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MINERAL EXTRACTION LEASE

APPLICANT:
William O’Neill
Arcata Readimix
P, 0. Box 1266
Eureka, California 95501

AREA, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION: )
Eel River at the gravel bar commonly known as Singley Bar
located northwest of the City of Fortuna, Humboldt County.

LAND USE: ‘
Annual extraction of a maximum 150,000 cubic yards of gravel
for commercial saie.

LEASE TERMS:
Lease period:
Five (5) year beginning September 23, 1992.

Consideration:
$3 per acre, Per annum.

Royalty: .
Ten percent (10%) of the gross value, but not less than
$0.25 per cubic yard. :

BASIS FOR CONSIDERATION:
Pursuant to 2 cal. Code Regs. 2003.

APPLICANT STATUS: _
Applicant is lessee of upland.

PREREQUISITE CONDITIONS, FEES AND EXPENSES:
Filing fee and Processing costs have been received.
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: ' C ND NO. 8 CONT’'D

STATUTORY AND OTHER REFERENCES:
A. P.R.C.: Div. 6, Parts 1 and 2; Div. 13.

B. Cal. Code Regs.: Title 3, Div. 3; Title 14, Div. 6.

AB 884:
04/11/93

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION:
1. 2An EIR (SCH 92013033) was prepared and adopted for this
project by the Humboldt County Planning Dept. The State
Lands Commission’s staff has reviewed such document.

2. This activity involves lands identified as possessing
significant environmental values pursuant to
P.R.C. 6370, et seq. Based upon the staff'’s
consultation with the persons nominating such lands and
through the CEQA review process, it is the staff’s
opinion that the project, as proposed, is consistent
with its use classification. :

APPROVALS OBTAINED: .
County of Humboldt, California Department of Fish and Game,
United States Army Corps of Engineers, and California
Coastal Commission.

FURTHER APPROVALS REQUIRED:
None.

EXHIBITS:
A. Location Map
B. CEQA Findings -
C. Humboldt County Resolution w/Conditions of Approval
D. Notice of Determination

IT I8 RECOMMENDED THAT THE CdMMiSSION:

1. FIND THAT AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT WAS PREPARED AND
ADOPTED FOR THIS PROJECT BY THE COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT )
(SCH NO. 92013033) AND THAT THE COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED AND
CONSIDERED THE INFORMATION CONTAINED THEREIN. i

2. ADOPT THE CEQA FINDINGS OF THE COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT,
IDENTIFIED AS EXHIBIT "B", SECTION 4, IN CONFORMANCE WITH
SECTION 15096 (h) OF THE STATE CEQA GUIDELINES.
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CALENDAR ITEM NO. 8 0 (CONT'D)

FIND THAT THIS ACTIVITY IS CONSISTENT WITH THE USE
CLASSIFICATION DESIGNATED FOR THE LAND PURSUANT TO
P.R.C. 6370, ET SEQ.

AUTHORIZE ISSUANCE TO ARCATA READIMIX OF A FIVE-YEAR MINERAL
EXTRACTION LEASE BEGINNING SEPTEMBER 23, 1992; IN
CONSIDERATION OF ANNUAL RENT IN THE AMOUNT OF $486, FOR
ROYALTY IN THE AMOUNT OF TEN PERCENT (10%) OF GROSS VALUE,
BUT NOT LESS THAN $0.25 PER CUBIC YARD FOR EXTRACTION OF A
MAXIMUM 150,000 CUBIC YARDS OF SAND AND GRAVEL ANNUALLY
CONSISTENT WITH OTHER PERMITS AND AUTHORIZATIONS, FROM THE
LAND SHOWN ON EXHIBIT "A" ATTACHED AND BY REFERENCE MADE A
PART HEREOF.

(REVISED 9/22/92) -3-
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EXHIBIT "A"
Gravel Extraction Application
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Reauired Findings:
Title IH1, Division 1, Section A315-14 of the Humboldt County Code (H.C.C.) specifies the findings that must be

made to approve the Use Permit. Basically, the Hearing officer may grant the Use Permit, if, on the besis of the
application, investigation and submitted evidence, the following findings sre made:

1. The propossd conditional use is jn confopmance with the County Geoeral Plan;

2. devel i istent wj of the existing zone in whi site _is
located;

3. e pro evelopment conforms with all icable % und requirements of these
and :

4. The proposed development and the conditions under which it may be operated or maintained will not be
fotr] Y blic heald 7 1

In addition, Public Resources Code Section (PRC) 2770 and Humboldt County Code (HCC) Section 391-3 specify
that, except as specified therein, no person shall conduct surface mining operations unless the County approves:

3. A reclamation plan, and {

6. Financial assurances

Recommendation:
The required findings can be made based on the following analysis.

Staff Analvses;
Background

The proposed project site is located within the Coastal zone. Ax shown on the Post LCP Certification Permit and
Jurisdiction mups on file with the Planning Department, the project site is located in an area of Permit Jurisdiction
where the California Coastal Commission has sole Coastal Development Permit authority. Therefore this
application does pot include a County issued Coastal Development Permit. It is siaffs understanding that the
applicant bas nlready been in contact with the Coustal Commission, as well as the Army Corps, Water Quality, etc
regarding application and processing of necessary permits.

1. General Plan

The project site is designated Agriculture Exclusive under the Eel River Area Plan, which was adopted on
September Z1, 1982. Because the riverine environment can be considered a sensitive habitat area, the resource
protection polices of Section 3.40 et al of the Eel River Area Plan should be considered.

The Eel River Area Plan Section 3.41 describes resourve protection policies and standards for environmentally
seasitive habitat areas such as the Eel River. Theses policies and standards include language that assure that
environmentally sensitive hubitat ureas shull bs protected sguinst any significant disruption of habitat values, and
only uses dependent on such resources shall be allowed within such areas. Additionally, development in areas

(smara3\a:\staffrptiarm.doc) ARCATA READIMIX Report Date 5/28/92 Page 7
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ARCATA READIMIX APN 106-011-11 (Femnbridge Area) Case No. CUP-38-912/SMR-06-912

adjecent tn environmentally censitive babitut srcas shall be sited and designed to prevent impucts which would
significantly degrade such areus, and shall be compatible with the continuance of such habitat areas.

The proposed project does pot propose any significant interruption in the Eel River basin habitat and is dependent
on river run sand and gravel, 4 natural resaurce. The project has been specifically designed to minimize any
impactx tn the fish and wildlife hahitat along the Eel River basin. Extraction of river run sund and gravel is
depeadant on the continued existence of the natural habitat of the Eel River basin.

Per Section 3.41, now development within stream channels of the Eel River shall be permitted when thers is no

less environmentally damaging feasible alternative and where the best feasible mitigation measures have been

provided to minimize adverse cavironmental effects, see Standards below. Allowsble uses within the stresm

channels as defined by the Eel River Area Plan Section 3.41 (F)(2) includes surface mining subject to the
" following conditions:

A, Removal shall be from unvegetated bars.

The project as proposed would remave gravel from a gravel bar through the use of skimming techniques.
Limits of the activity would be between the low water mark and a band of sparse vegetation that has
developed since the lust significknt winter flood. This vegetstion wppeuns v be temporary, and is located
well below the ordinary high water mark. There is no proposal to remove any established riparian
vegetation either through extraction or along haul routes.

B. Disturbance of banks shall be avoided or minimized.

The proposed extraction ares is located hetween the banks of the Eel River channel approximately 1 mile
downstream from the Fernbridge bridge. Location of the project is above the low flow and below the
historic high tlow water levels and no extraction is pruposed along or above the banks of the river

C. Excavations shall not leave holes or pits which could adversely effect aquatic life.

As part of the reclamation plan, the operator will grade the river bar at the completion of operations each
year to a minimum [ % slope toward the Eel River to prevent artificial ponding sites trom developing.

River flows, at high water, will depasit sand and gravel oo the site and naturally contour the surface as
the material is deposited. Natural ponding occurs throughout the length of the Eel River Channel both as
& result of river flows and annuul precipitation. The finished project grades and high water flows
sombined will shape the surfave in  munner conforming to its natural condition and will preveat or
reduce to an insignificant leve! the occurrence of ponding.

D. Sediment settling ponds shall be used for fine silt trapment when a crusher is used at the
fravel site,

No crushing at the extraction site is prdposul.

E. In order to minimize adverse impacts to migrating anadromous fish, the Department of
Fish und Game guideline for removal of gravel only from Muy to November of each year,
except for emergency purposcs, shull apply.

The reclamation plan states "Reasonable operating time frames arc defined generally as periods afier high
water flows have subsided und before the next annual! high flows asrive. Extraction between periods of
high flows during the fall, winter and spring (emphasis added) months are approprists when conditions
permit in any given operating year.* However, in order to make a finding of conformance with the
gooeral plan, an operating restriction limiting operstions from May to November, except for emergency
purposes, bas been added to Exhibit A.

(smara3\s:\staffrptiarm.doc) ARCATA READIMIX Report Date 5/28/92 Page 8
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F. River crossings, or drainuge crossing on the gravel bar, should use temporary culverts or
_Temoveable bridges to minimize impacts to water quality.

No river crossings are proposed,

G. Sand and gravel projects emphasizing flond contrul, bank protection, or anadromous
fishery enhancement shall be encouraged., '

Channel aggradation bere and elsewhere in the lower Eel River channe] has been rocognized as a flood
hazard (US Army Coms of Engineers, 1980, P 1-25). Gravel extraction is one way of reducing this flood
hazard by increasing the cross-sectional area of the stream chenncl. The eatire river has been
accumulating significant amounts of sand and gravel over the last several decades, as deacribed in the
reclumation plan and SEIR for the project. The proposed project was designed with flood control in
mind, und therefore based on the general plan shall be encouraged.

As stated previously, the entire operation will occur between the banks of the Eel River Channel, with no
operations on or above the baaks. Therefors the operation will be protecting the stream banks from any
significant wdvenie impact,

The proposed project is dependant on the nuturally replenishing gravel bars of the Eel River. The project
has been designed to minimize impact to fish and wildlife habitat (see the attached reclamation plan and

the Supplemental Environmental Jmpact Renort fo the Draft Program Environmental Impact Report on
Gravel Removal from the Lower Eel River).

General Plan Framework Sections in addition to the ahove, which support surface mining on resource lands,
include Sections 2531 (2), 2532, 2533 (4) & (12), and 2721.

Tt is also a Major Plan Policy to protect and conscrve resourco production lands and to offer incentives to enbance
their productivity (Framework Plan, Section 1231). 1t is also & Plan Policy to plan future development such that it
will not interfere with the utilization of identified mineral deposits (Framework Plan, Section 2533). Section
2531, Mineral and Energy Resources, Background states:

*Sand, gravel, and rock, being nacuswary to construction and developmoent, aro an ossontial component
for the continued well being of the County. They are the basis for much of the construction materials for
roads, concrete, stream bank protection, erosion control, septic systems and passive solar projects.
Importation of these materials would raise costs and negatively impact the development and maintenance
within the County. It is imporant 10 protect specific sites and haul routes against land use
incompatibilities to ensure the continued utilization of this resource. ” .

Based on the above, on Framework Plan Section 1441, and on the County adopted Surface Mining regulations
siaff finds the project in waformunce with all applicable sections, inclwding resource protection policies and
standards of the Ee] River Area Plan.

2, Zoning

The project site is currently zoned Naturul Resources, with a Streams and Riparian Corridors Protection
combining zone (NR/R). The intent of the Natura! Resources zone is to allow natural resource and extractive use
types that are compatible with the protection of sensitive coastal resources. Conditionally permitted uses within
the Natural Resources zone as defined by H.C.C. Section A313-32 include the Surface Mining-3 use type. The
Sucface Mining-1 use type as defined by H.C.C. Section A313-11 (D) rcfers to surface extraction of noo-motallic
minerals such as sand and gravel, confined only to rivers and areas of wind-blown sands, and not including
stationary onsite processing facilities of any type, suhject to the Surface Mining Regulations,

(smarad\a:\staffrpt\arm.doc) ARCATA READIMIX Report Date 5/28/92 Page 9
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The proposed project involves the annual extraction of a4 maximum of 150,000 cubic yards of river run sand and

gravel from the beds of the Ee! River. The plun for the extraction of the aggregates is to remove gravel from the
surface of the operation area by tractor, starting on the shoreward side of a 20-foot buffer strip between the
extraction area and the live stream. Materials would be removed ubove a line sloping upward on at lesst s |
percent grade acras a hand roughly 300 feet wide.

The specific production technique will be to use a tractor to pick up gravel off the operation site and load it into
trucks. At thix time, there is no proposal for any stockpiling of material prior to loading onto trucks for rsmoval.
The trucks will take the grave] to the off-site storage and proceasing site. At this time the proposed storage and
processing sits is ths Arcats ResdiMix facility in Arcata owned by the applicant/operator, This storage and
processing facility is already permitted and has on file with the County an approved reclamation plan and financial
assurances. No processing facilities are proposed at the subject location. Future storage and processing sites other
than the cxisting propused Arcata ResdiMix site in Arcuts may require inclusion in a reclamation plan to the
satisfaction of the Planning Department.

The project was purposely designed to profect natural riparisn and riverine resources. Based on the reclamation
plan, the SEIR, and review of the site and surrounding areas, staff finds no evidence of short term, immediate or
cumulstive significant adverso environmental offocts on natural resources as s result of the proposed project.

The purpose of the Streams and Riparian Corridors Protection combining zone as defined by H.C.C. Section
A314-63 is to provide for the maintenance, enhancement, and where feasible, restoration of water resources by
restricting development, and by minimizing adverse effects of runoff, interference with surfuce waterflow, and
alteration of natural streams, snd hy protacting riparian hahituts. Permitted development within coastal stream
channels as defined by this Section include surfuce mining {A314-63(E)(7)).

The propossd extraction operation will have minimal effect on runoff, will bave no interference with surface
water flow, and will not alter the natural stream. The proposed project does not involve the removal of any
established riparian hahitat either at the extraction site or slong access routes.

Based on the above Staff finds the project consistent with the intent and purpose of the NR/R zome.

3. Standards

The Coastal zoning ordinance Section A315-16 requires supplemental findings be made for Extractive Use Types,
in addition to the rcquired findings of Scction A315-14. Even though as stated in the Background acction of this
staff report, this application does not include s Coastal Development Permit, staff has addressed the findings of
Section A315-16.

A, There is no less environmentally damaging feasible alternative;

An alternative to extraction of sand and gravel from the beds of the river is to ‘extract matorial
from the upland agriculture lands. This would involve removing and stockpiling the overburden
(prime agricultural soils), then extracting the underlying aggregats by methods such as borrow
pitting. Potentiul impacts inciude but are certainly not Jimited to: loss of prime agriculture lands;
greater potential for adverse impacts to wildlife; greater reclamation requirements and costs;
limited rasource availability, and; greater perceived aesthetic impacts.

It is staffs understanding that this altermative to instream mining is occurring along the Russian
River. It is also staff's understanding that one of the prime issues on the Russian River at this

time is the loss of prime viticulture lands. The viticulturists claim that reclamation of mined
lands, which includes replacing overburden, does not restore the mined lands to their “prime*
state existing prior to surface mining, and therefore the value of the lands for growing and

(smaru3\a:\staffrpt\arm.doc) ARCATA READIMIX Report Date 5/28/92 Page 10
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harvesting grapes for wine pmduction is depleted or completely lost. Staff believes thers is
mignificantly more potential for adverse environmental impacts for this alternative than the

proposed operation.

B. Sand and gravel operations will not remove sediments essential to the maintenance of beach
areus used for public recreation, or which protect uplands planned for commercial,
residential or industria) use from erusion;

Bascd on the SEIR and the reclamation plan, the proposed project will not significantly affoct
sediments essential to the maintenance of beach areas used for public recreation, nor would the
operation have any sffect un any upland ares plunnel for commercial, residential or industrial
‘uses,

C. The sand and gravdl project will cmphasize flood control or bank protection, if applicablc;
The project was designed with flood control in mind. No stream banks will be advessely
eftected.

D. Channelizations, dams, or other suhstantial alterations of rivers and streams shall

incorporate the best mitigution measures feasible; and
No substantial slterations are proposed.

E. Environmentally sensitive habitat areas shall be protected against any significant
disruption of hahitat values. :

Environmentally sensitive hubitt areus will be protevted. See the Resousce Protection Policies
as described in the General Plan section above.

4. i fety/Environmental

The proposed project is subject to the requirements of CEQA. The applicent caused, at the direction of staff, the
preparation of & Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) to the Draft Program Eavironmental Impact
Report on Gravel Removal from the Lower Eel River (PEIR) for the Conditiona] Use Permit. The PEIR, prepared
by the County Public Warks Department was certified ov#x/ﬂ, 1992,

The SEIR was submitted to the State Clearinghouse for circulation, the public comment period ended on May 23,
1992. Comments on the SEIR were received from the Department of Conservation - Office of the Director. These
commeats and the responses to them are included with this staft report as Attachment No. 4.

Staff bas reviewed the SEIR and helicves, and recommends the Commission adopt a finding that the SETR reflects
the independent judgement of the County. The SEIR is included herein as Attachment No. 2. The Draft PEIR is
included heroin as Attachment No. 3.

Based oo CEQA Guideline Section 15091, staff believes, and recommends the Commission adopt a finding that
chmgu'm alterations bave been required in, or incorporated into the project which avoid or substantially lessen
the significant environmental effect(s) as may be identified in the Final PEIR and SEIR

Bascd on CEQA Guideline Section 15092, staff believes, and recommends the Commission sdopt « finding that
the project as approved will not have a significunt sffect on the environment.

Based on CEQA Guidsline Section 15093, staff believes, and recommends the Commission adopt a statement of
overriding considerations (If is deemed necessary and appropriate).

 (smara3\a:\staffrpt\arm.doc) ARCATA READIMIX Report Date 5/28/92 Page 11
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. Plan Requir s

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 2770, specifies that the County's review of the reclumation plan is limited
tn whethar the plan meetx the applicahle requirements of PRC Sections 2772, 2773. and 2773.1

Public Resources Code Section (PRC) Section 2772 and 2773, and HCC Section 391-8, specify the information
and documents that must be included in the reclamation plan. The reclamation plan shall be applicable to a
specific piece of property or properties, shall be hased upon the charscter of the surrounding area and such
characteristics of the property as type of overburden. soil stubility, topogmphy, geology, climate. stream
characteristics, and principal mineral commodities, and shall establish site-specific criterin for evaluating
compliance with the approved reclamation plan, including topography, revegetation, and sediment and erosion
cvatrol and shall include the following information and documents which are described in the nclumnuon plan

and Staff Apalvsis section of this staff report.

The required documents and information listed below can be found on the corresponding page(s) of the
reclamation plan.

Reclamation Plan Elements: Puge(s):

1. The name and address of the operator and the names and addresses of uny persons

designated by him as his agent for the service of process. 1.1
2. The anticipated quantity and type of minerals for which the surface mining operation

is to be conducted. 1.1, 1.17
3. The proposexd dates for the initiation and termination of such operation. 1.1, 15 years
4. The maximum aaticipated depth of the surface mining operation. 1.12-1.15,

1.19

5. The size and Iegal description of the Jands that will be affected by such vperation. 1.2, 1.19
6. A map that includes the boundaries and topographic details of such lands, the

location of all streams, roads, railroads, and utility facilities within, or adjucent to,
such lands, the location of ali proposed access roads to be constructed in conjunction

with such operation. Exhibits I-]V
7. A description of the general geology of the area, a detailed description of the

EW‘EZ of the area in which surfuce minjeg i8 to be conducted, 1.2-1.3
8. The names and addresses of the owners of all surface and mineru! interests of such
_ lands. ' 1.1-1.2
9. A description of and plan for the type of surface mining to be employed. 1.18-1.19
10, A time schedule that will provide for the complction of surface mining on each

segment of the mined lunds %o that reclamation can be initiated at the earliest possible
time on thase portions of the mined lands that will not he subject to further
‘ disturbance by the surfacs mining operation. 1.21
11. A description of the proposed use or potential uses of the land after reclamation and
evidence that all owners of a possessory interest in the land have been notified of the
proposed uss or potential uses. 1.21

12. A description of the manner in which roclamation, sdequate for the proposed use or
poteatial uses will be accomplished, imluding 1.22-1.24

a. 8 descﬂpnon of the manner in which contaminants will be controlled, and
mining waste will be disposed; and 1.19

b.  a description of the manner in which rehahilitation of affected streambed
channel and streambanks to & condition minimizing orosion and
sedimentation will oceur. 1.20-1.24
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P.B6

MINUTE PAGE

gy

CALENDAR PAGE - £89




Seo 11,1992 10@:24AM FROM Humboldt Co Pian-Bid U 9151bo2L 3000 rLg

- —

/

ARCATA READIMIX APN 106-011-11 (Fembridge Area) Case No. CUP-38-912/SMR-06-912

13. An asscssmrent of the cffect of implementation of the reclamation plan on future
mining in the area. 1.23
14. A statement that the peraan submitting the plan accepts responsibility for reclaiming Exhibit A,
the mined lands in accordance with the reclamation plan. Cond. No. A-2
15. Any other information which the County may require by ordinance. N/A
16. A cost estimate for compleling reclamation per the reclumation plan and financial
assurances per PRC Section 2773.1. (The financial assurance need not be posted
until aftcr the reclamation plan is approved.) _1.26

The reclsmation plan was circulated for review to all trustee and jurisdictional agencies including the Department
of Conservation, Division of Mines and Geology, Mine Reclamation Program for a period of 45 days. Based on
PRC Section 2774, all comments on the reclamation plan received from the Mine Reclamation Program were
cither incorporated into the revised reclamation plan or a written explanution why the comments were not
incorporated is attached, see page 2.80.

All the agency comments and the responses to the comments are attached to shis swif report, beginning un page
2.33. Staff has reviewed the reclamation plan along with all of the comments and responses and believes the plan
and responses reflect the independent jwdgement of the County and meets the applicable requirements of PRC
Sections 2772, 2773, and 2773.1.

The Reclamation Plan was revised (v incurporate all relcvant comments from ather commenating agencies
pertaining to the Reclamation Plan, except as noted in the responses beginning on page 2.33 of this sff report.
For example, the CA Department of Fish & Gume suggested requiring specific operating conditions such as
minimum 3-5% slopes. Staff is not recommending that the Reclamation Plan be revised to include specific
operating standards for the following veasons:

) The reclamation plan includes specific mitigation measures that prevent or mitigate adverse
impacts related to ponding, fish catchment basins, etc. (see pages 1.5 and 1.18 et al, of the

reclamation plan); and

b) It is not required of Public Resource Code Saction 2772 and 2773 and HCC Saction A314.36;

and
c) The annual Extraction Plan should be developed based on specific site conditions; and
d) The nperation will be reviewed annually, the amount of material allowed to be extracted in any

given year will depend on river conditions for that year; and

€) " If the surfuce mining operation proposes 0 devisle substantially from the reclamation plan, the
plan must be revised or amended and approved by the County prior to any surface mining
sctivities. In addition, upon annual inspection, the reclamation plan will be reviewed and 8
determination of whether there is any requirement to revise or amend the plan will be made.

6. igl A nces

Financial assurances serve us the guarantee thut any particular mine site will be reclaimed per the approved
reclamation plan, even if the work must be done by the County or the Stata. Currantly, SMARA allows three
types of financiul assurances: bonds; trust funds, or; irrevocahle lstters of credit. Liability of the -operator shall
include only those actions which they are obligated to take under the permit and/or feclamation plan, and by
SMARA, including completion of the reclamation plan so that the site Will be capabls of supporting the post-
mining land use approved in the plan.
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The applicant has already submitted financial assurances in an amount to cover the cost of reclaiming the site per

the reclamation plan. These were forwarded by staff on March 17, 1992, to the Department of Conservation,

Division of Mines and Geology, Office of Mine Reporting and Mine Reclamation. Stuff received s responsc from

the Office of Mine Reporting and Reclamation on May 21, 1992 stating that all of the financial assurances for all

oparstions which submitted such assurances huve been retumed to the County as inadequate, The County is

currently in negotiation with Mines and Geology on this issue. Staff believes the applicant has shown & good Caith
- effort o comply with the law. - ‘
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EXHIBIT "C"

— -

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT, STATE OP CALIFORNIA
Certified Copy of Portion of Proceedings, Meeting of July 28, 1992

EUBJECT: PUBLIC HEARING REGARDING THE APPEAL OF THE PLANNING
COMMIBSION'S DENIAL OF A CONDITIONAL USE PERNIT AND A
RECLAMATION PLAN POR ARCATA READIMIX; FILE NO. 106=011-01;
CASE NO. SMR~06-912/CUP-38-912

ACTION: 1. MOTION BY Supervisor Sparks, seconad by Supervisor
Pritchard, to hold a public hearing in the manner
prescribed by law, and then close the public hearing.

2. MOTION BY Supervisor Pritchard, second by Supervisor
Fulkerson, to: ' :

a. adopt the necessary findings and recommendations
as prepared by staff;

b. adopt and certify the supplemental Environmental
Impact Report;

€. overturn the Planning Commission's denial and
agprove the Conditional Use Permit and reclamation
plan.as conditioned in the submitted Exhibit A
with the following added condition:

"The reclamation plan, during its annual
review, shall be made consistent with the gravel
management plan developed for the environmental
impact report.";

d. directed Planning to prepara and file a Notice of
Determination; and

e. Directed the Claerk of the Board to give notice of
the decision to the applicant and any other
interested party.

AYES: Supervisors Dixon, Pritchard, Fulkerson, Neely, and Sparks
NAYS: None
ABSENT: None

ABSTAIN: None

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
County of Humboldt )88

I, CHRIS ARNOLD, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, County of
Humboldt, State of California, do hereby certify the foregoing to be
a full, true, and correct copy of the original made in the above-
entitled matter by said Board of Supervisors at a meeting held in
Eureka, California as the same now appears of record in my Office.

pc: cao IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have
Tom Conlon hereunto set my hand and affixed
S8idnie Olson the Seal of said Board of
Applicant Supervisors.
Agent
William O. Davis CHRIS ARNOLD

Lawis Klein
B 5P ' Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
[m E L[-’J E [] w E D of the County of Humboldt, State
of California

WG 012 S L
AUG UYL, By 2 L
ey - LORA FRED . Asslistan er

(L-1) B of the Board - August 5, 1992
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ARCATA READIMIX APN 106-011-11 (Fembridge Arca) Casc No. CUP-38-912/SMR-06-912

Exhibit A

APPROVAL OF THE CONDITIONAL. USE PERMIT, SURFACE MINING PERMIT AND RECLAMATION
PLAN IS CONDITIONED ON THE FOLLOWING TERMS AND REQUIREMENTS:

A. Conditions of Approval:
I The applicant shall provide authorization from all owners of all mufaco and mineral interests of such

lands where surface mining operations are proposed.

2. The applicant shall submit a statement naming the person o7 persons who accept responsibility for
reclaiming the mined lands in accordance with the approved reclamation plan and PRC Section 2772.

3 A filing fee of $850.00 dollars must be paid to the County Clerk at 825 Fifth Street, Room 235 in
Eureka. A copy of the receipt must be submitted to the Planning Division to satisfy this condition. This
fee is required by state law to cover the cost of the Department of Fish and Game's eavironmental review

of the project,

4, Thbe applicant shall apply for an encroschment permit to the satisfaction of the Depurtment of Public
Works.

S. The applicant shall provide proof of rights to use the Substation access road over other owners' lands to

the satisfaction of the Planning Department and the Puhlic Works Department.

6. The operator shall be responsible for paying any outstanding Conditional Use Permit, Surface Mining
Permit and Reclamation Plan permit processing costs to the satisfaction of the Planning Deparniment.

B.  Operation Restrictions:

1. The mining operator shall adhere to the approved reclamation plan. The reclamation plan shall be
reviewed annually by the operator and county staff to assure that any required reclamation is compieted
and is in compliance with the approved reclamation plan. Any substantial changes to the reclamation
plan, including changes necessitated or required hy changes in the riverine environment may frequire
review by the Division of Mines & Geology, Reclamation Program, and will require approval by the
County.

2. The applicants/operators shall abide at all times to the Humboldt County Surface Mining Regulations,
and any revisions thereto, and the State Surfuce Mining and Reclamation Act, and any revisions thereto.

3. The terms of this conditional use permit and reclamation plan shall be the maximum allowed under
curment regulations, therefure, fifteen yeurs from the cffective dute. The applicant may renew the use
permit and/or reclamation plan by submitting appropriate forms and fees in effect at the time of renewal.

4, Per the General Plan, extraction operstions shall be restricted to the months of May through November,
except for emergency purposes.

5. Hours of operation shall be Monday through Samrday during daylight hours, generally 7:00am to
6:00pm; or us authorized by the Planning Director.

6. The operator shall be responsible for submitting to the State Geologist, on forms provided by the State
Geologist, an annual report per PRC Sectinn 2207.

(smara3\a:\staffrpt\arm.doc) ARCATA READIMIX Report Date 5/28/92 : Page 2
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ARCATA READIMIX APN 106-011-11 (Fembridge Area) Cuse No. CUP-38-912/SMR-06-912

10.

Hauling along public roads shall be limited to "legal losds” only. "Overweight loads® must have prior
spproval from the Department of Public Works and/or CalTruns. ’

Any and all portable toilet facilities shall be adequately maintained by a licensed septic tank pumper to
the satisfaction of the County Department of Environmental Health.

For a minimum period of 5 ysurs or as determined by the County, the applicant will take elevations at the
Fernbridge footing, before starting operations each year and at the conclusion of opsrations each year, to
the satisfaction of the Planning Department. Afier 5 years, this condition will be reevalusted,
administratively, by the Planning Department to determine if such elevations should continue to be the

respoasibility of the operstor.

The applicant shall be responsible for teking & minimum of 3 cross sections prior to starting operations
€ach year and at the end of operstions each year. Such cross sectivns shall be located at ths (1) upstream
and (2) downstream end and (3) approximately in the middle of the extraction arca, and shall extend all
the way across the low-flow thalweg, 10 the bank-full elevation of the north and south banks to surveyed

- benchmarks, o the satisfuction of the County.

Informational Notes:

Various different state and federal agencies have authority over all or part of surface mining operations.
Each of these agencies may be responsible for u specific aspect of the mining operation. For example, the
Department of Fish and Gamc is responsible for assuring that fish and wildlife resources are not
pegatively impacted by u surface mining operation; the Army Corps of Engineers is responsible for
dischurges into navigable waters of the United States; the Regiona] Water Control Board controls waste
discharge requirements; CalTrans assures that no State bridges or highways are negatively affected by the
mining operation, and; the State Lands Commission may have authority over activities on lands within
the public trust. Other agencies which may have junisdiction over a surface mining operation include but
are not limited to, California Department of Conservation, Division of Mines & Geology; Northcoast Air
Quality Management District; Californis Coastal Commission; National Marine Fisheries; United States
Fish & Wildlife Service,and ; CalOsha.

The aperator is responsible for eontacting sl of the ahove agencies 10 assure conformance by the surface
mining operution with the agency's policies and standards.

Future storage and processing sites other than the existing proposed Arcata ReadiMix site in Arcata may
require inclusion in a reclamation plan to the satisfaction of the Planning Deparument. Note: The
processing facility at the Arcats ReadiMix site in Arcata is already permitted and is already included in
an approved reclamation plan and has finencial assurances on file with the County.

The proposed gccess road to this project is off the end of Substation Road. Any alternate access onto
other public roads must have prior approval from the Humboldt County Department of Public Works.

END
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Post-it"" brand fax transmittal memo 7871 Juv pages b A‘

~ +
|anm()o\ Ha(‘w\\e,?, !rm Tom(.,éY\lA’Y\
D'"_-v‘ nle L’mJ; (amm | Homboldd Co. Planei

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION P e T

"B B o "0 “d’, 14 e

To: [X] Office of Planning and Research "
1400 Tenth Sureet, Room 121 Humboldt County

Sacramento, CA 95814 Planning & Building Dept.
- 3015 H Street
{X] County Clerk, County of Humboldt Eureka, CA 85501
Subject:

Filing of Notice of Determinatian in compliance with Sectian 21108 or 31183 of the Public Resstrees Cods.

Project Title: Arcata Reydi-Mix, Applicant
Surface Mining Permit/Conditional Use Permit;
CaseNos. SMR-06-912/CUP-38-912
FileNo.: APN 106-011-11

State Clearinghouse Number: 19633N15
Lead Agency Contact Person: Sidnie L. Qlson, Senior Planner
Area Code /Telephone/Extension: (707} 445-7541

Project Location: Humboldt County in the Fernbridge area on the Ecl River, approxtinately one
mile downstream from the Fernbridge in Township 3 North, Range 1 West, portions of Sections
29 and 30, Humboldt Mcridian,

Project Description: A Conditional Use Permit, Surface Mining Permit and Reclamation Plan for
the annual extraction of a maximum of 150,000 cubic yards of river run sand and gravel from
the bed and bars of the Eel River, over an approximately 43 acre site.

This s to advise that the Humboldt County Boargd of Supervisors has approved the above described
project on July 28, 1992, and has made the following determinations regarding the above described
project: '

1. The project will not have a significant cffect on the environment,
A Environmental Impact Report was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of
: CEQA.
3. Mitigation Measures were made a condition of the approval of the project.
4, A statement of Overriding Considerations was nat arlopted for this project,
5. Findings were made pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

X This is to certify that the final EIR with comments and responses. and record of project
approval is available to the General Public at: the Humboldt County Planning and Building

Depariment, 3015 H Sueel, Eureka, CA 95501 (707) 445-754 1.

M— "740[‘/‘; Senior Planner
Signature (Public Agency) Date Title

Date recetved for filling at OPR Revised October 1989
EXHIBIT
{(plan37/wswin/docs/temp2.wsd)
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