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ames. FEB 06 2008 ‘ #32 . ’
. RESOLUTION NO. 08-0089
ROBERT DEIS, Cierk of the Board of Supervisors l

of the State of Galifornia, in & for the County of
Sonoma

BY /\WW DEPUTY

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF
SONOMA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, MAKING CERTAIN FINDINGS,
ADOPTING A STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING ‘CONSIDERATIONS, AND
APPROVING AN EXPANSION OF THE CANYON ROCK QUARRY =
CONSISTING OF A 20-YEAR SURFACE MINING USE PERMIT TO EXPAND
QUARRY OPERATIONS ON 35+ ACRES TO ALLOW THE QUARRY TO
ANNUALLY EXPORT A MAXIMUM ‘OF-562,500 CUBIC YARDSOF
ICH500,000-CUBIC YARDS'COULD

DATED: January 29, 2008

62,500:CUBIC YARDS, INCLUDING RECYCLED MATERIAT. (APNS 083-210-
006, 083-210-015, 083-210-019, 083-210-020), ON PROPERTY LOCATED AT 7525
HIGHWAY 116 NORTH, FORESTVILLE; ZONED RRD (RESOURCES AND
RURALDEVELOPMENT), B6-160 ACRE DENSITY, SR (SCENIC
RESOURCES), BR (BIOTIC RESOURCE), F2 (FLOODPLAIN), MR (MINERAL
RESOURCE), SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT NO.5 (PLP97—0046) o

RESOLVED ‘that the Board of Superv1sors (“the Board”) of the County of
Sonema (“the County”) hereby finds as follows:

| 1 Procedural Hlstory ‘ ‘

1.1, Wendel Trappe (“the Project Applicant”) ﬁled Application PLP 97-0046
with-the County’s Permit and Resource Management Department (“PRMD?) to obtain the
entitlements necessary to expand the mining area of the Canyon Rock Quarry (heréinafter

“the Proposed Project”). :

12~ On June 20, 2006, the Board adopted Ordinance No. 5667, which amended
the zoning maps of the County by reclassifying 113.77+ acres of real property at the
Project site to add the MR (Mineral Resource) combmmg district to the current zoning
(“the MR Zone Change”).
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1.3' On June 20, 2006, the Board adopted Resolution No. 06-0595, which

“certified a final environmental impact report (hereinafter “Final EIR”) for the Proposed

Project.

1.4 On June 20, 2006, the Board adopted Resolution No. 06_—0596, which
adopted findings, mitigation measures, a monitoring program, and a statement of
overriding considerations and approved a 20-year surface mining use permit to expand
Canyon Rock’s Quarry operations onto 35+ acres (“the Northern Expansion Area’) with
an annual production limit of 500,000 cubic yards per year, plus 62,500 cubic yards in
recycling per year (“Use Permit PLP 97-0046), and approved a reclamation plan
covering both a vested rights area and the expansion mining area at the Project site (“the
Reclamation Plan™).

1.5 OnlJuly 17, 2006, Forestville:Citizens for Sensible Growth' (“Petitioner™)
filed a Petition for Writ of Mandate-challenging:the Board’s certification of the Final EIR
and approval of.the Project (Forestville Citizens for Serisible Growth v. County of Sonoma
etal., Sonoma County Supenor Court Case No. 23 8992) (herelnafter “the Petltlon”)

1 6 On August 28 2007 the Sonoma County Superior Court entered Judgment
grantlng in parz‘ and denying in part the Petition. The Court upheld all of the Board’s

" actions as.set forth in Ordinance No. 5667 and Resolutions 06-0595 and 06-0596, except

the approval of Use Permit PLP 97-0046. The Court found that the production

allowances stated in Condition 42 of Use Permit PLP 97-0046 (“Original Permit
Condition No. 42”) could result in an additional 4,400 truck trips that were not considered
in the Final EIR traffic analysis. The Court issued a Peremptory Writ of Mandate |
directing the Board to set aside its June 20, 2006 approval of Use Permit PLP97-0046 and
to not approve the same or a new use permit for the Project until it held a public hearing
and fully complied with the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”). The Court
upheld the Board’s certification of the Final EIR and approval of the MR Zone Change

..and the Reclamation Plan. - oo S - e

1.7 On October 24, 2007, in accordance with the Peremptory Wnt of Mandate,

the Board adopted Resolution No. 07-0894, which amended Resolution No. 06-0596 to

set aside any and all portions of that resolution that constitute approval of Use Permit
PLP97-0046. The remainder of Resolution No. 06-0596 remains in full force and effect.
Resolution No. 07-0894 did not vacate Board certification of the Final EIR or Board
approval of the MR Zone Change or the Reclamation Plan.

1.8 On November 21, 2007, the Project Applicant submitted a written reQuest
that the County re-approve Use Permit PLP97-0046 with modifications to the first
paragraph of Original Permit Condition No. 42 (hereinafter “Modified Permit Condition
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No. 42”) (the rest of Original Permit Condition No. 42 would remain unchanged). The
Project Applicant indicated that the amendments are intended to correct a problem in the -
wording of Original Permit Condition No. 42, and to ensure that production would not
generate truck traffic beyond that analyzed in the Final EIR. The Project Applicant also
noted that the Project configuration differs slightly from that analyzed in the Final EIR, 1n
that it would increase the total amount of materials processed. on'site; and-thus could :
result in slight increases in air emissions, noise generated from processmg equlpment and
water demand.

- 1.9 Based.on the Project Applicant’s request, the County has prepared an
Addendum to the Final EIR (“the Addendum”) pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA
Guidelines (California Code of Regulations, title 14, §15000 ef seq.).. A-true and correct
copy - of the Addendum 1s attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and 1ncorporated herein by this
reference

1.10 Asrequested by the Project Applicant, Modified Permit Condition No. 42
would allow the Quarry to annually export a maximum of 562,500 cubic:yards of
aggregate material. Of this amount, up to 500,000 cubic yards could consist of material
mined on-site, and up to 62,500 cubic yards could consist of rnatenal ‘imported: to the srte

' 1nc1ud1ng recycled material. ¥

1.11 The Board has had an opportunity to review th1s resolution and the. ﬁndlngs
determinations, declarations, and orders contained herein and the exhibits hereto and~
hereby finds that they accurately set forth the intentions of the Board regarding the
Addendum and Modified Permit Condition No. 42.

2. CEQA Compliance

2.1  The Final EIR disclosed that the Proposed Project poses certain significant

[ S —' o potentlally significant-adverse- enV1ronm--er-1-tal‘1~mpacts that-can-be-mitigated-todess-than
significant levels. Those impacts were fully and accurately summarized in Exhibit “A” to
Resolution No. 06-0596, which is incorporated herein by this reference. The Board
determined that the significant adverse environmental impacts of the Proposed Project
summarized in Exhibit “A” to Resolution No. 06-0596 have been eliminated or reduced
to a point where they would clearly have no significant effect on the environment.

2.2 The Fial EIR disclosed that the Proposed Project posed certain significant
or potentially significant adverse environmental impacts that, even after the inclusion of
mitigation measures, may not, or cannot, be avoided if the Proposed Project is approved.
Those impacts, which relate to transportation and traffic, secondary impacts resulting
from off-site mitigation measures, biological resources, noise, and aesthetics, were fully
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and accurately summarized in Exhibit “B” to Resolution No. 06-0596, which 1s
incorporated herein by this reference. :

. 2.3 By Resolution No. 06-0596, as to the significant unavoidable environmental
impacts of the Proposed Project identified in the Final EIR, the Board found that specific
economic, social, technological, or other considerations made additional mitigation of
those impacts infeasible, in that all feasible mitigation measures had been incorporated
into the Proposed Project, and that the project alternatives were infeasible. The Board
further found that it balanced the benefits of the Proposed Project against its unavoidable
environmental risks and determined that the benefits of the Proposed Project outweighed
the unavoidable adverse environmental effects. The Board further determined that the
unavoidable adverse environmental effects of the Proposed Project were -acceptable, that
there were overriding considerations which support the Board’s approval of the Proposed
Project, and that those considerations were identified in Exhibit “C” to Resolution No.
06-0596.

24  The Final EIR described a range of reasonable alternatives. Those .
alternatives were fully and-accurately summarized in Exhibit “D” to Resolution No. 06-
0596, 'which is incorporated herein by this reference. Those alternatives, however, were
infeasible for reasons set forth in Exhibit “D” to Resolution No. 06-0596 and in the
administrative record.

2.5  The Board finds and determines that to the extent that Resolution No. 07-
0894 rescinded in whole orin part any of the findings and determinations that the Board
-made in regard to Exhibits “A”, “B”, “C”, or “D” attached to Resolution No. 06:0596, the
- Board hereby re-adopts the findings made in said exhibits and in particular sections 2.3,
2.4,2.5, and 2.6 of Resolution No. 06-0596.

2.6  State CEQA Guidelines Section 15164, subdivision (a), provides that the

additions are necessary but none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for
preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred.” (State CEQA Guidelines, §15164, subd.
(A); see also Pub. Resources Code, § 21166 [providing that no new EIR is required
unless “[s]ubstantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major
revisions of the [EIR]”].) An addendum need not be circulated for public review or
comment, but must be considered by the agency before making its decision on the project.
(State CEQA Guidelines, § 15164, subds. (c), (d).) The State CEQA Guidelines state
that an agency should include a brief explanation of its decision not to prepare a
subsequent EIR in the addendum, the agency’s findings on the project, or elsewhere in the
record. (State CEQA Guidelines, § 15164, subd. (e).) The agency’s explanation must be
supported by substantial evidence. (/d.)

GTD 91567.7 (Final) 4 01/29/08

e County-shall “prepare-an addendum-to-a previously certified EIR if-'seme-changes or-- -



2.7  The Addendum discloses the difference in impacts that would result from
Modified Permit Condition No. 42 as compared to those analyzed in the EIR. As
referenced above, Modified Permit Condition No. 42 would allow the Quarry to annually
~ export a maximum of 562,500 cubic yards of aggregate material. Of this amount, up to
500,000 cubic yards could consist of material mined .on-site, andup-to 62,500 cubic yards
could consist of material imported to the site, including recycled material.. The Board -
finds that although Modified Permit Condition No. 42 would authorize armual production
of an additional 62, 500 cubic yards of aggregate, it would not.change the Quarry’s
estimated 20 year gradlng footpr]nt Modified Permit Condition No. 42 similarly would
not change other, aspects of the Project Description. The Quarry’s hours of operation, -

' placement and use of on-site mobile and stationary equipment, management of material,
number of employees, blasting patterns, and drainage management facilities would be -
exactly the same as described in the Reclamation Plan and as analyzed n the F1nal EIR

2.8 The Addendum discloses the impacts of the Proposed PI‘O_] ectand Modnﬁed
Perm1t Condition No 42 on traffic and transportation,; air- quality, noise, hydrology and
water quality, land use and planning, geology, seismicity and mineral resources,hazard’s
and hazardous rnatenals biological resources, aesthetics, public services:and utilities,
cultural resources. It also discloses the impacts on cultural resources and the cumulatlve
1mpacts of the Proposed Project. b T :

29 The Addendum d1scloses and the Board finds that the Proposed PrOJect and
Modlﬁed Perm1t Cond1t10n No. 42 will not résult in a new significant-environmental
effect or a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant effect
due to substantial changes proposed in the project, substantial changes with respect to the:
Proposed Project circumstances, or new information of substantial importance that was -
not known and could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at
the time the Board certified the Final EIR. : - ‘

2,10~ -With M.odiﬁae.d»_E.,ermi.t;C.ondiiion;N.o.;427,:‘the~;Board=again—ﬁnds,»—-‘w—i-t»h—respee-t —

to the significant unavoeidable impacts of the Proposed Project identified in the Final EIR,
that specific economic, social, technological, or other considerations make additional
mitigation of those impacts to be infeasible, in that.all feasible mitigation measures have
been incorporated into the Proposed Project, and that the project alternatives are
infeasible. The Board again finds that it has balanced the benefits of the Proposed Project
against its unavoidable environmental risks and determines that the benefits of the
Proposed Project outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental effects. The Board
further determines that the unavoidable adverse environmental effects of the Proposed
Project are acceptable, that there are overridinig considerations that support the Board’s
approval of the Proposed Project, and that those considerations are identified in Exhibit
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“B”, attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference (“the Statement of
Overriding Considerations™).

2.11 To ensure that the project revisions and mitigation measures identified in
the Final EIR are implemented, the Board is required by CEQA and the State CEQA
Guidelines to.adopt a mitigation monitoring program on the revisions the Board has
required in the Proposed Project and the measures the Board has imposed to miitigate or
avoid significant environmental effects. The mitigation monitoring program for the
Proposed Project (“the Mitigation Monitoring Program”) is set forth in the conditions of
approval imposed herein, attached hereto as Exhibit “C” and incorporated herein by this
reference. The Mitigation Monitoring Program will be implemented in accordance with

all applicable requirements of CEQA, the State CEQA Guidelines, and local ordinances.

2.12  Prior to the public hearing on January 29, 2008, the Board received a letter
from Allan G. Tilton of Forestville, m which he requested that the Board consider a
roundabout instead of a signalization at Mirabel and'State Route 116. The Board
specifically finds that requiring the Project Appli¢ant to pay its fair share to mitigate
traffic-impacts would net constitute approval or otherwise commit the County to any
specific engineering design. In particular, intersection‘improvements at State Route 116
and Mirabel Road is a separate project that will require approval by the California
Department of Transportation (“Caltrans”), and 1s currently undergoing CEQA review.
The final design has not been selected, and will be influenced by engineering feasibility,
the env1ronmental analysis, and public comments solicited during that CEQA process.

2 13 Prior to the- pubhc hearing on January 29, 2008 the Board recelved a letter

-from Shute, Mihaly & Weinberger, LLP, on behalf of F orestville Citizens for Sensible

Growth, which raised three issues. With regard to the first issue, the Board finds that it
need not refrain from approving this use permit until Forestville Citizens for Sensible
Growth completes its litigation challenging Board’s actions in regard to the prior use

--permit.--With regard-to the second-issue,the Board finds that this use permit would not -~~~ ~ ==~

result in an increase in on-site mining beyond that analyzed in the EIR. The Project
analyzed in the EIR consisted of 500,000 cubic.yards of annual production, of which
125,000 cubic yards could—but was not required to—consist of imported material. The
EIR’s traffic analysis analyzed the impacts of full importation because that represented
the “worst case” for traffic impacts. The Addendum has been revised to reflect these -
facts. With regard to the third issue, the Board finds that its approval of this use permit

- does not: estabhsh a precedent regardlng aggregate recycling by other projects.

2.14 The Board finds that no significant new information has been presented,
orally or in writing, that would trigger any requirement to prepare a Supplemental EIR or
to modify its environmental determinations with respect to the Proposed Project.
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3. General Plan, ARM Plan, Zonmg,
and SMARO Compliance -

3.1 . By Resolution No. 06-0596, it was determined that the Proposed Project 1s
con31stent w1th the Sonoma.County-General Plan:(“the General Plan™).- The findings and
determinations set forth in Resolution No. 06-0596, and specifically section 3.1 ef seq-,
are incorporated herein by this reference. The Board finds that the Proposed PrOJect and
Modified Permit-Condition No. 42 are consistent w1th the General Plan

e 3 2 B By Resoluuon No.-06= 0596 it was. determmed that the Proposed PrOJect 18
con31stent w1th the ARM Plan. The ﬁndlngs and determinations set forthin'Resolution -
No. 06 0596 .and specifically section 3.2.et.seq., . areincorporated herein:by:this. _
reference The Board finds that the Proposed Project.and Modified Permit: Condltlon No
42 are consistent w1th the ARM Plan

3.3 Ifcarried out in accordance with this-resolution; the:conditions of approval
1mposed herem and state reporting requirements, the:Proposed PrOJect 1s: and w1ll be am -
compllance w1th the State Surface Mining.and Reclamatlon Act. Tioonalan o

3 4 Cl?he Board adopted Ordlnance No 5667 Wthh amended the Zoning maps
of the. County by reclas31fy1ng 113 77+ acres of real- property at the PrOJ ect 31te to’ add the

Change) Wlth the MR Zone Change the PrOJ ect Slte 1S zoned RRD (Resources and
Rural Development) B6-160 acre density MR (Mineral Resources), BR (Biotic
Resources), SR (Scenic Resources), and F2 (Secondary Flood Plain). ‘Processing of
mineral resources are conditional uses requiring a use permit in the RRD (Resources and
‘Rural Development) MR (Mineral Resources).zoning district. The Proposed Project is,
therefore, consistent with the permitted uses in the RRD (Resources ‘and-Riuial 8
Development) B6-160 acre dens1ty MR (Mlneral Resources) zoning - dlstncts

3 5 By Resolutlon No. 06- 0596 section 3.5.et seq., the Board made additional
General Pl_an and Zoning findings in connection with the Proposed Project. ‘Those -
findings are incorporated herein by this reference. .. "

- 36 The -establishment, mamtenance and operatlon of the uses and facilities
1ncluded in the Proposed Project and the approval herein of a use permit for the Northern
Expansion Area (“the Northern Expansion Area Use Permit”) to allow 20-year mining of
aggregate materials, as conditioned herein, will not, under the circumstances of this -
particular case, be detrimental to the health, safety, peace, comfort, or general welfare of
persons residing or working in the neighborhood or to the general welfare of the area, nor -
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will it be detrimental or injurious to property and improvements in the neighborhood or
the general welfare of the area. The circumstances of this particular case are:

(a)  The types of uses included in the Proposed Project were anticipated by the
General Plan, and policy and land use designations were established to allow mining on

the site.

(b)  The Northern Exp.ansion Area Use Permit will, as conditioned herein,

- provide for comprehensive control of the uses at the Project Site and incorporate all of the

mitigation measures identified in the Final EIR and the ARM Plan Program EIR to ensure
that environmental quality is maintained. The conditions of approval imposed herein

‘include limits on production capacity, requirements for noise control, control of surface

runoff, landscaping and design of facilities, mitigation of biological 1mpacts and ongomg
monitoring.

(¢)  The mitigation measures for the Propesed Project in¢lude installation of
roadway improvements inthe vicinity of the Project Site that address traffic and
circulation effects. If, as expected, Caltrans approves the installation of the road
improvements, the Proposed Project will have a material beneficial effect on traffic and
circulation in the area.. Traffic improvements required of the Proposed Project are

“sufficient to conclude that the Proposed Project does not contravene the general welfare

standard as a result of the potentially significant impacts 1dent1ﬁed n Exhlblt “B™to
Resolution No. 06-0596..

4. Application of Use Permit Conditions to Vested Rights Parcels
4.1  Atthe March 14, 2006 Board hearing, the Project Applicant made a

voluntary offer to implement all the conditions of approval imposed by the Board for
mining and processing within its vested parcels (APNs 083-130-082, -083, -084, and -

--(85) as long as the use permit approved by the Board remains in effect and to recorda™ =~ ="~

deed restriction, in the form of a-covenant, condition and restriction. The Project
Applicant made this offer subject to the conditions set:forth in Section 4.1 of Resolution
No. 06-0596, and continues to consider those conditions to be an essential part of the
offer. The Board continues to consider the Project Applicant's offer, as set forth in
section 4.1 of Resolution No. 06-0596, an essential part of the Proposed Project and has

- relied on the offer in deciding to re-approve the Proposed Project, without superseding

any vested rights that might currently exist. The form of'the deed restrictionis set forth
in Exhibit “F” to Resolution No. 06-0596, which is incorporated herein by this reference.
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~-~documents-and otheraterials that-censtitutetherecord of the proceedings-upon-which=-===

5. Evidence in the Recbrd

5.1  Inmaking the findings and determinations set forth above and in the

. exhibits attached hereto and the exhibits to Resolution No. 06-0596 referenced herein, the
Board, on occasion, references specific evidence in the record. No such specific
reference is intended to be exclusive or exhaustlve Rather, the Board has relied on the
totality-of the evidence in the record of thesga proceedings. in reaching its decisions herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board, based on
the foregoing findings and the record of these proceedings, hereby declares and orders as
follows: '

1. The foregoing findings, and the findings and determinations set forth in the
exhibits attached hereto and referenced herein, are true and correct, are supported by
substantial evidence in the record, and are adopted as set forth herein.

2. The Statement of Overriding'Consi-derati‘ons 1s adopted as made in Section
2.10 and set forth in Exhibit “B.” ‘

- 3. A 20-year use permit fof the Nbrthem Expansion Area is approved subject
to the cond1t1ons of approval and the Mitigation Momtonng Program set forth in Exhibit
CGC 22

4. The Mitigation Monitoring Program as set forth in Exhibit “C” is adopted. -
PRMD is directed to undertake monitoring in accordance with the Mitigation Monitoring,
Program to ensure that required project revisions and mitigation measures are complied
with during project implementation.

5. The Clerk of the Board of Supervisors is designated as the custodian of the

the Board’s decisions herein are based. These documents may be found at the office of
the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, 575 Admlmstratlon Drive, Room 100A, Santa
Rosa, CA 95403.
SUPERVISORS:
| BROWN: Aye SMITH: Aye KELLEY: Aye REILLY:N o KERNS: Aye
‘AYES: 4 NOES: 1 ABSENT: 0 ABSTAIN: 0

SO ORDERED.
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ADDENDUM

TO THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR THE CANYON ROCK QUARRY EXPANSION PROJECT

SCH # 2000072063
Lead Agency: County of Sonoma

January 2008

Prepared by:
County of Sonoma
Permit and Resource Management Department
’ 2550 Ventura Ave '
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-2829



“ “gonisidérations Both resolitions desciibed the project as 4l expansion of quaiTy operations

I OVERVIEW

‘"The County of Sonoma has prepared this Addendum to the Canyon Rock Quarry

_ Expansron Project Final Environmental Impact Report (“EIR™) (SCH # 2000072063), certified

June 20, 2006, for the purpose.of examining the applicant’s request for-a minor modification to
the Canyon Rock Quarry Surface Mining Permit: Conditions of Approval and Mitigation
Monitoring Plan (“Modified Permit Condition™) necessary to-ensure that the Project would not

generate truck traffic or other impacts beyond those analyzed in the EIR.

I. BACKGROUND

In. 1997, Mr. Wendel Trappe submitted an application for a Use Permit and other

_entitlements to. allow him to.continue producing-aggregate at-the Canyon Rock:Quarry, which -

has been operating since the early 1940s and has been operated by the Trappe family for
approxnnately 34 years. ‘The quarry has a vested right to produce at Jeast 500,000 cubic yards of
aggregate per year, and wasidentified for future expansion in the 1994 Sonoma County
Aggregate Resources: Management Plan and Program EIR L

S The County prepared a full EIR analyzmg M. Trappe S apphcatlon under the Cahforma
Envrronmental Quality Act (“CEQA™) (Pub. Resources Code, §:21000:¢et seqs). TheEIR -
disclosed and analyzed the environmental impacts that-would result from constructing and
operating the proposed project, mitigated them to the maximum extent feasible, and evaluated
several reasonable altematlves The County Planning-Commission and Board of Supervisors
received substantial public testimony both for and. against the proposed project, and- con31dered
the testimony, EIR, and project on numerous occasions between June: 2004 -and-June 2006.

,On June 20, 2006, the Sonoma County:Board of Supervisors (“Board”) adopted an
ordinance and two resolutions certifying the EIR and approving the projeét. ‘Ordinance No. 5667
amended the County zoning maps to add the MR (Mineral Resource) Combining District 1o the
property’s existing zoning. Resolution No. 06-0595 certified the FIR. Resolution No. 06-0596
approved a 20-year surface mining permit and a reclamationplan for the project, and adopted
certain findings, mitigation measures, a monitoring program, and a statemerit of overriding

“with an annual productlon limit of 500,000 cubic yards per year, plus 62, SOO cublc yards in
recychng per year.”

The Forestville Citizens for Sensible Growth thereafter prosecuted a writ of mandate
action challenging the Board’s decisions to add the MR zoning, certify the EIR, and approve the
surface mining permit and reclamation plan (Forestville Citizens for Sensible Growth v. County
of Sonoma, et al: (Sonoma Superior Court No.-SCV 238992)). In July 2007, the Court rejected
all but one of the group’s arguments, and upheld the Board’s.decisions+to-addthe MR zoning,
certify the EIR, and approve the reclamation plan. Those Board decisions have been appealed by
the group, but are immune from collateral attack via this Addendum :

The-Court also found‘that Condition 42 of the final Permit-Conditions of Approval and -
Mitigation Monitoring Plan allowed approximately 4,400 additional Project-related truck trips
that had not been analyzed in the EIR. Although the Board’s approving resolutions had ‘



authorized annual production of 500,000 cubic yards and 62,500 cubic yards of recycled
material, Condition 42 provided (in relevant part):

In no case shall the amount of matenal sold or exported in any one year from the

~ entire quarry operation exceed 500,000 cubic yards (excluding recycled materials)
unless a modification to this Use Permit is first obtained. A maximum of 125,000
cubic yards of aggregate materials (including recycled materials) may be imported
from outside sources each-year. Inno case shall the total amount of material sold
or exported (including material imported from outside sources) exceed 562,500
cubic yards each year. -

The Court found that by allowing 125,000 cubic yards of annual importation, the
condition authorized not only the 62,500 cubic yards of recycled material approved by the Board,
but importation of another 62,500 cubic yards as well. This importation, the Court found, would
result in approx1mately 4,400 truck trips not analyzed in the E]ZR

The Court therefore directed the: County to “set aside the June 20,2006 approval of Use

‘Permit PLP97-0046 and not approve the same or a new use permit for the Project until the

County has held a public.hearing-on any proposed use permit for the:Project and fully complied

‘with the California Environmental Quality Act.” As‘noted above,.the Court upheld the Board’s

certlﬁcatlon of the EIR and’ approval of the MR rezone and other pI'OJ ject entltlements

On October 24,2007, the Board of: ?Superv1sors adopted Resolution No. 07-0894, which
amended Resolution No. 06-0596 to-set aside any and all portions of that resolution that
constitute approval of use permit PLP97-0046.

On November 21, 2007, Canyon Rock submitted a written request that the County
reapprove use permit PLP97-0046 with the following amendments to the first paragraph of
Condition 42 (the rest of the Condition would remain unchanged): :

This Use Permit allows continued operation of mining/rock extraction,
processing, rock crushing, screening and stockpiling, and concrete/asphalt

mobile home, with 22 employees on APNs 083-130-082, -083, -084, and -085 as
described in the Canyon Rock Company surface mining application dated
September 18, 2002, as modified by these conditions. The volume of material of
all types exported from.the Quarry shall not exceed 562,500 cubic yards in any
one vear. Ofthis amount, no'more than 500,000 cubic vards shall consist of
material mined on-site. In no case shall the. amount of material imported to the
site, 1nc1ud1ng recycled materials, exceed 62,500 cub1c yards:i 1n any one year. In

~recycling sipported by an office, two. scalés, shop operations and a caretaker



Canyon Rock explained that these amendments are intended to correct a problem in the wording

.of the original Condition 42, and to ensure that production would not-generate truck traffic

beyond that analyzed in EIR. Canyon Rock also noted that this project configuration differs
slightly from that analyzed in the EIR, in that it would increase the total amount of materials
processed on site, and thus could result in slight increases in air emissions, noise generated from
processing equ1pment and water demand.-

This Addendum has been prepared to address these and all other potent1a1 impacts of the
Mod1ﬁed Permit.Condition. D

. CEQA STANDARD

The County of Sonoma has prepared this Addendum pursuant to CEQA and the CEQA
Guidelines.' Specifically, CEQA Guidelines Section 15164, subdivision (a), provides-that the .
County shall “prepare an addendum to a previously certified EIR if some changes or additions
are necessary but none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for-preparation of a
subsequent EIR have occurred.” (CEQA{ Guidelines, § 15164, subd. (a); see.alsoPub:Resources

_Code ‘§ 21166 [prowdmg that no new EIR.ds required unless * [s]ubstantral changes are proposed

O_] ect whrch will require major, revrsrons of the [EIR]’].) -
Secti_on 15162 of the CEQAv G.uide]ineszprov-ides that:

When an EIR has been certified or anegative declaration adopted for’a‘project, no
subsequent EIR shall be prepared for that project unless the lead agency determines, on
the basis of substantial evidence in the hght of the whole record one or- more of the
followmg » :

(1) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisioins

" ~of the previous EIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of new ‘
significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of
previously identified significant effects;

= +(2) = ~-Substantial changes oceur with Téspect to-the circumstances under which the ~ ~
' project is undertaken which will require major revisions of-the previous EIR or
Negative Declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental
effects or a substantial increase in the severity of prev1ous1y 1dent1ﬁed s1gn1ﬁcant
effects; or >

(3)  New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not
have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the
previous EIR was certified as complete or the Nega’uve Declaration was adopted,
shows any of the following:

(A)  The project will have one or more significant effects not dlscussed in the
* previous EIR or negative declaration;

' California Code of Regulations, title 14, § 15000 et seq.



(B)  Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe
than shown in the previous EIR;

(C)  Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible
' would in fact be feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more .
significant effects of the project, but the project proponents decline to
adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or

(D)  Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from
those analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or
more significant effects on the environment, but the project proponents .
decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative.”

" (CEQA Guidelines, § 15162, subd. (a).)

An addéndum need not be circulated for public review or comment, but miust be
considered by the agency: before making its decisioni on the project. (CEQA Guidelines, §
15164, subds. (c), (d).) The Guidelines state that-an agency should include a brief explanation of
its decision not to prepare a subsequent EIR in‘the addendum, the agency’s findings on the
project, or elsewhere in the record. (CEQA Guidelines, § 15164, subd. (e) )} The agency’s
explanation must be supported by substantial evidence. (/d.)

IV. ANALYSIS

This Addendum examines the difference in impacts that would result from the Modified
Permit Condition as compared to those analyzed in the EIR. The Addendum specifically
evaluates whether the County’s reapproval of the use permit with the Modified Permit Condition
would trigger the need for a subsequent EIR under CEQA ‘Guidelines, § 15162, subd. (2). The
Addendum examines whether approval would result in a new significant environmental effect or
a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant effect due to:

(1) Substantial changes proposed in the pI‘OJ ect;
— "°(2) " Substantial changes that would occur with réspect to the circumstances under
' which the project is undertaken; or
(3) New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not
* have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the EIR
was certified. '

This Addendum necessarily relies on the Final EIR prepared and certified for the Project,
and hereby incorporates that document by reference. For ease of reference, this Addendum
follows the general organizational framework used in the EIR. . -

A. Project Description

'As described above, the Modified Permit Condition would allow the Quarry to annualiy

‘export a maximum of 562,500 cubic yards of aggregate material. Of this amount, up to 500,000

cubic yards could consist of material mined on-site, and up to 62,500 cubic yards could consist
of material imported to the site, including recycled materals.
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The EIR Project Description assumed that 500,000 cubic yards of material would be
mined and processed on-site each year. (EIR, atpp. III-16to -17.)

The Reclamation Plan analyzed in the EIR establishes the 20-year grading plan to show
the maximum extent of mining at 500,000 cubic yards of material/per year for twenty years.”
(Canyon. Rock Reclamation Plan, at p. 12.) The Reclamation Plan,.at Exhibit 4, contains a map
showing the estimated Quarry grading footprint after twenty years. (Ibld at Exh1b1t 4. ) This
Exh1b1t was incorporated into the EIR at Fig. III-11 and others. ;

Although the Modified Permit Condition would authorize anmual production of an
additional 62,500 cubic yards of aggregate, it would not change the Quarry’s estimated 20-year
grading footprint. The Modified Permit Condition would not change the size, location,:or
footpn'nt of the proj ect ,des.cribed in the EIR. » :

" The Modified Permit Condition similarly would not change other aspects of the PI'O_] ect.
Description. The Quarry’s hours of operation, placement and use of on-site mobile and
stationary equipment, management of material, number of employees, blasting patterns, and .
dramage management facilities would be exactly the same as described.in the Reclamation Plan
and as analyzed in the BIR. Thus, the EIR’s Project Ovemew PI'O_] ect Ob_] ectives; Site Location
and Description, Ex1st1ng Operations and Production, Background, Potentlal ‘Subsequent Mining -

“Beyond Proposed. 20—Year Limit of Grading and Permit Requirements sections all remain
‘ unchanged

B. Environmental Issues, Impacts, and Mitigation Mea_sures
1. Traffic and Transportation

The EIR’s traffic analysis assumed a “worst case” scenario in which the Project woild
process 375,000 cubic yards per year of material mined on-site, and 125,000 cubic yards per year -
of recycled material. (EIR, atp. IV.A-18.) The EIR determined that this production would
generate 44,014 truck loads (at 14.2 cubic yards each), including 35,211 outbound loads:for total
processed aggregate, and 8,803 for inbound recycled material. (Ibid.) The EIR assumed that

" “eachloaded outbound truck would arrive empty, “and éach loaded inbound truck would Teave T

empty. (EIR, atp. IV.A-19))

Put another way, the EIR assumed that of the 44,014 trucks that would arrive and depart -
from the Quarry each year, 8,803 would arrive loaded with recycled material and 35,211 would
arrive empty, and that 8,803 would leave empty and 35 211 would leave loaded with processed
material.

The Modified Permit Condition would not generate truck trips beyond the 44,014
analyzed in the EIR.. Under the Modified Permit Condition, a total of 4,401 trucks would arrive
loaded with recycled material (the equivalent of 62,500 cubic yards) and 39_ 613 would arrive
empty; 4,401 would leave empty and 39,613 would leave loaded with processed material (the
equivalent of 562,500 cubic yards). : '

The following table compares the number of loaded inbound and outbound trucks under

the EIR to the revised Permit Condition.‘



Scenario Production (cy/yr) - Truck Trips
DEIR “Proejeect-Case? :
Outbound Loads (total) 500,000 : 35,211
Inbound Loads (total)- ' 125,000 8,803
: Total o 44,014
Modified Permit Condition :
Outbound Loads (total) 562,500 | 39,613
Inbound Loads (total) 62,500 4,401
Total ' 44,014

The Modified Permit Condition would generate the identical number of annual truck trips
analyzed in the EIR. Therefore, approval of the Modified Permit Condition would not result in
any new effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously 1dent1ﬁed s1gn1ﬂcant
effects related to annual truck traffic.

- The Modified Permit Condition similarly would not result in changes to the traffic
distribution‘pattern or peak volume analysis in the EIR. Under the Modified Permit Condition,
65% ofall inbound and outbound trucks would continue to use Mirabel and River Roads, while
35% would use Highway 116 through Forestville. (EIR, at p. IV.A-19.) This distribution pattern
does not depend on whether a truck is loaded or empty. (Ibid.) Similarly, the EIR based its peak
volume analysis only on the total number of inbound and outbound trucks over a given period
(e.g., one hour), and it does not depend on whether those trucks are loaded or empty. (Ibid.) As
a result, the Modified Permit Condition would not résult in changes to the EIR’s analysis of the
overall distribution pattern and the peak volume traffic.

Finally, the Modified Permit Condition would not change the Quarry’s hours of operation
or number of employees, and thus would not change any traffic or transportation impacts caused

by those uses.

- For these reasons, the Modified Permit Condition would not result in a new significant

__environmental effect or a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified. significant .

effect due to substantial changes proposed in the project, substantial changés with respect to
project circumstances, or new information of substantial importance that was not known and
could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the Board
certified the EIR.

2. Air Quality

The EIR analyzed potential air quality impacts based on proposed annual production
level increases from the baseline of 375,000 cubic yards to 500,000 cubic yards. (EIR, at p.
IV.B-17.) The EIR analyzed the emissions of several criteria air pollutants (SO,, NO,, PM10,
ROG, and CO), based on the various operations that will take place at the Quarry, including off-
site truck traffic. (EIR, atp.IV.B-19, Table IV.B-7.) As the EIR noted: :



~ and a.lesser role in emissions of other pollutants

© result from off-si

A majority of the baseline emissions of ROG, CO, NOy, SO, and DPM area
result of off-site haul trucks (i.e., 89%, 95%,95%,'55%, and 58%, respectively)
In contrast, a majority (approxnnately 89%) of the PM10 baselme emlss1ons are
due to on-site operatlons :

(ET_R atp., IV B 13 ) Thus the vast maJ or1ty of the prOJect—related air emissions Would result
from off-site truck traffic. On-site equipment could: play a s1gmﬁcant role in PMlO errussmns

The Modified Permit Condltlon Would result n exactly the same amount of off—s1te truck
traffic as the:Project Case. As aresult, reapproval ofthe-use permit with the Modified Permit
Condltlon would not result in traffic-related emissions beyond those analyzed in'the’ EIR

The Modlﬁed Perrmt Condition Would result in the use of on51te equ1pment 1o’ process up
to 562,500 cubic yards of material per year, a 12.5% increase over the Project Case. The
following table quantlﬁes the air quality impacts-ofithe-Modified Permit Condition by increasing
by.12.5%.the Project emissions identified in Table TV.B-7:0f the EIR. ‘The table'overestitnates
the change mn.emissions-for ROG,1CO, NOx;:50;: and DPM, since'those emissions would: largely
- truck traffic that would not increase undér the Modified Pemniit Condition. °
Since ons1te act1v1t1es would result in:some-emissions:of:those pollutants, theblanket12: 5%

_Increase prov1des auseful (if conservat1ve) tool'to determine Whether a subsequent EIR 1s

necessary.

‘Net:Change1n Emissions-(tons per year)

Pollutant 30, | NO, PM10 ROG | o

| Project Emissions

| Years 2007 | 2021 | 2007 | 2021 | 2007 | 2021 | 2007 | 2021 | 2007 | 2021

Total Net.Change in -

(Project Description,

| Table IV.B-7). . | 1.66.] 170 | 2.29 | -51:6 | 7.18 | 5.77 | -1.06 | -8.10 25| 94

_ |dnProject . .
| Emissions .

Total:Net Change

(Modified Permit | 1.87 | 1.91 |-2.00 | -45.2 | 8.08 | 6.49 {-0.93 |-7.1 .|-21.971-82.3
Condition) '

Significance 40 | 40 | 40 | 40 | 15 | 15 | 40 | 40 | 100 | 100
Threshold o » B :

As the above table demonstrates, even under the most conservative estlmate the Modified
Permit Condition emissions Would not approach, let alon€é exceed, the appllcable 51gn1ﬁcance
thresholds

After publication of the EIR, the California Air Resources Board (CARB) reclassified
northern Sonoma County’s State Area Designation for PM10 from non-attainment to attainment,
effective July 26, 2007. (http://www.arb.ca.gov/desig/adm/adm.htm.) It is also important to
note that the EIR estimated hourly-emissions from on-site stone crushers based on a production
level of 8,000 tons per day. (EIR, Appendix E, at p. E-3.) Because the Modified Permit




Condition would not change the number of crushers on the site or the length of the work day, the
maximum hourly emissions would remain unchanged.

As aresult, the Modified Permit Condition would not result in a new significant
environmental effect or a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant
effect related to emissions of criteria pollutants due to substantial changes proposed in the
project, substantial changes with respect to project circumstances, or new information of
substantial importance that was not known and could not have been known with the exercise of
reasonable diligence at the time the Board certified the EIR.

Similarly, the Modified Permit Condition would not result in a new significant or
substantially more severe impact related to global climate change due to changes in the project or
its circumstances, or new information that was not known and could not have been known at the
time the Board certified the EIR.

To the contrary, global climate change arose as a significant environmental issue many

- years before the Board certified the EIR in June 2006. Numerous scientific studies and reports

addressing the issue were published in'the 1990s and 2000s, the Kyoto Protocol was negotiated
in 1997 and entered into force in Febriary 2005, and many television and motion picture
documentaries (including An Inconvenient Truth) were released before June 2006. In 2005,
Governor Schwarzenegger issued Executive Order S-3-05; which set forth a series of target dates
for progressively reducing statewide emissions of greenhouse gases (GHGs). By Juné 2006 the
Legislature had introduced and amended the Global Warming Solutions Act, which requires
CARB to design and implement feasible and cost-effective measures to reduce statewide GHG
emissions to 1990 levels by 2020. " '

Both as of June 2006 and of this writing, however, neither CARB nor any other state,
federal, or local regulatory body had developed guidelines for analyzing or mitigating GHG
emissions in a CEQA document. Nor had any regulatory body developed a thresheld for
determining whether project-level GHG emissions would be significant or cumulatively ‘
considerable under CEQA. To the contrary, in August 2007 Governor Schwarzenegger signed
SB 97, which requires the California Resources Agency, by 2010, to certify and adopt gu1dehnes

-~ for the mitigation of GHG emissions and their effects, ificluding effects associated with

transportation.

The global climate change issue thus does not represent new information that was not
known and could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the
Board certified the EIR. No party challenged the EIR on the basis of GHG emissions or global
warming, nor argued that the Project Case should be reanalyzed on this issue. The EIR has been
certified by the Board and upheld by the Superior Court, and is immune from collateral attack.

In addition, the record before the Board shows that the Modified Permit Condition would

ot result in a new significant effect related to global climate change, nor a substantial increase

in the severity of a previously identified significant effect.

Project-related emissions of GHGs (carbon dioxide, 'rriethane, nitrous oxide, sulfur -
hexafluoride, perfluorocarbons, hydrofluorocarbons, and water vapor) would primarily result
from the additional truck traffic necessary to increase annual production above 375,000 cubic
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yards. As noted above, the Modified Permit Condition would result in exactly the same off-site

truck traffic as the project configuration analyzed in the EIR.. As a result, approval of the
Modified Permit Condition would not result in any new or addltlonal trafﬁc—related GHG
emissions beyond that project. conﬁguratlon ‘ » : '

. The Modlﬁed Pernnt Condltlon would also authonze g% 12. 5 % increasein use-of on-site

‘ rnnnng equipment, and is thus expected to resultin:a 12:5% iicrease in:GHG emissions from
that-equipment. ;As noted above, however, neither- CARB nor any-other regulatory body has
promulgated a methodology or standard for determining whether such an increase would be*
significant or cumulatlvely considerable. Moreover, approval of the Modified Permit Condition
would help satisfy the well-documented need for aggregate in Sonoma County, and therefore
reduce the need for out-of-county importation by truck: : Out-of—county importation involves far
longer truck trips and-thus increased significantlyincreased emissions-of -air pollutants, including

.GHG emissions. Asa result, approval ofthe Modified Permit Condition wouldlikely: reduce
local,. state, and WorldW1de GHG emissions as:compared ito a no-project-or reduced-prOJ gct ©
alternat1ve and help rather than hinder attainment of AB 32 .and other GHG reductlon targets

F or these reasons the Modlﬁed Perrmt Condrtlon would not result in amnew si gnlﬁcant

environmental effect or a substantial increase in the severity of a preV1ously 1dentified significant
effect related to. global chmate change due to ‘substantial changes proposed 1n the pI'O_] ect
1mportance that was not known and could not have: been known W1th the - exer01se of reasonable
diligence at.the time the Board certified the EIR S IR ‘

3. Nolse '

- The EIR based its. noise analys1s on the assumption that 500, OOO CllblC yards per year
would be mined onsite. (See EIR, at p. IV.C-17.): The EIR stated that noise genérated by the
Project could change from baseline conditions in three principal ways: (1) T:ocation-of Mobile
and. Stat1onary Equipment Under the Project; (2) Changes in-Site Topography- Under the’ PI'O_] ect;
and (3) Increased Accumulated Noise Exposure Throughout the Year: «(EIR, at: pp. IV. C:17=C-
- 18.) In: add1t1on the PI'OJ ect could also ‘generate n01se 1mpacts from off51te vehlcular trafﬁc
7 (Ibid. ) e o bttty ik

The Modified Permit Condition would limit onsite mining to 500,000 cubic yards, and
would not change the quantity and types of on-site mobile and stationary equlpment the hours of
operation,.or blasting schedules. The Modified Permit Condition proposes-the identical
estimated 20-year, Quarry footprint as thatidentified and analyzed in the EIR. Therefore, the
noise impacts resulting from items-(1) and.(2) would remain unchanged, because the site
topography and location of on-site mobile and stationary equipment would-be the same as under
the Project Description analyzed in the EIR.

The Modified Permit. Cond1t1on would result in the onsite processing of an additional
62,500 cubic yards of material per year, an increase of-12.5%.compared to the Project
Description. Therefore, although the noise generation for any given day would remain
~ unchanged (because the onsite equipment and hours of operation would not change), the total
number of days per year that partial or.full Quarry operation would occur would increase by up



to 12.5% compared to the Project Description. This can be expected to increase the accumulated

‘noise exposure throughout the year by an equivalent amount.

The EIR analyzed the potential increased accumulated noise exposure caused by annual

| operation of on-site processing equipment by determining the estimated increase in yearly

average CNEL, or Lg, based on the number of operating days the Quarry’s plants were expected
to run to annually produce 500,000 cubic yards. (EIR, p.IV.C-19.) The EIR showed that under
all potential operating scenarios, the Project-related increase in yearly averaged CNEL would be
less than 1 dB, a less than significant impact. (EIR p.IV.C-19 to -20 and EIR, Appendlx F, Flg.
17.)

The EIR’s approach can be used to conservatively estimate the increase in yearly CNEL
for production under the Modified Permit Condition. ‘Because the Modified Permit Condition
would increase production by 12.5% above the Project Description conditions, it can be assumed
that the yearly CNEL average would increase by the same amount.  Therefore, the Modified
Permit Conditien can be expected to increase the averaged CNEL levels by, at most,
approximately 1.01 dB over all potent1a1 operatlng scenanos This increase would be less than
significant. - ‘

F inally, the EIR noted. that the Project would generate noise impacts from offsite
vehicular traffic. The noise analysis assumed the same daily and annual increases in offsite
traffic that were used in the traffic study. (EIR, at p. IV.C-18.) Because the Modified Permit
Condition would not result in additional traffic above that analyzed in the EIR, n01se 1rnpacts
from those sources would remain unchanged from those analyzed in the EIR.

For these reasons, the Modiﬁed Permit Condition would not result in a new significant
noise effect or a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant noise
effect due to substantial changes proposed in the project, substantial changes with-respect to
project circumstances, or new information of substantial importance that was not known and
could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the EIR was -
certified. Although the Modified Permit Condition would result in a slight increase in average
annual CNEL, it would not result in 2 new significant effect or a substantial increase in the

- severity of prev1ously identified significant effects.

4. Hydrology and Water Qualxty

The EIR based its analysis of hydrology and water quality impacts on the estimated 20-
year Quarry footprint described in the Project Description, along with the configuration of
facilities, equipment, and settlement ponds described in the Mining Plan. The EIR analyzed
various hydrology and water quality impacts, 1nclud1ng :

1.  Discharges of pollutants in stormwater to Green Valley Creek (Impact IV.D. 1)
2. Downstream flooding impacts caused by location of equlpment facilities, and aggregate
stockpiles in the floodplain (Impact IV.D.2);

2 Figure 17-of Appendix F shows that for a 225 production day baseline, the increase in average CNEL is
approximately 0.9dB. A production increase of 12.5% results in an increase of approximately 1.01dB.
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© 3. Impacts to local groundwater levels.caused by reduced groundwater recharge (Impact
Iv.D.3);- :
4. Potential increases in sed1mentat1on and alterat1ons n Green Valley Creek hydrolo gy
(Impact IV.D.4); : :
Operation of septic systems at the s1te (IV D. 5) and
6.,  Cumulative hydrology and water- quahty 1mpacts (Impacts IV D 6 through IV D 8 )

9]

; ,.Irnplernentatlon of the Modrﬁed Perrnlt Condrtron would not change the 20-year Quarry
footpnnt analyzed in the IR, since it'was based-on the same projection 6f:500;000 ¢cubic yards
of annual on-site mining. In addition, the Modified Permit Condition would not change the
Quarry. facilities, including the location. of stationary.and: mobile équipment, sediment basins,
stockp1les and access'roads. - As a result, the;Modified Permit Condition would not altér any of
the factors contributing to the rernalmng hydrology and water qualrty 1rnpacts analyzed In the

The MOdlflCd Perm1t Cond1t10n thus would not result In a new 51gmﬁcant env1ronrnental
effect or a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant effect due to
“substantial changes proposed in the project: orits circumstanees,-orznew:information of .
substantial importance that was not known and could not have been known with the exercise of
reasonable dlllgence at the-time the Board: certlﬁedthe FIR: 0 0 bl

5. Land Use and Planmng

As noted above the Modlﬁed Permit: Condltlon would not: change the EIR’s estlmated
20- year limit of grading, since it was based:onthe same prOJect1on of 500,000 cubic yards of
annual on-site mining. Therefore, the Modified Permit Condition would not require any -
addltlonal MR zoning or.other zone changes not 1dent1ﬁed in'the PI‘O_] ect Descr1pt1on and
}analyzed in the EIR: - R

One ARM Plan objective is a reduction in the need for additional -aggregate through
utilization of recycled materials. (EIR, at p. V.A-7.) The Modified Permit Condition would
allow.the Quarry to process up to 62,500 cubicyards:of recycled materials:€ach year. Accordrng
“to:the Applicant, however, the Quarry fypically processes no more than 50,000 cubic' yardsof
recycled material per year, and much less than thatin recent years due to market condltlons
Therefore, the Modified Permit Condition limit of 62,500:cubic yards of recycled material would
suffice to.encourage the-Quarry to continue processmg recycled matenals gic) accordance w1th tHe
ARM Plan objectives. ~ - i R SR

The ARM Plan objectives primarily emphasize the need toassist local quarries to .
increase production in-an environmentally sound manner, and-to facilitate expanded mining
operations at designated Jocations, including-Canyon Rock Quarry. The Modified Permit
Condition supports-these objectives by allow1ng the Quarry to produce up to 500 000 cubrc yards
per year of material mined on site. ,

For these reasons, the Modified Perrnlt Condition would not result in a new significant -
' environmental effect or a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant
effect due to substantial changes proposed in the project, substantial changes with respect to -
project circumstances, or new information of substantial importance that was not known and
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could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the Board
certified the EIR.

6. Geology, Seismicity and Mineral Resources

The EIR based its analysis of geology, seismicity, and mineral resources impacts on the
Project Description’s assumption that the Quarry will mine 500,000 cubic yards of material
onsite each year. (See, e.g., EIR, at p. V.B-17.) Asnoted above, the Modified Permit Condition
would not change the expected 20-year grading limit identified and -analyzed in the EIR.

For these reasons, the Modified Permit Condition would not result in a new significant
" environmental effect or a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant
effect due to substantial changes proposed in the project, substantial changes with respect to
project circumstances, or new information of substantial importance that was not known and
could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the EIR was
cer’nﬁed

' 7. Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Implementation of the Modified Permit Condition-would not change the use, storage, or
disposal of hazardous materials on the Quarry site from that described and analyzed in the EIR.

For this reason, the Modified Permit Condition would not result in a new significant
effect related to-hazards-and hazardous materials, or a'substantial increase in the severity of a
previously identified significant effect, due to substantial changes proposed in the project,
substantial changes with respect to project circumstances, or new information of substantial
importance that was not known and could not have been known w1th the exercise of reasonable
diligence at the time the EIR was certified. ‘

8. Biological Resources

. The EIR prlmarlly based its analy31s of 1mpacts to biological resources on the Quarry s

" 20-year limiit of grading, which ‘was determined based.on 500,000 ctibic yards: of onsite mining
per year. (See, e.g., EIR, at pp. V.D-16 — D-22.) As detailed above; the Modified Permit
Condition would result in the same estimated 20-year limit of grading.  Thus, the impacts to
biological resources resulting from the onsite grading activities would be the same under either
the PrOJect Description or the Modified Permit Condition.

Other potential impacts to b,iolo gical resources, such as potential offsite impacts to
anadromous species in Green Valley Creek, depend-upon both the size of the 20-year limit of
grading and upon the Quarry’s water quality control practices. As noted above, the Quarry’s 20-
year grading limit and water quality control practices would be the same under either the Project
Description or the Modified Permit Condition. '

For these reasons, the Modified Permit Condition would not result in a new significant
environmental effect or a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant
effect due to substantial changes proposed in the project, substantial changes with respect to
project circumstances, or new information of substantial importance that was not known and
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could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the Board
certified the EIR. :

9. Aesthetics

The EIR. based 1ts analys1s of aesthet1cs 0T the PIO_] eet Descnpt1on S assumptlon that the
Quarry W1ll mine 500,000.cubic yards of material onsite each year, and on the configuration of
onsite stoelcpﬂes spo1ls and recycled materials. (See;-e.g;, EIR, at V.E-12 —E-16.) These
aspects of the Quarry would be the same under- e1ther the PIOJeet Descnptlon or the Mod1ﬁed
Permijt Condition. \ 4 R ;

For these reasons, the Modified Permit Condition would not result in a new significant
aesthetics effect or a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant
effect due to substantial changes proposed in the project, substantial changes with respect to
project circumstances, or new information of substantial importance that was not known and
eould not have been known with the exercise of reasonable: d1l1gence at the t1me the EIR was
certlﬁed Cln RPN S

‘ ‘1“6:,113;;1;155@&9;;6;5 and Utilities

: ‘The Mod1ﬁed Permit Cond1t1on would not.alter mining techniques,;hours of: operat1on
employee stafﬁng, or equipment at the:quarry. Therefore, the Modified Petmit‘Condition' would
not result.in a new- effect.or a substantial increase in thesseverity of'a prev1ously 1dent1f1ed
s1gmﬁcant effect regarding fire protection, pol1ce protection, parks, or solid waste due'to:
substantial changesproposed in the project, substantial changes with respect to-project °
circumstances, or new-information of substantial importance that was not knovm ‘and could not g
have been known with the exercise of reasonable. d1l1gence at. the time the EIR was’ eert1ﬁed

"The Mod1ﬁed Permit Condition would allow. processing of up to 12. 5% more aggregate
material than the Project Description, and thus might be expected to requ1re an equlvalent
increase in water deliveries from the Forestville Water District, assuming that water use is

‘propoztional to onsite processing. The EIR noted that the Project: )escnptmn would requ1re

- approximately 406,800 gallons per month:(approximately 13;560° gallons per “day). (ERR;atpp.

V.F-6 —F-7.) Thus, the Modified Permit Description could require approxithatély 457,650
gallons per month (approxnnately 15,255 gallons per day), resulting in a daily increase of
approximately 1,695 gallons. This water demand remains well within the Water District’s

~ available water supplies, given that the Forestville Water District has a water allotment of 1.5 -
m1111on gallons per day, and the existing maximum water use is approx1mately 800 OOO gallons
per day (EIR atp. V.F-7.)

As aresult, the Modified Permlt Condition would not result in a new effect ora
substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant effect: regardlng public
water supplies due to substantial changes in the project or project-circumstances, or new -
information of substantial importance that was not known and could not have been known with -
the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the EIR was certified.
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11. Cultural Resources

The EIR based its analysis of potential impacts to cultural resources on the total area of
land that would be altered as a result of the Project. (EIR, atp. V.G-7 —G-9.) The Modified
Permit Condition would not change the estimated 20-year grading limit defined in the Project
Description. As a result, the Modified Permit Condition would not result in 2 new significant
effect or a substantial increase in the severity of a prev1ously identified significant effect related
to cultural resources due to substantial changes proposed in'the project, substantial changes with
respect to project circumstances, or new information of substantial importance that was not
known and could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the
EIR was certified.

C. Cumulative Impacts

The EIR analyzed cumulative impacts as part of the topical analyses described above,
which are summarized in EIR Chapter VIII. (EIR, at pp. V.III-2 —III-3.) As discussed above,
the Modified Permit Condition would not change the traffic levels or haul routes analyzed in the
EIR. The Modified Permit Condition would affect cumulative conditions only by increasing

: productlon of materials processed on site compared to that: analyzed in the EIR:

_With regard to traffic, the EIR identified three cumulative imipacts (Impacts TV. A1,
IV.A.2, and IV.A.3) involving project contributions to cumulative increases in traffic volumes at
intersections, cumulative increases in traffic volumes on roadways, and cumulative effects on
pedestrians.and bicycle flow in the project:area. (EIR at pp. IV.A-22 =TV A-31, IV.A-32 —
IV.A-34, and IV-A-34 —IV.A-37, respectively). As analyzed above, implementation of the
Modified Permit Condition would result in the same number of vehicle trips as the Project
Description analyzed in the EIR, and thus would not increase traffic volumes or effects on

: pedestrians and bicyclists. The Modified Permit Condition similarly would not change the

project’s contribution to cumulative ambient noise levels on roadways serving the prOJect

(Impact IV.C.7, BIR at pp. IV.C-30 — V.C31).

,With regaI-d to air quality, the EIR found that on-site sources of fugitive dust would

contribute to cumulative increases in PM10:at nearby receptors Impact IV.B.5, EIR at pp. IV.B-

23 —IV.B-25). However, the EIR included a comprehensive dust control program (Mitigation -
Measure IV.B.5, EIR at pp. IB.B-24 - IV.B-25) that would mitigate the project’s contribution to
any cumulative dust episodes in the project vicinity to less-than significant levels. The Modified
Permit Condition would increase the production ‘of materials mined on site, and would thus result
in a worst-case, 12.5% project-level increase in PM10. As described above, however, CARB
recently reclassified northern Sonoma County’s State Area Designation for PM10 from non-
attainment to attainment, and the Modified Permit Condition’s increased level of PM10 would
fall far below the relevant significance threshold. As.a result, with implementation of Mitigation
Measure IV .B.5, the Modified Permit Condition would not make a cons1derab1e contribution to
any significant cumulative impact related to PM10.

The EIR also found that the project could contribute to cumulative increases in DPM
exposure in the quarry vicinity by moving on-site sources of diesel equipment closer to certain
sensitive receptors (Impact IV.B.7, EIR at pp. IV.B-26). The EIR determined that
implementation of Mitigation Measures IV. B.4a and IV.B.4b (EIR at pp. IV.B-23), which
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require the replacement of on-site non-road equipment engines with improved-performance
equipment with DPM reduction controls.and proper equipment tuning, would lower the project’s
contribution to increases in cumulative diesel emissions to negative levels. The EIR further
noted that project emissions-of DPM both on-site and-off-site are expected to decline’ well below
baseline conditions due to typlcal replacement cycles of older equipment Wwith new equ1pment
charactenzed by lower DPM emission factors andimplementation of EPA s HD 2007 program

The Modified Permit Condltlon would not change the number-or locatlon of on-site
mobrle equipment (e.g., back hoes, loaders), that produce the majority of on-site DPM ‘emissions.
Nor would the Modified Permit Condition affect Mitigation Measures TV.B.4a and 4b, ‘which'
would reduce the project’s contribution to cumulative diesel emissions to negative levels As a
result, the Modified Permit-Condition would not result in a significantincredse of DPM
emissions over that analyzed in the EIR, and would not result in a considerable contnbutlon to
‘curnulatlve DPM mpacts. . Lo e T

" Wlth regard to noise, the EIR found that on-51te operations, when con51dered along w1th
other potentlal noise-generating projects in the vicinity, would not increase cituilative noise
levels at off-site receptors beyond project-level impacts (Impact IV.C.6, EIR at pp. IV.C-29 —~

IV.C-30). Further, the EIR found that all project-level on-site noise impéacts wotld be reduced to o

less than significant levels by Mitigation Measures IV.C.3a and IV.C.3b (EIR at pp. 1V.C-24 —
- IV.C:26). The Modified Permit Condition would not change the days or hours of operatlon or
the. topographlc sl:ueldlng of residential receptors in the project vicimity. The’ Modrﬁed Pernnt
Cond1t1on also would result in no more than 1.01 db increase in yearly CNEL'dué to the '
add1tlonal production of material mined on site. This does not represent a' con51derable
contrlbutlon to any cumulative noise: 1mpacts in thet prOJ ject vicinity.. SR

The EIR identified three potentlal cumulative project impacts to hydrology and water
quality: cumulative impacts to the hydrology of Green Valley Creek due'to: changes in peak -
surface water discharges (Impact IV.D.6, EIR at pp. IV.D-29); cumulative impacts to regional
groundwater resources (Impact IV.D. 7, EIR at pp. IV.D-29 — IV.D-31); and curulative’ 1mpacts
to water quality in Green Valley ‘Creek due to soil erosion (Impact IV.D.8; EIR at pp. TV.D-31 —
IV.D. 32) As noted above, the Modified Permit Condmon would not change the Quarty S

facilities, 1nclud1ngthe jocation of stationary and mobile equipment, sedimient’basims; stockpﬂes R

and access roads. As a result, the Modified Permit:Condition would not increase surface-water
discharges or soil erosion impacts to Green Valley Creek. As a result, the first and third of these
cumulative impacts would not change and would remain less than considerable with
implementation of Mitigation Measures.IV.D.4a and 4b (EIR at pp. IV.D.26 —TV-D-29).

The second cumulative impact would also remain less than considerable. As noted
above, the Modified Permit Condition would allow processing of up to 12.5% more aggregate
material than the Project Description, and thus might be expected to require an equivalent
increase in groundwater. But the Project relies on the Forestville Water District as its primary
water source, rather than groundwater. (EIR at pp. V.F-6 - V.F-7.) In addition, the EIR requires .
the applicant to use recycled water from sediment pond/traps to the extent practical (Mitigation
Measure IV.D.3a, EIR at pp. IV.D-25), and requires comprehensive groundwater monitoring of
on-site wells (Mitigation IV.D.3b, EIR at pp. IV.D-25 - ITV.D-26) to mitigate project impacts
associated with groundwater use to less than significant levels. These measures will apply
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equally to the Modified Permit Condition, and will continue to mitigate the project’s effects on
regional groundwater resources to less than considerable.

Finally, the EIR identified a significant and unavoidable cumulative impact to visual
quality associated with cumulative visual alteration of the project vicinity (Impact IV.E.3, EIR at
pp. IV.E-16). As discussed above, the Modified Permit Condition would not result in new
project-level significant aesthetic effects or substantial increases in the severity of previously
identified significant visual effects. Accordingly, the Modified Permit Condition would cause no
new significant cumulative aesthetic impacts, nor substantially 1 increase the severity of any
previously identified cumulative aesthetic impacts.

" For the reasons described above, the Modified Permit Condition would not result in any
new significant cumulative impacts or a substantial increase in the severity of a previously
identified significant cumulative effect due to substantial changes propoesed in the project,
substantial changes with respect to project circumstances, or new information of substantial
importance that was not known and could'not have been’ known with the exercise of reasonable
diligence- at the time the Board certified the EIR. g

D. Growth-Inducmg Impacts

The EIR noted that the proposed:project: would accommodate increases in demand for
aggregate in Sonoma County, but would not itself act as a stimulus for that demand. (EIR, at p.
VIII-3.) The Modified Permit Condition would not affect this conclusion, because the additional
aggregate material authorized by the modified condition would net suffice to offset expected
increases in demand. In addition, the Modified Permit Condition would not change the number
of employees or the transportation improvements identified in the EIR

For these reasons, the Modified Permit Condition would not result in a-new significant
growth- mducmg effect or a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified
significant effect due to substantial changes proposed'in the project, substantial changes with
respect to project circumstances, or new information of substantial importance that wasnot
known and could not have been known w1th the exerc1se of reasonable d1hgence at the time the

'Board certified the EIR.~ : :

V. CONCLUSION
For these reasons, approval of the Modified Permit Condition would not meet any of the

standards identified in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 requiring preparatlon of a subsequent
EIR or supplement to an EIR.
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EXHIBIT “B”
STATEMENT OF .
OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

g I:ntroductlon -

1. 01 In approv1ng the Proposed PI'O_] ect, wh1ch is. evaluated in- the Final EIR and
the Addendum the Board makes the following Statement of:Overriding Considerations-
pursuant to. Pubhc Resources Code section 21081 :and State:CEQA Guidelines section: -
15093 in support of its findings on the .Addendum.. The Board has.considered the: -
information contained in the Addendum and has fully reviewed:and considered all of the
public testimony, documentation, exhibits, reports, and presentations included in the
record of these proceedings. TheBoard:specifically finds'and:determines that this
Statement of Overridmg Considerations is based upon and supported by substant1a1
ev1dence 1n. the record. : : L o

| : 1 02 The Board has carefully weighed the beneﬁts of: the Proposed PI'O_] ect

against.any adverse impacts 1dentified in the Final EIR that.could not be feasibly.:
mitigated.to a level of insignificance. As more fully set forth inthe Final EIR, the - . -
significant impacts. of the Proposed Project that.arguably-cannot be-mitigated to levels of
. 1ns1gn1f1canoe include certain traffic impacts if Caltrans fails to approve the.road
Improvements on nghway 116, long-term secondary impacts resulting from road
improvement projects, off-site noise impacts from-quarry trucks on-public roadways, on-
site biological resources (loss of conifer forest), and aesthetics impacts. : These'impacts =
are specifically identified in Exhibit “B” to Resolution No. 06-0596. While the Board
has required all. feasible mitigation measures, such impacts remain significant for
purposes of adopting this Statement of Over-riding Considerations. '

1. 03 Notw1thstand1ng the 1dent1ﬁcat10n and analysis of- the 1mpacts that are:

“"1dent1ﬁed n the Final EIR as being significant and potentially significant which arguably I

may not be avoided, lessened, or mitigated to a level of insignificance, the Board, acting
. pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21081 and Section 15093 of the State CEQA
Guidelines, hereby determines that specific economic, legal, social, technological and-
other benefits of the Proposed Project outweigh any unavoidable, adverse impacts of the
‘Proposed Project and that the Proposed Project should be approved.

1.04 This statement of overriding considerations applies specifically to ‘those
impacts found to be significant.and unavoidable as set forth in the Final EIR and the
record of these proceedings. In addition, this Statement of Overriding Considerations
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applies to those impacts which have been substantially lessened but not necessarily
lessened to a level of insignificance. '

1.05 Based upon the objectives identified in the Proposed Project and the Final
EIR and information provided in the Addendum, and the detailed conditions of approval
imposed upon the Proposed Project and following extensive public participation and
testimony, the Board has determined that the Proposed Project should be approved as
conditionied and that any remaining unmitigated environmental impacts attributable to the
Proposed Project are outweighed by the following specific economic, fiscal, social,
environmental, land use and other overriding considerations, any one of which is
sufficient, in the Board’s view, to approve the Proposed Project.

II. Fiscal and Economic Benefits of the Proposed Project

2.01 The Proposed Project supports Sonoma County residential, business and
industry construction, particularly road construction. The Canyon Rock Quarry is needed
to provide Sonoma County with a continued, local source of quarry material necessary
for construction within the County.” The'benefits of continued, reliable sources of local
aggregate products are considered to be important assets to the County. The applicant
has stated that the Northern Expansion option contains a superior type of hard rock that is
more marketable for road base and sub-base than the type of hard rock that is produced in
most quarries in other parts of the County. Significarit road and highway transportation
projects are planned for construction in.Sonoma County in the next twenty years as a
result of the passage of the Traffic Relief Act for Sonoma County in'2004-.

The demand for hard rock has increased substantially since the 1980s due to the booming
construction industry. Because the prohibition on terrace mining took effect in 2006
(with one exception), and instream mining is limited to bar skimming, most of the supply
to meet future demand 1s expected to come from hard rock quarries. The supply of hard

"~ “rock for Sonoma Cotinty construction projects has tradltlonally been, and is expected to

continue to be produced within Sonoma County to keep construction costs from rising
excessively. Typically, any aggregate imported from outside the County is high quality .
gravel for Portland cement concrete. The cost of imiporting hard rock of a similar quality
to that found at the Quarry would greatly increase aggregate materials costs for public
and pnvate projects within the county.

.Any project alternative that would restrict onsite production to below 500,000 cubic

yards per year (i.e:, to 375,000 cubic yards for example) would restrict production to a
level well below projected demand, resulting in increased prices for construction
aggregate. This could substantially increase the costs for housing and other construction
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projects in Sonoma County. The ARM Plan seeks to. maximize production inthe -
County’s hard rock quarries in order to avoid the environmental and economic impacts of
mining in the Russian River and importing aggregate from outside sources. Instream
mining has been appropriately limited by environmental considerations, and, with ‘one
eXception terrace operations ceased in 2006. Importation of material from ‘outside th‘e
County is not:cost.effective, and.causes-substantial impacts including increased air
pollution, noise, dust, and traffic.. Thus, at 500,000 cubic yards per year, the project: Wlll

. do a far better job of meeting aggregate demand, minimizing economic harms, and

avoiding external environmental 1mpacts than any reduced productlon altematrve

2 02 . There Wl]] be economic beneﬁts to. Sonoma County from the prOJect
including sales tax and income tax paid by the property owner. In'this time of dwindling

-state and local government: revenues,. it is: especmlly important that the:County ‘establish’

1ndependent revenue sources to fund needed County services. Itis also expected that the

Proposed Project will generate sales at other businesses in the comrnumty as customers of

the quarry use aggregate n constructlon pro_] ects. - '

2 03 The pro;ect Would meet all ARM Plan requlred creek setback erosion -

_ control and revegetation standards, and go further in enhancing the riparian corndor
~ along Green Valley Creek that lies within the existing quarry operation site. The Project

Applicant has constructed detention basins to improve water quality in storm water and
has relocated the concrete batch plant which also improved water quality in Green Valley
Creek related 16 existing operations, and will continue to monitor and provide additional,

data to protect aquatic.habitat in Green Valley Creek. In addition, b blologlcal surveys oft

the property. were conducted to identify any potential site specific impacts 'on-rare-6r
endangered specres or their habitats, and none were found on site. -+ o

: ‘;:2.;04 As aresult of the -Pr_op_os_ed Project, traffic signals and assoeiated road )
improvements are planned to be installed on Highway 116 at the Mirabel Road and* "~

* Covey Road intersections, as well as at the intersection of Mirabel Road and River Road.

These improvements will result in.an improvement in the overall functioning of Highway
116 in this area. Further, approval of the project and requiring the contribution-of the -
project operator as described in the mitigation measures to the cost of various road:
improvements in Forestville and the vicinity would improve circulation in the area and
increase vehicle, bicycle and pedestrian safety for all citizens traveling in-and through
Forestville. The fair-share contribution to road improvements including signalizing:
intersections, construction of shoulders and pathways,-enhancing the visibility of ~
crosswalks and the Forestville Bypass project will result in a benefit by improving -
intersection and roadway level of service, and safety. In addition, construction-of the-
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Forestville Bypass road would result in a reduction of truck traffic in downtown
Forestville which would decrease disturbances to the rural character of the town.

Without the contribution of this project and other potential projects to the cost of the road
improvements, it may not be possible for the state and county to fund the work. Recent
shortfalls in state and county budgets have resulted in extended delays in funding road
improvements, resulting in a backlog of projects waiting for funding.

Based on discussions with Caltrans staff, County staff believe that Caltrans will
ultimately approve all of the traffic improvements required of the Proposed Project.
However, even if Caltrans, as the responsible agency, does not approve these mitigation
measures, then the Board has determined that the remaining public benefits associated
with the Proposed PI'O_] ect outwelgh unmrtlgated 1mpacts of the Proposed PrOJect

2 05 The Board of Supemsors adopted a Statement of Overriding
Considerations for the ARM Plan indicating that the benefits of the aggregate industry
outweigh the adverse unavoidable noise impacts. These findings are contained in
Resolution No. 94-1569 and are applicable to the proposed project.

- II1. Conclusion

3.01 - The Board finds that the Proposed Project has been carefully reviewed and
that the Conditions:of Approval have been imposed to-implement'the mitigation
measures. identified in the Final EIR, and to address numerous other issues. Nonetheless
the Proposed: PIO_] ect may have certain environmental effects which cannot be aV01ded or
substantially lessened. The Board has carefully considered all of the environmental
impacts which have not been mitigated to an insignificant level. The Board has carefully
considered the fiscal, economic, social, environmental, and land use benefits of the
Proposed Project. The Board has balanced the fiscal, economic, social, environmental,

- and land use benefits of the Proposed Project against its unavoidable’and unmitigated ~

adverse environmental impacts and, based upon substantial evidence in the record, has
determined that the benefits of the Proposed Project outweigh the adverse envrronmental '
effects. : :

3.02 Based on the foregoing and pursuant to Public Resources Code section
21081 and State CEQA. Guidelines section 15093, the Board finds that the remaining
significant unavoidable impacts of the Proposed Project are acceptable in light of the
economic, fiscal, social, environmental and land use benefits of the Proposed Project.
Such benefits outweigh such significant and unavoidable impacts of the Proposed Project
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and provide the substantlve and legal bas1s for thls Statement of Overrldlng
Considerations.

3.03 Last, the Board finds that to the extent that any 1mpacts 1dent1ﬁed m.

© Exhibit “B”to Resolutlon No 06-0596 remain unmitigated, such impacts are limited.
Project contribution to cumulatlve traffic impacts involve hterally seconds-of delay at
three intersections-and one roadway-at specific times ‘of the day. Increased long-term’”
project traffic volumes Would contribute to unmitigated cumulative effects on pedestrlan
and bicycle flow conditions in the project.area, based partly-on the inability-to-control-
mid-block pedestnan crossings. There would be'secondary effects from loss of off—street
parlqng on nghway 116 with’ the construction, of trafﬁc n11t1gatlon meas' es'm that area,
because there 1s N0 convement locatlon to replace the parklng spaces. It willmotbe . -
known whether potentlal long ~term effects to transportation and traffic, air quality,noise,
hydrology and water.quality, land use, biological - resources; aesthetics and cultural-—
TeSOUTces resultmg from.construction of the Forestvﬂle bypass:: road could be 51gmﬁcant

Accordlngly, when dec;1d1ng to approve this PIOJect the Board is aeed w1th: -
presumed unmrngated nnpacts Wthh are hmlted m nature When cons1der1ng the

beneﬁts [
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- EXHIBIT “C”
Conditions of Approval and
Mitigation Monitoring Program

Date:  January 29, 2008 File No.: PLP97-0046

Applicant:  Wendel Trappe o ' Existing Quarry APNs: 083-130-082, -083,
. ‘ -084, -085 and 083-210- 019

Address: 7525 Highway 116 N., Forestville Northern Expansion Area APNs: 083-210-
' 006, -015, -019, -020. i

Project Description: Request for (1) Zone Change to expand the MR (Mineral Resource) combining
district, and (2) a Use Permit to expand the existing Canyon Rock Quarry by approximately 35 acres to the
north, extending the life of the permit for a new 20-year period, with an annual production limit of 500,000
cubic yards (excluding recycled materia), and (3) Reclamation Plan to return the site to natural contours,
soil cover and vegetation to'be accomplished in conjunctlon with the completion of rock extraction on parts
of the site.

The Permit and Resource Management Dépaﬁme‘nf'(PRMD) is responsible for monitoring the compliance
of aggregate operations with all-permit conditions and ordinance requirements as part of the ongoing
inspection, enforcement, mitigation and monitoring,program established by the Aggregate Resources
Management (ARM) Plan. In addition, the County ¢ conducts an annual inspegtion of every mining site to
fulfill the requirement of the State Surface Mining and’ Reclamation Act (SMARA) Sdme of the mionitoring
for the following conditions of approval will be carried out concurrently through the-above activities; in '
other cases more frequent monitoring or monitoring by a qualified professional or responsible agency has
been deemed necessary and added to the on-going monitoring activities. :

The monitering activities planned.for each.condition: of approval along with the responsible person or

“agency, and the frequency or schedule of monitoring are provided after each applicable: condition in the

following conditions of approval.

The requirements of this Use Permit run with the real property that is the subject of the project.
Successive owners, heirs, and assigns of this real property are bound to comply with ali the requirements
of these conditions. Prior to any lease, sale, transfer, or.conveyance of any portion of the real property
that is the subject of the project, the owner shall provide a copy of the adopted conditions to the
prospective lesseé, buyer, transferee, or one to whom the conveyance is made.

- Prior to issuance of any permits (grading, septic, building, etc. ) or commencement of clearing or

mining activity pursuant to this Use Permit in the expansion area or adjacent parcels defined as

APNs 083-130-082, -083, -084, -085 and 083-210-006, -015, -019 and -020 all of the pre-operational
conditions must be met and verified by PRMD staff. Conditions relating to the Use Permit for the
expansion area are denoted with a “U”. -Conditions related to the Reclamation Plan are denoted

with an “R”. Operational conditions applicable to both the Use Permit and Reclamation Plan are
denoted with “U/R”.

BUILDING:

“The conditions below have been satisfied” BY ' DATE

U 1. If structures are proposed, the operator shall apply for and obtain building-related permits from
PRMD. The necessary applications appear to be, but may not be limited to site review and
building permit.

U 2. All structures for the proposed project shall be designed in accordance with the 1997 Uniform
- Building Code, which requires structural design that incorporates ground accelerations
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Conditions of Approval —'F’LF’97—OO46
January 29, 2008 '

Page 2

HEALTH:

expected.from known active faults. .Expected:ground motions-determined by a registered

..geotechnical engineer shall- be incorporated into final-structural-design.as part:of the project.
.Final seismic considerations for the site-shall:be-submitted o and. approved by the Sonoma

County Permit and-Resource. Management Department dmpactV:B.1-

Mitigation Monitoring: Prior to building-or:septic:permitissuance:the:operator:shall submit

‘ _,geotechnlcal reports to-PRMD.:-County:staff-will be responsible for-ensuring:that the report
.recommendations have- been mcorporated mto the structural : des1gn of pro;ect lmprovements

L sy (O T TP L R

The condltlons below have been satlsfled” BY. T DATE

“U/R 3. Publlc water connectron to the Forestvtlle Water Dlstrlct shall be marntalned

LAk

Condition Compliance: F’RMD shall be respons;ble for respondlng to any complalnts over
violations: of-this-condition. - vy : ORI N

U/R 4. Toilets with hand washing facil,iti;es-.,shall:,b_eupr,.ovi'ded-for.emploiyees.u,re;-v:l

_Condition:Compliance: .PRMD.Health: Specialist.shall-be:responsible for: determining

o complrance with this condition-when rev1ewmg the requtred septrc system analysls

UR. . 5 For storage of hazardous mat

abo

. of.a current permit to the PRMI jeal

EAle above ground tanks the operator shall: obtaln approval
from the Regional Water Quality:€ontrol:Board (RWQCB). “The:operator:shallisubmit a copy
Specialjst:to ver|fy compliance

Condltlon Comphance PRMD shall recelve clearance from the: Northi=-:Coast Reglonal Water
Quallty Control Board that the permlt has been obtalned or that no permit is requnred

vl T

ST

u k, 6. For clearlng and lnrtlat materlal removal on- S|te wuth moblle equnpment thatroccur-within 1,200

feet of existing occupied resldences where no shleldmg by lntervemng terrarn exists, the
operator shall: . T , y .

a) Use the quietest available equipment used for.such operations Fhis shall“include as
.determined feasible:by. F’RMD the use: of hlgh performance mufﬂers and speCIal engme
noise control. packages Y ih - , Ceat s

) “’Plan cIearlng operatlons 50 that any on= s1te terrain’ features that may provnde ‘shielding'to = ==~~~

the resndents is removed last as determlned feaSIble by PRMD.

¢} Conduct clearing and lmtlal matenal removal ‘mobile operatiens.-on Monday through
Friday, between the hours.o 8;'00 a.m..and-5:00 p am.. only : »

Tt e

. d) Provide a-30- day advanced notlﬁcatlon to occupants of resrdences wrthm 1,200 feet of the

clearing:and initial material:removal:and provide ev1dence of‘such notlce to F’RMD prior to’
commencing: operatlons lmpact NG, 2 : S

Mltrqatlon Monltonnq Prlor to beglnnlng clearlng operations within 1 200 feet of-occupied

. -residences, the operator shall.submit.evidence-of-a.notice:to PRMD.." County 'staff will not

authorize the ctearlng and. lnltlal materlal removal operatron untxl notrfcatlon is- complete

4

-

U/R 7. . Priorto: beglnnlng any moblte operatlons assoc&ated ‘with -on-going: extractlon and reclamation

on the quarry faces within 1,200 feet of an occupied residence, a-noise monitoring report shall
be prepared and implemented by a qualified acoustical consuitant and submitted by the
quarry operator to the County. The noise monitoring program shall establish the region in

GTD 91651.3 (Final) 4 ' 01/29/08

EXHIBIT “C”



Conditions of Approval - PLP97-0046
January 29, 2008

Page 3

which the .operations areto take place. Shielding potential of the intervening topography
and/or vegetation shall be assessed. Noise source levels of the specific eqmpment to be used
shall be measured and'specific sound:levels at'the residences predicted. ' If no exceedances
of Table NE-2 standards are predicted, operations may proceed.

Once work begins, the noise level shall be monitored for a. period long enough to validate the
predicted levels. Upon request by:-the County, the operator shall provide additional monitoring
at later times to -demonstrate compliance. Operations may not be done outside the specific
area included in the noise monitoring program except at distances greater than 1,200 feet
from any occupied residence.

If the monitoring predicts exceedances of Table NE-2 standards, the noise consultant shall
recommend measures to prevent the exceedances. These measures could include:

a) Using specral mufﬂers or englne control packages;

b) Plannlng operations to use topographrc features to shield-residences from noise;
c) Constructing.earth berms or other noise barriers;

d) Sound proofing affected occupled resldences or other recommended measures.

If the operator presents evidence to the County that demonstrates that the identified
measures Wil prevent noise levels in excess ofithe Table NE-2 standards, then the measures
shall be implemented and clearing or mining-operations mayv’pmceed:within‘ the area included
in the monitering. Once work.begins, the moise ‘level'shall be monitored for a period long
enough to validate the predicted levels. Upon request by the County, the operator shall
provtde additional momtormg at later times to demonstrate compllance o

If there are no measures rdentnr ed that will prevent the exceedances then operations that
cause:the exceedances may proceed only if:they will beof shiort duration:* Short duration
means-that.noise from the quarry operations and reclamation, including noise from clearing
and initial material removal, will not cause exceedance of Table NE-2 standards at any
occupied residence for more then 10 days in a year. Exceedance of the standard more than

ten days per year is not permitted. Mining operations that cannot meet this condition may not

proceed. In this event, the operator and the County will review and revise the mining plan as
necessary to ensure that the Table NE-2 County noise standards will be met at occupied

_residences. Such changes may result in mmlng bemg prohlblted in.some areas. /mpact _

IVC’Ja

Mltrqatron Monitoring: Prior to beginning mining in areas within 1,200 feet of occupied
residences, the: PRMD Health: Specialist will review and a@pprove the noise monitoring report.
Mining operations that cause exceedance of Table NE-2 standards for more than 10 days per
year at any occupied residence will not be permitted.

Prior to initiation-of clearing or mining in the expansion area, the operator shall be responsible
for hiring a qualified expert to verify that the described noise and: vibration performance
standards are being met if requested by PRMD. All blasts shall be designed so that charge
weight per delay does not exceed the curve given in Figure [V.C.4c for the distance to the
nearest residence. The:charges shall be detonated sequentially over a time span such that
the delay between the detonation of individual charges is 8 milliseconds or gréater.
Overpressure intensity shall be reduced when the blast charges are well-confined; therefore,
the qualified blasting expert-shall ensure that the blast holes have adequate stemming and
adequate burden Impact IV, C 4

GTD 91651.3 (Final) : ' 01/29/08

EXHIBIT “C”



Conditions of Approval - PLP97-0046 ' o e
January 29, 2008 .
Page 4

a) Blasting shall be limited to daytime hours from 10:00 a.m.to 4:00 p m. Monday through
Friday only o S

T.b) A blastlng permit shall be obtalned from the- Sonoma County Sherrff’s Department prior to
. conducting any blastlng o : R
c). “.Blastlng shall only be conducted by. llcensed certrt"ed personnel consrstent with Federal
. State, and local regulatlons Blasts shall be designed such that the: charge weight per
. delay does not exceed that: the -charge welght/drstance curve shown.inigure IV.C.4¢
. ,Canyon Rock Quarry Expansron Prolect Draft Environmental Impact Report May 7, 2004
page IV.C-28.. e e A e

Mlthatlon Momtorlnq PRMD ARM staff will perlodlcally monrtor compllance with the blasting
mltlgatlons during ongorng quarterly field. inspections and will respond to,all complaints.

. PRMD Code Enforcement shall- |nvestlgate noise.complaints and shall ensure compliance
from the permlt holder All lnspectlon reports will:be placed in the prolect ﬂle

il : “ : 'l_l operatlons shall be. from the Forestvrlle Water District. Water
fo r.processrng actrvrtres and dust suppression.shall be recycled:from, the sediment ponds
to the extent practlcable e

‘”U/R 10 Prlor to the expansion.of.clearing or mining activities into adjacent parcels, the applicant shall

_ provrd a groundwater monrtonng program developed by-a.California: State :certified
. hyd geologlst with experience.in groundwater conditions local to Canyon:Rock Quarry,

. sUbJect to review and approval. by PRMD Healih-Spegialist. The:purpese of:this program is'to -
' provnde a mechanism.for eal _fldentrt" cation of, potential and significant.greundwater level
decline. The data, obtained. would identify and.distinguish between temperary groundwater
drawdown due to daily operatlons and-long-term drawdown. due to. overpumping of the
groundwater bearing zones beneath the site. :

a) If requrred by the groundwater monitoring program, monitoring: well(s) shall be establlshed
subject o the approval of PRMD Well and Septic section. Prior-to-the expansion of ;
clearrng or mining. actrvrtles onto adjacent parcels, an easement is: required to be recorded
for. thls project to. prowde Sonoma.County personnel access to any:on-site water well and
any monltonng well to collect water.meter readings and groundwater level measurements.
JAccess shall be granted Monday through Friday-from 8:00 a:m. to-5:00-p.m. All easement
Ianguage is subject to review and approval by PRMD Project Review and County Counsel
pl’lOl’ to recordatlon S :

b)  Prior to.expansion of clearlng or mlnrng;actlvmes into.the expansion.area, any new or
existing water well serving this project shall be fitted with a water meter and a
groundwater level measuring tube and port, or electronic groundwater level measuring

" device. o :

c) The gtbundwater monitoring program shall begin at project approval and .prior to clearing
.or mining in the expansion area in order to obtain weekly, baseline groundwater level
~data.: The monitoring program shall monitor the existing quarry extractron well and the

four other eX|st|ng wells located on the site. .

d)’ The operator shall conduct regular groundwater monitoring -of onsite wells to identify both
temporary groundwater drawdown and long term, unrecoverable groundwater drawdown
resulting from increased onsite groundwater pumping. Water level-data shall be:collected
prior to. pumping, at regular intervals during pumping and at regular intervals after
pumping is stopped (static conditions). :

GTD 91651.3 (Final) : 01/29/08
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e) The location of the wells, and groundwater elevations and quantities of groundwater
extracted for this site shall be monitored quarterly and reported to PRMD in January of the
following year pursuant to section RC-3b of the Sonoma County General Plan and County
policies. Annual monitoring fees shall be paid at the rate specified in the County Fee
Ordinance. Required water meters shall be calibrated, arid copies of receipts and
correction factors shall be submitted to PRMD-project review at least once every five

_years. PRMD shall be |mmed|ately notified if groundwater conditions change
substantially. If the data indicate that groundwater levels do not recover to at least 80
percent of the baselirie!levels.over the pre-determined recovery period (based on pre-
project recovery rates), the operator shall reduce supplemental groundwater pumping to
pre-project rates as established by the baseline data and obtain necessary supplemental
water supply from onsite ponds or municipal supply subject to approval of PRMD.
Further, if the groundwater monitoring program identifies a consistent groundwater level
decline over the course of each water year (October to-September) that is not in response
to a known or reported regional drought condition, the' operator shall: 1) submit an
analysis to PRMD-of'the effects of the decline of groundwater levels on Green Valley
Creek, factors that caused the decline and/or measures to mitigate the decline in water
Jevels; and, 2) reduce pumping'to préproject fevels, obtain'a supplemental water supply
and implement-measures recommended in the analysis- subject to approval of PRMD.
Impact IV.D.3

f) Prior to the expansion of clearing or mining activities onto the expansion area (083-210-
0086, <015, -019, -020), a'baseline rionitoring program to callect summertime creek flow
data in Green Valley:Creek adjacent'to the expansion area’ ‘shéill'be developed, subject to
the review and approval of the Callfomla Department of Fish ahd Game and PRMD
"Project Review. The purpose of the program is'to provide basehne data regarding
surmmertime baseflows:in‘Gréen Valley'Creek, that couldbe used'in future to analyze
whether long-term mining on this site affects' summertime streaim flow.

The program shall be managed by a qualified hydrologist and implemented in the initial
years:of the' Use'Permit overa time period notless than three years, as recommended by
the hydrologist. The program shall include the' collection of creek flow’ samples
approximately:monthly fromMay to October annuat calibration‘6f the gauge and an
arnnual report, including rainfall ddta for the previous winter and any changes in upstream
diversions if possible, for each year of'the baseline program. The reports shall be '
reviewed and approved by PRMD:Aggregate Resource Management staff.

Mitigation Monitoring: PRMD staff will review annual reports and will work with applicant to

" implement mitigation as needed". 'PRMD shall investigate complaints and shall seek =~~~

compliance from the penmt holder All mspectlon reports will be placed in the project file.

. Any necessary septic system expansion or modifications shall bé ' done under permit from the

Well and Septic Section of PRMD and may require both soils analysis and percolation testing.
If improvements to the septic system are necessary, they shall be completed prior to mining
activities in the expansion area. Impact {V.0.5

‘Mitigation Monitoring: The operator'will-provide' documentation to'PRMD Health Specialist

that the septic system accommodates the proposed-sewage ldading or that'such
modifications have been done to accommodate increased sewage requirements prior to

. authorizing expansion-of clearing or mining-activities.

UR- .. 12. a) The operator shall prépare a Spill Prevention, Control and Counter Measure Plan

{SPCCMP) in conformance with the requirements of the Code of Federal Regulations
40CFR112. A copy of the SPCCMP shall be submitted to the Sonoma County
Department of Emergency Services to demonstrate completion of the mitigation.
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b) If hazardous waste is generated or stored, then the operator-shall compiy with hazardous
waste generator laws and AB2185 requirements and obtain a permit or approval from the
. Certified Unified Program-Agency (Sonoma County:Department:of Emergency Services
.performs this-function in Sonoma County). The operator shall stibmita copy ‘of a current .
,permlt to the PRMD Health Specrallst to. verlfy compllance TR R

c)_,uAll hazardous waste materlals shall be stored handled and managed in accordance with .
the approved site plan and hazardous materlals plan :S0.as to reduce the potentral for any
‘spillage... EERR c Su e S e e

d) No soil or other material containing hazardous or toxic waste shall be lmported to the
quarry {(Note:this condition is not-intended:to restrlct the recycllng of concrete or asphalt
on site). Impact IV.D.;1 Impact V.C. 1 Fu T sy . .

Mitigation Monitoring: The Department of Emergency Services wrll prowde verification to
PRMD that the requirements have been met. . '

“The conditions below have been satisfied” BY " | DATE

U 13. The operator shall obtain a State of California Encroachment Permrt before maklng any.
... improvements or constructing any driveway.(or intersection) to-State:Highway-146 and shall _
construct the improvements (driveway or intersection):in accordance w1th Caltrans Standards.

4 Cond|t|on Compliance: The operator shall submlt proof to PRMD that encroachment permits
-have been: obtalned prior to expansion of clearing or mining actlv1t1es onto ad)acent parcels

u 14. A Traffic Mltlgatron Fee shall. be paid to the County of:Sonoma, as requlred by Section 26}
Article 98 of the Sonoma County Code, before expansion of clearing or mining activities-or
-within 36 months after the California Court of Appeals issues a decision:orordér in Appellate
case no. A119543 affirming the judgment-in the action entitled :Forestville.Citizens for Sensible
Growth v. County of Sonoma et al., Sonoma County Superior Court, case no. SCV 238992,
whichever occurs first, based on Table IV.A.6 in.the Final EIR of 325 :ADT: This:feeis for
indirect cumulative traffic impacts throughout the County and shall be in addition to fair share

© contributions required for direct project impacts to roadsin the immediate VIClnlty This permit

shall not be vested until the traffic mitigation fees are.paid in full.

U 15. Prior to the expansion of clearing or mining activities onto adjacent-p'ar‘Cels»or-within 36
months after the California Court of Appeals issues a decision or order in Appellate case no.
A119543 affirming the judgment in the action-entitled: Forestville: Citizéns.for'Sensible Growth
v. County of Sonoma et al., Sonoma County Superior Court; case no.:8CV-238992, whichever,

_occurs first, the operator shall pay a fair share of the cost of improvemnents for direct impacts
to off-site roads and intersections listed below (Conditions ‘No. 16-22).- The permit'shall not'be
vested until the traffic fair share contributions are paid-in full. The fair-share percentage for
the project was calculated based on the-projected change-in traffic conditions -and the method
defined by Caltrans’ “Guide for the Preparation-of 4raffic Impact Studies” for determining
equitable responsibility for costs. Cost of improvements.are estimated in:2003/2004 dollars
and shall be adjusted annually based.on the Engineering News Record’s Building Cost index
for.the San Francisco Bay Area until the project’s fair-sharehas been paid:in full.

"GTD 91651.3 (Final) _ 01/29/08

EXHIBIT “C”



Conditions of Approval - PLP97-0046
January 29, 2008 ‘

Page 7
U

16.

17.

Highway 116 / Mirabel Road Intersection:

The quarry operator.shall pay a fair share of the-cost of the improvement/signalization of the
Highway 116/Mirabel Road intersection. The improvemerits would include the correction of
an existing sight distance problem-on Highway 116 west of the intersection, construction of a
left turn lane on Highway 116 for traffic turning northbound onto Mirabel Road, and a right turn
lane onto the Faorestville Bypass/Mirabel Road Extension for southbound traffic, installation of
traffic signals, and other associated improvements to the intersection. The cost of the
improvements is estimated at $2.8 million in 2003/2004 dollars. The project’s fair-share is 14
percent Impact IV.A. 1b

Mitigation Monitoring: PRMD Project Review staff shall verify that payment has been made
prior to authorizing expanSI_on of cléaring or mining activities.

Mirabel Road Shoulders:

. The guarry operator shall pay a fair share of the cost of widening Mirabel Road to provide -

18.

19.

paved shoulders. The cost of the improvements is estimated at $2.15 million in 2003/2004
dollars. The project’s fair-share is 15.6 percent. impact IV.A.2, Impact IV.A.3d

Mitigation Monitoring: PRMD Project Review staff-shall verify that payment has been made
prior to authorizing expansion of clearing or mining activities.

Highway 116/Covey-Forestville Road Intersection:

The quarry operator shall pay a fair:share of the cost of installing traffic s’ii;nals (with
pedestrian signals)at the intersection of Highway 116/Covey-Forestville Roads and adding
left turn lanes on both Highway 116 approaches and a right turn lane on the westbound

Highway 116 approach to the intersection. The cost of the improvements is estimated at $0.7

million in 2003/2004 dollars. The project’s fair-share is 4.7 percent.” The cost of these
improvements may be transferred to other road improvement projects (i.e., the intersection at
Mirabel Extensnon south), in the: vncnnlty as determlned appropriate by DTPW Impact IV.A. 1a

Mmqatlon Momtorlnq PRMD Pro;ect Review shall verify payment has been made prior to
authorizing expansion of clearlng or'mining activities.

River Road/Mirabel Road lntersec’non:

 The quarry operator shall-pay a fair share of the cost of adding left:turn lanes on both River

Road approaches and a:left turn lane on the northibound Mirabel Road approach to the River
Road/Mirabel Road intersection. The cost of the improvements is estimated at $1.9 mllhon in
2003/2004: dollars The- pro;ect s fair-share is 9.3 percent. Impact IV A. 7

B

. Mitigation Momtorlnq: PRMD Pro;ect Rewew shall verlfy payment has been made prior to

_ authorizing expansion of clearing or mining activities. .

20.

D_owntown Forestville:Pedestrian and Bicycle Circulation:

 The quarry operator shall p‘aya fair share of the cost of providing sidewalks/pathways, where

- needed, along both sides of Highway 116 between Covey Road-and Mirabel Road, to allow

school children to walk on the sidewalks/pathways. Alternatively, five-foot wide bike lanes
along each side of Highway 116 between Covey Road and Mirabel Road could be substituted
as determined appropriate by PRMD. . If bike.lanes were provided along Highway 116 in this
area, Highway 116 would need to be widened by six to eight feet on the north side of the
highway for about 175 feet west of Covey Road. Some on-street parking spaces would have
to be eliminated near First and Second Streets. The costs of these improvements may be
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transferred to other road improvement projects.(i.e., the intersection.at-Mirabel Extension

.-south), inthevicinity as determined.appropriate. by DTPW. The cost.of the improvements is
estimated at $150,000-in 2003/2004 doliars. The:project's fair-share:is 5.0 -percent. impact
VA3

=5 Mitigation: Monitering:- PRMD:Project Review:-shall- verrfy payment has been made prior to
.authorizing expansion. of-clearing .or mining.activities. Gl ‘

U 21. Construct Forestvrlle vaass/MrrabeI Road Exten3|on

: ,;‘_._’The quarry operator shall pay.a: farr share of the cost of constructmg a bypass road to the
. south of the downtown area .of Forestville.: The cost of the improvements is-estimated at $6.5
: .mllhon in. 2003/2004 dollars. .The: prOJects farr-share is. 61 percent Impact IVA 3

. Mlthatlon Monrtorlnq PRMD PrOJect Revrew shall verlfy payment has been made prior to
o authorrzrng:expansron of: clearlng :or mlnlng actrvrtres

U - 22, Enhance VlSlbrlltv of Crosswalks ERRE .. ”

The quarry operator shall pay a fair share of the cost of enhancing the visibitity of existing

-..crosswalks.on Highway 116 at:=Covey Road:-and:First:Street. - This could:include additional -

= . striping;Signage and/or lighting.as-determined appropriate by PRMD.: The 'costiof the
-+ improvements:is estimated-at $150:;000:in 2003/2004:dollars. The:project's:fair-share is 5.0

.. percent:iThe-cost.of these improvements:may:be:transferred:to other: roadumprovement
prOJects in. \the vrcrnlty as determlned approprrate by PRMD: impact /VA 30T v

Mrthatron Monrtorlrﬁ PRMD PrOJect Revrew shall verlfy payment has been nac
authorlzrng expansion of clearlng or: mlmng actrvrtres O el

U 23. The quarry operator shall partrcrpate in: the Aggregate Road Mrtlgatron Fund The operator
will.pay :annually a-Road-Maintenance:Fee per:ARN: Plan:standards:(Section 7.3, No. 11-and
Section 7.7)to-mitigate wear-and tear to-County maintained-roads causedby-the operatron S
truck traffic from the expanded mining area on‘the primary:haul.route(s). ‘The'fee.shall be
assessed based on the estimated cost of maintaining County roads caused by the use of
County roads by aggregate trucks . St

The County shall assess the Road Mamtenance Fee each year at the end of mining season
for the life of the permit. The operator shall pay the maintenance fee within six ménths: of*..:

“"receiving notice of the fee-amount: -If the developer-does not make payment within'six-~ -7~

months, the account will be sent to Collections and the operator may-be-issued a-Notice of
Violation of the Conditions of Approval of this permit. The permlt may be subJect to revocatlon
or modification for any permit vrolatron . L e

Mitigation Menitoring: The Department of-Transportation and P.ublic-Works will be responsible

_for: 1):adjusting and publishing the road maintenance fee annually-on:January 1% of each
year. PRMD will: 1) determine the operator’s annual road mitigation fee;:2) formally bill and .
collect from the operator;-and :3):initiate collection proceedings and may issue a Notice of
Violation-if the operator defaults on the-payment.

FLOOD AND DRAINAGE

The condltxons below have been satrsfled” BY e : - ‘DATE

U/R 24. Prior to cteanng or mining mtheexpansion area, drainage improvements shall be designed by
a civil engineer and constructed in accordance with PRMD standards and:the Water Agency's
Flood Control Design Criteria. Plans shall be submitted for review and approval by the Permit

GTD 91651.3 (Final) 01/29/08.
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and Resource Management Drainage Review section. Drainage improvements shall be
subject to grading permits and shall-be maintained and operated in accordance with the -
prepared drainage plan and shali be shown on the reclamatlon and grading plans. /mpact
V.D.4

Mitiqation Monitoring: PRMD Drainage Review section will verify that the plans have been
designed and constructed in accordance with PRMD standards and the Water Agency's Flood
Control Design Criteria.

U/R 25. The operator shall design and operate the sediment retention ponds to act as runoff detention
features. The operator shall prepare, for review and approval by PRMD, a drainage plan
{(including appropriate hydrologic and hydraulic calculations) that minimizes changes in on-
going and post-reclamation runoff, site peak flows, and stream velocities as compared with
baseline conditions at the Green Valley Creek and Highway 116 discharge point. The
drainage plan shall evaluate -and specify requirements to address hydrograph modification in
Green Valiey Creek. The drainage plan shall incorporate sediment retention ponds to act as
runoff detention features. The drainage plan and accompanying design calculations shall
demonstrate that on-going and post-reclamation discharges would.not exceed baseline
dlscharge levels dunng the 2-, 10-, 20-, and 100-year storm events
Prior to the expansion of cIeanng or mlnlng activities onto adjacent parcels, a series of
detention basins shall:be constructed-(as described above) to facilitate the removal of

---suspended sediment from-storm water runoff-generated at the project site. The basins are not
intended to retain all runoff from the site during the-rainy-season: Periodically, the basins
would be drained to ensure that there is-sufficient capacity to detain runoff generated in
subsequent storm events. Water removed from the basins would be discharged into Green
Valley Creek. Discharges from the sediment ponds/detention basins shall be timed to avoid
peak flows in Green Valley Creek. Two factors should be considered to. minimize the potential
for the project to exacerbate existing flooding problems along Green Valley Creek: 1) the
increase in volume of runoff from the project site, and 2) the timing of the release of runoff

- from the project site relative to.peak flood flows in-Green Valley.Creek during.a. storm event.
The final drainage plan for the project shall be prepared by a Ilcensed professional engineer
and reviewed for adequacy by PRMD ImpactiV.D.4.

Mitigation Monitoring: PRMD Drainage Review staff will inspect the site and erisure drainage
improvements are constructed in accordance with these requirements and County standards.

“The conditions below have been satisfied” BY _. i ' DATE
Pre-oberational Conditions:

U/R 26. Prior to the expansion. of clearing or mining activities onto adjacent parcels, a.comprehensive
mining Operation and Management Plan shall be prepared to address all operational
‘conditions for erosion and sediment control, water quality and groundwater monitoring, dust
control, hazardous materials management, sediment pond operation and maintenance, slope
stability during mining and vegetation management as detailed in operational conditions 5,
10, 12, 27, 33, 36 45 and 53-69.

U/R  27. Prior to the expansion of clearing or mining activities onto adjacent parcels, a grading,
drainage, and revegetation plan shall be incorporated into the Reclamation Plan and
submitted to PRMD Project Review for final review and approval. PRMD will refer the plans to
the Department of Fish and Game for their review and recommendation. The plans shall
include the follewing features:

GTD 91651.3 (Final) ‘ : ' 01/29/08
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a) A Certified Engineering Geologist or-Registered Geotechnical Engineer shall specifically
review the maximum working slopes of the mine face. - In all cases, the slope or height of
the active worklng face shall not exceed the safety standards establlshed by CalOSHA
and MSHA.: : e : : :

Z; b) __..Benches ln fnal slopes are requrred every 25 to 30 vertlcal feet for access and drainage

control. Final reclamation slopes shall not exceed a;steepness of 1:5:1..

c).. .Drainage plans and facilities must minimize slope-erosion and.off-site sedimentation. Al
. drainage from the- quarry face floor, slopes,.berms, and access roads.shall pass through a
.. sediment pond/trap prior to discharge from., the site. All. drainage from the processing
,.area, concrete batch plant area and truck/equrpment wash area shall pass through at
. least:two sediment ponds/traps in series.prior. to:discharge from the site.: :All.outlets of the
;_-~sedlmentation ponds dralning offsite shall. have a :screen tocatch debris and foreign
., matter.. . e SRR

d) ‘All drainage plans and facllitles including sedlment ponds/traps shall be designed and
,certifled by. a-Tegistered: crv1l englneer as. adequately sized and.desighedto meet County
.standards. . . C _ : . ; .

: | ero ole v ort.documenting.at leas e site visits
“following s! storm’ events g “f;' ared.by aqualified.expert and:shall be:submitted to
the PRMD ARM staff by December 31St of the first year clearing or mining begins in the
~expanded area. ‘The report.shall.include verification that all required .on-site drainage and
- erosion: control measures have been implemented;water quality-measurements of total
'.suspended solids and descriptlon of the appearanceof flowing:wateratoutfalls, turbidity
measurements upstream and.downstream and an analysis of adverse downstream
impacts (on Green Valley Creek) from excess sedimentation

f) Revegetation efforts shall use primarily native species The initial plantiné plan shall-z.be
dense enough to allow for some plant die-off and still meet reclamation standards

g) A drip or other irrigation plan to water all new plantlngs for at least tvvo years unless '
planting densities provide for 50-90% die-off.and-are specifically; waived- by PRMD after
consuitatlon with California Department of Fish and Game.. ;

h) The quarry drainage and -erosion control plan shall retain the’ same overall water levels
ﬂo ing off site.into the: Hwy 116-crossing:as naturally oceurs unless otherwrse approved

Ty ‘the State Department of Fish and -Game. ™ - b

The operator,shali.be responsible for hiring a qualified expert(s) to verify. the above described
drainage and.erosion control performance standards are being:met.in-the field at any time
requested by PRMD and shall provide a report to.PRMD. The annual report.requirement may
be waived by.PRMD if the.operatorhas met the performance standards for the: pl’eVlOUS two
years. Impact ARM PEIR o

. Mitigation Monitoring: Cal OSHA and MSHA conduct annual inspections and.shall.act asithe

lead agency.responsible for monitoring the safety of working slopes. -PRMD Project Review .

~and Drainage Review staff shall monitor the compliance with this condition:by: 1) requiring

review .from Department of Fish and-Game.of the-final revised grading:and-planting scheme,
2) reviewing the submitted menitoring: report(s) 3) inspectlng the site-during reclamation work,
upon the completion of the initial reclamation work, and every 90 days during the mining
season to assess the need for remedial ‘grading, drainage, and:revegetation efforts, and 4)
responding to.any complaints of violation of the condition.
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U/R

UR

UR

UR

UR

Inspections_shall be verified by inspection reports placed in the project file on the scheduled

- ‘basis. A copy of the revised planting and grading scheme with the Department of Fish and

28.'

Game letter or stamp of approval shall be placed in the project file. Annual assessment of the
reclaimed areas compliance with the performance standards shall be placed in the project file
by PRMD Project Review staff until such time that the performance standards are met and the
Reclamation Plan is deemed complete. A performance bond shall be retamed untif all
reclamation requirements are met.

The operator shall submit to the Sonoma' County Permit and Resource Management

" Department financial assurance(s) payable to the County of Sonoma and, in the alternative,

. the State Department of Conservation, in an amount and format:to be reviewed and approved

by'PRMD and State Department of Conservation - Mines and Geology Division, to assure

-compliance with the approved Reclamation Plan and conditions thereof for the entire area of

the quarry. A valid financial assurance shall be maintained on file untit PRMD determines that
all reclamation has been successfully carried out in compliance with the reclamation and final
conditions. Financial assurance shall renew automatically and shall not expire without 90-
days advance:written notice being-provided to PRMD. A‘continuation Certificate or other
proof-of-extended coverage shall-be forwarded‘to PRMD no‘léss than 30 days prior to the
expiration date of the financial assurance. PRMD may adjust the amount of the security on an

annual basis to account for additional lands disturbed or reclaimed, inflation, or revised cost

estimates. The financial assurance shall reference the name of' the mlnmg site, the resolutlon
number of the County approval and PRMD ﬂe number

g -t

. The County may pursue redemptlon of the securities if: 1) the fi naI reclamation does not meet

29.

30.

-31.

32.

the performance standards, 2) satisfactory progress is not made towards completing the
reclamation-in a timely manner, or 3) The operator is financially lncapable of carrying out the
rectamation. }

The operator shall pay all applicable development and processing fees prlor to the expansion
of the use onto adjacent parcels

Clearmg mlmng, and reclamatlon in the expansion area is subject to Sonoma County Fire
Safe Standards and the miining plan shall be reviewed'and approved by the County Fire
Marshal/Local Fire Protection District: Said plan shall include, but not be limited to: 1)
emergency vehicle access and turn-around at the site(s), 2) addressing, and 3) water storage
for fire fighting and fire break maintenance around ail structures. Prior to the expansion of
clearing and mining onto adjacent parcels, written approval that the required improvements
have been installed shall be provnded to PRMD from the County Fire Marshal/Local Flre
Protection District.

The applicant shall pay within five days after approval of this‘project to PRMD a mandatory
Notice of Determination filing fee of $35 for County Clerk protéssing {check shall be made
payable to Sonoma: County Clerk and submitted'to PRMD), and* $850 Fish and Game fee
because an EIR was prepared, for a total of $885. This fee must be paid or the approval of
this project is not val|d

Prior to the expansion of clearing -or mining activities onto adjacent parcels, the operator shall

- implement reduction of emissions of diesel particulate matter (DPM) on quarty-on-site mobile

equipment or through the acquisition of improved performance equipment that contain DPM
reduction controls. The operator shall provide a réport to PRMD Project Review describing
the modn" cations or purchase of new equupment fmpact {V.B. 4a

Mitigation Monxtorlnq PRMD Pro;ect Review staff will verlfy that the condition has been
complied with prior to authorizing clearing or mining in the expansion area.

GTD 91651.3 (Final) ' 4 01/29/08
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| U/R  .33..Prior to the expansion of clearing.or mining activities onto adjacent parcels, the operator shall
L prepare and implement a-comprehensive dust control program that will expand on the

_ quarry’s existing dust control measures to further reduce.impacts from mining activities. Pre-

operational elements of the dust control program shall-include,:but are not necessarily limited

to the following'

) a) lnstall wheel washers or other washlng method (e g water sprayers or:use of a water
. -depression. crosslng) so-that tires of all trucks. Ieavrng thesite are cleaned of dirt and
gravel to minimize tracking of these materials:onto.public-roads:

)+ Install a sign-to notify-haulers that.all-trucks-hauling soil,-sand-and .otherloose materials
- .are-required$o maintain.at:least-one foot of freeboard: (i:e:, the space between the top of
the load and the top of the trailer), or loads shall be covered. :All- trucks:leaving the site
- shall be loaded so as not to exceed Cahfornla state aggregate requrrements (231 14 VC or

.. latest amendment) (T e SR Ce

el

nstall S|gns that llmrt trafflc speeds :on<unpave roads and crrculatron areas. to 15 m||es

-~Designate.a; person or persons
-, watering;.as.necessary,:to: prevent transport of dust offslte i lnstall a_srgn W|th the name
d; phone number \Of the contact person for dust problems at=the quarry entrance The

; (e.g-;,,-rbaghouses OF: sheds) to minimize: fugitive
_lth certain operatlons the use! of water or foam spray

kY Expand Creekslde Buffer

VPnor to the expansron of clearing and mlnmg actlvmes onto adjacent parcets Reclamatron of
- the: rrpanan -buffer. shall-include but:mot:be: Irmlted to:r P sERi o o

a) The buffer zone shall be graded so at ﬂood water ﬂow1ng across-erghway 116 can enter

.. The berm shall be-graded so thatthe west toe.of the berm is no:less:than 50 feet from top
- of bank of the creek and. the berm:slope: does not exceed 2 1 (honzontal to vertical) or as
- .otherwise. approved by PRMD, . s

b) ” Inoperative vehicles and debris shall be moved from »the;berm'alongithescreek,

-.¢) Ariparian.buffer shall be reclaimed and:maintained at: 100:feet from-top bank, meeting all
.. /ARM PRlan standards. The area:shall: be planted with natural npanan or-other appropriate
. vegetation to reduce erosion,-and: . S

S

d) The ﬂood plaln boundary at the srte shall be surveyed and demarcated wrth a fence or
other appropriate barrier and a sign prohibiting inappropriate uses to minimize the
. potential of future encroachment of site activities.into the-flood-plain-area. New stockpiles
~-or-permanent eqUIpment shail-be proh|b|ted in the 100- year ﬂoodplam as shown in Figure
JV.D-2. ~ . ,

'GTD 91651.3 (Final) - ' .. 01/29/08
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The southeast portion of the site that is subject to'flooding and is currently used as an
unimproved parking area will be paved. No new stockpiles ‘or permanent equipment will
be placed in the 100-year flood plain as' shown in Figure'IV.D-2 on page 1V-D-4 of the
Draft EIR. Impact IV.D.1

e) Prior to October 15" of each year, all mobile mining equipment, stockpiles, spoils, bins,
barrels, tires, aggregate equipment storage facilities and processing facilities shall be
moved out of the ‘parking lot which.is identified in Figure IV.D:2 of-the EIR (hereinafter
referred to as the “overflow area”) of Green'Valley Creek:

Mitigation Monitoring: Prior-to ‘authorizing clearing or mining activities onto adjacent parcels,
PRMD will inspect the site to verify that equrpment has been moved,-parking area paved and
ﬂoodplam surveyed and delineated. ‘

U/R - 35. Within one year of approval or prior to expansion of clearing or mining activities onto adjacent
: parcels, whichever occurs first, the operator shall submit a revised Reclamation Plan to the
County. The Plan shall'meet all established County requirements: The Plan shall be
submitted to California Department of Conservation (DOC) and California Department of Fish
and Game (CDFG) for review and comment before final approval by PRMD. The Plan shall

" be revised:to remove aggregate processing facilities‘as-part-of final rectamation activities.
This permit-shall not be vested or effective until the revised Reclamation Plan has been
-approved: ThePlan shall include a detailed planting plan, a planting and implementation
approach,-a.detailed-monitoring-and remediatior® plan; managéement guidelines and scheduie.
A vegetation expert shall develop procedures for how trees and shrubs shall be planted,

- fertilized, irrigated, and monitored, and these procedures 'shall'be incorporated into the final
plan.. No-clearing:or mining:of.the expansion area’ shall be:permitted until the Plan has been
approved by PRMD: Finish slopes must berconstructed, planting done;and the satisfaction of
the plan's success criteria demonstrated prior to final approvai of the site rectamatlon by
PRMD. At a minimum the fnal Reclamatnon Plan shall include the followrng

a) The Plan shall |nd|cate the size and tocatlons of planting ‘areas on cut slopes, benches,
berms, and the quarry floor. The target habitat type for each planting area (woodland,
conifer forest, chaparral, riparian) shall be specified. The!Plan shall indicate the' area
where woodland, conifer forest, chaparral and npanan habltat shall be created.

b) The Plan shall indicate sediment ponds that wrll be converted to permanent ponds and
riparian habitat. The Plan shall designate areas on the margins of the ponds that are to
;mbe planted ‘with natlve riparian specnes

c) All woody specxes tor be used in revegetatlon’efforts shall be native species. Locally
indigenous species shall be-emphasized. To the extent possible, cover to be established
on the quarry siopes and benches and on corstructed berms shall'bé woodland or forest
type. Cut siopes having insufficient soil to support trees shall be planted with native
shrubs suited to chaparral habitats.

d) Reclamation shall be completed in phases as various parts of the quarry are mined and
made available for closure: Since it will take. some years for woody végetation to become
established and effective as cover on the reclaimed slopes, in addition to woody plantings
the newly completed reclaimed slopes and benches shall be seeded with grasses and
other herbaceous plants to prov1de erosion control

e) A final monitoring plan shall be included that describes parameters to be monitored,
methods, success criteria, monitoring schedule and performance time frame (five years
minimum), contingencies for potential problems such as erosion and plant die-off, and
likely remedial measures to be taken. Monitoring need not be extensive or sophisticated,
but must be sufficient to measure the degree of success of the reclamation and be able to

GTD 91651.3 (Final) 01/29/08
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guide remediation to ensure long-term:success. .Success:criteria performance standards
~.shall be considered met once the:established plants have'beenin place at least five
years, and are capable.of self-regeneration and have metthe quantified measurements
for a period of two years without human intervention such as watering, weeding, fertilizing,
replanting, etc: -Additional criteria should be inclided to-indicate general:‘health or vigor of
vegetatlon speCIes rlchness erosxon and lnvas10n by noxxous,weed o

f) A fnal gradmg and’ revegetatlon plan shall be’ prepared in conformance w1th
recommendation of the California Department of Fish and Game and shall be
lncorporated into the Reclamatlon Plan :

g) A Splll Prevention Plan approved by the Department ‘of Emergency Servxces shall be
lncluded |n the Reclamatlon Plan .

h) Reclamatlon or stabilization of all quarry slopes and the quarry ﬂoor,_(excludmg the
= proces51ng/stockp|le/load1ng/access areas, the acreage of th,e‘sedlmentatlon ponds and
‘working area) must ‘be completed by October 15 of each yea o _Stabilization measures
include hydraulic application of surface stabilizing compounds hydroseeding, mulching, or
other measures to prevent eros10n The operator must provnde annual documentatlon to

} . g ; A
mining and reclamatlon and at the completlon of reclamatlon o e

") ‘Uniess other crlterla are’establlshed by state or Iocal regulatl
performance standare
determlne when the're

i) 'Success of reveg'f
parameters of: naturally oc‘curnng vegetatlon in the area.“The quantltatlve measures

shall be made by a qualified professional. The revegetation performance standards
shali’be cons:dered met once the establlshed plants have been in place at least: ﬁve _

measurements for a 'perlod of' two years wrthout human lnt' 'l_on' _such as watering,
Weedlng, fert|l|zmg, replantlng, etc o

i) All slopes, benches, and bermis shall be. graded to the finished sidpes as established

- = omT T o= by the-approved-Reclamation-Plan with-such-variations -as-recommended-in -advange: - oo

" by'the State D’e_’part‘ ent of Fish and Game, PRMD and aqu
PRMD may approve field variations of relief up to one foot.
gully-washes (gen a ly greater than .5 feet deep) evide

if edv:_profeSSlonal
should be no -
graded siopes.

i}y Prior to plantrng slopes and terraces shall be covered Wlth a .lmum of 12 lnches of
' topsoil including topsoil saved from the site. All planting afeas On terraces previously
compacted by equrpment or vehlcle travel shall be rlpped and.scarifiedprior to
i TO] e stockpiled for
each year, all
cted _wlth other

replantlng of cut slopes Prior 1 0

‘ ‘l be seeded and mulched covered, A”o

iv) All mining debris, operative and inoperative equrpment tlres tanks, barrels or other
mateérials shall be removed. Uponthe completlon of mining; all processmg ‘equipment
used for mmrng shall be removed from the site 'so that reclam: tlon can be completed.

GTD 91651.3 (Final) : ©01/29/08
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36.

37.

v) The operator shall submit verification that the State Department of Fish and Game
has determined that the riparian corridor reclamation along Green Valley Creek is -
successful. fmpact V.D.2, Impact IV.D.1, Impact V.B.3

Mitigation Monitoring: PRMD-Project: Review shall verify that the Reclamation Plan
incorporates the mitigation measures. PRMD Project Review staff shall be responsible for
reviewing all rectamation work through field inspections. Reclamation securities shall not be
fully released until the reclamation is successful, as defined in this.condition. Reclamation
may be accepted in phases and security reduced as appropriate.

Prior to clearing or mining in the expansion area, the operator shall submit a revised
Vegetation Management Plan to PRMD for review and approval that addresses the following:

a) A buffer area shall be established where no clearing or mining will occur at least 100-feet
.wide between Highway 116 and quarry excavations. The buffer shall be measured from
the northerly highway right-of-way line. The mmrng plan shall include a note indicating
that no grading or tree removal shall occur in thrs buffer area. Only the entrance to an

‘ access road shalt be constructed in the buffer area. .

No. 34 A srgn and fence shall be rnstalled lndrcatlng that no gradrng or tree removal shall
- oceur in this buffer area.

.¢) The operator shall plant native evergreen trees and shrubs on the existing berm along

nghway,1_1 6 West of the quarry, entrance A Revegetatron Plan.prepared by a qualrﬁed

gthe berm planttng "The revegetatron performance standards shall be
‘considered met onge the established plapts have been in place at least five years, are

capable elf-regeneratron and Have met the quantrt" ied-measurements for a period of

rthout human mterventlon such as watenng, weedlng, fertilizing, replanting,

d) The Vegetation Management Plan for hillsides facing Highway 116 and Martinelli Road
shall indicate areas where existing trees and shrubs will be retained to maximize
" screening provided by the hill, and shall describe measures to be taken during clearing
and grading operations to ensure protection of these trees. This management pian shall
extend for the life of the quarry permit.

e The quarry operator shall conduct. mrnlng in Stages ‘B and C: (as shown on DEIR Figure

11i- 13) genera|ly toward the’ northwest portion of thie Northern Expansron area. When
mining has progressed as far as practlca[ in that . dlrectron ‘mining shall then be conducted
inan easterly difection in'such a mianner that screenmg provided by natural topography
between the mining area and Martrnellr Road wrll bei in place for as long as is practical.
Impact V. E 1

Mitigation Monrtonnq PRMD Pro;ect Revrew shall verify that the. plans required by the

'”mrtrgatron measure have been completed and approved prror fo .authorizing clearing or mining
- in'the expansron area " PRMD wiill rnspect the site prior to clearing to ensure trees to be saved

are clearly marked. PRMD shall inspect the site annually to verify planting is maintained. Al
inspection reports will be placed in. the project file. .

Within 30 days of approval of the project, the applrcant shall submit to PRMD a Condition
Comphance Review Fee deposit (amount to be determined consistent with the ordinance in
effect at the trme) In addltron the applicant shall be responsible for payment of any additional
compliance review fees that exceed the initial deposit (based on hours of staff time worked).

-GTD 91651.3 (Final) . . : 01/29/08
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.-38. This "At.Cost” entitiement is not-vested .until all permit processing:costs are paid‘in full. No

clearing or mining activities in the expansion area shall be authorized until.all permit
processing costs are pard in full

39:';Sed|ment Control

v Wrthrn one year of approval the operator shall prepare and rmplement a water quahty contro}
program with specificmeasures totrap-eroded sediment on-site to-prevent-a dischargeto
receiving waters. This program shall be implemented within one year of submission to
.:PRMD.- ‘Specific. measures cited below shall be included which are:taken from the Stormwater
Best Management Practice Handbook for Construction, published by the California
Stormwater Quality Association:(CASQA). Equivalent measures described in the Erosion
Control Manual (San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board) or other measures
deemed suitable-by the-North-Coast Regional Water Quality ‘Control‘Board:may be substituted
with approval of PRMD

- r-a-y) Srlt fences r"ber rolls or other sedrment control barrlers shatl be used ‘on bare slopes not
being actively minedto.intercept and trap sédiment carried by sheet:flow: (CASQA
construction measures SE 1, SE 5, and SE—Q)

| b) " .The program shall mclude a descrrptlon of the constructron method-forsthe sedrment
_basins, inciuding the design storm and sprllways The deslgn storm shall not be less than o
i S ,-hour rntensrty event Ly - NS

he operator shall desrgn the proposed sedrment ponds te the maximum:size practrcal for

- the.available space. New sediment ponds:shallinclude aforebay:to: trap coarse soil

~.. particles before runoff.enters the:main sediment ponds (CASQA construction measure

- .:8E=2). :Recognizing that the sediment:ponds may. not-be adequatetotrapivery fine

-.:particles such as clay, the design:shallinclude supplemental treatment:that'can be used
as:needed to meet.the water quality: drscharge criteria for this project:” Supplemental
treatment may ‘be chemical freatment that causes-the fine-particlestozsettle (CASQA " -
construction.measure SE-11), mechanical filters to remove.fine particles; orother =
measures considered to be effective by the North Coast Regional: Water Quality Control
Board :

d) Atl runoff.from areas being mined or previotsly:mined areas will-be directed through one
. .-of the:sedimentponds. Stormwater:-may be:released-from the ponds beétween storm
.ievents so long-as the water to be released:meets the performance:criteria:of the water
- .quality:monitoring:program described. in Table1 below in conformance wrth requrrements
. of the General Industrial Permit.__ o

e) -During mining.in the expansioen. area; the.quarryfloor shall:be ;graded to'slope toward the
quarry face so that a:portion of the quarry floor serves as asediment:rap’ durlng the
- winter rainy +months.. The design:shall. provrde a stable outtet and dramage way to the
sedlment ponds. 4
f) ,j‘The deslgn shall.be.completed by a professlonal crvn engrneer expenenced in sed|ment
-detention basin design. The design shall:meet the standards of SMARA. ‘All hydrologic
- and engineering calculations, including-sediment trap efficiency, shall be-submitted to
PRMD for review and-approval.. A peer review may be required. FnpactiV:D.4, Impact
/V D.4
Mrtrqatron Monltonnq PRMD: PrOJect Revrew staff will review and approve the Inspection and
.Maintenance-Plan.-PRMD ARM:staff will-review annual reports and periodically monitor
.compliance with the condition during ongoing-quarterly field inspections and will-respond to all
complaints. -All inspection reports will be-placed in-the project file.-«If upon‘inspection the
-.sediment ponds/traps and drainage system-have not been cleaned out, then PRMD shall
issue.a Notice of Violation to the operator requiring all crushing, screenirig, grading, and sales
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U/R

40.

41.

of material on site to immediately cease untii the ponds/traps and drainage system have been
cleaned.

Avoid all potentially jurisdictional wetlands and riparian habitat Iocated along the western
boundary of the existing permitted area of the quarry. Prior to clearing or mining activities in
the Northern Expansion area, the operator shall take appropriate measures to protect the
wetland and riparian-habitat located on the western boundary of the existing permitted area of
the quarry. Protection measures to be included in the mlnmg and Reclamatron Plan are:

a) Installation of chain Ilnk exclusronary construction fencmg around the seasonally wet area;

b) Implementation of all measures to control dust in adjacent work areas;

c) Maintenance of the hydrologic inputs (flow) to the seasonally wet area; and

d) Fence and maintain the 100-foot minimum setback for quarry cIearlng and mining
operations from stream banks and critical habitat areas desngnated in the Sonoma County
-General Plan (Chapter. 26A, County Code) tmpact'v.D:1

Mitigation Monitoring: PRMD shall venfy that protectrve measures are lnstalled prior to
authorizing clearing:or mining in-theexpansion area:’

For Northern.spotted owl, approved protocol surveys and avoidance/ mitigation measu'res
consistent with §§919.9-919.10 of California Forest Practice Rules will be necessary prior to-
initiation. of clearing: or mining: activities.in:the:expansion -area. ' This:effort requires:

-identification of funictional-ow! mesting, roosting and foraging habitat on, and within 0.7 miles of

any. project boundary; review of known owl surveys that have been-conducted within 1.3 miles

-of the project site;.surveys, by:a qualifiedbiologist:oh the project'site and within 0.7 miles of

any.boundary,-in-accordance with Guidelines.for.Surveying. Proposed Management Activities

Which May Impact Northern Spotted Owls: (US Fishzand. Wildlife:Service (USFWS) 1991).

The operator shall.submit a verification report to the PRMD Project Review staff that the

-.surveys-have been completed and any recommendatrons made by the biologist have been’

implemented.

Surveys of the proposed project area W|II be required and will include a 1-year (6 visit) survey
valid only until the beginning -of the following breeding season or 2-year (3 visits/year) survey
valid for 2 additional years, if owls are detected: The 2-year survey is preferable and is more
likely to accurately determine presence or absence. Surveys shall be conducted between
March 15th . and August 31 st, 1 to 2 years prior to commencmg activities, - depending on the

~ survey type.

* Any activity that would constitute “take”:of Northern spotted owl (as defined by the

Endangered Species. Act) is not allowed undér this mining permit. Modifications to the project

shali.be required to avoid harassment or-directimpacts tonesting owls if stich species are

identified in the surveys. In particular, the project shall meet specific standards including: no
operations within 500 feet of an active nest site or pair activity center, and maintenance of
suitable owl habitat (as defined by Thomas et al., 1990) between 500 and 1,000 feet of an

.active nest'site or pair activity site. If the proposed mining plan does not comply with these

.. standards, then the operator shall submit-a revised plan that does meet. the standards for the

County, and the mining. permit shall be revised accordingly.

If it is not feasible to revise the mining plan to satisfy the standards, the operator shall

--complete other measures acceptable to the USFWS, which may include identification and

acquisition er retention of 500 or more acres of suitable owl.habitat within.a 0.7-mile radius of
an active nest site or pair activity center, or. 1,336 or'more acres of suitable owl-habitat within
a 1.3-mile radius of an active nest site or-pair activity center (including lands -acquired or

retained within a 0.7-mile radius). Areas acquired.or retained may be adjusted after

consultation with USFWS.and CDFG to conform to natural [andscape attributes such as '
draws and stream courses. Under such circumstance, a parcel shall be identified for fee
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purchase or acquisition of conservation easement within:Sonoma County underthe: .
. stewardshipof a responsible land management entity:.;Such retained land would need to be
. . partially-or-completely offsite to accommodate ‘acreage:requirements.. Any:dedication of land
- -.shdll necessarily be in:perpetuity to be considered.adequate. -If land or.easement is acquired,
.. ~the.operator. must develop.a habitat:management:plan :and leng-term:funding.source for
».:management of those lands subJect to approval by the USFWS and the CDFG [mpact V.D.6

: meqatlon Monltorlnq PRMD staff wrll conduct s1te lnspectlons verlfy compllance with the
.z .conditien.priorto authorizing:any clearlng or-mining-inithe-expansion area. and wnll respond to
e eall complalnts All mspectron reports wrll be placed in: the prOJect flle PRt

Operat|onal Cond|t|ons

U 42 ThlS Use F’ermlt allows contlnued operatlon of mlnlng/rock extractlon processmg, rock

- icrushing;:screening ‘and stockpiling, and concrete/asphalt recycling: supported by an office,

..+ -fwo-scales;shop-operations :and.a caretakermobile-home,:with 22 employeesion APNs

.. 083-130:082,<083,-084,.and--085 as described-inithe Canyon Rock Company:surface mining
appllcatlon dated: September 18,2002;;as:modified by these: condltlons “The.volume of
materidl-of all types: exported- from the-Quarry:shall notiexceed 562,500 cubicryards in any one
year.- Of this:amount,.no more than 500;000:cubic yards-shall:consistiof material: mined on-
__site. In no case shall the amount of material imported to the site, |ncludlng recvcled materlals
exceed 62;500 cubic: yards in any one year R e her B 28 e

The prlnCIpa :.exrstlng bUl|dlngS are Iocated on AF’Ns*083-2‘|0 083 and 084 and are

a) - The approx1mately 10 000 square foot eqmpment storage and garag bulldlng,

o b)_i The approxrmately 2 500 square foot: ofﬁce bulldmg,

c) The approxmately 3, 500 square feet weldlng and repalr shop, and .

: : HEE “utg
oL "

d) The scale house electrlcal buxldrng and other minor structures supportlng the use.

e) APN 083-210 006 contalns a smgle famlly dwelllng and AF’N 083—210 020*conta1ns three
single family dwelllngs

This Use Permit allows expansion of the:existing quarry to include:an:additional 35 + acres on
APNs 083-210-006, -015, -019, and -020. No additional employees are authorized.
__Permitted hours.of:operation:are 6:00 a.m. t0:40:00:p.m. weekdays:and:6:00:a:m. to 4:30 p.m.

_ Saturdays,.except for emergency repairs or by written County:authorization .-Blasting shall be
limited:to-daytime hours from 10:00 a.m:10:4:00 p.m., Monday threugh Friday: There shall be.
no clearing:or-mining operations including blasting:on Sundays orfederal holidays. The
approved mining -area-shall not encroach:within 25 feet.ofithe: boundary «of the‘Mineral
Resources Zoning District. The boundaries of the approved minirig area:shall*be surveyed
and staked prlor to the commencement of cIearlng or mlmng in the expanslon area

ABRN 083 130 0831 (formerly AF’N AF’N083—210 006) contalns a concrete batch plant and .
associated wash:plant. -These facilities.shall-be subject-to’the:4961 UsePermit{(County File
2291), with an-annual:production level of -approximately 25,000t0°35,:000:cubic yards.

' As a condition ‘of exercisingthis Use Permit;:the applicant:agrees that for as long as the Use

B Permit:remains, in.efféct; all conditions set forth herein‘shall be applicableto both miring and
processmg ‘within:the :vested parcels (APNs 083-130-082, ‘-083 -084, and 085) as well as the
expansion ‘areas-(APNs 083-210-006::2015,=018-and <020).~ -

U/R 43. The operator and subsequentfownersor»operatorsof=the:above-referenced project shall
complete mining and rectamation activities in-accordance with-the Canyon Rock:Company
surface mining application and Reclamation Plan dated September 18, 2002 as revised by

GTD 91651.3 (Final) | - 01/29/08
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these Conditions of Approval and subject to the revised Reclamation Plan requirements
herein. This Use Permit/Reclamation Plan-and Conditions of Approval run with the project
site and.are binding on future owners, heirs and:assigns. The Reclamation Plan shall run with
the land and bind all owners and successors in interest. Owners shall maintain the site in
perpetuity in-accordance with the Reclamation Plan, including but.not limited to the drainage
improvements, slopes and vegetation. Prior to the lease, sale or other conveyance of any
portion of the real property subject to this approval, the owner shall provide a copy of the Use
Permit.and Reclamation Plan approval along with this exhibit to the prespective lessee, buyer
or other recipient-of -such conveyance. The County has the powerto modify or revoke a
permit, entitlement,:or project approval if the conditions are:not met. The mining operator
must also notify the State Division of Mines and Geology and PRMD of any changes in
ownership/operator and a new performance bond may be required.

When mining encroaches within 200 feet of any property line, the approved top of final
reclamation slope in that area shall be clearly marked in the field by brightly colored stakes
projecting.at least 4 feet-above ground level spaced every 200 feet. When mining encroaches
within 100 feet of the approved toe of final reclamation:slopein any area, the toe shall be

- clearly-marked in'the field:by-brightly colored stakes projecting at least 4 feet above ground
. level .spaced-every. 200 feet. The-operator shall be responsible.for: 5ubmitting a site plan or

UR 45

UR  46.

.aerial photograph:showing the extent of.existing mining-in: relationship to all property lines if

requested by PRMD to vern‘y the need for, or location-of, the required stakes.

Aggregate processmg may be relocated within: the existing mining or the expansion areas
APN’s 083-130-082, -083, -084,and -085; 083-210-0086, -015, -019, and -020 if the operator
meets the following criteria: Either the distance from all processing-equipment to residences,
measured along a straight line of sight, shall be greater than 1,600 feet, or the operator shall
provide a noise analysis'and attenuation program-:prepared by a qualified acoustical
consultant that demonstrates comphance with all General Plan Noise Standards. If shielded
by intervening terrain, processmg equnpment may be located & minimum of 760 feet from
residences. The report is subject to review and approval by PRMD.

Payment of ARM Plan Fees for Monitoring, Administration, and Other Mitigation:

The operator shall contribute to ARM Plan Monitoring and Adminietration funde established by
the County pursuant to the ARM Plan and shall otherwise miitigate identified impacts as
follows:

Inspection Enforcement and Monitoring Fees:

Annual inspection, enforcement and monitoring fees shall be paid by the operator in order to
cover all actual:costs incurred:by-the Gounty for the inspection,:monitoring, and enforcement
of the applicable Use Permit and rectamation plan conditions in accordance with the ARM
Plan. Where the monitoring service of a qualified professional is required by the Mitigation
Monitoring Program; additional monitoring fees may-be levied on the operator to cover such

_gosts. /mpact ARM PEIR

Mitiqation Monitoring: PRMD staff shall be responsible for determining compliance with this
condition. PRMD staff shall also be responsible for billing the operator for all monitoring work

- done in:compliance with ARM Plan and-County ordinance requiréments: Violations of the

UR  47.

condition may resultin proeceedings to revoke the-Use Permit for mining.

The Use Permit and Reclamation Plan shall be subject to the provisions of the 1994 ARM
Plan, Chapter 26A of the Sonoma County Code, and other County ordinances, local, state
and federal regulations, rules, orders and requirements regulating surface mining and
reclamation in existence or hereafter adopted pursuant to the 1994 ARM Plan.

. The operator shall notify PRMD in writing at least fifteen (15) days before the conclusion of

each phase of reclamation to request a site inspection. Impact ARM PEIR
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. -Mitigation Monitoring: . PRMD staff shall.inspectthe site:periodically in .accordance:with the.
.. -inspection, enforcement, monjtoring, and mitigation:program of the ARM Plan-and aiso within

thirty (30) days of receiving the operator’s notification of completion :of .each-phase of

.. ..réclamation. . A written inspection report on each site visit:shall be:placed.in the:project file,
-, .which:shall‘be used:to determine the official start date iof reclamatron ef'l’ort tlme frames for

49,

_each area-as establrshed in. these Condrtrons of Approval

To the extent requrred by applrcable law the operator and all successors in lnterest shall

... obtain any and all permits or approvals required by-other agencres ‘having jurisdiction over the

.- project and shall- provide copies of same to-PRMD: This permitis.subject:tothe conditions of
.~.5aid permits.and any violation ‘of other. such permits ;shall.constitite awviolation:of this Use
..Permit. -If there-are:conflicts between the conditions of :any permiits, ‘the:more restrictive shall

apply. PRMD Project Review:staff will work-with the agencies.and the: operator to help

. '.,tachreve solutions... A: modrt’catron tothis Use:Permit: may be requlred Such agencres may

éj Sonoma County Water Agency

lnclude but are; not llmlted to

0nOma. County PublicHealth Department

U/R

_,_,.:Calrfornla Department of Frsh -and'Game :

e) California Water Resources Control Board

t’) {North Coast Regional Water Quallty Control loard

-g). -Army Corps of. Engrneers

h) »‘»\U S Frsh and Wlldllfe Servrce

l) ' ‘U S Envrronmental Protectron Agency

_J) California.Department of Forestry

. k) ;.Calrfornla Department of Transportation. (Caltrans)

'l) NOAA Flsherres

"50.

“Grai

g of slopes replacement of sorl and replantrng shall'be. completed concurrently with
mining activities where possible rather than be delayed until after the completion of all mining.
In no.case. shall the planting of vegetation and-final reclamation.of slepes last mere than two
years past.cessation of mining:in that area unless weather or other conditions beyond the
control-of the operator make.performance within this timeperiod:unreasonable. To ensure

~ accurate monitoring of this-condition, the-operator:shall be responsible:for submitting a site

01

plan or aerial photograph by October:1st.of every:secend year{after miining in the expansion
area has begun) that clearly depicts the total extent of the mining and reclamation areas on

- the :property: - Failure to.comply.with this.condition-shall require the immediate céssation of all

mining, processing, and sales of :material (reclamation-work may continue).

The operator:shall properly tune:non-road-equipment and:shall-provide an annual report
including an eguipment maintenance schedule to:RRMD ARM staff to-document that -
cheduled maintenance has been performed Impact IVB 4b

_ Mrtrqatlon Monltorrnq PRMD ARM staff review the reports and will’ perlodlcally monitor -
compliancewith.the condition during ongoing quarterly-field inspections:and wili respond to all

complaints. All inspection reports will be placed in the project file.

-GTD 91651.3 (Final) 01/29/08
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UR 52. Prior to the start of the second year of grading in the quarry expansion area and thereafter at
specific intervals, a licensed.Geotechnical Engineer and Certified Engineering Geologist shall
inspect the slopes of the quarry excavation and perform a slope stability evaluation. The
evaluation shall determine whether the excavated quarry face meets the slope stability
performance criteria, which are a minimum pseudo-static factor of safety of greater than or
equal to 1.1, and a static factor of safety of greater than or equal to 1.3. The pseudo-static
factor of safety was derived from the CGS SP117, while the static factor of safety of 1.3 is
based upon an acceptable engineering standard for stability of temporary slopes. The .
evaluation shall-include a determination thatthe factor of safety is consistent with the
requirements of Section 3407(d) of the State Mining and Geology'Board Reclamation
Regulations. The evaluation of potential static and dynamic quarry slope conditions shall be
consistent with the provisions of the California Division of Mines and Geology Guidelines for
Evaluating and Mitigating Seismic Hazards (CGS Special Publication 117, 1997). The
evaluation shali be reviewed and approved by PRMD and may require a peer review by a
qualified consultant. in the event that the evaluation determines that the slopes do not meet
the slope stability performance criteria, the evaluation shall include recommendations for
revisions to the mining ptan that will ensure compliarice with the criteria.

The slope stability investigation shall be completed.and submitted to:PRMD prior to the start
of mining in years 2, 5, 10 and 15. If the resulits of any slope stability evaluation indicate a
potential for slope mstablhty that could affect adjacent:properties, the final mining and
Reclamation Plan shall be revised to-include appropriate design slopes and setbacks from the
property line to ensure protection of adjacent properties. A revision of the- Reclamatlon Plan
may be required. /mpact V.B.2

Mitiqation Monitoring: PRMD Project Review staff shall be responsible for reviewing the
geotechnical evaluation report to ensure that the safety criteria are included.

U/R  53. Prior to the expansion of clearing or mining activities onto adjacent parcels, the operator shall
: prepare and implement a comprehensive dust control program that will expand on the
guarry’s existing dust control measures to further reduce impacts from mining activities.
Operational elements of the dust control program (especially dunng the dry season) shall
include, but are not necessarily limited-to the:following:

a) Water all active unpaved vehicle circulation areas daily, using reclaimed water’
whenever possible. Watering should be sufficient to prevent airbome dust from
leaving the site. Increased watering frequency would be necessary whenever wind
speeds exceed 15 miles per hour during dry conditions.

b) Suspend excavation activity when wmds (instantaneous gusts) exceed 25 miles per
7T "Thour during dry condmons

c) Sweep paved roadways (with water sweepers using reclaimed water if possible) at
the end of each day if visible soil. material is carried onto adjacent paved roads.
Paved areas on site and on Hwy 116 adjacent to the driveway intersection shall be
kept clear of loose materials. When a spill does occur the operator shall be
responsible for taking quick remedral action.

d) . Hydroseed or apply-soil stabilizers to inactive areas (as presented in the quarry’s
reclamation and water quality control plan).

e) Exposed soil stockpiles shall be enclosed, covered, watered daily or treated with
(non-toxic) soil stabilizers.

f) Chemical soil stabilizers or dust suppressants shail be of a type that is approved of by
the State Department of Fish and Game and PRMD. Chemical:dust suppressants or
soil stabilizers shall not be used on the ground during the wet season when runoff
may occur.

GTD 91651.3 (Final) : 01/29/08
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...@) . -inthe absence of areas containing natural or manmade wind breaks, install wind
. ... ... breaks or plant-frees/vegetative wind -breaks at the predomlnant windward side of
activity areas. v BN

.=-Install.sandbags or other erosion control measures to prevent sr!t runoffto pubilic
, roadways as, needed fmpact i\/B s el e

Mrthatlon Monrtorrnq PRMD ARM staff erI perlodlcally monltor complrance with the condition
......-during .ongoing. quarterly field inspections.and will respond to all complamts All inspection
L reports will be placed in the project file.. : L

U/R 54. Implement Comprehensrve Source Control:

he perator shall prepare and rmplement a comprehensrve water qualrty control program-that
phasizes source control:measures: desrgned o preventerosion. The:comprehensive water
-quallty control program shall be documented in-a. Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
(SWPPP) that will be submitted to PRMD within one year of approval. The SWPPP shall be
... prepared.by the operator and submitted to-PRMDfor:review-and-approval: THe SWPPP shall
. .be, regularly updated as:newBest:Management:Practices (BMPs)are constructed and/or the
s wguarry.operation changes. Specific measures cited-below are taken fromithe Stormwater Best
Management Practice Handbook for Gonstruction, published by the Galifornia Stormwater
 Quality Association (CASQA) 2003. Equivalent measures described in the Erosion.and
Sediment Contro/ Field Manual (San Francisco:Bay Regional Water:Quality:Gontrol- Board
2002) or other measures deemed more effective by the North Coast Regronal Water Quality
Control Board may be substltuted o . :

The operator shall lncorporate BMPs into clearing, mining and reclamation activities to reduce
and eliminate soil erosion. The operator shall.be responsible for the:inspectionand
maintenance of BMPs through all phases of mining and reclamation. During mining and
reclamation activities, the follewing measures shall be rmplemented 1o; reduce the potentral for
.. erosion: and sedrment discharge: r ;

&) Mining activities.and the operation ‘o heavy equipment ori:site shaltl Vbe done in sdch a
manner.as to avoid repeated.crossing of.drainage ways or puddles that are actively
flowing rnto the sediment pond/traps and offsite. - :

b) . Topsall, surtable for usen revegetation;shall be stockpiled for:use in reclamation and
replanting of cut slopes. Prior to-October 15" of each year, all-topsoil stockprled for
future use in revegetation shall be seeded and mulched or otherwrse covered in order

. _.to-prevent soil loss through -erosion.: : -

c) - All active processing area roads and work areas shall be stabilized surfaces or
engineered with-aggregate base fill thicknesses adequate to-withstand theavy
equipment.and truck traffic. Theseroads:shall be constructed: with:culverts and
energy dissipation- structures to convey runoff under the roads; as necessary. Areas

. on the quarry. floor.other than roads.and active work areas shall be stabrhzed by the
techniques described above. ' = ,

'd)  Thewater quality control program shall include-measures-to preserve existing
- vegetation to the extent.practical-{(CASQA-construction measure:EC-2). When timber
~ harvest takes place in the expansion area, small trees, shrubs and groundcover shall
be left in place until the area is ready for mining.

ej ln areas-not being actlvely mined, bare sorl shall be protected from erosron with the
. application of hydraulic mulch (CASQA construction measure EC- 3) OF hydroseeded
(CASQA construction measure EC-4) :

GTD 916513 (Final) ' . - 01/29/08
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f) in areas not -being actively mined where it is not practical to establish a grass cover,
soil binders shall be applied to exposed soil to prevent erosion {CASQA construction
measure EC-5).

a) In areas requiring temporary protection until a permanent vegetative cover can be
established, bare soil shall be protected by the application of straw mulch, wood
mulch, or mats (CASQA construction measures EC-6, 7, and 8).

h) To the extent practical, benches should be back-sloped or provided with rock or straw
bale checks so that sediment is trapped on the benches rather than washed into the
sediment ponds.

) . Benches shall drain into adequately sized pipes that convey runoff to the quarry floor
(CASQA construction measure EC-11). Outlets of pipes shall have appropriate
energy dissipaters to prevent erosion at the outfall (CASQA constructron measure
EC-10). Impact IV.D.1, /mpact V.B. 3

Mtthatlon Momtonnq PRMD ARM staff will verify that a water quality conitrol plan including a

SWPPP is preparéd and implemented, and will ‘periodically moniter-compliance with the

condition during-ohgeing- quarterly field.inspections-and will respond to all complaints. All

lnspectlon reports will:be placed in the project fi le.-

UR - 55 Stormwater Best Manaqement Practtces

Wlthrn one year of approval, the operator shall implement BMPs to reduce the potential for
dlscharge of contaminants to stormwater runoff

_The followrng measures shall be taken:

ay Fuelmg and maintenahce of all rubber—trred loadlng, grading and support equipment shall
be prohibited within 100 feet of drainage ways. -Fueling and maintenance -activities
associated with other less mobile equipment shall be conducted with containment and
spill cleanup materials to prevent hazardous material releases.. All réfueling and
maintenance of mobile vehicles and equipmentshall take place in-a designated area with -
an impervious surface ‘arid berms to contain any potential spills;

b) Access to the site shall be controlled by installing and maintaining security fencing and
locking.gates and posting "No Trespassing"” s:gns at all vehicular access points.

C) Runoff from access, roads shall be collected and passed through the sedrment pond/trap

" “system on site.

d) Any cherm‘ical-dust=suppressantsi or slope stabilization chemiicals or polymers, or sediment
detention basin enhancernent chemicals or polymers shall-be EPA approved and shall be
used strictly according tothe manufacturer’s directions. An-accurate accounting of the

~ kinds and quantities.of these materials used on the site shall be malntalned by the
operator and submitted to PRMD upon request.

e): Planting methods used in reclamation shall avoid the surface application of fertilizers high
in: nitrogen or phosphorous-that could-be washed dowristream into local waterways.
Impact IV.D.1 :

Mitigation Monitoring: PRMD ARM staff will periodically monitor compliance with the condition
during quarterly field inspections and will respond toall complaints. All inspection reports will
be placed inthe project file. Prior {0 authorizing clearing-or mining in the expansion area,
PRMD will verify the Spill Prevention and Emergency Plan has been approved and shall
inspect the site to verify security fencing, signs and drainage are installed.

GTD 91651.3 (Final) ' 01/29/08
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57. Collect Semi-Annhual RWQCB Samples; "

. 56. Water Quality MonltorlngProqram

’ ",Prrorto clearrng or mrnrng in the expansron area the operator shall prepare and implement a

Water Qualrty Monitoring Program. Monitoring shall be expanded for a single season to

... .collect a series of baseline samples during a representative storm.event.. Timing of this
monitoring shall depend.on the volume of runoff. The water quality-consulting firm performing
the testing shall establish timing criteria in consultation with the RW-QCB, to ensure data that
is collected will provide the proper baseline sampling. ‘The-operator shall demonstrate to the
satisfaction of the RWQCB and PRMD that discharges from the site consrstently meet the
-specified water quality benchmarks for stormwater’ drscharges (refer to Table 1: Water Quallty
Sampling Criteria as shown.below) prior to clearing or mining in the expansron area. The '
monltorrng program shall include the following: .

S ‘a) The Baseline Moriitoring Program shall be |mplemented by a quallfled thrrd-party water -
o quality consultrng firm' that is approved by PRMD and compensated. by the operator

b) Prior to commencement of clearrn o_A mlnlng in the’ approved expanslon area ;

1) - A collectron of a \mmrmuﬂ .of elght‘basellne samples of runoff from undlsturbed

from clearrng or mrmng actlw

ii)
hydrocarbons (TPH) as dlesel (wuth silica gel clean- up) b /
analytical laboratory, ’
iii) All storms that generate dlscharge from the actlve minifig“portion of’ the project
srte to Green Valley Creek shall b_e monitored. However asa practlcal measure,
' samplmg
~iv) - This srngle—year collectlon of stormwater background d lb k‘uéed as the

basrs to evaluate f' ure allty samplxng data [m

program has been completed in a single season before the expansion is authorized.

The operator shall collect semi-annualrépresentative samples-from-all Stormwater discharge
outfalis (at the location where the drscharge leaves the detention pond or where the discharge
leaves the site) while'discharges ‘are’ occurnng in complrance with the'r g fe‘ments of
General-Permit (No. CAS000001) for- Dlscharges of Storm Water Assocrated wrth Industrial

‘ Actrvrtres The monrtorrng program shall‘lnclude the foIlowrng e

-Collect samples upstream and do‘ vstream ofthe quarry outfalls rn G en Valley Creek

" b) |

’ 'turbrdlty, specrt’c conductance and total* organrc carbon (as requrred by'the General

“Permit) and‘{otdl and drssolved iron and TPH (total petroleum hydrocarbons) as diesel
(with gilica’ gel clean- up) by a Staté certified" analytrcal laboratory. '

GTD 91651.3 (Final) _ C 01/29/08
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c) The surface water quality data shall be analyzed by a'qualified professional for indications
of exceedance of water quality benchmarks and/or changing conditions in water quality
that could indicate a potential impact to:water quality conditions in'Green Valley Creek.
The following benchmark water quality valués shall'be used to determine whether an
adverse impact may be associated with the discharge:
‘Table 1: Water Quality Sampling Criteria
Total
Petroleum
Total Hydro- Total
| Suspended | Specific . Total and 1. carbons Organic
pH Solids Turbidity Conductance Dissolved Iron | as Diesel. Carbon
65t | 0to100 Not greater @ Qutfall Outfall <15 mgiL <110 mg/L @
85@. | mg/L® than discharge levels discharge
| at project site outfall turbidity in not to exceed ‘ levels not to
s .dlscharge ‘and Green Valley’ ) basellne"levels . exceed
downstream Ievels in Créek‘atftirne' R 'basellne levels
1 Green Valley Creek of discharge @ upstream in measured
| riot to exceed . o Green. \(alley upstream in,
upstream levels'by Creek © Green Valley
more than 25 mgll o) | Creek @

benchrnark values m the future:

. ‘Nole These benchmarks are subject to revision.as the regulatory climate and freatment technologies evolve. The RWQCB may, at it's discretion, modify these

@)

(o)
()

Based on Slale Storrnwal.er Poltutant Benchmark levels

Based on comparison of samples coliected dunng the same sampling event.

This criterion cannot be applled to discharge samples from outfalls, but shall be applied to samples collected in Green Valiey Creek upstream and
downstream of the project site. ,

The operator shall submlt annual. monitoring reports fo. the Regronal Water Quality Control
Board with a copy submltted to PRMD and the California Depariment of Fish and Game.
Frequency of monltorlng will. be determlned by the RWQCB but shall not be less frequent than
two samples shall be collected each rainy season. The quallfled water quality professional
conducting the monitoring shall provide an analysis of the data and an evaluation of the
overall effectiveness of the sediment control system. If the water quality performance criteria
have been exceeded, the report shall include the expert's opinion regarding the specific
causes of the exceedances and recommended measures to brlng dlscharges lnto compllance

- ImpactiV.D.T - - : ‘ -

U/R  B8.

GTD 91651.3 (Final)

Mitigation Monitoring: PRMD Project Review staff shall review the report and verify that it
rncludes the items required by the mitigation.

Implement Corrective Actions, as Necessary:

Once clearing or mining,of the expansmn area has been mltlated if any anpual monitoring
indicates that dlscharges from the Qquarry exceeded the water quallty performance criteria, the
operator will propose, changes to the water quality, program that will improve its performance
sufficiently to meet the performance criteria. Corrective action may inciude, but is not limited

. to, additional source control BMPs, expansion of the existing detention ponds chemical

ﬂocculaﬂon 'mechanical fi ltratlon of the discharge, construction of extended wet ponds and/or
treatment wetlands and/or reduction of exposed surface area. The proposed changes shall
be submitted to the Regional Board for comment, revised as needed to address their
comments, and then lmplemented by the operator. If the performance criteria are not met for

. two consecutive years, PRMD.will confer with the operator and the Regional Board to

determine whether further changes in the water quality program are likely to result in

01/29/08
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compliance. If:suitable changes are notidentified, then the: operator shall reduce productron
as needed to meet the performance criteria../mpact IV.D.1. = .

... - Mitigation Monitoring: - PRMD shall review-the 'monitor'lng reports and conduct site inspections
- ~1o ensure compliance. If the criteria are not:met for.two successive years, then-PRMD shall
issue a Notice .of Violation to the operator requiring.a reduction in preductionievels.

U_/R{ . 4»59v...Ma|nta1n and Reparr Storm Damaqe as Necessarv

2 »,:1,':1The water qualrty program shall descrrbe specrt”c measures to ensure routrne rnspectron and
... -maintenance of the drainage system and:sediment ponds.site to ldentrfy and-correct
.problems The operator shall submit-a sediment pond inspection and maintenance plan and
~:annual inspection and maintenance: rreports. for.review-and. approval.of PRMD. The siope of
the pond/trap banks (below water) shall‘be-equal toior-greater-than :a 3:1 (horizontal/vertical)
slope to discourage shallow water areas which promote plant growth and mosquito breeding.

. nspection and maintenance shall .include monitoring storage capacrty and’loss of storage,
sediment’ removaland deposrtion :and-thesafe storage,mixing, use, and: drsposal of any
-polymers-and coagulants-or flocculants. Sediment pond/traps-and: dralnage systems shall be

cleaned-out by October 15" annually pursuant to the standards‘stated in the approved erosion
and sediment control. plan. Sediment shall be.stockpiled for use as topsoil in the reclamation

v process: Af upon-inspection by:PRMD:the sediment: ponds/traps: anddrainag >isystem have

. not:been cleaned-out, the-owner will be putoninotice'to: complete the cleaning within 30 days
or all crushing,7screening, grading,-and sales of material; onSS|te shalliimmediately cease until
the. ponds/traps ;and. dralnage system have been cleaned

The program shall rnclude measures to ensure prompt |dent|t”catron and repair of storm
‘ infall-induced

g)irer g ptofessional
conduct a damage survey of the: srte erosron and sedlment controls ‘ahd recommend remedial
actions as.necessary to assure that the performance standards will be met. Within ten days,
.. areport:shall:be:submitted to: PRMD regarding.the effects of such: damage ludlng i
e ;recommendatlons for. repalr and/or replantlng, if necessary /rnpaﬂtf}‘ 7

.Mrtrqatlon Monltorlnq PRMD Pro;ect Revrew staft wrll review the |nspect d marntenance
plan to ensure compliance with this condition.:PRMD ARM staff will féview - Damage Reports
and periodically moniter complrance with the condition during ongoing-quarterly field
‘inspections and will respond to all complaints. If remediation or storm damage is identified,
PRMBD:staff:shallrequire completion of any repairs witha month or lssueﬂ 37N otlce of Violation.
. Alldnspection eports willbe placed in the prOJect‘ﬂle A ~

i U/R ) 60 The operator shall rnspect drsturbed areas on-si e,regularly for presence ‘ofinvasive plants
such as French and Scotch broom, and other specres as determined by the Agricultural
Commissioner. -Occurrences of invasive species shall be removed-immédiatély by’ pulling,

- digging,-or.other- approved mvasrve plant control lmethods Annua rts“shall be submitted
_ to PRMD Impact v.D:3 S » e

Mltrqatron Monltorlnq PRMD ARM staft wrll review annual reports and“perlodlcally monltor
compliance’with the conditien during ongoing quarterly field inspections-and W|ll respond to
all complalnts A lnspectlon reports will- be placed in the project: f|le "

U/R 61. Clearlng of vegetatron shall be conducted between August 15 to- March‘él to avord nesting
birds. If clearing of vegetation occurs outside of the August 15 to March 1 nesting avoidance
period,.the.owner:must, prior to;commencement 6f: clearlng of. vegetatron activities, retain a

. qualified: blologrst to survey the site-for nesting:raptors: within 500feet ofthe clearing area
and for birds protectedby CDFG, Sections: 3503%within 250 feet'of theéclédting area. The
survey distance for raptors and other birds may be modified by a qualified biologist

.- depending:upon site:circumstances. ‘If species are found:to be resting on:site’ or within close

" proximity, @ buffer area:shall be designated by the biologist and all clearingactivities shall

remain outside of this area until. nesting is complete. The operator: shall submit verification to

GTD 91651.3 (Final) o .+ 01/29/08
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U 62.
U 63
U/R 64.

U/R

UR

PRMD Project Review staff that the surveys have been completed and any
recommendations made. by the biologist are implemented. !mpact V.D.5

Mitigation Monitoring: PRMD will conduot site inspections, verify compliance with the
condition and-will respond to all complaints.. All inspection reports will be placed in the
project file.

Prior to commencement of tree removal, the-operator shall hire-a CDFG-approved biologist
specializing in local bat species to survey the site. If occupied roosting habitat is identified,
artificial roosts (wood structures) shall be‘established at suitabiélocations specified by a
CDFG-biologist, as' near as'possible to the site of existing roosts. Removal of roost trees
would.not be allowed:until: a time of day when the roost was unoccupied. The operator shall
provide a verification report:prepared by a qualified biologist to PRMD Project Review

. descrlblng occurrencesmf bats and their habltat Impact V.D.6

Mitigation Monltorlnq The PRMD Project Review staff shall review the report and shall visit

the site to verify that-roosts-are established, if needed:” PRMD:ARM staff will monitor

compllance with the condition-and Wlll respond to all complalnts All lnspectlon reports will be
placed in the prolect file.::

All. mlnlng stockplles sponls and recycled materlal shall be’ stored at feast 200 feet-away

. from Highway 116 unless fully screened by a berm -and/or vegetation. All new structures
shall belocated at.least 200:feet.away from Highway 116: No junk, debris, non-operative

vehicles, materials or equipment:unrelated-to the quarry-shall be-stored anywhere on quarry
property except for the operator s personal and hobby-related equ1pment Impact V.E.1

Mlthatlon Monltonnq PRMD ARM staff will perlodlcally moniter compliance with the
conditien-during -ongeing- quarterly field.inspectionstand will: respond to all complaints. All
lnspectlon reports wnll be placed in the project ﬁle .

All employees shall undergo a cultural and paleontologlcal resources: onentatlon and
awareness training prior-to:-commencing clearing or mining activities in the expansion area.
Such training shall include familiarization with stop work restrictions if buried archaeological

' remains;-paleontological: resources or:artifacts:are uncovered. The dperator:shall provide

PRMD- with a verification list.of employees completing:thé orientation. . The training and list
shall be updated by the operator as new employees are added. fmpact V.G.1, fmpact V.G.2

Mlthatlon Monltonnq PRMD will monitor the mltlgatlon by.requiring:the operator to submit to

PRMD a written list of the employees and the date of their participation in: the required
training sessions prior to authorizing clearing or mlnlng in the expanslon area and.

o perlodlcally when new. employees are added

-65.

66.

During: quarry operatlons should any undlscovered evidence of archaeological materials or
paleontological.resources be encountered, werk at the ptace. of discovery shall be halted,
and a qualified archaeologist and/or paleontologist shall be consulted to ‘assess the
significance of the find. Prompt evaluations could then be made regarding finds, and a plan
of action consistent with CEQA and Sonoma County cultural resources management

requirements could be adopted. If prehistoric Native American burials are encountered, a

qualified archaeologist, the:Sonema County Coroner, the'California Native: American
Heritage Commission and local Native American Heritage Commission shall be consulted in
accordance with established requ;rements impacr V.G.1, impact V.G 2

~Mlt|qat|on Monltonnq The PRMD Project Review staff shall be: responslble for coordinating

with the gquaiified archaeologist.and ensuring the stop work order is complled with if
archaeological or paleontologlcal resources are*uncovered. -

nght lighting shall be fully shielded and downward casting so as not to:produce glare onto
adjacent properties and roadways or into the sky. Temporary construction fighting shall be
directional spotlights that focus on the work area. All new structures shall comply with
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-screening and setback requirements ofthe.Scenic Corridor and Scenic Landscape Unit
. desrgnatrons of the Open Space Element of the General Plan :

U/R 67 The operator shall contmue to provrde the Callfornra Department of Conservatlon and PRMD,
in the manner specified by said agencies, annual reports on m|nlng and reclamatlon acthltres
2 20N the S|te untll the prOJect is: completed Impact ARM PE/Q : : : s

-;,-4'Mrthatron Momtormq PRMD wrll revrew reports for compllance wrth permrt requrrements and -
'make avallable to the publlc ,‘ :

UR -~ 68. -The operator shall require all lts drlvers to partrcrpate in.a truck drrver educatlon/safety

s} oo+ orientation which famlllarlzes rock haulers with speed limit zones, schoo! bus stops, areas of
- Jow sight distance on"haul routes, permit limits on trucking, weight and load-height limits,

- o girculation-routes:on the-quarry-site:to'minimize interference and-preférred:routes, and.

# establishes proceduresto reduce public conflicts and ensure traffic. safety‘ 2 Alist of

& -employees. undergomg the orientation shall be submitted to PRMD .prior to clearing or mining
. ..+ in‘the expansion‘area: Thetraining. program: shall be retaken every two years and list shall
be: updated annually by the: operator as new employees are: added /m,o G ARM PEIR

£ M|t|qatron Monltorlnq“PRM ;wrll\monrtor the mltlgatro by equrrlng‘the perator to submrt to

Forestvrlle A notrce wrth wrrtten rnformatlon about recommended haul routes shall be
provided to independent and other truck drivers not employed by the operator. A copy of the
notice and list of truck drivers receiving the information about recommended haul routes shall
be submitted to PRMD within two months of the opening of the Forestvrlle Bypass/erabel
Road ExtenS|on

U/R 70. Any landscaping for the project shall comply with-all provisions of,the County Low Waterrv.Use
' Landscaping Ordinance. Drought tolerant landscaping shall be provided for the office and
_parking area, and the landscaping plan shall be reviewed and approved by PRMD Project
Review prior to clearing or mining in the expansion area. .

U/R 71. Any proposed modification, alteration, and/or expansion of the use authorized by this Use
Permit shall require the prior review and approval of PRMD or the Planning Commission, as
appropriate. Such changes may reqUIre a new or modified Use Permrt and additional

o Aenvrronmental review.

The Director of PRMD is hereby authorized to modify these conditions for minor adjustments
to respond to unforeseen field constraints provided that the goals of these conditions can be
safely-achieved in some other manner. The operator must submit a written request to PRMD
demonstrating that the condition(s) is infeasible due to specific constraints (e.g. lack of
property rights) and shall include a proposed alternative measure or option to meet the goal
or purpose of the condition. The Director of PRMD shall consult with affected departments
and agencies and may require an application for modification of the approved permit.
Changes to conditions that may be authorized by the Director of PRMD are limited to those
items that were not adopted as mitigation measures or that were not at issue during the
public hearing process. Any modification of the permit conditions shall be documented with
an approval letter from the Director, and shall not affect the original permit approval date or
the term for expiration of the permit.

U/R 72. This permit shall be subject-to revocation or modification by the Planning Commission if: (a)

the Commission finds that there has been a violation or noncompliance with any of the
conditions, {b) the use for which this permit is hereby granted constitutes a nuisance, or (c)
the Commission finds that the use for which this permit is hereby granted is so exercised as
to be substantially detrimental to persons or property in the neighborhood of the use,
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U/R

73.

recognizing that the projeét as approved may result.in some unavoidable environmental

- impacts. Any such-revocation shall be preceded by a public hearing pursuant to Section 26-

92-120, except that the Planning Commission shall be the hearing body, and noticed
pursuant to 26-92-140.0of the Sonoma County Code.

The applicant shall notify PRMD in writing 30 days before implementation/activation of thé
use permit. Implementation/activation of the use permit shall consist of mining or clearing on

the expansion area parcels or implementation of major conditions of approval as determined

by PRMD. The Use Permit shall not be implemented/activated until-after payment of fair
share contribution traffic fees pursuant to Conditions No. 15-22, payment of traffic mitigation
fees (Condition No. 14), payment of Notice of Determination (-Condition-No. 31) and
processing fees (Condition Nos. 29, .37.-and 38)and Reclamation'Plan.approval. If the Use -
Permit has not been implemented/activated within five (5) years after the date of the granting
thereof, the permit shall become automatically void:and of no further effect, provided
however, that upon written request by the applicant prior to the expiration of the five year
period, the permit approval may be extended for not more than-one (1) year by the authority
which-granted:the original permit pursuant to.Section 26-92-130. of the Senoma County
Code. If this:use permit-becomeswvoid, operations may continue:underthe previously
granted use permits including a Use Permit for a quarry expansion (County File UP90-362)
on:-APN 083-210-019 and-Use:Permits for:a guarry, concrete batch:plant.and:caretaker
mobile home-{County. File 2291) on:APNs083-130-082; -083,+084; and. 085: This Use
Permit shall expire when all reclamation work has been completed in the expansion area and
approved by PRMD, or 20 years from the date of permit implementation/activation,

- .whichever occurs-first. Upon the.completion of mining, all:processing -equipment used for-

mining and-other materials, equipment and:vehicles shall be removed from the-site so that
reclamation can-be completed. - i .
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