COUNTY UST LIST INFORMATION
According to the Shasta County Environmental Health Department the following information is current as of 02/17/04
Certification Number:
Certification Date:
Upgraded:
Number of Fuel Tanks:
Number of Hazardous Tanks:

0
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

8

CIRCLE K STORE #1102
4833 SHASTA DAM
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
Shasta

DIST/DIR:

0.14 SE
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

MAP ID:

3

01/01/94
TISID-STATE45394
ACTIVE

UST HISTORICAL DATA
This site was listed in the FIDS Zip Code List as a UST site. The Office of Hazardous Data Management produced the FIDS list. The FIDS list is an index of
names & locations of sites recorded in various California State environmental agency databases. It is sorted by zip code and as an index, details regarding the
sites were never included.
The UST information included in FIDS as provided by the Office of Hazardous Data Management was originally collected from the SWEEPS database. The
SWEEPS database recorded Underground Storage Tanks and was maintained by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB). That agency no longer
maintains the SWEEPS database and last updated it in 1994. The last release of that 1994 database was in 1997.
Oversight of Underground Storage Tanks within California is now conducted by Certified Unified Program Agencies referred to as CUPA s. There are
approximately 102 CUPA s and Local Oversight Programs (LOP s) in the State of California. Most are city or county government agencies. As of 1998, all sites
or facilities with underground storage tanks were required by Federal mandate to obtain certification by designated UST oversight agencies (in this case, CUPA
s) that the UST/s at their location were upgraded or removed in adherence with the 1998 RCRA standards.
Information from the FIDS/SWEEPS lists were included in this report search to help identify where underground storage tanks may have existed that were not
recorded in CUPA databases or lists collected by Track Info Services. This may occur if a tank was removed prior to development of recent CUPA UST lists or
never registered with a CUPA.
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:

7

DIST/DIR:

CIRCLE K #1102
4833 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019
SHASTA
CONTACT: CIRCLE K STORES ATTN LIC DEPT
NAME:
ADDRESS:

0.14 SE
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

MAP ID:

3

02/17/2004
SHASTACO_101
STATUS: ACTIVE

SHASTA COUNTY UST LIST INFORMATION
According to the Shasta County Environmental Health Department the following information is current as of 02/17/04
Certification Number:
Certification Date:
Upgraded:
Number of Fuel Tanks:
Number of Hazardous Tanks:

14023
10/29/98
Yes
3

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:

12

DIST/DIR:

FLYING J SERVICE
5001 SHASTA DAM BLVD
SHASTA LAKE CA
SHASTA
CONTACT: ATTN JEFF NELSON
NAME:
ADDRESS:

0.22 SE
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

MAP ID:

8

02/17/2004
SHASTACO_146
STATUS: INACTIVE

SHASTA COUNTY UST LIST INFORMATION
According to the Shasta County Environmental Health Department the following information is current as of 02/17/04
Certification Number:
Certification Date:
Upgraded:
Number of Fuel Tanks:
Number of Hazardous Tanks:

0
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Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE:

SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

JOB:

GAI-SHASTA

REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SEARCH ID:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

CONTACT:

11

FLYING J SERVICE
5001 SHASTA DAM
CENTRAL VALLEY CA 96019
Shasta

DIST/DIR:

0.22 SE
REV:
ID1:
ID2:
STATUS:
PHONE:

MAP ID:

8

01/01/94
TISID-STATE45424
ACTIVE

UST HISTORICAL DATA
This site was listed in the FIDS Zip Code List as a UST site. The Office of Hazardous Data Management produced the FIDS list. The FIDS list is an index of
names & locations of sites recorded in various California State environmental agency databases. It is sorted by zip code and as an index, details regarding the
sites were never included.
The UST information included in FIDS as provided by the Office of Hazardous Data Management was originally collected from the SWEEPS database. The
SWEEPS database recorded Underground Storage Tanks and was maintained by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB). That agency no longer
maintains the SWEEPS database and last updated it in 1994. The last release of that 1994 database was in 1997.
Oversight of Underground Storage Tanks within California is now conducted by Certified Unified Program Agencies referred to as CUPA s. There are
approximately 102 CUPA s and Local Oversight Programs (LOP s) in the State of California. Most are city or county government agencies. As of 1998, all sites
or facilities with underground storage tanks were required by Federal mandate to obtain certification by designated UST oversight agencies (in this case, CUPA
s) that the UST/s at their location were upgraded or removed in adherence with the 1998 RCRA standards.
Information from the FIDS/SWEEPS lists were included in this report search to help identify where underground storage tanks may have existed that were not
recorded in CUPA databases or lists collected by Track Info Services. This may occur if a tank was removed prior to development of recent CUPA UST lists or
never registered with a CUPA.
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Environmental FirstSearch Database Descriptions

NPL: EPA NATIONAL PRIORITY LIST - Database of confirmed and proposed Superfund sites.
NPL Delisted: EPA NATIONAL PRIORITY LIST Subset - Database of delisted Superfund sites.
CERCLIS:
EPA
COMPREHENSIVE ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSE COMPENSATION AND
LIABILITY INFORMATION SYSTEM - Database of current and potential Superfund sites currently or
previously under investigation.
NFRAP:
EPA
COMPREHENSIVE ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSE COMPENSATION AND
LIABILITY INFORMATION SYSTEM ARCHIVED SITES - database of Archive designated CERCLA sites
that, to the best of EPA's knowledge, assessment has been completed and has determined no further steps will
be taken to list this site on the National Priorities List (NPL). This decision does not necessarily mean that
there is no hazard associated with a given site; it only means that, based upon available information, the
location is not judged to be a potential NPL site.
RCRA COR ACT: EPA RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY INFORMATION SYSTEM
SITES - Database of RCRA facilities with reported violations and subject to corrective actions.
RCRA TSD:
EPA
RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY INFORMATION SYSTEM
TREATMENT, STORAGE, and DISPOSAL FACILITIES. - Database of facilities licensed to store, treat and
dispose of hazardous waste materials.
RCRA GEN: EPA RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY INFORMATION SYSTEM SITES
- Database of facilities that generate or transport hazardous waste or meet other RCRA requirements.
LGN - Large Quantity Generators
SGN - Small Quantity Generators
VGN – Conditionally Exempt Generator.
Included are RAATS (RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System) and CMEL (Compliance Monitoring &
Enforcement List) facilities.
RCRA NLR: EPA RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY INFORMATION SYSTEM SITES
- Database of facilities not currently classified by the EPA but are still included in the RCRIS database.
Reasons for non classification:
Failure to report in a timely matter.
No longer in business.
No longer in business at the listed address.
No longer generating hazardous waste materials in quantities which require reporting.
Federal IC / EC: EPA BROWNFIELD MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (BMS) - database designed to assist
EPA in collecting, tracking, and updating information, as well as reporting on the major activities and
accomplishments of the various Brownfield grant Programs.
FEDERAL ENGINEERING AND INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS- Superfund sites that have either an
engineering or an institutional control. The data includes the control and the media contaminated.
ERNS: EPA/NRC EMERGENCY RESPONSE NOTIFICATION SYSTEM - Database of emergency
response actions. Data since January 2001 has been received from the National Response System database as
the EPA no longer maintains this data.
Tribal Lands:
DOI/BIA
INDIAN LANDS OF THE UNITED STATES - Database of areas with
boundaries established by treaty, statute, and (or) executive or court order, recognized by the Federal
Government as territory in which American Indian tribes have primary governmental authority. The Indian
Lands of the United States map layer shows areas of 640 acres or more, administered by the Bureau of Indian
Affairs. Included are Federally-administered lands within a reservation which may or may not be considered
part of the reservation.
State/Tribal Sites:

CA EPA

SMBRPD / CAL SITES- The California Department of Toxic Substances

Control (DTSC) has developed an electronic database system with information about sites that are known to be
contaminated with hazardous substances as well as information on uncharacterized properties where further
studies may reveal problems. The Site Mitigation and Brownfields Reuse Program Database (SMBRPD), also
known as CalSites, is used primarily by DTSC’s staff as an informational tool to evaluate and track activities
at properties that may have been affected by the release of hazardous substances.
The SMBRPD displays information in six categories. The categories are:
1. CalSites Properties (CS)
2. School Property Evaluation Program Properties (SCH)
3. Voluntary Cleanup Program Properties (VCP)
4. Unconfirmed Properties Needing Further Evaluation (RFE)
Please Note: FirstSearch Reports list the above sites as DB Type (STATE).
5. Unconfirmed Properties Referred to Another Local or State Agency (REF)
6. Properties where a No Further Action Determination has been made (NFA)
Please Note: FirstSearch Reports list the above sites as DB Type (OTHER).
Each Category contains information on properties based upon the type of work taking place at the site. For
example, the CalSites database is now one of the six categories within SMPBRD and contains only confirmed
sites considered as posing the greatest threat to the public and/or the potential public school sites will be found
within the School Property Evaluation Program, and those properties undergoing voluntary investigation
and/or cleanup are in the Voluntary Cleanup Program.
CORTESE LIST-Pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5, the Hazardous Waste and Substances Sites
List has been compiled by Cal/EPA, Hazardous Materials Data Management Program. The CAL EPA Dept. of
Toxic Substances Control compiles information from subsets of the following databases to make up the
CORTESE list:
1. The Dept. of Toxic Substances Control; contaminated or potentially contaminated hazardous waste sites
listed in the CAL Sites database. Formerly known as ASPIS are included (CALSITES formerly known as
ASPIS).
2. The California State Water Resources Control Board; listing of Leaking Underground Storage Tanks are
included (LTANK)
3. The California Integrated Waste Management Board; Sanitary Landfills which have evidence of
groundwater contamination or known migration of hazardous materials (formerly WB-LF, now AB 3750).
Note: Track Info Services collects each of the above data sets individually and lists them separately in the
following First Search categories in order to provide more current and comprehensive information:
CALSITES: SPL, LTANK: LUST, WB-LF: SWL
State Spills 90: CA EPA SLIC REGIONS 1 - 9- The California Regional Water Quality Control Boards
maintain report of sites that have records of spills, leaks, investigation, and cleanups.
State/Tribal SWL: CA IWMB/SWRCB/COUNTY SWIS SOLID WASTE INFORMATION SYSTEM-The
California Integrated Waste Management Board maintains a database on solid waste facilities, operations, and
disposal sites throughout the state of California. The types of facilities found in this database include landfills,
transfer stations, material recovery facilities, composting sites, transformation facilities, waste tire sites, and
closed disposal sites. For more information on individual sites call the number listed in the source field..
Please Note: This database contains poor site location information for many sites in the First Search reports;
therefore, it may not be possible to locate or plot some sites in First Search reports.
WMUDS-The State Water Resources Control Board maintained the Waste Management Unit Database System
(WMUDS). It is no longer updated. It tracked management units for several regulatory programs related to
waste management and its potential impact on groundwater. Two of these programs (SWAT & TPCA) are no
longer on-going regulatory programs as described below. Chapter 15 (SC15) is still an on-going regulatory
program and information is updated periodically but not to the WMUDS database. The WMUDS System
contains information from the following agency databases: Facility, Waste Management Unit (WMU), Waste
Discharger System (WDS), SWAT, Chapter 15, TPCA, RCRA, Inspections, Violations, and Enforcement's.
Note: This database contains poor site location information for many sites in the First Search reports;
therefore, it may not be possible to locate or plot some sites in First Search reports.
ORANGE COUNTY LANDFILLS LIST- A list maintained by the Orange County Health Department.
State/Tribal LUST: CA SWRCB/COUNTY LUSTIS- The State Water Resources Control Board maintains
a database of sites with confirmed or unconfirmed leaking underground storage tanks. Information for this
database is collected from the states regional boards quarterly and integrated with this database.
SAN DIEGO COUNTY LEAKING TANKS- The San Diego County Department of Environmental Health
maintains a database of sites with confirmed or unconfirmed leaking underground storage tanks within its

HE17/58 database. For more information on a specific file call the HazMat Duty Specialist at phone number
listed in the source information field.
State/Tribal UST/AST: CA EPA/COUNTY/CITY ABOVEGROUND STORAGE TANKS LISTING-The
Above Ground Petroleum Storage Act became State Law effective January 1, 1990. In general, the law
requires owners or operators of AST's with petroleum products to file a storage statement and pay a fee by July
1, 1990 and every two years thereafter, take specific action to prevent spills, and in certain instances
implement a groundwater monitoring program. This law does not apply to that portion of a tank facility
associated with the production oil and regulated by the State Division of Oil and Gas of the Dept. of
Conservation.
SWEEPS / FIDS STATE REGISTERED UNDEGROUND STORAGE TANKS- Until 1994 the State Water
Resources Control Board maintained a database of registered underground storage tanks statewide referred to
as the SWEEPS System. The SWEEPS UST information was integrated with the CAL EPA's Facility Index
System database (FIDS) which is a master index of information from numerous California agency
environmental databases. That was last updated in 1994. Track Info Services included the UST information
from the FIDS database in its First Search reports for historical purposes to help its clients identify where
tanks may possibly have existed. For more information on specific sites from individual paper files archived at
the State Water Resources Control Board call the number listed with the source information.
INDIAN LANDS UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS LIST- A listing of underground storage tanks
currently on Indian Lands under federal jurisdiction. California Indian Land USTS are administered by US
EPA Region 9.
CUPA DATABASES & SOURCES- Definition of a CUPA: A Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA) is a
local agency that has been certified by the CAL EPA to implement six state environmental programs within
the local agency's jurisdiction. These can be a county, city, or JPA (Joint Powers Authority). This program was
established under the amendments to the California Health and Safety Code made by SB 1082 in 1994.
A Participating Agency (PA) is a local agency that has been designated by the local CUPA to administer one
or more Unified Programs within their jurisdiction on behalf of the CUPA. A Designated Agency (DA) is an
agency that has not been certified by the CUPA but is the responsible local agency that would implement the
six unified programs until they are certified.
Please Note: Track Info Services, LLC collects and maintains information regarding Underground Storage
Tanks from majority of the CUPAS and Participating Agencies in the State of California. These agencies
typically do not maintain nor release such information on a uniform or consistent schedule; therefor, currency
of the data may vary. Please look at the details on a specific site with a UST record in the First Search Report
to determine the actual currency date of the record as provided by the relevant agency. Numerous efforts are
made on a regular basis to obtain updated records.
State/Tribal IC: CA EPA DEED-RESTRICTED SITES LISTING- The California EPA’s Department of
Toxic Substances Control Board maintains a list of deed-restricted sites, properties where the DTSC has
placed limits or requirements on the future use of the property due to varying levels of cleanup possible,
practical or necessary at the site.
State/Tribal VCP: CA EPA SMBRPD / CAL SITES- The California Department of Toxic Substances
Control (DTSC) has developed an electronic database system with information about sites that are known to be
contaminated with hazardous substances as well as information on uncharacterized properties where further
studies may reveal problems. The Site Mitigation and Brownfields Reuse Program Database (SMBRPD), also
known as CalSites, is used primarily by DTSC’s staff as an informational tool to evaluate and track activities
at properties that may have been affected by the release of hazardous substances.
The SMBRPD displays information in six categories. The categories are:
1. CalSites Properties (CS)
2. School Property Evaluation Program Properties (SCH)
3. Voluntary Cleanup Program Properties (VCP)
4. Unconfirmed Properties Needing Further Evaluation (RFE)
5. Unconfirmed Properties Referred to Another Local or State Agency (REF)
6. Properties where a No Further Action Determination has been made (NFA)
Please Note: FirstSearch Reports list the above sites as DB Type VC. Each Category contains information on
properties based upon the type of work taking place at the site. The VC category contains only those properties
undergoing voluntary investigation and/or cleanup and which are listed in the Voluntary Cleanup Program.
RADON: NTIS NATIONAL RADON DATABASE - EPA radon data from 1990-1991 national radon
project collected for a variety of zip codes across the United States.

State Permits: CA COUNTY SAN DIEGO COUNTY HE17 PERMITS- The HE17/58 database tracks
establishments issued permits and the status of their permits in relation to compliance with federal, state, and
local regulations that the County oversees. It tracks if a site is a hazardous waste generator, TSD, gas station,
has underground tanks, violations, or unauthorized releases. For more information on a specific file call the
HazMat Duty Specialist at the phone number listed in the source information field.
SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY HAZARDOUS MATERIALS PERMITS- Handlers and Generators Permit
Information Maintained by the Hazardous Materials Division.
State Other: CA EPA/COUNTY SMBRPD / CAL SITES- The California Department of Toxic Substances
Control (DTSC) has developed an electronic database system with information about sites that are known to be
contaminated with hazardous substances as well as information on uncharacterized properties where further
studies may reveal problems. The Site Mitigation and Brownfields Reuse Program Database (SMBRPD), also
known as CalSites, is used primarily by DTSC’s staff as an informational tool to evaluate and track activities
at properties that may have been affected by the release of hazardous substances.
The SMBRPD displays information in six categories. The categories are:
1. CalSites Properties (CS)
2. School Property Evaluation Program Properties (SCH)
3. Voluntary Cleanup Program Properties (VCP)
4. Unconfirmed Properties Needing Further Evaluation (RFE)
Please Note: FirstSearch Reports list the above sites as DB Type (STATE).
5. Unconfirmed Properties Referred to Another Local or State Agency (REF)
6. Properties where a No Further Action Determination has been made (NFA)
Please Note: FirstSearch Reports list the above sites as DB Type (OTHER).
Each Category contains information on properties based upon the type of work taking place at the site. For
example, the CalSites database is now one of the six categories within SMPBRD and contains only confirmed
sites considered as posing the greatest threat to the public and/or the potential public school sites will be found
within the School Property Evaluation Program, and those properties undergoing voluntary investigation
and/or cleanup are in the Voluntary Cleanup Program.
LA COUNTY SITE MITIGATION COMPLAINT CONTROL LOG- The County of Los Angeles Public
Health Investigation Compliant Control Log.
ORANGE COUNTY INDUSTRIAL SITE CLEANUPS- List maintained by the Orange County
Environmental Health Agency.
RIVERSIDE COUNTY WASTE GENERATORS-A list of facilities in Riverside County which generate
hazardous waste.
SACRAMENTO COUNTY MASTER HAZMAT LIST-Master list of facilities within Sacramento County
with potentially hazardous materials.
SACRAMENTO COUNTY TOXIC SITE CLEANUPS-A list of sites where unauthorized releases of
potentially hazardous materials have occurred.

Environmental FirstSearch Database Sources

NPL: EPA Environmental Protection Agency
Updated quarterly

NPL Delisted: EPA Environmental Protection Agency
Updated quarterly

CERCLIS: EPA Environmental Protection Agency
Updated quarterly

NFRAP: EPA Environmental Protection Agency.
Updated quarterly

RCRA COR ACT: EPA Environmental Protection Agency.
Updated quarterly

RCRA TSD: EPA Environmental Protection Agency.
Updated quarterly

RCRA GEN: EPA Environmental Protection Agency.
Updated quarterly

RCRA NLR: EPA Environmental Protection Agency
Updated quarterly

Federal IC / EC: EPA Environmental Protection Agency
Updated quarterly

ERNS: EPA/NRC Environmental Protection Agency
Updated semi-annually

Tribal Lands: DOI/BIA United States Department of the Interior
Updated annually

State/Tribal Sites: CA EPA The CAL EPA, Depart. Of Toxic Substances Control
Phone: (916) 323-3400
Updated quarterly/when available

State Spills 90: CA EPA The California State Water Resources Control Board
Updated when available

State/Tribal SWL: CA IWMB/SWRCB/COUNTY The California Integrated Waste Management Board
Phone:(916) 255-2331
The State Water Resources Control Board
Phone:(916) 227-4365
Orange County Health Department
Updated quarterly/when available

State/Tribal LUST: CA SWRCB/COUNTY The California State Water Resources Control Board
Phone:(916) 227-4416
San Diego County Department of Environmental Health
Updated quarterly/when available

State/Tribal UST/AST: CA EPA/COUNTY/CITY The State Water Resources Control Board
Phone:(916) 227-4364
CAL EPA Department of Toxic Substances Control
Phone:(916)227-4404
US EPA Region 9 Underground Storage Tank Program
Phone: (415) 972-3372
ALAMEDA COUNTY CUPAS:
* County of Alameda Department of Environmental Health
* Cities of Berkeley, Fremont, Hayward, Livermore / Pleasanton, Newark, Oakland, San Leandro, Union
ALPINE COUNTY CUPA:
* Health Department (Only updated by agency sporadically)
AMADOR COUNTY CUPA:
* County of Amador Environmental Health Department
BUTTE COUNTY CUPA
* County of Butte Environmental Health Division (Only updated by agency biannually)
CALAVERAS COUNTY CUPA:
* County of Calaveras Environmental Health Department
COLUSA COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Dept.
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY CUPA:
* Hazardous Materials Program
DEL NORTE COUNTY CUPA:
* Department of Health and Social Services
EL DORADO COUNTY CUPAS:
* County of El Dorado Environmental Health - Solid Waste Div (Only updated by agency annually)
* County of El Dorado EMD Tahoe Division (Only updated by agency annually)
FRESNO COUNTY CUPA:
* Haz. Mat and Solid Waste Programs
GLENN COUNTY CUPA:
* Air Pollution Control District
HUMBOLDT COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Division

IMPERIAL COUNTY CUPA:
* Department of Planning and Building
INYO COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Department
KERN COUNTY CUPA:
* County of Kern Environmental Health Department
* City of Bakersfield Fire Department
KINGS COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Services
LAKE COUNTY CUPA:
* Division of Environmental Health
LASSEN COUNTY CUPA:
* Department of Agriculture
LOS ANGELES COUNTY CUPAS:
* County of Los Angeles Fire Department CUPA Data as maintained by the Los Angeles County Department
of Public Works
* County of Los Angeles Environmental Programs Division
* Cities of Burbank, El Segundo, Glendale, Long Beach/Signal Hill, Los Angeles,Pasadena, Santa Fe Springs,
Santa Monica, Torrance, Vernon
MADERA COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Department
MARIN COUNTY CUPA:
* County of Marin Office of Waste Management
* City of San Rafael Fire Department
MARIPOSA COUNTY CUPA:
* Health Department
MENDOCINO COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Department
MERCED COUNTY CUPA:
* Division of Environmental Health
MODOC COUNTY CUPA:
* Department of Agriculture
MONO COUNTY CUPA:
* Health Department
MONTEREY COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Division
NAPA COUNTY CUPA:
* Hazardous Materials Section
NEVADA COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Department
ORANGE COUNTY CUPAS:
* County of Orange Environmental Health Department
* Cities of Anaheim, Fullerton, Orange, Santa Ana
* County of Orange Environmental Health Department
PLACER COUNTY CUPAS:
* County of Placer Division of Environmental Health Field Office
* Tahoe City
* City of Roseville Roseville Fire Department
PLUMAS COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Department
RIVERSIDE COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Department
SACRAMENTO COUNTY CUPA:
* County Environmental Mgmt Dept, Haz. Mat. Div.
SAN BENITO COUNTY CUPA:
* City of Hollister Environmental Service Department
SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY CUPAS:
* County of San Bernardino Fire Department, Haz. Mat. Div.
* City of Hesperia Hesperia Fire Prevention Department
*City of Victorville Victorville Fire Department

SAN DIEGO COUNTY CUPA:
* The San Diego County Dept. of Environmental Health HE 17/58
SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY CUPA:
* Department of Public Health
SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Division
SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY CUPAS:
* County of San Luis Obispo Environmental Health Division
* City of San Luis Obispo City Fire Department
SAN MATEO COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Department
SANTA BARBARA COUNTY CUPA:
* County Fire Dept Protective Services Division
SANTA CLARA COUNTY CUPAS:
* County of Santa Clara Hazardous Materials Compliance Division
* Santa Clara County Central Fire Protection District (Covers Campbell, Cupertino, Los Gatos, & Morgan
Hill)
* Cities of Gilroy, Milpitas, Mountain View, Palo Alto, San Jose Fire, Santa Clara, Sunnyvale
SANTA CRUZ COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Department
SHASTA COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Department
SIERRA COUNTY CUPA:
* Health Department
SISKIYOU COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Department
SONOMA COUNTY CUPAS:
* County of Sonoma Department Of Environmental Health
* Cities of Healdsburg / Sebastopol, Petaluma, Santa Rosa
STANISLAUS COUNTY CUPA:
* Department of Environmental Resources Haz. Mat. Division
SUTTER COUNTY CUPA:
* Department of Agriculture
TEHAMA COUNTY CUPA:
* Department of Environmental Health
TRINITY COUNTY CUPA:
* Department of Health
TULARE COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Department
TUOLUMNE COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health
VENTURA COUNTY CUPAS:
* County of Ventura Environmental Health Division
* Cities of Oxnard, Ventura
YOLO COUNTY CUPA:
* Environmental Health Department
YUBA COUNTY CUPA:
Updated quarterly/annually/when available

State/Tribal IC: CA EPA The California EPA Department of Toxic Substances Control.
Updated Updated quarterly/annually/when available

State/Tribal VCP: CA EPA The California EPA Department of Toxic Substances Control.
Updated Updated quarterly/annually/when available

RADON: NTIS Environmental Protection Agency, National Technical Information Services
Updated periodically

State Permits: CA COUNTY The San Diego County Depart. Of Environmental Health
Phone:(619) 338-2211
San Bernardino County Fire Department
Updated quarterly/when available

State Other: CA EPA/COUNTY The CAL EPA, Depart. Of Toxic Substances Control
Phone: (916) 323-3400
The Los Angeles County Hazardous Materials Division
Phone: (323) 890-7806
Orange County Environmental Health Agency
Phone: (714) 834-3536
Riverside County Department of Environmental Health, Hazardous Materials Management Division
Phone:(951) 358-5055
Sacramento County Environmental Management Department
Updated quarterly/when available

Environmental FirstSearch
Street Name Report for Streets within .25 Mile(s) of Target Property
TARGET SITE:

Street Name
1st St
2nd St
3rd St
4th St
5th St
6th St
Altus St
Ashby Rd
Beacon St
Beltline Rd
Buckeye Dump Rd
Buckeye St
Cabacchon Pl
Carpet Creek Way
Cedar Ave
Cedar St
Charters Ln
Cherry St
Conchas St
Construction Way
Cypress Ave
Dee Jay Ln
Digger Bay Rd
Duval Dr
Duval Ln
Fargo Ln
Fern Ave
Fern St
Fig St
Flanagans Rd
Foursquare Ct
Grape St
Hazel St
Hill Blvd
Hilltop Dr
Holley Ave
Holly St
Homer Ln
Huckleberry Ln
Ironhorse Rd
Jankanish Rd
Kenneth Ave
Kirkelie Ln
Kokanee Dr
Lake Blvd
Lakeview St
Lassen St
Latigo Way

SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

Dist/Dir
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.01 NE
0.01 NE
0.02 NW
0.00 -0.10 SE
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.20 SE
0.00 -0.00 -0.24 SE
0.09 SW
0.12 SE
0.14 SE
0.00 -0.00 -0.22 SW
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.11 SW
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.12 NW
0.06 SE
0.00 -0.00 -0.15 NE
0.05 NW
0.00 -0.00 -0.24 SE
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.06 SE
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.17 SE

JOB:

Street Name
Mason Dr
Miller Ave
Moccasin Ln
Montego Dr
N Belt Line Rd
N Beltline Rd
Nellie Bell Ln
Newton Rd
Newtown Rd
NORTH Belt Line Rd
NORTH Beltline Rd
Oak
Oak Ave
Oak St
Old Churchtown Ln
Old Churntown Rd
Olive St
Orange St
Ouray St
Pancake Hill Dr
Park Pl
Park St
Pickard St
Pine Ave
Pit St
Poplar St
Provo Ave
Ranchera Rd
Red Bud Ln
Rose Ave
Rouge Rd
Ruby Ln
Sacramento St
Shasta Ave
Shasta Dam Blvd
Shasta Park Dr
Shasta Park Rd
Shasta St
Short St
Slow Season Rd
Spike St
Spring St
Spruce Ave
Targa Dr
Terra Rosa Dr
Toyon Ave
Twin Lake Dr
Walker Mine Rd

GAI-SHASTA

Dist/Dir
0.00 -0.00 -0.06 NE
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.17 SW
0.13 SW
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.04 NW
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.22 SE
0.08 NW
0.08 SE
0.19 SE
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.14 SE
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.21 SE
0.00 -0.25 SW
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.16 SW
0.00 -0.00 -0.09 SW

Environmental FirstSearch
Street Name Report for Streets within .25 Mile(s) of Target Property
TARGET SITE:

Street Name
Laurel St
Leisure Ln
Lena Way
Linda Ln
Linda Vista Dr

SHASTA LAKE EIR PROP
SHASTA LAKE CA 96019

Dist/Dir
0.12 SE
0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 --

JOB:

Street Name
White Way
Williamson Rd
Yellow Pine Ave

GAI-SHASTA

Dist/Dir
0.00 -0.18 SW
0.00 --

