
Wendy Winningham

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Attachments:

D. La Forest <dlaforest@gmail.com>
Thursday, May 2, 2024 3:31 PM
William Carroll; Wendy Winningham
2024-05-02 Comments on Golden Eagle Noise Impacts for Appeal before County
Supervisors.
2024-05-02 DL&A Comment-1 Noise Impacts - for Appeal of Golden Eagle UP-23-08-
Addendum-w-attachments.pdf; 2024-05-02 DL&A Comment-2 Noise Element is
Outdated _ CUP is therefore void. GECS Project.pdf

DearWendy: Please provide these two comment letters in email form to the Board of Supervisors in advance of the May
7, 2024 public hearing about the Appeal filed by Chris Marrone.

Thank you,
Dale La Forest
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Dale La Forest
101 E. Alma St. Suite 100-A

Mt. Shasta, CA 96067
dlafQrest@,gmail.com
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Siskiyou County Board of Supervisors
County Clerk Wendy Winningham
Deputy County Counsel William Carroll
311 Fourth St. Room 201
Yreka, CA 96097

wendy@sisqvotes.org
wcarroll@co.siskiyou.ca.us

OUTDATED NOISE ELEMENT OF GENERAL PLAN im7ALIDATES
APPROVAL OF PROJECT'S CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT

Appeal by Cliris Marrone of Planning Commission's approval
of Golden Eagle Charter School UP-23-08/ Addendum

Board of Supeivisors, May 2, 2024

The Coimty is obligated to evaluate whether the Golden Eagle Charter School Project is
consistent with the County's General Plan. To do so, the Planning Commission should have
compared the Project with the Noise Element of the General Plan. Doing so would have allowed
the Planning Department to verify that the standards of the Noise Element were met by the
school's construction and operational noise sources.

This is not a matter of just abstract concepts. Analysis of the Project's noise impacts requires that
existing and projected (future) noise levels in the neighborhood be added to the new noise levels
from the Project's traffic, equipment, playground activities, and other noise sources. Then the
County could have arrived at cumulative noise levels that the students and neighbors would be
exposed to. The Project's Environmental Noise Analysis was not able to do this because of the
outdated nature of the Noise Element. That noise study was unable accordingly to estimate if the
project currently complies with the Noise Element's standards, and if it will be able to do so in
the ftiture as well. But this required analysis was not done because the Noise Element is woefi-illy
outdated from the 1970s, nearly 50 years ago, and no longer can guide development along this
section ofW.A. Barr Road.

Government Code Section 65302(f)(4) requires that "The noise element shall include
implementation measures and possible solutions that address existing and foreseeable noise
problems, if any. The adopted noise element shall serve as a guideline for compliance with the
state's noise insulation standards." (Emphasis added.)

But the Noise Element adopted so long ago in 1978 has no reasonably accurate current or fature
projections about the noise problems this school's neighborhood will face with the school's
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Dale La Forest & Associates

Design, Planning & Acoustical Consulting
101 E. Alma Street, Suite 100-A
Mount Shasta, California 96067
E-Mail: dlaforest@gmail.com

RECEIVED
MAY 02 202zt

SISKIYOU COUNTY
CLERK'S OFFICE

Siskiyou County Board of Supervisors
311 Fourth Street
Room 201
Yreka, CA 96097

County Clerk Wendy Winningham
wendy@sisqvotes.org

Deputy County Counsel William Carroll
wcarroll@co.siskiyou.ca.us

PUBLIC COMMENTS ON PROJECT'S SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
Appeal Filed by Cliris Marrone of Planning Commission's approval
of Golden Eagle Charter School UP-23-08/ Addendum to the MND

Board of Supervisors, May 2,2024

Tills letter is subiiutted in support of the Appeal of the Planning Coinmission's approval of this
Project that was filed by Clu-is Man-one. This letter addresses how the attached expert coniment letter
Aat I prepared and submitted to the Planning Conmiission on Febmary 20, 2024 regarding the
Golden Eagle Charter School Project's noise impacts satisfies the fair arguinent standard. It
demonstrates that tlie Project may have significant enviromnental iinpacts. As such, CEQA requires
that the County prepare an enviromnental impact report ("EIR") prior to approving tlie Project.

At its February 21 , 2024 Public Hearing, the Coimiiissioners struggled with the question of
whether or not there was a fair argument supported by substantial evidence that tlus school
Project would create significant environniental impacts. But they did not have sufficient
guidance on this legal question, and as a result, they misinterpreted what CEQA requires when
they approved the Project's use permit and Addendum to the MND. The Conunission appeared
to iTusunderstand the advice given them by the Deputy County Counsel William Carroll.

Mr. Carroll said that he would tend to recoiTunend receiving my conunent letter for the Planning
Coinmission to consider concerning construction noise and the hours when construction would
be permitted. He also said that the County normally uses a MND or an EIR when presented with
two different competing arguments about a project's impacts:

"Yes, at this stage where we have a CEQA Addendum, and we don't have a Mitigated
Negative Declaration, or EIR.. The question can be is there a fair argument, not whether, as
you just said Cormiiissioner Hart, whether who's right or who's wrong or who has the better
argument doesn't matter? If there are two competing opinions and one of the opinions is
supported by fact, and indicates there could there could be a significant enviromnental impact
and really the next stage is if there's a fair arguments and CEQA would nonnally dictate that
we go to a mitigated negative declaration then rather than an Addendum, Mr. La Forest's
letter comes in at the last minute after public hearings been closed on an issue that the
Planning Coimiiission didn't explicitly asked to be heard. So, you know, it's a little bit tricky.
But you're, you're generally correct. Wliere there's two competing arguments, then we
normally go to a Mitigated Negative Declaration or an EIR."

(See Transcription of Planning Commission 's 2/21/2024 Public Hearing for Golden
Eagle Charter School, p. 8, at timestamp 28:59.)
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ra
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I
ha
ve
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n
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o
m
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n
gr
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d
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s.
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pa
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e
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pa
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r
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ha
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C
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I
h
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ep
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t
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s
he
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,
an
d
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ci
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ns

ne
ed

in
g
pr
ot
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fr
om

no
is
y
pr

oj
ec

ts
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Fo
r
ex

am
pl

e,
W
h
e
n

th
e
Ci
ty

of
W
e
e
d
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ns
id

er
ed

ap
pr
ov
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g
an

E
I
R

fo
r
th

e
Lo

ve
’s

Tr
av
el

St
op
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I
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ep
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ed
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of
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Pr
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t’
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po
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ia
l
no
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e
im

pa
ct
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o
n
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de
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T
h
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y
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W
e
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e
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S
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pe
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b
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b
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This
C
outt

decision
highlights

a
serious

problem
that

also
could

be
helpful

to
County

officials
W
h
e
n
reviewing

the
G
o
l
d
e
n
Eagle

Charter
School

Project’s
noise

impacts.
T
h
e
Court

held:

“
T
h
e
E
I
R
contained

no
reasoned

analysis
w
h
y

the
C

ity
did

not
discuss

whether
the

magnitude
ofnoise

increase
caused

b
y
the

project
w
o
u
l
d

result
in

potential
significant

noise
impacts.

For
this

reason,
w
e
conclude

the
E
I
R
did

not
adequately

inform
the

City
and

the
public

of
the

potential
impacts

of
the

project
o
n
noise.”

But
it

is
clear

that
the

Siskiyou
C
o
u
n
t
y
Planning

Department
has

not
learned

a
lesson

from
that

recent
court

decision.
This

very
s
a
m
e

failure
to

examine
the

magnitude
of

a
project

’3
noise

level
increase

that
neighbors

w
o
u
l
d
be

exposed
to

is
exactly

one
of

the
C
E
Q
A

Violations
that

I
have

identified
with

the
G
o
l
d
e
n
Eagle

project‘s
approval.2

Mr.
Bollat‘d’s

defective
noise

study
for

G
o
l
d
e
n
Eagle

fails
to

analyze
the

noise
level

increase
that

neighbors
w
o
u
l
d
hear

during
the

n
e
w

28,300
sq.

ft.
school

building’s
construction.

For
that

reason
alone,

an
E
R

should
be

prepared.

E
X
P
E
R
T
C
O
M
M
E
N
T
S
A
B
O
U
T
G
O
L
D
E
N
E
A
G
L
E
'
S
C
O
N
S
T
R
U
C
T
I
O
N
N
O
I
S
E
I
M
P
A
C
T
S
\
V
E
R
E

R
E
L
E
V
A
N
T
T
O
T
H
E
P
L
A
N
N
I
N
G
C
O
M
M
I
S
S
I
O
N
S
F
E
B
.
2
1
,
2
0
2
4
P
U
B
L
I
C
H
E
A
R
I
N
G
.

T
h
e
Planning

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
refused

to
consider

the
merit

of
m
y
February

20,
2
0
2
4
public

c
o
m
m
e
n
t
s
about

such
n
e
w

building
construction

noise
impacts.

and
one

Commissioner
even

implied
that

he
had

not
read

it.3
T
h
e
Planning

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n

failed
to

understand
that

at
the

previous
January

17a
2
0
2
4
Public

Hearing,
it
had

decided
that

it
needed

m
o
r
e
infonnation

about
the

Project’s
allowable

hours
of

construction.
That

limitation
the

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
sought

to
impose

w
a
s

clearly
intended

to
lessen

the
Project’s

construction
noise

impacts
o
n
neighbors.

C
onstruction

noise
occurring

early
in

the
m
o
m
i
n
g
can

be
sleep—disturbing.

Nothing
in

the
A
d
d
e
n
d
u
m

to
the
M
N
D

or
M
r
.
Bollard‘s

noise
study

h
a
d
evaluated

construction
noise

or
the

hours
w
h
e
n

construction
w
o
u
l
d
be

pemntted.
For

that
matter,

Bollard’s
noise

study
entirely

m
i
s
s
e
d
a
n
y
analysis

w
h
a
t
s
o
e
v
e
r
about

the
Project’s

building
construction

noise
impacts.

S
o
w
h
e
n

the
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
reconvened

the
Public

Hearing
on

February
2

1st.
the

fact
that

they
w
e
r
e
discussing

construction
timing

m
e
a
n
t

that
the

public
h
a
d

the
right

to
c
o
m
m
e
n
t
u
p
o
n

this

n
e
w

issue
regarding

constmction
noise

impacts.
M
u
c
h
of
m
y
c
o
m
m
e
n
t

letter
addressed

the
Project’s

significant
construction

noise
impacts.

D
e
p
u
t
y
C
o
u
n
t
y
C
o
u
n
s
e
l
W
i
l
l
i
a
m
C
arroll

also

noted
as
m
u
c
h
w
h
e
n
h
e

stated:

“
T
o
m
e

the
Dale

L
a
Forest

c
o
m
m
e
n
t
s

really
depends.

y
o
u
k
n
o
w
o
n
w
h
y
w
e
w
h
y
w
e

are
addressing

construction?
A

big
part

of
that

letter
is

regarding
construction.

Here
we're

just
addressing

the
w
o
r
k
hours.

W
h
e
t
h
e
r

that's
also

implied
to

have
s
o
m
e

noise,
then

the
letter

w
o
u
l
d
be

relevant
and

I
w
o
u
l
d
tend

to
r
e
c
o
m
m
e
n
d
receiving

it,
receiving

it
in

for
consideration.”
(See

D
a
n
s
c
r
i
p
l
i
o
n
o
f
P
l
a
n
n
i
n
g
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
Public

Hearing,
p.

7,
at

time
s
t
a
m
p
23:26,)

 3
See

m
y
c
o
m
m
e
n
t

letter
dated

Feb.
20.

2024
on

the
A
d
d
e
n
d
u
m

to
the

Mitigated
Negative

Declaration
for

the
G
o
l
d
e
n
Eagle

Charter
School

U
s
e

Permit,
pages

5,
6
and

9,
discussing

the
increases

in
noise

levels
from

construction
and

from
the

school‘s
outdoor

recreational
activities.

3
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

Jeff
F
o
w
l
e
discussed

public
c
o
m
m
e
n
t
s
and

stated:
“I‘ll

be
honest,

if
they

did
not

pertain
to

one
of

those
itemst

I
did

not
took

at
them.”

M
a
y

2,
2024

D
L
&
A
C
o
m
m
e
n
t

Letter
Supporting

Appeal
of

UP-23-08/Addendum
Approval

P
a
g
e
4



C
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d
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Pu
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He
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l
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w
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re
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m
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.
Mr
.
F
o
w
l
e

st
at

ed
he

on
ly

wa
nt
ed

to
li

st
en

to
c
o
m
m
e
n
t
s
ab
ou
t
fo
ur

ar
ea

s
of

di
sc

us
si

on
fo

r
pu
bl
ic

c
o
m
m
e
n
t
:

“t
he

si
te
ma
p,

in
gr
es
s-
eg
re
ss

ro
ut
es
,
si

gn
ag

e
an
d
wa
rn
in
g

li
gh

ts
o
n
th
e
ro
ad
,
a
n
d
Ca

lF
ir

e
42

90
.
4
2
9
1

st
an

da
rd

s.
”
(S
ee

Tr
an
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ri
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io

n
at

34
:3
0.
)
H
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r
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He
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k
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w
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t
co

ns
tr

uc
ti

on
w
o
r
k
ho
ur
s
be
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g
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y
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s
u
m
m
e
r
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hs
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A
n
d
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so
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d
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a
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n
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pr
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r
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e
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e
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th
at

.
So
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lk
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n
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er

e
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d
ge

t
th
e
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r
k
do

ne
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re
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ti
on
?

I
th
in
k
at

th
e

la
st

me
et

in
g,

an
d

I
w
a
s
go

in
g
ba
ck

an
d
do

ub
le

ch
ec
k
th
e
mi

nu
te

s,
it
w
a
s
si

mp
ly

in
th

e
or

ig
in

al
st

af
f
re

po
rt

,
th

er
e
w
a
s
n
o
me
nt
io
n
of

a
W
i
n
d
o
w
of

co
ns

tr
uc

ti
on

ti
me
,
W
h
i
c
h
o
n
si

mi
la

r
us
e
pe

rm
it

s
w
e

ha
ve

ha
d,

an
d

it
w
a
s
no
te
d

it
w
a
s
mi

ss
in

g.
St

af
f
c
a
m
e
ba
ck

an
d
ha

s
it
in
cl
ud
ed

as
on
e
of

th
e
co

nd
it

io
ns

no
w,

co
nd

it
io

n
of

co
nd

it
io

n
ei

gh
t

is
th

e
D
E
S
,

bu
t
so

it
’s
pr
op
er
ly

li
st

ed
.”

(T
ra

ns
cr

ip
ti

on
p.

8)

B
y
de

ny
in

g
su
ch

pu
bl
ic

c
o
m
m
e
n
t
s
du
ri
ng

a
Pu

bl
ic

He
ar

in
g

li
ke

th
at
,
th
e
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
vi

ol
at

ed
th
e
B
r
o
w
n
Ac
t
an

d
de
pr
iv
ed

th
es
e
ne

ig
hb

or
s
of

th
ei
r
ri

gh
t
to

sp
ea
k
ab
ou
t
an

d
ho

pe
fu

ll
y
pr

ot
ec

t
th

em
se

lv
es

fr
om

th
e
Pr
oj
ec
t’
s
ex
ce
ss
iv
e
co

ns
tr

uc
ti

on
no

is
e.

T
h
e
C
o
u
n
t
y
ha
s
n
o
no

is
e
or

di
na

nc
e

th
at

th
ey

co
ul
d
al
te
rn
at
iv
el
y
us

e
du

ri
ng

bu
il

di
ng

co
ns
tr
uc
ti
on
,
so

th
ei
r
se
ek
in
g
s
o
m
e
no

is
e

mi
ti

ga
ti

on
Wi
th

fu
rt
he
r
C
E
Q
A

re
vi
ew

w
a
s

th
e
on

ly
op

ti
on

fo
r
th

em
.
Bu
t
th
e
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
wo
ul
d

no
t
he
ar

of
it

M
a
y

2,
20
24
D
L
&
A
C
o
m
m
e
n
t
Le

tt
er

Su
pp

or
ti

ng
Ap

pe
al

of
UP
-2
3-
08
/A
dd
en
du
m
Ap

pr
ov

al
P
a
g
e

5



Similarly,
b
y
refusing

to
consider

m
y
F
e
b
m
a
r
y
20,

2
0
2
4
public

c
o
m
m
e
n
t

letter
about

the

Project’s
construction

noise
impacts,

the
C
ommission

violated
C
E
Q
A
which

is
intended

to
r
e
m
e
d
y
correctable

problems
like

excessive
noise

exposure
before

they
occur.

C
O
M
M
I
S
S
I
O
N
F
A
I
L
E
D
T
O
E
X
A
M
I
N
E
E
X
P
E
R
T
I
S
E
B
E
F
O
R
E
D
E
C
I
D
I
N
G
T
O
I
G
N
O
R
E
F
A
I
R

A
R
G
U
M
E
N
T
S
.

Paul
Bollard,

the
applicant’s

noise
consultant,

attempted
to

defend
his

unprofessional
noise

study
b
y
attacking

m
e

rather
than

challenging
anything

that
I
h
a
d
c
o
m
m
e
n
t
e
d
u
p
o
n

in
m
y

letter
to

the
Planning

Commission.
H
e
proudly

described
his

expeitise.
But

what
he

did
not

admit
to

the
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n

is
that

his
prior

noise
studies

for
Golden

Eagle.
w
h
e
n

it
first

applied
to

build
its

s
c
h
o
o
l
o
n
P
i
n
e

Street
in

the
C
i
t
y
o
f
M
t
.

Shasta,
h
a
d

to
b
e
r
e
v
i
s
e
d
f
o
u
r
t
i
m
e
s
b
e
c
a
u
s
e
o
f
errors

that
he

h
a
d
m
a
d
e

that
I
h
a
d
discovered

a
n
d
c
o
m
m
e
n
t
e
d
u
p
o
n

then.
01‘

course
n
o
b
o
d
y

likes
being

criticized,
but

w
h
e
n
deserved

criticism
clouds

s
o
m
e
o
n
e
s
judgment.

the
public

should
take

note.

H
e
misinformed

the
Planning

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
by

claiming
that

I
a
m

not
a
practicing

acoustical

consultant
e
v
e
n
t
h
o
u
g
h
h
e
has

seen
m
y
r
e
s
u
m
e
before

since
I
often

attach
it

to
reports

challenging
his

noise
studies.

(See
attachment

to
this

lettez'for
m
y
updated

resume.)

M1”.
Bollard

absurdly
c
l
a
i
m
e
d
that

there
is
n
o
n
e
w

iiy’bmzazz‘an
m

that
letter

rim!
w
o
u
i
d

cause
m
e

to
reconsider

rnyfindings
qfsz‘gng'ficzmce

ofnoz'se
mzpacts

07‘
a
d
d
additional

mitigation
m
e
a
s
u
r
e
s
f
o
r

{/1175 project,”
(See:

Transcription
p.

9).
H
e
w
a
s

either
lying

or
h
e

failed
to

read

that
I
had

pointed
out

on
page

1
O
f
m
y

letter,
as

prominently
as

possible
there,

that
his

noise
study

entirety
omitted

any
mention

or
analysis

of
the

construction
noise

that
building

a
large

28,300
sq.

ft.
n
e
w
school

building
w
o
u
l
d

cause.
H
e
finalized

his
noise

study4
o
n
July

17‘
2023

before
the

28,300
Sq.

ft.
n
e
w

school
building

w
a
s
a
d
d
e
d

to
the

Project
description

a
n
d
a
n
n
o
u
n
c
e
d

to
the

public
for

the
first

time
for

the
Feb.

2
l.
2
0
2
4
Public

Hearing.
H
e

failed
to

update
his

noise

study
afterward.

A
fair

a
r
g
u
m
e
n
t
c
a
n
b
e
m
a
d
e

that
his

noise
study

a
n
d
the

A
d
d
e
n
d
u
m

to
the

M
N
D

are
both

blatantiy
inadequate

because
they

do
not

evaluate
the

building’s
construction

noise
that

w
o
u
l
d

occur.
F
o
r
a
n
acoustical

consultant
w
h
o

claims
to

h
a
v
e
prepared

“
1
0
0
0
8
of

noise
studies

over
the

yeai‘si”
one

w
o
u
l
d
think

he
k
n
e
w

that
construction

noise
occurring

within
400

feet
of

five
heighhoring

residences
can

create
significant

noise
impacts

at
those

h
o
m
e
s

ifnot
adequately

mitigated.“
M
y
c
o
m
m
e
n
t

letter
adequately

predicts
that

construction
noise

could
exceed

the
County‘s

standards
and

could
create

significant
noise

impacts
at

those
homes.

Those
c
o
m
m
e
n
t
s

are
fair

arguments
and

they
are

supported
b
y

substantial
evidence.

Yet
this

Proj
ect’s

noise
consultant

W
h
o
w
a
s

relied
u
p
o
n

in
the

A
d
d
e
n
d
u
m

to
the
M
N
D
w
a
s
not

very
believable

at
times.

M
r
.
Bollard

claimed
to

not
k
n
o
w

if
I
h
a
v
e
noise

m
e
a
s
u
r
e
m
e
n
t

equipment.
( Transcript,

m
53:53)

H
e
m
u
s
t
not

h
a
v
e
b
e
e
n

serious.
I
d
o
h
a
v
e
m
a
n
y

professional

noise
meters.

H
e
has

even
seen

photographs
o
f
s
o
m
e
of

that
equipment

that
I
used

W
h
e
n

obtaining
noise

level
measurements

for
m
y

earlier
report’s

noise
test

documentation
that

I
submitted

to
the

City
of

Mt.
Shasta

on
October

5,
2020

w
h
e
n
challenging

his
w
o
r
k

for
Golden

 4
T
h
e
Bollard

Acoustical
Consultants”

July
17.

2023
E
n
v
i
r
o
m
n
e
m
a
l
NoiseAssessment

w
a
s
never

updated
to

include
this

proposed
2
8
3
0
0

sf.
school

building‘s
construction.

5
See

m
y

2/20/2024
C
o
m
m
e
n
t

letter,
page

4,
for

a
project

vicinity
m
a
p
showing

five
h
o
m
e
s
within

400
feet

of
the

n
e
w
28,300

sq.
ft.

school
building’s

construction
site,

M
a
y

2,
2
0
2
4
D
L
&
A
C
o
m
m
e
n
t

Letter
Supporting

Appeal
of

U
P
—
2
3
—
0
8
/
A
d
d
e
n
d
u
m
Approval

P
a
g
e
6



Ea
gl

e
at

it
s
pr

ev
io

us
In

te
rs

ta
te

-S
fr
ee
wa
y

si
te

.6
Th
is

is
a
ph
ot
o
of

on
e
of

th
e
no
is
e
le
ve
l
me

te
rs

th
at

I
th
en

us
ed

an
d
ph

ot
og

ra
ph

ed
fo
r
th

at
re
po
rt
.

 
 

It
is

an
Ex
te
ch

4
0
7
7
8
0

In
te

gr
at

in
g
S
o
u
n
d
Le

ve
l
Me
te
r
eq

ui
pp

ed
Wi
th

a
0.

5-
in

ch
,
pr

e—
po

la
ri

ze
d

co
nd

en
se

r
mi

cr
op

ho
ne

Wi
th

pr
e—

am
pl

ifi
er

.
T
h
e
so

un
d

le
ve

l
me
te
r
me
et
s
th
e
cu

rr
en

t
Am

er
ic

an
Na

ti
on

al
St

an
da

rd
s

In
st
it
ut
e
(
A
N
S
I
)
st

an
da

rd
fo

r
a
T
y
p
e
2
ge

ne
ra

l
pu
rp
os
e
so
un
d

le
ve
l
me
te
r.

It
w
a
s
m
y

no
is
e
st

ud
y
us
in
g
th

at
eq

ui
pm

en
t

th
at

in
du

ce
d
th
e
Ci
ty

of
Mt
.
Sh

as
ta

to
ad
d
a
co
nd
it
io
n

to
it
s
ap

pr
ov

al
of

G
o
l
d
e
n
Ea

gl
e’

s
pr
oj
ec
t
ne
ar

In
te

rs
ta

te
-S

be
ca
us
e
Mr

.
Bo

ll
ar

d’
s
fo

ur
th

no
is

e
st

ud
y
w
a
s
s
h
o
w
n

to
be

in
co

rr
ec

t
an
d

it
s
no
is
e
Ie
ve
l
me

as
ur

em
en

ts
in
ad
eq
ua
te
.

It
is

en
ti

re
ly

po
ss
ib
le

th
at

Mr
.
Bo

ll
ar

d’
s
er

ro
ne

ou
s
as

su
ra

nc
es

to
Go

ld
en

Ea
gl

e
th
at

th
e
pr

ev
io

us
sc

ho
ol

si
te

ad
ja
ce
nt

to
a
no

is
y
fr

ee
wa

y
w
o
u
l
d
be

qu
ie
t
en
ou
gh

fo
r
a
sc
ho
ol
,
th
at

th
ey

di
dn

’t
im

me
di

at
el

y
re
je
ct

th
at

pr
op

er
ty

fo
r
de
ve
lo
pm
en
t
an

d
m
o
v
e

to
th
e
W
A
.

Ba
rr

R
o
a
d
pr

op
er

ty
so

on
er

.

F
A
I
R
A
R
G
U
M
E
N
T
S
\
V
I
T
H
S
U
B
S
T
A
N
T
I
A
L
E
V
I
D
E
N
C
E
O
F
G
O
L
D
E
N
E
A
G
L
E
’
S
S
I
G
N
I
F
I
C
A
N
T
N
O
I
S
E

I
M
P
A
C
T
S
.

T
o
su

mm
ar

iz
e
th
e
ev
id
en
ce

th
at

th
is

Pr
oj
ec
t
mi

gh
t
cr
ea
te

si
gn

ifi
ca

nt
no
is
e
im
pa
ct
s,

I
re
fe
rr
ed
m
y

Fe
br

ua
ry

20
,
2
0
2
4
c
o
m
m
e
n
t

le
tt
er
w
h
i
c
h

is
at
ta
ch
ed
.

Th
es

e
su

mm
ar

iz
ed

fa
ir

ar
gu
me
nt
s

ar
e:

Mr
.
Bo
ll
ar
d’
s
no

is
e
st
ud
y,

pa
ge

2,
st
at
es
:
“
T
h
e
pr

ot
ec

t
pr

op
os

es
to

ut
il

iz
e
ex

is
ti

ng
fa

ci
li

ti
es

on
th
e

si
te

‘
an

d
do

es
no

t
pr

op
os

e
ar

zv
su
bs
ta
nt
iv
e
co

ns
tr

uc
ti

on
ac
ti
vi
ti
es
.”

H
e
h
o
w
e
v
e
r

fa
il
ed

to
 6
Fo
ur

of
m
y

no
is

e
le

ve
l
me

te
rs

co
st

ov
er

$1
,0
00

ea
ch
;
an

ot
he

r
on
e

co
st

s
ov

er
$4
,0
00
.
O
f
co

ur
se

th
ou

gh
it

is
en

ti
re

ly
ir
re
le
va
nt

w
h
a
t
eq

ui
pm

en
t

I
ha

ve
be
ca
us
e
n
o
n
e
of
m
y

pu
bl

ic
c
o
m
m
e
n
t
s

in
m
y

Fe
br
ua
ry

20
.
2
0
2
4

le
tt

er
re
qu
ir
ed

an
y

no
is
e
le
ve
l
me

as
ur

em
en

ts
.

M
a
y

2,
2
0
2
4
D
L
&
A
C
o
m
m
e
n
t

Le
tt
er

Su
pp
or
ti
ng

A
p
p
e
a
l
of

U
P
-
2
3
-
0
8
/
A
d
d
e
n
d
u
m
Ap
pr
ov
al

P
a
g
e
7



report
that

the
proposed

n
e
w
28,300

sq.
ft.

school
building

is
not

existing
and

its
construction

w
o
r
k
w
o
u
l
d
inevitably

create
construction

noise.

H
i
s
noise

study’s
Project

A
r
e
a
m
a
p
,

Fig.
2,

does
not

e
v
e
n
s
h
o
w

this
n
e
w
c
l
a
s
s
r
o
o
m
building.

During
constmction

of
that

large
school

building
s
o
m
e
nearby

residential
properties

w
o
u
l
d
be

exposed
to

construction
noise

levels
that

w
o
u
l
d
be

17
d
B
A

louder
than

ambient
noise

levels,
an

increase
that

is
universally

d
e
e
m
e
d

to
be

a
significant

noise
impact.

This
construction

w
o
r
k
could

generate
noise

levels
o
f
over

7
2
d
B
A

Leq
a
n
d
over

6
9
d
B
A

Ldn
at

h
o
m
e
s
u
p

to
4
0
0

feet
away,

noise
levels

that
could

create
significant

noise
impacts

there
because

of
h
o
w
m
u
c
h
louder

those
w
o
u
l
d
be

compared
to

existing
ambient

noise
levels.

T
h
e

"day—night
weighted

average"
noise

level
during

constmction
if
measured

at
h
o
m
e
s
4
0
0

feet
from

the
equipment

operations
could

exceed
the

County’s
noise

standards
and

be
significant

at
67.6

d
B
A

Ldu.

T
h
e
noise

leveis
f
r
o
m
children

playing
at

the
o
u
t
d
o
o
r
tennis

court
could

create
significant

noise

impacts
at

the
neighboring

M
o
u
n
t

Shasta
R
a
n
c
h
B
n
B

of
about

22
d
B
A

louder
than

the
existing

noise
levels,

representing
a
significant

noise
impact

since
any

increase
of

m
o
r
e
than

5
d
B

is
typically

considered
significant.

That
playground

noise
could

cause
serious

sleep
disturbance

impacts
to

the
B
n
B

guests
or

owners,
Where

the
children’s

shouting
noise

levels
could

be
2
9
d
B
A

louder
than

the
existing

noise
levels

in
their

guest
r
o
o
m
s
With

their
W
i
n
d
o
w
s

shut.

C
O
N
C
L
U
S
I
O
N
:

For
the

above
reasons

and
with

the
evidence

in
the

attached
c
o
m
m
e
n
t

letter.
there

are
fair

arguments
that

this
Project

Will
likely

generate
significant

noise
impacts.

T
h
e
C
ounty

should
uphold

the
Appeal

and
require

that
further

C
E
Q
A

analysis
be

conducted
of

the
Project’s

noise

impacts.

Sincerely,

W
a
g
e
?
w

Professional
Planner,

Designer,
I
N
C
E

Associate
(Institute

ofNoise
Control

Engineering)

D
a
l
e
L
a
Forest

&
Associates

A
t
t
a
e
h
m
e
11ts

:

D
L
&
A
C
o
m
m
e
n
t

letter
dated

Feb.
20,

2
0
2
4
on

the
A
d
d
e
n
d
u
m

to
the

Mitigated
Negative

Declaration
for

the
Golden

Eagle
Chatter

School
U
s
e
Permit

Transcription
ofPlanning

C
ommission’s

2/21/2024
Public

Hearing
for

Golden
Eagle

Charter
School

R
e
s
u
m
e

M
a
y

2,
2024

D
L
&
A
C
o
m
m
e
n
t

Letter
Supporting

Appeal
of

UP-23—08/Addendum
Approval

P
a
g
e

8



D
a
l
e
L
a
Fo
re
st
&

As
so

ci
at

es
De
si
gn
&

Ac
ou

st
ic

al
Pl

an
ni

ng
10
1

E.
A
l
m
a

St
,
Su
it
e
1
0
0
-
A
3
M
t
.

Sh
as

ta
,
Ca

li
fo

rn
ia

9
6
0
6
7

Em
ai
l:

dl
af
or
es
t

at
gm

ai
l.

co
m

Ha
il

ey
La
ng
,
D
e
p
u
t
y
Di

re
ct

or
of

Pl
an

m'
ng

C
o
m
m
u
n
i
t
y
D
e
v
e
l
o
p
m
e
n
t
De

pa
rt

me
nt

,
Co
un
ty

of
Si
sk
iy
ou

pl
an

ni
ng

@c
ee

si
sk

iy
0u

.c
a.

us
8
0
6
S
o
u
t
h
M
a
i
n

St
re

et
,
Yr
ek
a,
C
A
9
6
0
9
7

C
o
m
m
e
n
t
s
o
n
A
d
d
e
n
d
u
m

to
th

e
M
i
t
i
g
a
t
e
d
N
e
g
a
t
i
v
e
D
e
c
l
a
r
a
t
i
o
n

fo
r
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activities
or

equipment
are

proposed
at

the
site.

A
s

a
result,

an
analysis

ofproject
construction

noise
or

Vibration
is

not
required

for
this

assessment.”
(Emphasis

added)

H
o
w

is
it
possible

that
the

Planning
Department

did
not

notice
Mr.

Bollard’s
glaring

error?
T
h
e

proposed
n
e
w
28,300

square
foot

classroom
school

building
is

certainly
{gt

an
existingfacz’liqyl

This
statement

in
the

noise
study

is
absurd

to
not

consider
the

proposed
n
e
w
28,300

square
foot

school
builciing’s

construction
noise.

T
h
e
author

of
this

noise
study,

Paul
Bollard,

should
be

aware
of

this
n
e
w
classroom

building
because

he
just

wrote
a

letter
dated

Feb.
12,

2024
that

purports
to

respond
to

public
c
o
m
m
e
n
t
s
about

this
Project.2

T
h
e
n
e
w
classroom

building
w
a
s

proposed
months

ago.
Yet

he
never

updated
his

July
2023

noise
study

for
this

Project
to

evaluate
the

obvious
construction

noise
impacts

that
neighbors

will
undoubtedly

suffer.
His

noise
study’s

Project
A
r
e
a
m
a
p
.

Fig.
2.

d
o
e
s
n
o
t
e
v
e
n
s
h
o
w

this
n
e
w
c
l
a
s
s
r
o
o
m
building.

Either
he

will
have

serious
amounts

of
egg

on
his

face,
or

perhaps
the

Project
applicant

and
the

C
ounty

Planning
Department

failed
to

inform
h
i
m

that
a
new,

large
classroom

building
is

also
being

proposed
on

this
site.

Construction
o
f
a

large
building

with
28,300

square
feet

of
floor

area
involves

“substantive
construction

activities.”
It

is
inexcusable

for
the

Planning
Department

to
rely

u
p
o
n
such

a
defective

noise
study

that
entirely

ignores
a
large

building’s
significant

constiuction
noise

issues.
This

abject
failure

to
evaluate

relevant
and

significant
construction

noise
impacts

w
o
u
l
d
Violate

C
E
Q
A

if
further

environmental
review

in
an

E
I
R

is
not

conducted.3

N
O
I
S
E
L
E
V
E
L
I
N
C
R
E
A
S
E
S
A
T
N
E
I
G
H
B
O
R
S
’
H
O
M
E
S
‘
W
O
U
L
D
B
E
G
R
E
A
T
L
Y

E
X
C
E
S
S
I
V
E

A
s
s
h
o
w
n
below.

construction
noise

during
building

the
n
e
w
school

w
o
u
l
d

result
in

substantial
increases

in
noise

levels
in

the
Vicinity

o
f
neighboring

h
o
m
e
s
.
A
n
y

noise
level

increase
greater

than
5
d
B
A

is
considered

b
y
the

C
o
u
n
t
y
a
n
d
the

noise
study

to
b
e
significant.4

Y
e
t
during

construction
s
o
m
e

residential
properties

w
o
u
l
d
b
e
e
x
p
o
s
e
d

to
construction

noise
levels

that

w
o
u
l
d
be

l7
d
B
A

louder
than

ambient
noise

levels.

C
O
N
S
T
R
U
C
T
I
O
N
N
O
I
S
E
L
E
V
E
L
S
W
O
U
L
D
E
X
C
E
E
D
C
O
U
N
T
Y
S
T
A
N
D
A
R
D
S
A
T

N
E
I
G
H
B
O
R
I
N
G
H
O
M
E
S

Moreover,
the

temporaiy
constiuction

noise
levels

w
h
e
n
predicted

at
nearby

residential
properties

w
o
u
l
d

greatly
e
x
c
e
e
d
the

C
o
u
n
t
y
’
s
noise

standards
f
o
u
n
d
in

the
G
e
n
e
r
a
l
Plan

N
o
i
s
e

Element.
W
i
t
h
m
a
n
d
a
t
m
y

correction
factors,

the
County’s

noise
standards

permit
noise

levels
up

to
4
5

01‘
5
0
d
B
A

L
d
n

d
e
p
e
n
d
i
n
g
u
p
o
n

the
C
h
a
r
a
c
t
e
r
o
f
the

n
o
i
s
e
source.

C
o
n
s
t
r
u
c
t
i
o
n
w
o
r
k
w
o
u
l
d

generate
noise

levels
ofovei'

69
d
B
A

Ldu
at
h
o
m
e
s
u
p

to
400

feet
a
w
a
y

as
s
h
o
w
n
below.

This
represents

a
serious

noise
impact

that
the

A
d
d
e
n
d
u
m
never

disclosed.

 1
For

Bollard
Acoustical

Consultants‘
Feb.

12,
2
0
2
4

letter
emailed

to
Siskiyou

C
o
u
n
t
y
D
e
p
u
t
y
Director

ofPlaiming
Hailey

L
a
n
g
and

the
G
o
l
d
e
n
Eagle

Charter
School,

see
the

Staff
Report,

P
D
F

p.
19.

3
If

such
construction

noise
is

not
analyzed,

the
C
o
u
n
t
y
w
o
u
l
d

Viotate
C
E
Q
A

b
y
refusing

to
“use

its
best

efforts
to

find
out

and
disclose

all
that

it
reasonably

[could].”
See

Berkeley
K
e
e
p

Jets,
supra.

91
Cal.App.4th

at
1370

(quoting
C
E
Q
A

G
u
i
d
e
l
i
n
e
s

§
13145).

4
This

Project’s
Environmental

Noise
Assessment,

on
page

73
uses

a
5
(
B
A

increase
in

noise
levels

due
to

a
project

as
a
standard

of
significance.

D
L
&
A

—Noise
Impacts

of
G
o
l
d
e
n
Eagle
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Project
~
A
d
d
e
n
d
u
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M
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D
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Feb.

20.
2
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2
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le
ss

th
an

4
0
0

fe
et

aw
ay
,

th
at

Wi
ll

be
af
fe
ct
ed

b
y
lo

ud
co

ns
tr

uc
ti

on
no

is
e
oc
cu
rr
in
g
as

ea
rl

y
as

ab
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t

6:
00

21.
111

.
as
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th
is
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oj
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Vi
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S
u
c
h
construction

noise
could

also
create

a
significant

t
e
m
p
o
r
a
r
y
noise

level
increase

greater
than

the
ambient

noise
levels

at
those

h
o
m
e
s
compared

to
existing

conditions
without

this
Project’s

noise
contributions.

C
onstruction

and
earthmoving

equipment
to

be
used

on
this

Project
site

m
a
y

include
haul

trucks,
graders.

backhoes,
loaders,

and
similar

heavy
equipment

for
grading,

excavation,
paving,

and
not

including
building

constmction.
B
u
t
the

public
is

not
i
n
f
o
r
m
e
d
W
h
i
c
h
e
q
u
i
p
m
e
n
t
will

b
e

operating
during

the
Proj

ect’s
worst

case
scenario

for
noise

generation.
T
h
e
Proj

ect’s
noise

study
should

describe
h
o
w
long

various
types

of
heavy

equipment
w
o
u
l
d
be

used,
and

Which
equipment

w
o
u
l
d
be

used
at

any
one

time
during

construction
activities

at
the

construction
site.

T
h
e
noise

study
does

not
contain

any
condition

or
mitigation

measure
requiring

the
Project

to
c
o
m
p
l
y
With

any
specific

m
a
x
i
m
u
m
noise

level
during

construction
work.

T
h
e
noise

study
does

not
even

identify
What

m
a
x
i
m
u
m

noise
level

standard
the

Proj
ect

Applicant
for

this
school

is
to

be
held

to.
T
h
e
County

has
never

even
adopted

a
noise

ordinance
that

w
o
u
l
d
otherwise

restrict
this

Project's
noise

levels
and

protect
the

neighbors.
A
n
d

the
C
o
u
n
t
y
does

not
propose

to
even

monitor
this

Project‘s
noise

emissions
to

insure
they

c
o
m
p
l
y
with

any
standards,

Whether
those

found
in

the
General

Plan
Noise

Element
or

in
other

applicable
laws.

T
h
e
County

provides
no

realistically-entbrceable
noise

standards.

T
h
e

Proj
ect’s

noise
study

entirely
ignores

noise
guidelines

the
California

Department
of

Health
Standards

provides
for

acceptable
residential

uses
not

exceeding
60

d
B
A
.
Without

such
specific

information
in

the
noise

study
or

the
A
d
d
e
n
d
m
n

t0
the

Afifigated
Negative

Declaration
and

Without
restrictive

noise
conditions

a
n
d
mitigations,

the
C
o
u
n
t
y
has

not
accurately

determined
that

this
Project's

noise
impacts

during
constmction

activities
will

be
less-than-significant.

T
h
e
noise

study
is

also
inadequate

because
it

fails
to

consider
the

sound
levels

from
multiple

types
of

equipment
that

m
a
y
be

operating
simultaneously

within
the

Proj
ect

site.6
If
s
o
m
e
of

the
equipment

operates
simultaneously

(i.e.
loaders,

excavaton
and

t
m
c
k
s
L

their
combined

noise
levels

at
the

nearest
h
o
m
e
s
could

exceed
the

County's
m
a
x
i
m
u
m
50
d
B
A

Ldn
day-night

averaged
noise

standard
(as

adjusted
With

N
o
i
s
e
E
l
e
m
e
n
t
‘
s
Table

A
-
l
O

correction
factor)

as
calculated

below.

F
o
r
e
x
a
m
p
l
e
.
a
n
E
n
v
i
r
o
n
m
e
n
t
a
l
N
o
i
s
e
A
s
s
e
s
s
m
e
n
t

for
the

K
i
d
d
e
r
C
r
e
e
k
C
a
m
p
g
r
o
u
n
d

Project
that

Bollard
Acoustical

Consultants
prepared

in
2022

for
Siskiyou

C
o
u
n
t
y
discussed

constmction
noise.

Its
Table

3.4—6
a
s
s
u
m
e
d

that
m
a
x
i
m
u
m

construction
noise

Will
b
e
about

85
d
B
A

LmaX
at

a
distance

of
50

feet
from

each
operation

o
f
a
dozer,

a
grader,

excavator.
or

a
loader.

Other
authorities

predict
that

a
bulldozer

u
s
e
d
4
0
%
o
f
the

time
in

a
n
h
o
u
r
Will

generate
a
n
average

noise
level

o
f
8
6
d
B
A

Leq
at

a
distance

o
f
5
0

feet.
E
v
e
n

the
o
p
e
r
a
t
i
o
n
o
f
iust

o
n
e
o
f
t
h
e
s
e
e
q
u
i
p
m
e
n
t

gages
at

a
time

at
a
distance

0
f
4
0
0

feet
could

produce
a
noise

level
of

67.9
d
B
A

Leq.7
At

a

 nail
gun.

the
General

Plan
Noise

Element
requires

that
another

5
d
B

correction
factor

must
be

applied.
(ie

55
—5

—5
=
4
5
(IRA

Ldn
m
a
x
i
m
u
m
permissible

construction
noise

at
residential

properties
for

impulsive
noise.)

6
Other

C
E
Q
A

compliant
noise

studies
typically

evaluate
the

composite
sound

level
from

multiple
units

of
heaVy

equipment
operating

at
the

s
a
m
e

time.
Egl.

see:
Jan.

3.
2
0
1
9
Draft

E
I
R

for
C
h
u
r
c
h
of

the
W
o
o
d
s

Pro‘ect.
R
i
m

gorest,
C
A
,
C
o
u
n
t
y
o
f
S
a
n
B
e
r
n
a
d
i
n
o
:

p.
3
.
H
-

15,
T
a
b
l
e
3
4
H
-
8

Project
C
o
n
s
t
r
u
c
t
i
o
n
N
o
i
s
e
L
e
v
e
l
s
b
y
Phase.

T
o

calculate
2:
(18

level
at

different
distances

from
a
source

given
a
k
n
o
w
n
d
B

level
for

a
k
n
o
w
n

distance:
dB;

=
dBl

—
10

x
A
x
LOG(R3/R1):

(18;
=
86
~
1
0
x
2.0

x
L
O
G

(400’/50’)
=

67.9
d
B
A

Leq.

D
L
&
A

—Noise
Impacts

o
f
G
o
l
d
e
n
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School

Project
—
A
d
d
e
n
d
u
m
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M
N
D
—
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20.
2
0
2
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fe
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W
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Pr
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lt
ip
le

pi
ec

es
of

he
av
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t
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oo
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ya
rd
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co
ns
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uc
ti
on

no
is
e
le

ve
ls

o
f
ov
er

7
2
d
B
A

Le
q.

9

T
h
e

ex
is

ti
ng

am
bi
en
t
no
is
e
le
ve
l
at

th
e
ne

ar
by

B
&
B
’
s
ou

td
oo

r
ya
rd

(L
T-

3)
in

th
e
da

yt
im

e
is

de
sc
ri
be
d
in

th
e
no
is
e
st
ud
y

at
ab
ou
t
55
d
B
A

Le
.q

du
ri
ng

s
o
m
e
ho

ur
s.

Ac
co

rd
in

gl
y,

he
av

y
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ns
tr

uc
ti
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eq

ui
pm

en
t
us

ed
at

th
e
n
e
w
cl
as
sr
oo
m
bu

il
di

ng
wi

ll
ex

po
se

th
at
B
&
B

fa
ci

li
ty

’s
ou

td
oo

r
ya

rd
to

an
in

cr
ea

se
in

no
is

e
le

ve
ls

0f
17
d
B
A
—
re
pr
es
en
ti
ng

a
si

gn
ifi

ca
nt

no
is
e
im

pa
ct

th
at

th
e
I
S
f
M
N
D

fa
il

s
to

di
sc

lo
se

.
(7

2
—
55

=
17
).

Th
is

ca
lc

ul
at

io
n

is
pr
ov
ab
le

as
fo

ll
ow

s:

W
i
t
h
mu
lt
ip
le

eq
ui

pm
en

tl
0
op
er
at
ed

si
mu
lt
an
eo
us
ly

du
ri
ng

s
o
m
e
Pr

oj
ec

t
co

ns
tr

uc
ti

on
wo

rk
,
th

e
no

is
e
im

pa
ct

to
ne

ig
hb

or
in

g
re
si
de
nt
s
w
o
u
l
d
be

pr
ov

ab
ly

si
gn
ifi
ca
nt
.
F
or

ex
am
pl
e
du

ri
ng

si
te

w
o
r
k

at
a
di
st
an
ce

o
f
5
0

fe
et
,
do
ze
rs

a
n
d

fr
on

t
e
n
d
le

ad
er

s
h
a
v
e
b
e
e
n
m
e
a
s
u
r
e
d

at
9
0
d
B
A

Lm
ax

a
n
d
g
r
a
d
e
r
s

at
8
9
d
B
A
L
a
m
.
”

E
Q
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.
N
O
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G
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d
B
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e
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.
0
d
B
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L
e
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9
0

d
B
A
L
a
m

u
s
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4
0
%

o
f
a
n
h
o
u
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86
.0
d
B
A
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q
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er
89

A
R
A

T
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ed
4
0
%
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’2
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85
.0
d
B
A
L
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U
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.
.
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“
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r
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T
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d
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b
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d
B
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d
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d
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Construction
w
o
r
k

Will
occur

even
closer

than
400

feet
from

sensitive
receptors.

T
h
e
outdoor

activity
area

at
the

M
o
u
n
t
Shasta

R
a
n
c
h
B
&
B

Where
neighbors

and
their

guests
have

a
right

to

be
protected

from
excessive

construction
noise

is
just

about
300

feet
from

the
proposed

28,300
sf.

n
e
w

school
building’s

location
Where

heavy
equipment

will
excavate

that
soil.

At
300

feet.
the

operation
of

a
single

bulldozer
Will

generate
noise

levels
of

about
70.4

d
B
A

Leq
because

the
intervening

trees
are

not
dense

e
n
o
u
g
h

to
attenuate

that
noise

transmission.13

Project
noise

levels
during

construction
of

70.4
d
B
A

Leq
at

the
B
&
B

property
line

from
operation

ofjust
one

equipment
type

w
o
u
l
d
significantly

impact
neighboring

residents.
W
h
e
n

multiple
equipment

are
simultaneously

operated,
the

construction
noise

impact
with

louder
c
o
m
b
i
n
e
d
noise

levels
w
o
u
l
d
be

m
o
r
e

severe.
For

example,
in

the
noise

study
for

the
C
hurch

of
the

W
o
o
d
s
c
a
m
p
g
r
o
u
n
d

proj
ect,

the
agency

set
a
m
a
x
i
m
u
m

construction
noise

level
of

71
d
B
A

Lmax
and

60
d
B
A

Leq
at

residences.H
This

Golden
Eagle

project
m
a
y
produce

constmction
noise

levels
at

the
B
&
B

of
10

d
B

greater
than

that
other

agency’s
m
a
x
i
m
u
m
allowed

standards.

Y
e
t
the

n
o
i
s
e
s
t
u
d
y

fails
to

d
e
s
c
r
i
b
e
a
n
y
a
p
p
l
i
c
a
b
l
e
t
h
r
e
s
h
o
l
d
o
f
s
i
g
n
i
fi
c
a
n
c
e
for

s
u
c
h

c
o
n
s
t
m
c
t
i
o
n
noise

impacts.
C
E
Q
A
h
o
w
e
v
e
r
d
o
e
s
regulate

construction
noise

b
y
requiring

the

C
o
u
n
t
y

to
analyze

a
n
d
describe

h
o
w

significant
it

will
b
e

at
neighboring

residences.
O
n
e

C
E
Q
A

threshold
identified

o
n
p
a
g
e
6
O
f
t
h
e
noise

study15
requires

the
C
o
u
n
t
y

to
evaluate

if

this
Project’s

t
e
m
p
o
r
a
r
y
construction

noise
level

increase
Will

b
e
significant?

This
is

that

questlon:

W
o
u
l
d

the
project

result
in

the
“generation

ofsubstantial
t
e
m
p
o
r
a
r
y
oz‘permanent

increase
in

ambient
noise

fet/‘e/s
in

the
vicinity

oftlze
project

in
excess

q
f
s
n
m
d
a
r
d
s

established
in

the
local

genera/plan
or

noise
ordinance,

or
in

other
applicable

local,
stare,

Oi‘fedeml
Sfmtdards?

”
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d
B
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8
6
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x
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x
L
O
G

(300’I’50’)
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d
B
A
a
n

(
W
h
e
r
e

a
bulldozer

emits
8
6
d
B
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&
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This

volleyball
001111

is
only

20
feet

from
the

shared
property

line
that

has
a
paved

patio
area

on
the
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&
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f
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&
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&
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&
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h
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&
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&
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w
o
u
l
d
be

ut
il
iz
in
g
ea

ch
pl

ay
ar

ea
at

an
y
gi

ve
n
ti

me
."

30
T
o

ca
lc

ul
at

e
a
d
B

Re
ve

l
at

di
ff
er
en
t
di
st
an
ce
s
fr
om

a
so
ur
ce

gi
ve
n
a
k
n
o
w
n
d
B

le
ve

l
fo
r
a
k
n
o
w
n

di
st

an
ce

:
$1

13
3
=
d
B
l
—

10
x
A
X
L
O
G
(
R
3
/
R
1
)
:

d
B
;
=
1
1
2
—
1
0
X
2.

0
x
L
O
G

(1
30
’/
3’
)
=

7
9

(1
13
A
m
e

“
T
o

ca
lc

ul
at

e
3
(1
3
le
ve
l
at

di
ff
er
en
t
di
st
an
ce
s
fr
om

a
so

ur
ce

gi
ve

n
a
k
n
o
w
n
d
B

le
ve

l
fo
r
a
k
n
o
w
n

di
st

an
ce

:
d
B
;
=
d
B
}
—

10
x
A
X
L
O
G
(
R
3
/
R
1
)
:

d
e
=
1
1
2
—

10
X
2.

0
X
L
O
G

(
4
0
7
3
‘
)
=

8
9
d
B
A
L
u
m
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levels
will

greatly
increase

the
a
m
b
i
e
n
t
noise

level
at

the
B
&
B

b
y
m
o
r
e
than

the
threshold

o
f

significance
of

5
d
B
A
.

 
S
C
H
O
O
L
’
S
P
L
A
Y
A
R
E
A
N
O
I
S
E
C
A
N
C
A
U
S
E
S
I
G
N
I
F
I
C
A
N
T
S
L
E
E
P
-

D
I
S
T
U
R
B
I
N
G
I
M
P
A
C
T
S
T
O
B
&
B
G
U
E
S
T
S

T
h
e
Planning

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
should

also
evaluate

if
the

school‘s
play

area
noise

could
cause

significant
sleep—disturbance

impacts
to

the
B
&
B
’
s

guests?
During

mild
weather,

s
o
m
e
guests

there
sleep

with
open

W
i
n
d
o
w
s

for
fresh

air.
Sleep-disturbance

impacts
are

evaluated
under

C
E
Q
A
,

but
the

Project’s
noise

study
never

evaluates
this

issue
as

it
m
a
y

affect
the

B
&
B
‘
s

guests.
Guests

on
vacation

While
staying

at
a
B
&
B
.

Without
the

need
to

arise
early

for
work.

sometimes
sleep

at
hours

w
h
e
n

the
schoal’s

play
areas

m
a
y
be

in
use.

This
fact

has
been

c
o
n
fi
r
m
e
d
b
y
the

owners
of

the
M
o
u
n
t

Shasta
R
a
n
c
h
B
&
B
.

T
h
e
B
&
B

w
o
u
l
d
b
e
significantly

i
m
p
a
c
t
e
d
b
y
such

increased
school

play
area

noise
levels.

Interior
noise

measurements
in
h
o
m
e
s
with

open
w
i
n
d
o
w
s

in
s
u
m
m
e
r

are
at
most

10
d
B
A

quieter
than

these
85
d
B
A

exterior
noise

levels.22
A

significant
percentage

ofpeoples'
sleep

is
disturbed

b
y
such

repeated
though

brief
"single

noise
events"

of
75
d
B
A
sound

exposure
level

(“SEL”).23
Will

this
Proj

ect
force

B
&
B

guests
to

h
a
v
e

to
sleep

with
their

W
i
n
d
o
w
s
Closed

in

the
s
u
m
m
e
r
heat?

T
h
e
noise

Study
uses

the
w
r
o
n
g

criteria
of

u
p

to
15
d
B
A

to
characterize

noise
reduction

with
open

windows.
T
h
e
Siskiyou

C
o
u
n
t
y
General

Plan
Noise

Element
h
o
w
e
v
e
r
assumes

only
a
10

d
B
A

reduction
with

open
Windows.‘4

Thus
the

noise
study‘s

assurances
o
f
a

less»than-
significant

noise
impact

regarding
interior

noise
levels

are
not

based
o
n

substantial
evidence

 33
See:

Siskiyou
County

General
Plan

Noise
Element

for
10
d
B
A

attenuation
rate

With
open

residential
W
i
n
d
o
w
s

23
T
h
e
Berkeley

K
e
e
p
Jets

O
v
e
r

1119
B
a
y
C
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e

v.
B
o
a
r
d
of

Port
Commissioners

(2001)
91

C'A4th
1344

court’s

decision
overturned

a
project's

E
I
R
W
h
e
r
e
sleeping

residents
were

exposed
to

even
quieter

noise
levels

from
passing

airplanes.
It

stated:
"The

Draft
E
I
S
/
E
I
R

for
the

Oakland
D
e
v
e
l
o
p
m
e
n
t
Project

indicates
that

a
single

noise
event

With
S
E
L

61
or

higher
will

disturb
the

sleep
of

about
3
0
%

or
m
o
r
e
of

those
people

exposed
to

such
noise."

3“
T
h
e
Siskiyou

C
ounty

General
Plan

Noise
Element

page
55

instead
describes

that
w
i
n
d
o
w
s

will
attenuate

noise
by

10
d
B

(open)
or

2
0
d
B
(
c
l
o
s
e
d
)

D
L
&
A
—N0ise

Impacts
of

Golden
Eagle

Charter
School

Project
—
A
d
d
e
n
d
u
m

to
M
N
D
—
Feb.

20,
2024

P
a
g
e
10



w
h
e
n
us

in
g
as
su
mp
ti
on
s
no

t
su
pp
or
te
d
b
y
ei

th
er

th
e
No
is
e
El

em
en

t
or

b
y
ac
tu
al

no
is
e
le
ve
l

re
du
ct
io
n
me
as
ur
em
en
ts

at
th
es
e
ho
me
s.

T
h
e
no
is
e
st

ud
y’

s
ca

lc
ul

at
io

ns
re

ve
al

th
at

du
ri

ng
sc
ho
ol

ho
ur
s
th

e
av

er
ag

e
no

is
e
le
ve
l
at

no
is

e
me

as
ur

em
en

t
si
te
L
T
—
3

is
as

l
o
w

as
ab
ou
t
46

d
B
A

Le
q.

25
Be

ca
us

e
th
e
no

is
e
st
ud
y

fa
il
s
to

me
as
ur
e

th
e
a
m
b
i
e
n
t
no
is
e
le

ve
l
ne
ar

th
e
B
&
B
’
s

co
tt

ag
e,
w
e

Wi
ll

a
s
s
u
m
e

th
at

4
6
d
B
A

Le
q

is
th

e
a
m
b
i
e
n
t

no
is
e
le
ve
l
th

er
e
as

we
ll
.
T
h
e
sc

ho
ol

’s
pl

ay
ar
ea

sh
ou

ti
ng

vo
ca

l
no
is
e

at
th
e
B
&
B
’
s

co
tt
ag
e

Wi
nd

os
w
ab
ou
t
68

fe
et

fr
om

th
e
ce

nt
er

of
th

e
vo

ll
ey

ba
ll

co
ur

t
m
a
y
be

as
lo

ud
as

ab
ou
t
85

d
B
A

Lm
ax
?

St
ud

en
ts

pl
ay

in
g
o
n
th
e
vo

ll
ey

ba
ll

co
ur
t
ca
n
ge

ne
ra

te
no

is
e
le

ve
ls

of
85
d
B
A
Lm

ax
at

th
e
co
tt
ag
e’
s

wi
nd

ow
s.

Th
at

w
o
u
l
d
be

ab
ou
t
39
d
B
A

lo
ud

er
th
an

th
at

ba
ck
gr
ou
nd

am
bi
en
t
no

is
e
le
ve
l
at

th
e

ex
te

ri
or

of
th

es
e
B
&
B

gu
es
t
ro
om
s.

(8
5
—
4
6
2

39
)

In
do

or
s.

Wi
th

a
10

(1
8
re

du
ct

io
n
wi
th

op
en

Wi
nd

ow
s,

sl
ee

pi
ng

re
si

de
nt

s
th
er
e
co
ul
d
al

so
be

ex
po
se
d
to

ch
il

dr
en

s’
sh

ou
ti

ng
no
is
e
le
ve
ls

29
d
B
A

lo
ud
er

th
an

th
e
ex

is
ti

ng
no
is
e
le
ve
ls

in
th

ei
r
gu
es
t
ro

om
s.

37
T
h
e

in
te

ri
or

no
is

e
le
ve
l
du

ri
ng

s
u
c
h
st
ud
en
t
sh

ou
ti

ng
c
a
n
re
ac
h
a
b
o
u
t
75

d
B
A

Lm
ax
.

(8
5
—

10
=

75
)
A
s
no

te
d
ab
ov
e,

a
si

gn
ifi

ca
nt

pe
rc

en
ta

ge
of

pe
op

le
s‘

sl
ee
p

is
di

st
ur

be
d
b
y
su
ch

re
pe
at
ed

th
ou

gh
br

ie
f
"s

in
gl

e
no

is
e

ev
en

ts
"
of

75
d
B
A

so
un
d
ex

po
su

re
le

ve
l.

Th
os

e
si

ng
le

-e
ve

nt
no

is
e
oc

cu
rr

en
ce

s
m
a
y
a
w
a
k
e

a
si

gn
ifi

ca
nt

n
u
m
b
e
r
of

th
es

e
B
&
B

gu
es

ts
.
Bu

t
th
e
no

is
e
st
ud
y
ne
ve
r
di
sc
lo
se
s
th
at

fa
ct

or
of

fe
rs

an
y
an

al
ys

is
of

sl
ee
p—
di
st
ur
ba
nc
e
im
pa
ct
s
du
e
to

re
pe
at
ed

st
ud
en
t
pl
ay

ar
ea

sh
ou

ti
ng
W
h
e
n

gu
es
ts

m
a
y
be

sl
ee

pi
ng

in
th
e
gu
es
t
co
tt
ag
e.

Th
is

an
al
ys
is

pr
ov

id
es

su
bs

ta
nt

ia
l
ev

id
en

ce
of

a
si

gn
ifi

ca
nt

no
is

e
im
pa
ct
.

T
h
e

sc
ho
ol
’s

pr
op

os
ed

pl
ay

gr
ou

nd
an

d
vo

ll
ey

ba
ll

co
ur

t
ar

e
no

t
al

wa
ys

va
ca
nt
:

 
 ;

Se
e
no
is
e
st
ud
y.

A
p
p
e
n
d
i
x

(7
-3
,
be
tw
ee
n
9
a
m
—

3
p
m
:
4
6
—
63
d
B
A

Le
q
ho
ur
ly

av
er
ag
e
no

is
e

le
ve
ls
.

T
o

ca
lc

ul
at

e
3
(1
8
le

ve
l

at
di
ff
er
en
t
di

st
an

ce
s
f
r
o
m
a
so
ur
ce

gi
ve

n
a
k
n
o
w
n
d
B

le
ve
l
fo

r
a
k
n
o
w
n

di
st
an
ce
:

d
B
;
=
d
B
1
~
1
0
X
A

x
L
O
G
(
R
3
/
R
1
)
:

d
B
;
=

1
1
2
—

10
x
2.
0
X
L
O
G

(
6
8
7
3
’
)
=

8
5
d
B
A

Lm
ax

2?
8
5
d
B
A
L
u
m

(e
xt

er
io

r
no

is
e
le

ve
l

at
w
i
n
d
o
w
s
)
—

10
d
B

{r
ed

uc
ti

on
W
i
t
h
o
p
e
n
w
i
n
d
o
w
s
)
=
7
5
d
B
A
m
e

in
te
ri
or

no
is
e
le
ve
l
du

ri
ng

lo
ud

sh
ou
ts
;
ai

so
se

e
th

e
No

is
e
El
em
en
t
fo

r
th
e
Co
un
ty
‘s

st
an
da
rd
s
fo

r
a
qu
ie
t
ru

ra
l
ne

ig
hb

or
ho

od
.

D
L
&
A

—N
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s
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e
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r
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t
—
A
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e
n
d
u
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M
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—
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S
I
S
K
I
Y
O
U
C
O
U
N
T
Y
N
O
I
S
E
S
T
A
N
D
A
R
D
S
A
P
P
L
I
C
A
B
L
E
T
O
P
L
A
Y
G
R
O
U
N
D
N
O
I
S
E

T
h
e
neighboring

B
&
B

is
Within

a
“quiet

rural
c
o
m
m
u
n
i
t
y
"

as
d
e
fi
n
e
d
by

the
General

Plan’s
Noise

Element
because

there
is
no

industrial
activity

nearby.
T
h
e
noise

study’s
author,

Paul
Bollard,

has
again

misinformed
the

Planning
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n

in
his

F
e
b
m
a
r
y

12,
2
0
2
4
emailed

letter
about

the
Noise

Element’s
noise

standards.
(For

his
letter,

see
Staff

R
e
p
o
m
P
D
F

p.
19.)

H
e

failed
to

acknowledge
that

the
General

Plan's
Noise

Element,
Table

A—IO,
requires

that
a

5
d
B

correction
to

outdoor
noise

leveis
be

m
a
d
e

in
this

neighborhood
because

it
is

not
"near

industrial
activity."

Here
is

a
c
o
p
y
of

that
mandatory

requirement:

m
m
m
r
r
m
s

T
O

B
E
A
D
M
D

T
o
m
e
:

M
E
A
S
U
R
E
S
W
W
I
T
Y

N
O
I
S
E

E
Q
U
I
V
A
L
E
N
T

LEWIS}.
(
C
N
B
L
)

1‘0
O
B
T
A
I
N

N
O
R
M
A
L
I
Z
E
D

L
‘
N
E
L

T
M
L
E

A
-
1
0
:

M
o
u
n
t

o
f

(
'
U
l
’
l
r
r
t
i
u
h

t
o

b
e
A
d
d
v
d

t
0
M
m
m
u
t
‘
m
l

(
m
m
.

i
n

dis
T
y
p
e

O
f

‘30:
m
c
a
i
o
n

D
e
s
c
r
i
p
t
i
o
n

 

s
e
a
s
o
n
a
l

S
u
m
m
e
r

(
o
r

y
v
n
r
-
r
o
u
n
d

o
p
e
r
a
t
i
o
n
)
.

at

C
o
r
r
e
c
t
i
o
n

w
i
n
t
e
r

«
n
l
y

(
o
r
w
i
n
d
o
w
s

a
l
w
a
y
x

c
l
o
s
v
d
)
.

-
‘3
 

C
o
r
r
e
c
t
i
o
n

f
o
r

C
M
t
d
o
u
r

R
o
s
i
d
u
a
l

N
o
i
s
e

v
a
e
l

Q
u
i
e
t

s
u
b
u
r
b
a
n

o
r

r
u
r
a
l

c
m
m
u
n
i
t
y

(
r
e
m
n
-

f
r
n
m
l
a
m
e

c
i
t
i
e
s

a
n
d

f
r
o
m

i
n
d
u
s
t
r
i
a
l

a
c
t
i
v
i
t
y

a
n
d

t
r
u
c
k
i
n
g
)

.

Q
u
i
n
t

s
u
b
u
r
b
a
n

o
r

r
u
r
a
l

c
o
m
m
u
n
i
t
y

(
n
o
t

l
o
c
a
t
e
d

n
e
a
r

i
n
d
u
s
t
r
i
a
l

a
c
t
i
v
i
t
y
)
.

U
r
b
a
n

r
e
s
i
d
e
n
t
i
a
l

c
o
m
m
u
n
i
t
y

(
n
o
t
i
m
d
i
a
t
c
l
y

a
d
j
a
c
e
n
t

t
o
h
e
a
v
i
l
y

t
r
a
v
e
l
e
d

r
o
a
d
s

a
n
d

i
n
d
u
s
t
r
i
a
l

a
r
e
a
s
)
.

N
o
i
s
y

u
r
b
a
n

r
e
s
i
d
e
n
t
i
a
l
c
o
m
u
n
i
t
y

(
n
e
a
r

r
o
l
a
t
i
v
-
‘
l
y

b
u
s
y

r
o
a
a
s

o
r

i
n
d
u
g
t
t
i
a
)

a
n
u
s
)
.

V
e
r
y

n
o
i
s
y

u
r
b
a
n

r
e
s
i
d
e
n
t
i
a
l

t
m
m
u
n
i
t
y
.

0

 

C
o
r
r
e
c
t
i
o
n

f
o
r

P
r
e
v
i
o
u
s

E
x
l
m
u
r
c

a
n
d

C
o
m
m
u
n
i
t
y

A
t
t
i
t
u
d
e
s

N
o

p
r
i
o
r

e
x
p
e
r
i
e
n
u
!

w
i
t
h

t
h
o

i
n
t
r
u
d
i
n
g

n
o
i
s
e
.

C
o
m
m
u
n
i
t
y

h
a
s

h
a
d

s
o
m
e

p
r
e
v
i
o
u
s
.

v
x
p
o
s
u
r
v

t
o

i
n
t
r
u
d
i
n
g

n
o
i
s
e

b
u
t

l
i
t
t
l
e

t‘ffort
is

b
e
i
n
g

m
a
d
e

t
o

c
o
n
t
r
o
l

t
h
e

n
u
i
z
s
v
.

T
h
i
s

c
o
r
r
e
c
t
i
o
n

m
a
y

a
l
s
o

b
u

a
p
p
l
i
e
d

i
n

a
s
i
t
-

u
a
t
i
o
n

H
h
v
'
m

t
i
w
:
x
m
u
n
i
t
y

h
a
s

n
o
t

bc‘t'u

c
x
p
o
s
r
-
d

t
o

t
h
e

n
o
i
s
e

p
r
e
v
i
o
u
s
l
y
.

b
u
t

t
l
w

p
e
o
p
l
e

a
r
e

a
w
a
r
e

t
h
a
t

b
o
n
a

f
i
d
o

e
f
f
o
r
t
s

a
r
e

b
e
i
n
g

m
a
d
e

t
o
c
o
n
t
r
o
l

t
h
e

n
o
i
s
e
.

C
o
m
m
i
t
}
!

h
a
s

h
a
d

c
o
n
s
i
d
e
r
a
b
l
e

p
r
e
v
i
o
u
s

e
x
p
o
s
u
r
e

t
o

t
h
e

i
n
t
r
u
d
i
n
g

n
o
i
s
e

a
n
d

t
h
e

n
o
i
s
e

m
a
k
e
r
'
s

r
e
l
a
t
i
o
n
s

w
i
t
h

t
h
e
c
o
m
m
n
i
t
y

a
r
e

g
o
o
d

C
(
m
u
n
i
t
y

a
w
a
r
e

t
h
a
t
.
o
p
e
r
a
t
i
o
n

c
a
u
s
i
n
g

n
o
i
s
e

is:
v
e
r
y

n
e
c
e
s
s
a
r
y
a
n
d

i
t

w
i
l
l

n
o
t

c
o
n
t
i
n
u
e

i
n
d
e
f
i
n
i
t
e
l
y
.

T
h
i
s

c
o
r
r
e
c
t
i
o
n

c
a
n

b
e

a
p
p
l
i
e
d

f
o
r

a
n
O
p
e
r
a
t
i
o
n

0
!

l
i
m
i
t
e
d

d
u
r
a
t
i
o
n

a
n
d

u
n
d
e
r
e
m
e
r
g
e
n
c
y

c
i
r
c
u
m
s
t
a
n
c
e
s
.
  
P
u
r
e
T
o
n
e

o
f

I
m
p
u
l
s
e 

P40
p
u
r
e

t
o
n
e

o
r

i
m
p
u
l
s
i
v
e

c
h
a
r
a
c
t
e
r

P
u
r
e

t
o
n
e
o
r

i
a
g
m
l
s
i
v
c

c
h
a
r
a
c
t
e
r

p
r
e
s
e
n
t
.  
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Bo
ll
ar
d’
s
no
is
e
st

ud
y

fa
il
s
to

ta
ke

th
at

ma
nd
at
or
y
co

rr
ec

ti
on

fa
ct

or
in
to

ac
co
un
t.

T
h
e
Co
un
ty
’s

m
a
x
i
m
u
m
pe

rm
is

si
bl

e
no
is
e
le
ve
l

is
th
us

at
le

as
t
5
d
B
A

lo
we
r
th
an

he
as

su
me

s.

A
N
O
T
H
E
R

5
d
B
C
O
R
R
E
C
T
I
O
N
M
U
S
T
B
E
M
A
D
E
F
O
R
I
M
P
U
L
S
I
V
E
N
O
I
S
E

An
ot

he
r
5
d
B

co
rr

ec
ti

on
mu
st

be
m
a
d
e

th
at

Bo
ll

ar
d
en

ti
re

ly
ov
er
lo
ok
ed
,
no

t
in

cl
ud

in
g
th
e
5
d
B

co
rr

ec
ti

on
du

e
to

ch
il

dr
en

’s
vo

ic
es

or
th
e
la
ck

of
in
du
st
ri
al

no
is

e.
Th
at

ad
di

ti
on

al
5
d
B

co
rr

ec
ti

on
w
o
u
l
d
be

du
e

to
im

pu
ls

iv
e
no
is
e
fo

r
ce
rt
ai
n
ac
ti
vi
ti
es

(v
ol
le
y
ba

ll
or

co
ns

tm
ct

io
n
no
is
e)
.

Pe
r
Ta
bl
e
A
—
l
O
of

th
e
Ge
ne
ra
l
Pl

an
No

is
e
El

em
en

t,
a
no

is
e
st
ud
y
fo

r
th
is

sc
ho
ol

Pr
oj

ec
t
mu

st
ev
al
ua
te

if
th
er
e
Wi

ll
be

no
is

e
of

an
"i

mp
ul

si
ve

ch
ar
ac
te
r
pr

es
en

t"
?

(1
)
D
o
e
s

th
e
so
un
d
of

ne
ar
by

vo
ll
ey

ba
ll
s
be
in
g

hi
t
ha
ve

an
im

pu
ls

iv
e
ch
ar
ac
te
r
th

at
ca

n
di

st
ur

b
gu

es
ts

at
th

e
ad

ja
ce

nt
B
&
B
?

(2
)
Wi

ll
te
mp
or
ar
y
no
is
e
du

ri
ng

co
ns
tr
uc
ti
on

so
me
ti
me
s
ha
ve

an
im

pu
ls

iv
e
ch

ar
ac

te
r?

(L
e.

f
r
o
m
us

e
of

na
il

gu
ns

?)

If
an
sw
er
ed

ye
s
to

ei
th
er

po
ss

ib
il

it
y,

th
en

an
ot
he
r
5
d
B

co
rr
ec
ti
on

mu
st

be
us

ed
,
wh

er
e
5
d
B

is
ad
de
d

to
th
e
so

un
d
of

vo
ll
ey

ba
ll

pl
ay

in
g
or

co
ns
tm
ct
io
n
na
il

g
u
n
us
e.

N
o
i
s
e
S
t
a
n
d
a
r
d
A
p
p
l
i
c
a
b
l
e
B
e
f
o
r
e
C
o
r
r
e
c
t
i
o
n

is
5
5
d
B
A
L
a
m
n
o
t
6
0
d
B
A

L
d
n

Mr
.
Bo

ll
ar

d
mi

si
nt

er
pr

et
s
th
e
pr

op
er

no
is

e
st

an
da

rd
to

be
us

ed
fo
r
C
E
Q
A

an
al

ys
is

.
H
e

at
te

mp
ts

to
re
fu
te

a
pu
bl
ic

c
o
m
m
e
n
t
po

in
ti

ng
to

th
e
Ge
ne
ra
l
Pl
an

No
is
e
El

em
en

t’
s
di

sc
us

si
on

of
th
e

E
P
A
E

5
5
d
B
A

Ld
n
no
is
e
st
an
da
rd
.
Bo
ll
ar
d
cl
ai
ms
28

th
e
st
an
da
rd

to
us
e

is
6
0
d
B
A

Ld
u,

bu
t

ig
no
re
s
th
at
C
E
Q
A

re
qu

ir
es

m
o
r
e
th

an
m
e
r
e
co

mp
li

an
ce

wi
th

th
e
Ge

ne
ra

l
Pl
an
’s

st
an

da
rd

s.
T
h
e

Fe
de

ra
l
En
vi
ro
nm
en
ta
l
Pr

ot
ec

ti
on

Ag
en
cy
’s

no
is

e
st

an
da

rd
s
ar
e
al
so

ap
pl

ic
ab

le
to

pr
ot

ec
t

ne
ig
hb
or
s
f
r
o
m
ex
ce
ss
iv
e
no

is
e
im
pa
ct
s.

T
o

ev
al

ua
te

Wh
et

he
r
a
pr

oj
ec

t
m
a
y

cr
ea

te
a
si

gn
ifi

ca
nt

no
is

e
im

pa
ct

,
an

ag
en
cy

mu
st

fir
st

ex
am
in
e
w
h
i
c
h
no

is
e
st

an
da

rd
s
or

th
re

sh
ol

ds
of

si
gn

ifi
ca

nc
e
mi
gh
t
be

ex
ce
ed
ed
.
In

th
is

c
a
m
p
g
r
o
u
n
d
Pr
oj
ec
t‘
s
in
st
an
ce
,
th
e
Co

un
ty

ha
s
in
co
ns
is
te
nt
ly

ch
os

en
th
e
"d

ay
-n

ig
ht

av
er

ag
e"

s
o
u
n
d

le
ve
l
o
f
6
0
d
B
A

L
d
u
f
r
o
m

it
s
G
e
n
e
r
a
l
Pl

an
N
o
i
s
e
E
l
e
m
e
n
t
as

be
in

g
th

e
ac

ce
pt

ab
le

th
re

sh
ol

d
of

si
gn
ifi
ca
nc
e
fo

r
re
si
de
nt
ia
l
no

is
e
ex

po
su

re
.
T
h
e
C
o
u
n
t
y

is
ov
er
lo
ok
in
g
th
e

in
co
ns
is
te
nt

bu
t

st
ri
ct
er

no
is
e
st

an
da

rd
fo
r
re
si
de
nt
ia
l
la
nd

th
at

is
al

so
in

cl
ud

ed
in

th
e
No
is
e

El
em

en
t
o
f
a
m
a
x
i
m
u
m
of

55
d
B
A

L5
,]
.

T
h
e
Ge
ne
ra
l
Pl
an

No
is
e
El
em
en
t,

p.
12
,
Ta

bl
e
A-

6,
(
S
u
m
m
a
r
y
O
f
N
o
i
s
e
Le

ve
ls

Id
en

ti
fi

ed
A
s

Re
qu
is
it
e
T
0
Pr

ot
ec

t
Pu

bl
ic

He
al
th

A
n
d

We
lf
ar
e
Wi

th
A
n
Ad

eq
ua

te
Af
ar
gz
’n

Of
Sa

fe
zf

y)
st
at
es

th
at

5
5
d
B
A

L1
,,

is
th
at

ac
ce
pt
ab
le

no
is
e
st

an
da

rd
ou

td
oo

rs
in

re
si

de
nt

ia
l
ar
ea
s
a
n
d
fa

rm
s
a
n
d
ot
he
r

ou
td

oo
r
ar

ea
s
w
h
e
r
e
pe

op
le

sp
en

d
Wi
de
ly

va
ry

in
g
am
ou
nt
s
of

ti
me

an
d
ot

he
r
pl
ac
es

in
Wh
ic
h

qu
ie
t

is
a
ba

si
s
fo
r
us

e.
Th
is

st
ri
ct
er

st
an
da
rd

o
f
5
5
d
B
A
L
d
n
al

so
m
u
s
t
b
e
ev
al
ua
te
d
u
n
d
e
r
C
E
Q
A

w
h
e
n
c
o
m
p
a
r
e
d

to
th
is

Pr
oj

ec
t’

s
no
is
e
em
is
si
on
s.
”
C
E
Q
A

re
qu

ir
es

th
e
Co

un
ty

to
co
ns
id
er

al
l

 38
Se
e
Bo

ll
ar

d
Ac

ou
st

ic
al

Co
ns
ul
ta
nt
s’

le
tt
er

of
Fe
b.

12
,
20
24
,
pa
ge

3.
fo
un
d

at
St
af
f
Re

po
rt

,
P
D
F

p.
21

.
39
No
is
e
El
em
en
t.

Te
ch
ni
ca
l
Ap

pe
nd

ix
,

p.
12
,
Ta
bl
e
A-

6:
“
S
u
m
m
a
r
y
of
No
z’
se

Le
ve

ls
Id
en
l‘
ff
ie
d
as

Re
qu

is
it

e
r0

Pr
ot
ec
t
Pu
bl
fc

He
al
th

a
n
d
We
lf
ar
e
wi
th

(m
A
d
e
q
u
a
t
e
Af
ar
gi
n
of
Sa
fe
fy
,”

fo
r
“O

ut
do

or
ac

ti
vi

ty
:
55
d
B
A
L
“
.
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applicable
standards;

so
standards

from
the

Federal
Environmental

Protection
A
g
e
n
c
y
(
“
E
P
A
”
)

as
weil

as
the

County’s
o
w
n
General

Plan
must

be
included

in
the

noise
study

and
evaluated.

T
h
e
C
E
Q
A

Guidelines30
establishes

criteria
for

the
evaluation

ofsignificant
noise

impacts
in

“excess
ofstandards

established
in

the
local

general
plan

or
noise

o
r
d
i
n
a
n
c
e
,
m
fi
g
a
fl
g

standards
of

other
agencies.”

(Emphasis
added).

But
the

noise
study

does
not

evaluate
other

applicable
standards.

T
h
e

Project’s
noise

study
violates

C
E
Q
A
where

it
disregards

that
this

stricter,
a
p
p
l
i
c
a
b
l
e
n
o
i
s
e
s
t
a
n
d
a
r
d
o
f
5
5
d
B
A

L
d
n

exists
in

b
o
t
h
the

S
i
s
k
i
y
o
u
C
o
u
n
t
y
G
e
n
e
r
a
l

Plan
Noise

Element
as

well
as

in
Federal

E
P
A

laws.
Instead,

the
noise

study
relies

on
the

weaker
standard

of
60
d
B
A

Ldn.
It

allows
Project-generated

noise
to

be
5
d
B

louder
than

the
other

appropriate
55
d
B
A

Ldn
limit.

T
h
u
s
Bollard’s

noise
study

is
misinforming

the
public

and
decisionmakers

about
the

significance
o
f
this

Project’s
foreseeable

noise
impacts

o
n

its

neighbors.

 According
to

the
W
o
r
l
d
Health

Organization.
a
noise

impact
is

significant
if

it
exceeds

55
d
B
A

Leg.
which

the
United

States
Environmental

Protection
A
g
e
n
c
y
has

identified
as

the
requisite

level
with

an
adequate

margin
of

safety
for

areas
With

outdoor
uses,

including
residential

and
recreational

uses.31

T
h
e
C
o
u
n
t
y
’
s
u
s
e
o
f
a
6
0
d
B
A

L
d
n
s
t
a
n
d
a
r
d
in

this
rural

l
o
c
a
t
i
o
n

is
inconsistent

W
i
t
h
C
E
Q
A

because
that

is
the

s
a
m
e
noise

standard
the

C
o
u
n
t
y
uses

in
noisy,

m
o
r
e
urban

areas
or

near
lumber

mills
and

asphalt
batch

plants.
In

the
court

decision
for

Berkeley
K
e
e
p
Jets

O
v
e
r
the

B
a
y

Committee
v.
B
o
a
r
d
ofPorz‘

Commissioners
0fthe

C
ity

o
a
n
k
/
a
n
d
(2001)

91
Cal.App.4th

i344,
1380.

Berkeley
Jets

explained
that

C
E
Q
A

does
not

d
e
fi
n
e

"significant
noise

impacts
simply

in
terms

of
Whether

a
project

w
o
u
l
d

Violate
applicable

local,
state,

or
federal

noise
standards."

Instead,
C
E
Q
A

requires
the

iead
a
g
e
n
c
y

to
use

"a
site—sensitive

threshold
o
f
significance

for

noise,"
and

recognizes
that

"
'[a]n

ironclad
definition

ofsignificant
effect

is
not

always
possible

b
e
c
a
u
s
e
the

significance
o
f
a
n

activity
m
a
y
vary

With
the

setting.
F
o
r
e
x
a
m
p
l
e

a
n

activitv
W
h
i
c
h

m
a
V

not
b
e
significant

in
a
n
u
r
b
a
n
area

m
a
v
b
e

si
nificant

in
a
rural

area."
(
E
m
p
h
a
s
i
s
added)

(
C
E
Q
A

G
u
i
d
e
l
i
n
e
s
,

§
1
5
0
6
4
“
s
u
b
d
.

(b).)
F
o
r
t
h
e
s
e
r
e
a
s
o
n
s
t
the

C
o
u
n
t
y
m
u
s
t
e
v
a
l
u
a
t
e
the

Project’s
noise

impacts
with

standards
suited

for
its

mi‘al
area.

 Additionally
the

U
S
E
P
A

has
published

research
findings

regarding
noise

levels
and

their
effects

o
n
people.

as
s
u
m
m
a
r
i
z
e
d

in
the

G
e
n
e
r
a
l
P
l
a
n
N
o
i
s
e
E
l
e
m
e
n
t
T
a
b
l
e
A
-
6
i
lending

credibility
to

the
55
d
B
A

Ldn
threshold

o
f

s
i
g
n
i
fi
c
a
n
c
e
U
s
e
o
f
this

5
5
d
B
A

Lam
threshold

o
f
s
i
g
n
i
fi
c
a
n
c
e

is
not

infeasible
either

b
e
c
a
u
s
e

the
Project

is
not

“adjacent
to

State
highways.

Interstate
5.

the
railroad”

nor
in

urban
centers."

U
s
e
of

the
55
d
B
A

Ldn
threshold

w
o
u
i
d

not
cause

severe
e
c
o
n
o
m
i
c
hardship

in
this

rural
neighborhood.

Yet
the

noise
study

never
informs

the
public

that
this

stricter
noise

standard
is

applicable.
30
C
E
Q
A

Guidelines
(Title

l4~
Division

6,
Chapter

3
of

the
California

C
o
d
e
of

Regulations)
A
p
p
e
n
d
i
x
Gw

XIII
Noise.

section
(a).

31
See:

W
o
r
l
d
Health

Organization‘s
E
N
V
I
R
O
N
M
E
N
T
A
L
H
E
A
L
T
H
C
R
I
T
E
R
I
A
F
O
R
N
O
I
S
E

p.
14

(“Data
from

surveys
of

c
o
m
m
u
n
i
t
y
noise

annoyance
lead

to
the

r
e
c
o
m
m
e
n
d
a
t
i
o
n

that
general

daytime
outdoor

noise
leveis

of
less

than
55

(IB(A)
Leq

are
desirabte

to
prevent

any
significant

c
o
m
m
u
n
i
t
y

a
n
n
o
y
a
n
c
e
“
)

Similarly.
for

General
Health.

Weifare
and

A
n
n
o
v
a
n
c
e

Criteria.
see

p.
66.

A
copy

of
this

d
o
c
u
m
e
n
t

wiil
be

provided
to
C
minty

officials
if

requested;
it

is
available

online
at:

https:x’fappswho.int/iriss'bitstreamfihandiex’l06651394585934}540729~enohdf
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C
O
N
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L
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S
I
O
N
:

W
e

as
k
th
at

be
ca
us
e
of

th
e
pr

ob
le

ms
id
en
ti
fie
d
ab

ov
e,

th
e
Co
un
ty

sh
ou
ld

re
je
ct

us
in

g
an

A
d
d
e
n
d
u
m

to
th
e
01

d
Mi

ti
ga

te
d
De

cl
ar

at
io

n,
th
en

ci
rc
ul
at
e
an

In
it
ia
l
St

ud
y
Wi
th

a
n
e
w
no
is
e

st
ud
y
or

sh
ou

ld
pr
ep
ar
e
a
n
E
n
v
i
r
o
n
m
e
n
t
a
l
I
m
p
a
c
t
R
e
p
o
r
t
be
fo
re

p
r
o
c
e
e
d
i
n
g
wi

th
th
is

Pr
oj
ec
t'
s

ap
pl

ic
at

io
n.

Pl
ea

se
no
ti
fy
m
e
of

al
l
fu
tu
re

pu
bl
ic

op
po

rt
un

it
ie

s
to

re
vi

ew
th
is

Pr
oj

ec
t
ap
pl
ic
at
io
n

an
d
an
y
re
la
te
d
en

vi
ro

nm
en

ta
l
do

cu
me

nt
s.

T
h
a
n
k
y
o
u

fo
r
co

ns
id

er
in

g
th
es
e
pu
bl
ic

co
mm
en
ts
,

Si
nc

er
el

y,

@
é
/
n
W
V

Da
le

L
a
Fo

re
st

Pr
of

es
si

on
al

Pl
an

ne
r,

De
si

gn
er

,
I
N
C
E
As
so
ci
at
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ec
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a
n
d
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af
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,
th

e
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ng

w
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u
l
d
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o
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e
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.
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d
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s
o

that's
not

warranted
at

this
time.

S
o
h
e

didn't
feel

that
w
a
s

satisfactory,
to

install
those

types
of

m
e
a
s
u
r
e
s
with

that
retated

to
4
2
9
0
a
n
d
4
2
9
1

standards
w
e

discussed
with

CaiFire.
T
h
e

project
site

currently
m
e
e
t
s
4
2
9
0
a
n
d
4
2
9
1

and,
y
o
u
k
n
o
w
,
a
n
y
p
r
o
p
o
s
e
d

modifications,
it

will
continue

to
m
e
e
t

those
requirements,

w
h
i
c
h
are

formalized
in

our
standard

condition
of

approvat
related

to
CaIFire

c
o
m
p
l
i
a
n
c
e
within

the
staff

report
p
a
c
k
a
g
e
.

1
k
n
o
w
there

w
a
s

a
discussion

a
b
o
u
t
construction

w
o
r
k

hours
being

potentially
extended,

should
the

construction,
y
o
u
k
n
o
w

iikeiy
o
c
c
u
r
within

y
o
u
k
n
o
w
,

the

s
u
m
m
e
r
m
o
n
t
h
s
.
A
n
d
s
o

that's
atso

a
d
d
e
d
a
s
a
condition

of
approval

for
the

a
i
t
o
w
a
n
c
e

of
that.

S
o

folks

c
a
n

get
in

there
a
n
d
get

the
w
o
r
k
done.

A
n
d
s
o
those

are
the

the
m
a
i
n
c
o
m
m
e
n
t
s
a
n
d

issues
that

w
e
r
e

raised.
A
n
d
s
o
w
e
h
a
v
e
a

Site
Plan

u
p
there

for
y
o
u
r
review.

Additionatly,
oh,

a
n
d
then

tastty,
this

is
this

h
a
s
b
e
e
n
a
condition

of
approval,

but
it
there's

a
condition

of
approvat

that
the

applicant
m
u
s
t
w
o
r
k
with

Brian
S
c
h
e
n
o
n
e
from

0
8
8

o
n
a
n
e
v
a
c

plan.
A
n
d
s
o
y
o
u
k
n
o
w
,

to
satisfy

a
n
y

of
t
h
o
s
e
issues

a
n
d
so

that
will

b
e
submitted

a
n
d
r
e
v
i
e
w
e
d
a
n
d
a
p
p
r
o
v
e
d
b
y
the

O
E
S
.

Brian
S
o
h
e
n
o
n
e

prior
to

permit

issuance.
A
n
d
s
o

let's
s
e
e

i
also

w
a
n
t
e
d

to
touch

o
n

there's
three

emaiis
i
h
a
v
e

printed
out

for
your

review
retated

to
the

s
q
u
a
r
e
footage.

S
o

there
w
a
s
a
discrepancy

in
the

s
q
u
a
r
e
footage,

y
o
u
k
n
o
w

initiaily
read

23,800.
it's

actuaiiy
28,300.

A
n
d
s
o
w
e
h
a
v
e
the

emails
from

the
consultants

memorializing

that,
with

that
typographical

error,
y
o
u
k
n
o
w
,
the

footprint
w
a
s

at
the

28,000,
that

w
a
s

analyzed.
A
n
d
s
o

it
d
o
e
s

not
c
h
a
n
g
e
the

results
f
r
o
m
the

technicat
studies,

but
i
h
a
v
e

thatjust
to

b
e
a

part
of

the
record

t
o
d
a
y
.
A
n
d

let's
s
e
e
,
w
e

did
h
a
v
e
a
n
u
m
b
e
r

of
public

c
o
m
m
e
n
t
s
,

letters
that

w
e
r
e
s
u
b
m
i
t
t
e
d
,
w
h
i
c
h
,

it

u
p

to
the

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
w
e
c
a
n
discuss

today.
But

there
w
a
s

a
c
o
m
m
e
n
t

ietter
prtor

submitted
by

I

believe
the

B
n
B

next
d
o
o
r
retated

to
the

noise
a
n
d
s
o
Paul

Bollard
f
r
o
m
B
A
C
h
a
d
submitted

a
fetter,

their
r
e
s
p
o
n
s
e

letter
raised

o
n
the

c
o
n
c
e
r
n
s
submitted

b
y
the

B
n
B
.
S
o

I
attached

that
a
s

the,
y
o
u
k
n
o
w
,

into
the

supplemental
staff

report
for

your
review.

A
n
d

that
c
o
n
c
i
u
d
e
s
m
y
c
o
m
m
e
n
t
s
,
a
n
d

i‘m
h
a
p
p
y

to

a
n
s
w
e
r
a
n
y
questions.

I
d
o
w
a
n
t

to
note

that
Paul

Bollard
from

B
A
C
w
h
o
c
o
n
d
u
c
t
e
d
the

noise
analysis,

he‘s
here

today
it
y
o
u
h
a
d
a
n
y

specific
technicai

questions
for

h
i
m

related
to

a
n
y

of
the

latter
public

c
o
m
m
e
n
t
s

that
h
a
v
e
b
e
e
n

r
e
c
e
i
v
e
d
.
Also,

L
a
w
r
e
n
c
e
W
i
l
s
o
n

is
here.

T
h
e

traffic
s
t
u
d
y
he's

h
e
r
e

in

person,
should

y
o
u
h
a
v
e
a
n
y

specific
questions

related
to

those
issues?

i
believe

E
N
P
L
A
N
w
h
o

c
o
n
d
u
c
t
e
d
the

bio
study

there
o
n
the

call
in
c
a
s
e
y
o
u
h
a
d
a
n
y

last
questions

for
t
h
e
m
?
A
n
d

then
also,

Shetiy
Blakely,

a
n
d
Nick

Trover,
f
r
o
m
G
o
l
d
e
n
E
a
g
l
e
Charter

S
c
h
o
o
l
o
n

the
project

applicant
t
e
a
m

are

also
here

in
person.

S
h
o
u
i
d
y
o
u
h
a
v
e
a
n
y

specific
questions

for
t
h
e
m
?

Jennifer
W

A

O
k
a
y
,
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r
V
e
a
i
e
?

 

D
u
s
t
y
Veale,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

“:20?

Y
e
a
h
.
O
n

the
t
w
o
d
r
i
v
e
w
a
y
s

in
a
n
d
out

of
those

o
n
e
w
a
y

in
a
n
d
o
n
e
w
a
y
out?

A
n
d
w
h
a
t

is
the

width?
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l
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n
n
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n
g

7
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T
h
e

width,
z
o
o
m

in
o
n
o
n
e

i
k
n
o
w
they

m
e
e
t
the

width
m
e
e
t
s
the

CaiFire
standards.

D
u
s
t
y
V
e
a
l
e
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

g2

It
d
o
e
s
n
t
s
a
y
O
h

20.
O
k
a
y
T
h
e

gate'
5
2
0
S
o
the

d
r
i
v
e
w
a
y
stn

his
2
0
a
s
wet!

a
s
?
8
0
t
h
e
y
re

both
2
0

a
n
d

they“
re

o
n
e
w
a
y

in
o
n
e
w
a
y

out
of

both?
T
h
e
y
c
a
n
u
s
e

either
w
a
y
.
Y
e
a
h
.
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Y
e
a
h
.
Y
e
a
h
.
Du

ri
ng

a
n
e
m
e
r
g
e
n
c
y
.
Y
e
a
h
.
O
k
a
y
.
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F
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A
n
y
ot

he
r
qu

es
ti

on
s
f
r
o
m
M
s
.
L
a
n
g
?
O
k
a
y
.
W
o
u
l
d
y
o
u

ti
ke
t
h
e
m

to
br
in
g
u
p
th

e
pr

oj
ec

t
p
r
o
p
o
n
e
n
t
to

a
d
d
r
e
s
s
?
O
k
a
y
,
s
o
th
e
pr

oj
ec

t
p
r
o
p
o
n
e
n
t
en

gi
ne

er
s
w
h
o

ar
e
he
re

to
a
d
d
r
e
s
s
th
e
r
e
q
u
e
s
t
e
d

in
fo
rm
at

io
n.

P
l
e
a
s
e
r
e
m
e
m
b
e
r

to
gi
ve

y
o
u
r
n
a
m
e
a
n
d
a
d
d
r
e
s
s
a
n
d
yo

ur
af
fii
ia
ti
on

wi
th

th
e
pr
oj
ec
t
a
n
d
th

e
fl

oo
r

is
y
o
u
r
s
?
No
,

th
at

th
is

is
th

es
e
ar

e
th
e
pr
of
es
si
on
al
s
o
n
th

e
pr

oj
ec

t
w
h
o

cr
ea

te
d
a
n
d
w
o
r
k
e
d

wi
th

st
af

f
to

a
d
d
r
e
s
s
th
e
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
‘
s
co

nc
er

ns
.

N
i
c
k
Tr
ov
er
,
Pr
oj
ec
t
M
a
n
a
g
e
r

'1
3:
:3
i

T
h
a
n
k
yo

u,
Ni
ck

Tr
ov
er
,
Tr
oy
er

Co
ns

tr
uc

ti
on

Pr
oj

ec
t
M
a
n
a
g
e
m
e
n
t
,
u
n
d
e
r
(i

na
ud

ib
te

)
G
o
l
d
e
n
Ea

gl
e

Ch
ar

te
r
Sc

ho
ol

,
a
d
d
r
e
s
s
9
7
4

Fo
re

st
A
v
e
n
u
e
,

Ch
ic

o.
W
e
'
r
e
he
re

to
a
n
s
w
e
r
a
n
y
qu
es
ti
on
s
th

at
th

e
co

un
ci

l
ha
s.

Af
te
r
ou

r
Ea
st

me
et

in
g,

w
e

d
i
s
c
u
s
s
e
d
th

e
is

su
es

th
at

Ha
il

ey
br

ou
gh

t
u
p

to
yo
u.
W
e

ta
lk
ed

a
b
o
u
t
a
co
up
le

di
ff

er
en

t
w
a
y
s
wi
th

st
af

f
o
n
h
o
w

to
d
o

ad
di

ti
on

al
d
r
i
v
e
w
a
y
s
a
n
d
c
a
m
e

to
th
is

so
lu

ti
on

.

W
e
‘
v
e
io
ok
ed

at
ot
he
r
ro
ut
es

u
p

to
th
e
no
rt
h
or
d
o
w
n

to
th
e
so
ut
h
a
n
d
b
a
c
k
a
r
o
u
n
d
a
n
d
co
un
ty

st
af

f,
a
n
d

Fi
re
.
E
v
e
r
y
b
o
d
y
a
g
r
e
e
d

th
at

th
is

is
pr

ob
ab

ly
th

e
be
st

op
ti
on

to
le

av
e
a
n
y
c
o
n
c
e
r
n
s
a
b
o
u
t

e
m
e
r
g
e
n
c
y
ac
ce
ss
.

Ad
di

ti
on

al
ty

,
w
e

id
en

ti
fie

d
th

e
fe
nc
in
g

lo
ca

ti
on

ju
st

to
s
h
o
w
h
i
m
k
e
e
p
i
n
g

ki
ds

in
th
e

si
te
.

i
k
n
o
w
th

er
e
w
e
r
e
s
o
m
e

le
tt

er
s
th
at
c
a
m
e

in
si

nc
e
th

e
la
st

me
et

in
g.

B
u
t

if
th

e
co

un
ci

l
is

in
a
g
r
e
e
m
e
n
t
,

it
s
o
u
n
d
s

li
ke

th
at
.
T
h
o
s
e

le
tt

er
s.

i
do

n'
t
k
n
o
w

if
th

ey
'r

e
go

in
g

to
qu

ai
if

y
fo
r
ad
di
ti
on
al

pu
bl
ic

c
o
m
m
e
n
t

af
te

r
w
e

cl
os
e
pu
bl
ic

c
o
m
m
e
n
t

at
th

e
la

st
m
e
e
t
i
n
g

th
at

if
th
ey

do
n’

t
a
d
d
r
e
s
s
th

e
is
su
es

th
at

ar
e

st
il

t
ou
ts
ta
nd
in
g.

O
n
e

of
t
h
e
m
w
a
s

th
e

le
tt

er
fr

om
D
a
t
a
L
a
F
o
r
e
s
t
c
a
m
e

in
la
te

ye
st

er
da

y.
Bu

t
m
o
s
t
of

th
at

‘s
go

in
g

to
b
e
a
d
d
r
e
s
s
e
d
t
o
d
a
y
or

if
th

er
e'

s
c
o
n
c
e
r
n
s
wi

th
th

at
b
e
c
a
u
s
e

it
do
es
n‘
t

I
do

n'
t
th
in
k
we

‘r
e

th
er

e
a
n
y
m
o
r
e
no

is
e
c
o
n
c
e
r
n
s
w
h
e
n
w
e

la
st

le
ft
s
o

i
do
n‘
t
k
n
o
w

if
th

at
wi

ll
b
e

in
th

e
pu

bl
ic

re
co
rd

to
ta

lk
a
b
o
u
t
or

no
t.

S
o
a
n
y
qu

es
ti

on
s
y
o
u
g
u
y
s
h
a
v
e

fo
r
m
e
.
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a
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ff

F
o
w
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S
o

i
d
o
h
a
v
e
o
n
e

fo
r
yo
u.

Re
la
te
d

to
th

e
d
a
y

l‘
d
s
e
e
n
a
m
o
n
t
h
a
n
d
a

ha
lf

ag
o,

th
er

e
w
a
s
a
du
ri
ng

th
e

o
p
e
n
c
o
m
m
e
n
t

pe
ri

od
fe

tt
er

wi
th

c
o
n
c
e
r
n

of
po
te
nt
ia
t
tr

es
pa

ss
st

as
h
ki
ds

h
e
a
d
e
d
w
e
s
t
on
to

a
pa

rc
el

.

A
n
d

i
no
ti
ce
d
wi
th

th
e
n
e
w

si
te

m
a
p
,

th
at

y
o
u
h
a
v
e
a
bi
ue

do
tt

ed
li
ne

fo
r
fe

nc
in

g.
A
n
d

it
di

sa
pp

ea
rs

o
n

th
e
so
ut
he
rn

en
d,

a
b
o
u
t
ha
if
wa
y
a
c
r
o
s
s
th
e
pa
rc
el
.

is
th

at
fe

nc
e
go

in
g
to

co
nt

in
ue

to
th
e
we

st
,
a
n
d
th
en

h
e
a
d

no
rt
h
to

el
im
in
at
e
th
at

po
te

nt
ia

l
tr

es
pa

ss
is

su
e
of

ki
ds

to
th

e
s
o
u
t
h
w
e
s
t
pa

rc
el

?

N
i
c
k
Tr

ov
er

,
Pr

oj
ec

t
M
a
n
a
g
e
r

€
3
4
?

i
th
in
k
ul
ti
ma
te
ly
,

it
wo

ul
d,

I w
o
u
l
d

lo
ve

to
s
h
o
w

th
at

y
o
u
c
a
n
s
p
e
a
k
m
o
r
e

in
de
ta
il

a
b
o
u
t

th
at
.
Bu

t
i
k
n
o
w

ty
pi

ca
ll

y,
w
e

tr
y
to

h
a
v
e
a

fu
ll
y
e
n
c
l
o
s
e
d
sc

ho
ol

ar
ea
,

it
is

di
ff
ic
ui
t
b
e
c
a
u
s
e

of
al
l
th

e
tr

ee
s,

s
o
we
’d

h
a
v
e

to
id
en
ti
fy

if
we

'r
e
go
in
g

to
ac

tu
al

ly
f
e
n
c
e

of
f
th

e
en
ti
re

pa
rc
el
,
or

c
o
n
n
e
c
t
e
d

in
to

bu
ii
di
ng
s
or

s
o
m
e
t
h
i
n
g

li
ke

th
at
,
w
h
e
r
e

th
er
e'
s
a
r
e
a
s
th

at
ar

e
no
t
f
e
n
c
e
d
b
e
c
a
u
s
e
th
ey

w
o
u
l
d
ju

st
b
e

di
ffi
cu
lt

to
tr

y
to

fe
nc
e

th
ro

ug
h

tr
ee
s.

C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n

Je
ff

F
o
w
l
e

t
e
a
s

B
u
t
th
e
pl
an

is
th

er
e
to

et
im
in
at
e
th

at
c
o
n
c
e
r
n
?

N
i
c
k
Tr

ov
er

,
Pr
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ec

t
M
a
n
a
g
e
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:3

2

lw
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,
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,1
3:3“;

i:
I
v
,

45,;
C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n

Jeff
F
o
w
l
e

C
o
m
e

u
p

to
the

mic,
please.

A
n
d
then

m
a
k
e
sure

y
o
u
introduce

yourself.

Shelly
Blakely,

G
E
C
S

Director
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Hi,
i'm

Shelly
Blakely,

G
o
l
d
e
n
E
a
g
i
e
Charter

S
c
h
o
o
l

director.
A
d
d
r
e
s
s
1
1
5
North

A
d
a
m
s

drive
M
o
u
n
t

Shasta.
i
will

s
a
y
o
n
the

south
w
e
s
t
e
n
d

of
the

property
there

that
c
o
n
n
e
c
t
s

to
the

Larry
W
i
e
n
e
r
m
e
y
e
r

environmentai
property

there
w
h
e
r
e

there's
trails

a
n
d

stuff
iike

that
it'd

b
e

realiy
hard

to
fence

right

there.
W
e

ooutd
but

y
o
u
k
n
o
w
,

iike
y
o
u
c
a
n
s
e
e

there's
s
o
m
a
n
y

trees
in

there.
I
don't

k
n
o
w

if
that's

reaily
a
concern.

Ithink
m
o
r
e
the

neighbors
to

the
south

of
u
s
w
e
r
e
c
o
n
c
e
r
n
e
d
.
B
e
c
a
u
s
e

it's
reaily

o
p
e
n

right
there

b
e
t
w
e
e
n
w
h
e
r
e

the
field

is
a
n
d

their
house.

A
n
d

that's
w
h
y
y
o
u
w
a
n
t

to
put

that
blue

f
e
n
c
e

there
to

a
d
d
r
e
s
s

that.

 

C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n

Jeff
F
o
w
i
e

i
\

O
k
a
y
T
h
a
n
k
y
o
u

Either
of

y
o
u
h
a
v
e
questions

for
the

g
e
n
t
l
e
m
a
n
?

 

N
i
c
k
Trover,

Project
M
a
n
a
g
e
r

Ali
right

I
wiii

(unclear)
if
there

are
m
o
r
e
questions

after
w
e
d
o
h
a
v
e
other

c
o
m
m
e
n
t
s

if
there

are

questions
that

w
e
c
a
n
a
n
s
w
e
r
,

piease.
Y
e
a
h
.

 

D
u
s
t
y
Veale,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r
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At
the

last
m
e
e
t
i
n
g
w
e
w
e
n
t
through

w
a
s
o
p
e
n
i
n
g

revisits
a
n
d

the
different

types
of

activities

b
u
s
i
n
e
s
s
e
s
that

c
a
n
o
c
c
u
r
there

right
n
o
w
,
without

a
n
y
additionai

u
s
e
permits

a
n
y
permission

f
r
o
m

a
n
y
b
o
d
y
.
W
h
e
n

y
o
u

did
this

analysis,
did

y
o
u

took
at

a
n
y
of

those
other

potential
impacts

of
other

b
u
s
i
n
e
s
s
e
s
being

there
a
n
d
h
o
w
they

w
o
u
i
d

affect
the

n
e
i
g
h
b
o
r
s
?

N
i
c
k
Trover,

Project
M
a
n
a
g
e
r

i
honestly

can't
recall

w
h
a
t
the

a
p
p
r
o
v
e
d
u
s
e
s
are

for
that.

Liquor
Store?

 

C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n

J
e
f
f
F
o
w
l
e

Y
e
a
h
,

I
think

it‘s
c
o
m
m
e
r
c
i
a
l
i
z
a
t
i
o
n
s
u
m
m
a
r
i
z
a
t
i
o
n
.

 

N
i
c
k
Trover,

Project
M
a
n
a
g
e
r

Y
e
a
h
.
S
o

basically,
y
o
u
k
n
o
w
,

I
think

we‘re
going

to
s
a
y
w
e
w
a
n
t
e
d

to
w
e

could
build

a
c
o
n
v
e
n
i
e
n
c
e

store
there

a
n
d
h
a
v
e
a
b
u
n
c
h

of
traffic

c
o
m
i
n
g

in.
N
o
w
,

that's
obviously

not
w
h
a
t
we’re

doing.

D
u
s
t
y
Veale,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

If?

W
A
.

Barr
in

the
s
u
m
m
e
r
t
i
m
e

is
like

a
freeway.

So,
to

the
Lake.

S
o

i'm
asking

the
question.

Y
e
a
h
,

 
 

N
i
c
k
Trover,

Project
M
a
n
a
g
e
r
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W
e

didn't
I
don't

beiieve
a
n
y

of
the

studies
that

identified
a
n
y
u
s
e
s
that

w
e
k
n
o
w

that
w
e

didnt
plan

o
n

the
plant

u
s
e
s

for
the

sohooi.
S
o
w
e
d
i
d
n

t,
y
o
u
k
n
o
w
,

identify
other

potential
u
s
e

of
y
o
u
h
a
v
e

to
pian

a
n
d
y
o
u
k
n
o
w
,
h
o
w

big
of

a
buiiding

for
this

c
o
n
v
e
n
i
e
n
c
e

store,
let's

s
a
y
h
o
w
m
a
n
y
people

going
in
a
n
d

out.
A
n
d
w
e

didn't
d
o
w
h
a
t
h
e

started
to

associate
with

stuff.
It
w
a
s

not
planned.

Transcript
of
P
C
2
-
2
1
-
2
0
2
4
G
E
C
S

Public
H
e
a
r
i
n
g
—

draft
-
5
-
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C
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m
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i
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e
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I
di

dn
't

fo
rg

ot
th
at
.

i
di
d

vi
si

t
th
e

si
te
.
A
n
d

I t
al

ke
d
to

th
e
bu

si
ne

ss
m
a
n
a
g
e
r
,

Mr
s.

Mc
In
ty
re
.
Ye
s.

A
n
d

s
h
e

to
ld
m
e
w
h
a
t
w
a
s

go
in
g
o
n

he
re

.
A
n
d

ni
ce

l
u
n
c
h
e
o
n

in
Mt
.
Sh

as
ta

.
Ye
s.

S
o

N
i
c
k
Tr

ov
er

,
Pr
oj
ec
t
M
a
n
a
g
e
r

38
:5
9

Di
d
y
o
u
h
a
v
e
a
sp

ec
ifi

c
di
re
ct
io
n
y
o
u
w
e
r
e

tr
yi
ng

to
h
e
a
d
?

Or
..
.

D
u
s
t
y
Ve
ai
e,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

W
h
i
t

T
h
a
t
s
e
e
m
s

to
b
e
a

pr
et

ty
bi

g
co

nt
en

ti
on

he
re

wi
th

a
co

up
le

of
ne
ig
hb
or
s
or
s
o
m
e

no
is
e.

A
n
d
yo
u
h
a
v
e

a
ce
rt
ai
n
st

an
da

rd
,
y
o
u
h
a
v
e

to
m
e
e
t

at
th

e
pr

op
er

ty
b
o
u
n
d
a
r
y

pe
ri

od
.
Th
at
's

pr
ob

ab
ty

y
o
u
m
e
e
t
th
at

or
y
o
u

do
n’
t
ge

t
th
e

pr
oj

ec
t.

If
y
o
u
m
e
e
t
th

at
st

an
da

rd
,

i
do

n'
t
h
a
v
e
a

te
ga
t
w
a
y
u
n
d
e
r
C
E
Q
A

to
re

fu
se

a
pe

rm
it

pr
oj

ec
t
n
o
w
.
Th

at
‘s

po
li
ti
ca
l
qu

es
ti

on
th
at

g
o
e
s
u
p

to
th
e
ne
xt

te
ve

l
w
h
o
m
a
k
e
th

os
e
de

ci
si

on
s.

8
0

th
at
's
w
h
y

l'
m
as

ki
ng

I
w
o
u
l
d

ju
st

if
th

er
e
w
a
s
a
n
y

ki
nd

of
c
o
m
p
a
r
i
s
o
n
,

ju
st

s
o
th

e
pu
bt
io

w
o
u
t
d
k
n
o
w

if
it
w
a
s
d
o
w
n

(u
no

te
ar

),
or

th
at

th
ey

tu
rn

ed
it
d
o
w
n
,
a
n
d
th
en

th
e

en
ti

ty
th

at
o
w
n
s

th
is

d
e
c
i
d
e
d

to
se
t!

it
a
n
d
s
o
m
e
t
h
i
n
g

li
ke

th
at
c
a
m
e

in
th

en
n
o
b
o
d
y
h
a
s
a
n
y

co
nt

ro
t
(u
nc
le
ar
)
co

rr
ec

ti
on

.
S
o
th

es
e
ar
e
th

e
c
o
n
s
e
q
u
e
n
c
e
s

of
th
at

mi
st
ak
e.

N
i
c
k
Tr
ov
er
,
Pr

oj
ec

t
M
a
n
a
g
e
r

19
:5

?

Co
rr

ec
t.

S
o
m
e
b
o
d
y
c
a
n
g
o

in
th

er
e
a
n
d

bu
it
d
w
h
a
t
e
v
e
r
th
ey

wa
nt
.
th

at
fe
lt

in
to

th
e
en
ti
tl
ed

ri
gh

ts
,
a
n
d

n
o
b
o
d
y
co

ul
d
s
a
y
no
th
in
g
or

s
a
y
an

yt
hi

ng
a
b
o
u
t

it.
A
n
d

it
c
a
n
b
e
a
ve
ry

no
is

y,
no

is
y
pr

op
os

it
io

n
th

at
n
o
b
o
d
y
c
a
n

st
op
.
Ri
gh
t?

D
u
s
t
y
Ve
al
e,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

2
0
:
1
0

S
o

it
's

it
's
,

it
c
o
m
e
s
d
o
w
n

to
pe

op
le

's
pr

op
er

ty
ri
gh
ts
.
Ri
gh
t,

g
o
th
ro
ug
h
th

e
pr
oc
es
s.

A
n
d
a
s

lo
ng

a
s

th
ey

m
e
e
t
th

e
st

an
da

rd
s
u
n
d
e
r
th
e
C
E
Q
A

ch
ec

kl
is

t,
al
l
th

os
e

di
ff
er
en
t
Gu

id
et

in
es

,
th
en
,
ag

ai
n,

Ij
us

t
ha

ve
n'

t
a
n
y
w
a
y

th
at

i
c
a
n
s
a
y

‘n
o'

to
a

pr
oj

ec
t,

e
v
e
n
t
h
o
u
g
h

i
do

n‘
t
a
g
r
e
e
wi

th
it
or

no
t.

Th
at

's
a

po
li
ti
ca
l

ca
ll

.
S
o

th
at

's
..
.

N
i
c
k
Tr
ov
er
,
Pr
oj
ec
t
M
a
n
a
g
e
r

20
:3

?

Co
rr
ec
t.

A
n
d

i'l
l j

us
t
re
tt
er
at
e
th
at
w
e

tr
y
to

b
e
a
g
o
o
d

ne
ig

hb
or

,
y
o
u
k
n
o
w
,
we

‘r
e
a
sc
ho
ol

we
‘r

e
no
t

a,
y
o
u
k
n
o
w
,
we
'r
e
no
t
s
o
m
e

fo
r-

pr
ofi

t
en
ti
ty

tr
yi
ng

to
m
a
k
e
a
b
u
n
c
h

of
m
o
n
e
y

of
f
of

th
is

,
y
o
u
kn

ow
,
we
'r
e

tr
yi
ng

to
b
e
g
o
o
d
ne

ig
hb

or
s
a
n
d
d
o
a
n
d
d
o
w
h
a
t
w
e
c
a
n

to
m
a
k
e

su
re

we
'r

e
ha

vi
ng

a
m
i
n
i
m
u
m
im
pa
ct

o
n
th

e
n
e
i
g
h
b
o
r
h
o
o
d
th
e
ar
ea
.
T
h
a
n
k
yo
u‘

A
n
d

if
th

er
e'

s
a
n
y

sp
ec

if
ic

s
o
u
n
d

qu
es
ti
on
s,

li
ke
w
e

sa
id

,
w
e
’
v
e
go

t
ou
r
s
o
u
n
d
co

ns
ul

ta
nt

a
n
d
ou

r
tr
af

fi
c
oo

ns
ut

ta
nt

he
re
.

P
a
u
l
B
o
l
l
a
r
d
,
a
c
o
u
s
t
i
c
a
l
c
o
n
s
u
t
t
a
n
t

2
1
:
8
2

G
o
o
d

mo
rn

in
g,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r
s

fo
r
th

e
re
co
rd
.
N
o
t
su
re
.

Is
th

e
m
i
c
r
o
p
h
o
n
e
o
n
?
Fo
r
th
e
re
co
rd
.
M
y

n
a
m
e

is
Pa
ul

Bo
ll

ar
d,

l'
m
wi

th
Bo

tl
ar

d
Ac
ou
st
ic
al

Co
ns
ul
ta
nt
s.

it
's

ni
ce

to
s
e
e
y
o
u

ag
ai
n.

M
y

of
fi
ce

is
in

A
u
b
u
r
n
,

Ca
li
fo
rn

ia
.
A
n
d

th
e
on
ly

r
e
a
s
o
n

I
c
a
m
e
u
p

is
b
e
c
a
u
s
e
w
e

di
d
re

ce
iv

e
th

at
11
th

h
o
u
r

le
tt
er

at

5
p
m

la
st

ni
gh

t
f
r
o
m
Mr
‘
La

Fo
re

st
,
1
5
-
p
a
g
e

le
tt

er
.

1
a
m

i
h
a
v
e
re
ad

it.
A
n
d

l'
m
p
r
e
p
a
r
e
d

to
pu

t
r
e
s
p
o
n
s
e
s

u
n
d
e
r
th

e
re
co
rd
.
Bu

t
if
th
e
pu
bl
ic

he
ar

in
g

is
cl

os
ed

,
a
n
d

th
at

re
ad

th
at

fe
tt

er
is

no
t
ad

mi
ss

ib
le

,
I w

il
l

si
t

d
o
w
n

it
's
y
o
u
r
di

sc
re

ti
on

.

Tr
an
sc
ri
pt

of
P
C
2
—
2
1
-
2
0
2
4
G
E
C
S

Pu
bl
ic

H
e
a
r
i
n
g
—

dr
af
t

-
6
-
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C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n

Jeff
F
o
w
l
e

2-: 3 :
W

8
0
h
a
v
e
a
seat

here
for

a
minute.

I'm
going

to
h
a
v
e
a

brief
dissertation

wIth
counsel.

A
n
d

we'll
a
n
s
w
e
r

that
question.

S
o

counselor.
M
y

direct
question

for
you.

T
h
e
r
e
w
a
s

officially
a
motion

that
w
e

fotlowed

the
p
r
o
c
e
d
u
r
e

last
m
o
n
t
h
,
w
e

closed
p
u
i
n
c
c
o
m
m
e
n
t
.
T
h
e
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r
s

raised
a
couple

specific

items
for

staff
a
n
d

project
p
r
o
p
o
n
e
n
t
s

to
address.

Ingress
egress,

clear
c
o
m
m
u
n
i
c
a
t
i
o
n

condition,

s
h
o
w
i
n
g
m
e
e
t
i
n
g
a
n
d

consultation
with

O
E
S
,

signs,
lighting,

w
a
r
n
i
n
g

for
schoot,

eta,
condition

o
n

buiIding
hours,

hours
of

construction.
That's

clarification
o
n
the

s
q
u
a
r
e
footage

of
the

buiIding
a
n
d

c
I
e
a
n
e
d
u
p
i
a
n
g
u
a
g
e

indicating
m
e
e
t
i
n
g
8“

CaIFire
regulations

4
2
9
0
setbacks

for
fire

safety.
C
o
m
m
e
n
t
s

w
e
r
e
sent

in?
I'II

b
e
honest,

if
they

did
not

pertain
to

o
n
e

of
those

items,
I
did

not
look

at
t
h
e
m
.
A
r
e
w
e

standing
o
n
strong

legal
g
r
o
u
n
d

to
continue

with
the

specific
focus

o
n
those

items
brought

u
p
by

the

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n

that
w
e

directed
staff

to
c
o
m
e
b
a
c
k

to
it?

Right.

P
a
u
l

B
o
I
I
a
r
d
,
a
c
o
u
s
t
i
c
a
l
c
o
n
s
u
l
t
a
n
t
:

-
:62?

T
h
a
n
k

you.

n
(N
m

  

W
i
l
l
i
a
m

Carroll,
Asst.

Cnty.
C
o
u
n
s
e
l

Y
o
u
k
n
o
w
,

unfortunately,
it's

a
little

bit
f
u
z
z
y
.W
e

d
o
h
a
v
e
t
h
e
I
s
s
u
e
of

t
h
e
c
o
n
s
t
r
u
c
t
i
o
n
w
o
r
k
h
o
u
r
s
a
n
d

w
h
y
d
o
they

h
a
v
e
those

hours
as

it
relates

to
noise.

Also,
generaliy,

public
c
o
m
m
e
n
t

at
the

public

hearing
w
a
s

closed.
8
0

normally
that

w
o
u
l
d
b
e
the

e
n
d

of
public

c
o
m
m
e
n
t
.
W
e

did
continuing

to
take

it

today.
Generally,

Iw
o
u
l
d
tend

to
w
a
n
t

to
b
e
conservative

a
n
d

allow
c
o
m
m
e
n
t
s
.
A
n
d

to
the

extent
that

a
n
y
c
o
m
m
e
n
t
might

relate
to

w
h
a
t
the

planning
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
w
a
n
t
e
d

further
investigation

for
this

meeting,
then

I
w
o
u
l
d

receive
that.

T
o
m
e

the
D
a
I
e
L
a
F
o
r
e
s
t
c
o
m
m
e
n
t
s

realIy
d
e
p
e
n
d
s
,
y
o
u
k
n
o
w
o
n

w
h
y
w
e
w
h
y
w
e

are
addressing

construction?
A

big
part

of
that

Ietter
is

regarding
construction.

H
e
r
e

we're
just

addressing
the

w
o
r
k

hours.
W
h
e
t
h
e
r

that's
aIso

implied
to

h
a
v
e
s
o
m
e

noise,
then

the
letter

w
o
u
l
d
b
e

relevant
a
n
d

|
w
o
u
I
d
tend

to
r
e
c
o
m
m
e
n
d

receiving
it,

receiving
it

in
for

consideration.

C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n

Jeff
F
o
w
l
e

,/
.

S
o

ail
of

the
electronic

c
o
m
m
e
n
t
s

that
w
e

received
are

going
to

b
e

part
of

the
record.

It
is

u
p

to
the

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
,

the
weight

w
e

placed
o
n
those

b
a
s
e
d
u
p
o
n
the

direction
that

w
e
h
a
d

with
staff

at
the

iast

meeting.

 

W
i
l
l
i
a
m

Carroll,
Asst.

Cnty.
C
o
u
n
s
e
l

Y
e
s
[
O
k
a
y

]
Yes.

i
m
e
a
n
,

there
they

a
r
eR
i
g
h
t

there
actualiy,

t
h
e
y
re

going
to

b
e

part
of

the

c
o
r
r
e
s
p
o
n
d
e
n
c
e
r
e
c
o
r
d

for
s
u
r
e
b
e
c
a
u
s
e
t
h
e
h
e
a
r
i
n
gIs

n
o
t
d
o
s
e
d
.
A
n
d
,
a
s

I
said,

t
e
n
d

to
b
e
a

IittIe
bit

conservative.
A
n
d
they

c
a
n

reIate
to

w
h
a
t
the

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
a
s
k
e
d

to
b
e
a
d
d
r
e
s
s
e
d

at
this

meeting,
then

I
w
o
u
l
d

think
they're

fair
g
a
m
e

for
consideratio

 
 

Blair
Hart,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

fi;‘":3?

T
h
e
s
e
c
a
m
e

in
last

night
at

5
o'clock.

But
w
e

closed
the

hearing
a
m
o
n
t
h

ago.

C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n

Jeff
F
o
w
l
e

25:42

Right.
That's

m
y

question
for

counsel.
B
e
c
a
u
s
e

I,
personally,

i‘ve
got,

Itake
issue,

getting
c
o
m
m
e
n
t
s

at

five
o'clock

last
night

o
n
issues

w
h
i
c
h
are

not
part

of
the

direction
to

staff.
I
h
a
v
e
n
o
p
r
o
b
l
e
m

receiving

public
c
o
m
m
e
n
t
o
n
t
h
o
s
e

issues,
w
h
i
c
h
w
e

directed
staff

to
c
o
m
e
b
a
c
k
with

clarification
or

m
o
r
e

Transcript
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P
C
2
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2
1
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2
0
2
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in
fo
rm
at
io
n.

I
u
n
d
e
r
s
t
a
n
d
y
o
u
r
c
o
m
m
e
n
t

re
la

ti
ng

t
h
e
co
ns
tr
uc
ti
on
,

i
th
in
k
at

t
h
e

la
st

m
e
e
t
i
n
g
,
a
n
d

i
w
a
s

go
in

g
b
a
c
k
a
n
d
d
o
u
b
l
e
c
h
e
c
k
th

e
mi

nu
te

s,
it
w
a
s

si
mp
ty

in
th

e
or
ig
in
ai

st
af
f
re
po
rt
,
th

er
e
w
a
s

no
m
e
n
t
i
o
n

of
a
w
i
n
d
o
w
of

co
ns

tr
uc

ti
on

ti
me
,
w
h
i
c
h
o
n

si
mi
ia
r
u
s
e
pe
rm
it
s
w
e
h
a
v
e
ha
d,

a
n
d

it
w
a
s
no
te
d

it
w
a
s

m
i
s
s
i
n
g
.

St
af

f
c
a
m
e
b
a
c
k
a
n
d
h
a
s

it
i
n
c
l
u
d
e
d
a
s
o
n
e

of
t
h
e
c
o
n
d
i
t
i
o
n
s
n
e
w
,

c
o
n
d
i
t
i
o
n
of

co
nd

it
io

n

ei
gh
t

is
th

e
O
E
S
,

bu
t
s
o

it
‘s

pr
op
er
ly

li
st
ed
.
S
o

th
at

‘s
w
h
y

i'
m
as
ki
ng

yo
u.

We
il

,
w
e
c
a
n

ai
l
gr

ab
ou

r
pi

ll
ow

s,
sl
ee
pi

ng
b
a
g
s
a
n
d
g
o
th
ro
ug
h
e
n
d
l
e
s
s
c
o
m
m
e
n
t
s
ov

er
st
uf
f
w
e
‘
v
e
al
re
ad
y
ta
lk
ed

ab
ou

t,
bu

t
w
a
s

no
t.

It
w
a
s
a
d
d
r
e
s
s
e
d
b
y
th
e
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
.
W
e

h
a
v
e
a
n
a
r
r
o
w
fo
cu
s
to
da
y,

ri
gh

t?
if

it
’s

su
ff

ic
ie

nt
ly

di
sr

ei
at

ed
,
to

th
e
p
u
r
p
o
s
e

fo
r
he
ar
in
g
to
da

y,
th
en

it
d
o
e
s

no
t
h
a
v
e

to
b
e
co

ns
id

er
ed

b
y
yo
u.

B
l
a
i
r
Ha

rt
,
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

2
?
:
0
5

Y
e
a
h
,

th
is

is
w
h
a
t

Mr
.
L
a
F
o
r
e
s
t
d
o
e
s
.

C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n

Je
ff

F
o
w
l
e
2
W

3’”

Ye
s.

O
h
,

i'
m
al
lo
wi
ng
.

I'
m
ju
st

m
a
k
i
n
g
su

re
w
e
h
a
v
e
c
o
u
n
s
e
t
o
n

th
e
re

co
rd

.
O
k
a
y
.
8
0
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

Ha
rt
,
y
o
u
h
a
v
e
a
qu

es
ti

on
.

B
l
a
i
r
Ha
rt
,
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

2?
:2

5»

i'
m
qu
es
ti
on
in
g
co
un
se
l.

T
h
e
r
e

is
n'
t
a
n
y
b
o
d
y

si
tt
in
g
he

re
th
at

is
a
no

is
e
ex
pe
rt
.

i
ca

n‘
t

te
ll
y
o
u
w
h
e
t
h
e
r

Mr
.
La

Fo
re

st
‘s

st
ud
y

is
ri
gh
t.

O
r
th

e
co
ns
ui

ta
nt

is
ri

gh
t.

Bu
t
u
n
d
e
r
C
E
Q
A

pr
oc

es
s,

w
h
e
n
a
n

ap
pi

io
an

t

c
o
m
e
s

in
a
n
d
p
a
y
s

hi
s
fe
es
,
th
e
C
o
u
n
t
y
d
o
e
s
a
n

in
it

ia
l
S
t
u
d
y
to

d
e
t
e
r
m
i
n
e
w
h
a
t
ty
pe

of
en
vi
ro
nm
en
ta
l

re
vi
ew

is
re

qu
ir

ed
,

in
th

is
ca

se
,
w
e
n
e
e
d
e
d
a
no

is
e
an

al
ys

is
.
T
h
e
y
th
en

g
o
a
n
d

pu
t
ou

t
a
n
R
F
P

re
qu
es
t

fo
r
pr
op
os
al
s
to

d
o

th
is

a
m
o
n
g
s
t
va

ri
ou

s
co

nt
ra

ct
or

s.
It

‘s
a
n

ob
je

ct
iv

e
re
vi
ew
.
8
0
y
o
u
h
a
v
e
an
ot
he
r

c
o
m
p
e
t
i
n
g
st

ud
y
th
at
's
c
o
m
e

at
la
st

ho
ur
,

i
h
a
v
e
n
o
w
a
y

to
j
u
d
g
e
w
h
e
t
h
e
r
w
h
a
t
h
e

is
sa

yi
ng

is
co

rr
ec

t.
O
r
w
h
a
t
th
e
co

nt
ra

ct
ed

co
ns
ul
ta
nt

is
do
in
g,

a
s
pa
id

fo
r
b
y
th

e
pr

oj
ec

t
pr

op
on

en
t.

Bu
t
th

e
pr
oj
ec
t

p
r
o
p
o
n
e
n
t
h
a
s
n
o
i
n
v
o
l
v
e
m
e
n
t

in
th
e
st

ud
y
a
n
d
th

e
an

al
ys

is
th

at
th
ey

d
o

fo
r
th

e
Co
un
ty
.

In
pr
oc
es
s,

i

u
n
d
e
r
s
t
a
n
d
w
h
a
t
C
E
Q
A
a
n
d

wi
th

N
E
F
’
A
sh

ou
id

th
is

th
in

g
g
o

in
to

co
ur

t,
th

e
j
u
d
g
e

is
no

t
g
o
n
n
a
de

ci
de

w
h
o
h
a
s
th

e
be

st
co

rr
ec

t
sc
ie
nc
e.

He
's

go
in

g
to
m
a
k
e

hi
s
de
ci
si
on

b
a
s
e
d
o
n
la
w
o
n

le
ga
i
pr
oc
es
s.
A
m

1
co

rr
ec

t?

W
i
l
l
i
a
m

Ca
rr

oi
l,

As
st

.
Cn

ty
.
C
o
u
n
s
e
l

2
8
:
5
9

Ye
s,

at
th
is

st
ag

e
w
h
e
r
e
w
e
h
a
v
e
a
C
E
Q
A
a
d
d
e
n
d
u
m
,
a
n
d
w
e

do
n'

t
h
a
v
e
a

Mi
ti
ga
te
d
Ne

ga
ti

ve

De
ci
ar
at
io
n,

or
EI
R.

T
h
e
qu

es
ti

on
c
a
n
b
e

is
th

er
e
a

fa
ir

a
r
g
u
m
e
n
t
,

no
t
wh
et
he
r,

a
s
y
o
u

ju
st

sa
id

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

Ha
rt
,
w
h
e
t
h
e
r
w
h
o
'
s

ri
gh
t
or

w
h
o
'
s
w
r
o
n
g

or
w
h
o
h
a
s
th

e
be

tt
er

a
r
g
u
m
e
n
t
do

es
n'

t

ma
tt
er
?

if
th

er
e
ar

e
t
w
o
c
o
m
p
e
t
i
n
g
op

in
io

ns
a
n
d
o
n
e

of
th

e
op
in
io
ns

is
s
u
p
p
o
r
t
e
d
b
y

fa
ct
,
a
n
d

in
di

ca
te

s

th
er

e
co

ul
d
th

er
e
co
ul
d
b
e
a

si
gn
if
ic
an
t
en

vi
ro

nm
en

ta
l
im
pa
ct

a
n
d

re
al
ly

th
e
ne
xt

st
ag

e
is

if
th

er
e'

s
a

fa
ir

a
r
g
u
m
e
n
t
s
a
n
d
C
E
Q
A
w
o
u
l
d
no

rm
al

ly
di

ct
at

e
th
at
w
e
g
o

to
a
mi

ti
ga

te
d
ne
ga
ti
ve

de
ci
ar
at
io
n
th
en

ra
th

er

th
an

a
n
A
d
d
e
n
d
u
m
,

Mr
.
La
Fo
re
st
's

le
tt

er
c
o
m
e
s

in
at

th
e

la
st

mi
nu
te

af
te
r
pu
bl
ic

he
ar

in
gs

b
e
e
n
d
o
s
e
d
.

o
n
a
n

is
su
e
th
at

th
e
pl

an
ni

ng
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n

di
dn
‘t

ex
pl

ic
it

ly
a
s
k
e
d

to
b
e

he
ar

d.
80

,
y
o
u
k
n
o
w
,

it
's
a

li
tt
le

bi
t
tr
ic
ky
.
Bu
t
yo

u'
re

,
yo

u‘
re

ge
ne

ra
ll

y
co
rr
ec

t.
W
h
e
r
e

th
er
e'
s
t
w
o
c
o
m
p
e
t
i
n
g
a
r
g
u
m
e
n
t
s
,
th
en

w
e

no
rm

al
iy

g
o

to
a

Mi
ti
ga
te
d
N
e
g
a
t
i
v
e
De

ot
ar

at
io

n
or

a
n

EI
R.

C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n

J
e
f
f
F
o
w
l
e

30
:2
2?

H
a
n
g
o
n
o
n
e
s
e
c
o
n
d
.
80

,
co

un
se

lo
r,

to
b
e
cl
ea
r

,
in

C-
U/
Re
si
de
nt
ia
l,

b
y

ri
gh

t,
th

er
e
co
ul
d
b
e
a
li

qu
or

st
or
e
he
re
,
a
g
a
s

st
at
io
n
c
o
n
v
e
n
i
e
n
c
e

st
or

e,
a
n
au

to
b
o
d
y
sh

op
,
a
ia

un
dr

om
at

,
b
u
s
i
n
e
s
s
e
s

th
at

w
o
u
i
d

Tr
an
sc
ri
pt

of
P
C
2
-
2
1
-
2
0
2
4
G
E
C
S

Pu
bl
ic

H
e
a
r
i
n
g
-

dr
af
t

-
8
-



b
e
o
p
e
n
2
4
hours

a
day,

s
e
v
e
n
d
a
y
s
a
w
e
e
k
,
b
y

right.
A
n
d

there
w
o
u
t
d
b
e
n
o
n
e
e
d

to
c
o
m
e

before
us

to
d
o

that.
W
h
i
c
h
w
o
u
l
d

increase
lighting,

h
a
v
e
increased

traffic,
a
n
d
h
a
v
e
increased

noise.
Correct?

W
i
l
l
i
a
m

Carroll,
Asst.

Cnty.
C
o
u
n
s
e
l

Correct.

 

C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n

Jeff
F
o
w
I
e
5

T
h
a
n
k
you.

O
k
a
y
.

if
y
o
u

feel
that

y
o
u

really
n
e
e
d

to
y
o
u
can.

 
 

P
a
u
l
Bollard,

acoustical
c
o
n
s
u
l
t
a
n
t
3
2:20

I
do.

For
the

record,
again,

t
h
i
sIs

Paui
Boiiard,

Boiiard
Acoustical

Consuitants.
I'll

b
e

brief.
A
n
d

I
w
a
n
t

to
s
p
e
a
k

to
this

this
fair

a
r
g
u
m
e
n
t
discussion,

b
e
c
a
u
s
e

I've
s
e
e
n

Mr.
LaForest's

w
o
r
k

for
2
5
y
e
a
r
s

in
his

Iast
minute

letters
that

c
o
m
e

in,
a
n
d
h
e
n
e
v
e
r
s
h
o
w
s
u
p

to
testify.

A
n
d

in
m
y

professionai
opinion,

w
e

don‘t
h
a
v
e
a
d
i
s
a
g
r
e
e
m
e
n
t
a
m
o
n
g
s
t
t
w
o
experts.

W
e

h
a
v
e
a
disagreement.

But
I
have,

b
y
w
a
y

of

qualifications,
a
n
d

forgive
m
y

lack
of

humility
here.

I've
b
e
e
n
doing

this
for

3
5
years.

it's
the

oniy
career

I’ve
ever

had.
I’m

a
board

certified
m
e
m
b
e
r

in
the

Institute
of

N
o
i
s
e

Control
Engineers.

I’ve
b
e
e
n

recognized
as

a
n
expert

in
Caiifomia

state
of

Iaw,
courts

of
Iaw,

guest
lectured

in
university

acoustics

courses,
a
n
d

just
practice

a
n
d

Iiteraliy
prepare

1
0
0
0
3

of
noise

studies
over

the
years,

m
a
n
y

in
your

beautifui
county.

Mr.
LaForest,

o
n
the

other
hand,

I
don't

k
n
o
w
w
h
a
t

his
d
e
g
r
e
e

is,
a
n
d

I
don't

k
n
o
w

if

it's
a
science

degree.
H
e
h
a
s

not
b
e
e
n
a

practicing
acoustical

consuitant,
h
e
w
a
s
r
e
p
r
i
m
a
n
d
e
d

in

O
r
e
g
o
n

for
trying

to
practice

o
n
o
n
e
case,

f
r
o
m
m
y

understanding.
H
e

refers
to

himself
a
s

sort
of

a

professional
c
o
m
m
e
n
t
e
r
,

so,
a
n
d
h
e
ailegediyjoined

the
Institute

of
N
o
i
s
e
Control

Engineers,
w
h
i
c
h
y
o
u

c
a
n
d
o
without

having
to

take
a
f
u
n
d
a
m
e
n
t
a
l
s
e
x
a
m

or
a
n

expert's
e
x
a
m
,

both
of

w
h
i
c
h

I’ve
p
a
s
s
e
d
.
But

w
e
'
v
e
c
h
e
c
k
e
d
,
a
n
d

there‘s
n
o
record

of
h
i
m

actuaIIy
being

a
m
e
m
b
e
r

of
that

organization.
8
0

Ijust

submit
to

this
b
o
d
y

that,
that

there
are

vastly
different

Ievels
of

expertise
here.

A
n
d
s
o

I
h
a
v
e
r
e
v
i
e
w
e
d

the
L
a
F
o
r
e
s
t

letter
extensively.

I‘m
not

going
to

g
o

into
it

in
detail

this
morning.

But
there

is
n
o
n
e
w

information
in

that
letter

that
w
o
u
l
d
c
a
u
s
e
m
e

to
reconsider

m
y

findings
of

significance
of

noise
impacts

or
a
d
d

additional
mitigation

m
e
a
s
u
r
e
s

for
this

project.
S
o

that's
reaIIy

w
h
a
t

I
w
a
n
t
e
d

to
say,

o
n
the

record.
If
y
o
u
h
a
v
e
a
n
y
questions,

I‘m
here

for
you.

So,
thank

you.

C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n

Jeff
F
o
w
l
e

5
3 5?:

2

O
k
a
y
.

Blair
Hart,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

3
5
:
2
4

Yes.
8
0

in
your

business,
I‘m

sure
probably

yearIy,
or

m
a
y
b
e

every
five

years,
y
o
u
h
a
v
e

to
g
o
through

a
n
d
get

everything
certified.

AII
y
o
u
r
e
q
u
i
p
m
e
n
t
h
a
s

to
m
e
e
t

certain
standards,

correct?

 

P
a
u
l
Bollard,

acoustical
c
o
n
s
u
l
t
a
n
t

Absolutely.
Right.

A
n
d

it's
e
x
p
e
n
s
i
v
e
e
q
u
i
p
m
e
n
t
.
A
n
d

it's
e
x
p
e
n
s
i
v
e

to
maintain

it
a
n
d

to
b
e

certified

with
National

B
u
r
e
a
u

of
Standards.

A
n
d

I
h
a
v
e

to
r
e
n
e
w
m
y

b
o
a
r
d

certification
every

five
years,

a
n
d

I

h
a
v
e

to
attend

c
o
n
f
e
r
e
n
c
e
s
a
n
d
get

education
in

order
to

maintain
that

certification.
A
n
d

I
h
a
v
e
d
o
n
e

that
for

the
last

2
0

years.

A
r
}
.

Blair
Hart,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

22
5
£25
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S
o
b
a
c
k

to
th
e

Ie
tt

er
th
at

Mr
.
L
a
F
o
r
e
s
t
ha
s,

h
e
do

es
n'

t
h
a
v
e
a
n
y

of
th

os
e

qu
at

tf
ic

at
io

ns
.
W
e

d
o
no
t
k
n
o
w

w
h
a
t
ki
nd

of
e
q
u
i
p
m
e
n
t
h
e
u
s
e
s
?

P
a
u
l

B
o
t
t
a
r
d
,
a
c
o
u
s
t
i
c
a
l
c
o
n
s
u
l
t
a
n
t

3
3
:
3
3

No
,
h
e
d
o
e
s

no
t.

I
do
n‘
t
e
v
e
n
k
n
o
w

th
at

h
e
h
a
s
eq

ui
pm

en
t.

Bl
ai
r
Ha
rt
,
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

33
:3

3

S
o

to
m
e
,
th

e
fa

ir
a
r
g
u
m
e
n
t
is
su
e
g
o
e
s

ri
gh
t
ou

t
th

e
w
i
n
d
o
w
.

P
a
u
t
B
o
l
l
a
r
d
,
a
c
o
u
s
t
i
c
a
l
c
o
n
s
u
t
t
a
n
t

3
4
:
0
3

Th
at
’s
m
y

pr
of

es
si

on
al

op
in

io
n.

B
t
a
i
r
H
a
r
t
,
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

3
3
:
0
6

Th
at
's

m
y

op
in
io

n.
I'

ve
d
o
n
e
e
n
o
u
g
h

of
th

es
e
st

ud
ie

s,
st
uf
f
I‘

ve
d
o
n
e

wi
th
m
y

bu
si
ne
ss
.
Ju
st

ca
n'
t
s
e
e
a

fa
ir
a
r
g
u
m
e
n
t
be
in
g
m
a
d
e

he
re

.
B
e
c
a
u
s
e

I
co

ul
d
c
o
m
e

in
a
n
d
t
h
r
o
w
ou

t
th

e
s
a
m
e

th
in

g
a
n
d

I
h
a
v
e
n
o

qu
ai

ifi
oa

ti
on

s.
t
do
n‘
t
br
in
g
a
n
y
bo
na
fi
de
s
to

th
e
ta

bl
e
to

ju
st
if
y
w
h
a
t

I’
m
sa
yi
ng
.
A
n
d

so
,
t
h
a
n
k
yo
u.

P
a
u
l
Bo
tt
ar
d,

a
c
o
u
s
t
i
c
a
l
c
o
n
s
u
l
t
a
n
t

34
:2

3?

T
h
a
n
k
y
o
u

fo
r
y
o
u
r
ti
me
.

C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n

Je
ff

F
o
w
l
e

34
:3

0

Al
t

ri
gh
t,

s
o
w
e

ar
e
go
in
g

to
d
o
a

br
ie

f.
S
o
w
e
'
v
e
h
a
d

st
af
f,

pr
oj
ec
t
p
r
o
p
o
n
e
n
t
s

pr
es

en
t.

I‘
m
go
in
g
to

o
p
e
n
,
r
e
o
p
e
n
th
e
pu

bi
ic

c
o
m
m
e
n
t

pe
ri

od
.
Fo
r
th

os
e
wi

sh
in

g
to
c
o
m
m
e
n
t

sp
ec

ifi
ca

ll
y
o
n
th

e
si
te

m
a
p
,

In
gr
es
s
e
g
r
e
s
s

ro
ut

es
,
s
i
g
n
a
g
e
a
n
d
w
a
r
n
i
n
g

Ii
gh
ts

o
n
th

e
ro
ad
,
a
n
d
Ca
IF
ir
e
4
2
9
0
,
4
2
9
1

st
an

da
rd

s.

T
h
o
s
e
ar

e
th

e
fo
ur

a
r
e
a
s

of
di

sc
us

si
on

fo
r
pu
bl
ic

c
o
m
m
e
n
t
.
W
e

wi
ll

st
ar
t
wi

th
t
h
o
s
e

in
su

pp
or

t.
Fi

rs
t,

t‘I
I

ca
ll

y
o
u
r
n
a
m
e
.
A
n
d

if
y
o
u

st
iI

I
w
i
s
h

to
s
p
e
a
k
o
n
o
n
e

of
th

os
e

fo
ur

,
pl
ea
se

c
o
m
e

up
,
in
tr
od
uc
e
yo
ur
se
If

wi
th

y
o
u
r
n
a
m
e
a
n
d
yo
ur

a
d
d
r
e
s
s
a
n
d
a
d
d
r
e
s
s
th
e
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
.

Fi
rs

t
n
a
m
e

I
h
a
v
e

is
Ha

ze
l
Wh

it
e.

c
l
e
r
k

3
5
:
4
8

S
h
e
S
h
e
d
o
e
s
n
‘
t
h
a
v
e
a
c
o
m
m
e
n
t
.

C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n

J
e
f
f
F
o
w
l
e

3
5
:
4
9

O
k
a
y
.

AI
I

ri
gh
t.

Je
nn
if
er

W
h
i
t
e
?

J
e
n
n
i
f
e
r
W

35
:5

3

I
do

n'
t

ei
th
er
.

O
k
a
y
.
D
a
v
i
d
T
h
e
a
n
o
.

D
a
v
i
d
T
h
e
a
n
o

33
:0
1

T
h
a
n
k
yo

u.
M
y
n
a
m
e

is
T
h
e
a
n
o
,
5
3
9
0
Ri
ve

r
A
v
e
n
u
e
a
n
d
D
u
n
s
m
u
i
r

is
m
y

ad
dr

es
s.

A
n
d

I
h
a
v
e

pI
en
ty

of

gr
ea

t
th
in
gs

to
s
a
y
a
b
o
u
t
G
o
l
d
e
n
E
a
g
l
e

th
at

ar
e
no
t
sp

ec
ifi

c
to

th
is

.
S
o

I
wi

ti
ju

st
a
d
d
r
e
s
s
th

e
in
gr
es

s

e
g
r
e
s
s
a
n
d

sa
fe
ty

se
cu

ri
ty

a
r
g
u
m
e
n
t
.
S
o

I'
m
th

e
p
r
o
g
r
a
m
m
a
n
a
g
e
r

fo
r
ou
r
cu

rr
en

t
hi
gh

sc
ho

ol
p
r
o
g
r
a
m

at
G
o
l
d
e
n
E
a
g
l
e
Ch
ar
te
r
Sc

ho
oi

.
O
u
r
a
d
d
r
e
s
s

is
2
2
2
6
S
o
u
t
h
M
a
n
c
h
e
s
t
e
r
B
o
u
t
e
v
a
r
d
0
n
th

e
Cu
to
ff

R
o
a
d

b
e
t
w
e
e
n
th
e
h
i
g
h
w
a
y
8
9
o
n
r
a
m
p

of
f
r
a
m
p
a
n
d

th
e

[—
5
s
o
th

at
li

tt
le

ou
t
of
f
th

e
so
ut
h

of
M
o
u
n
t
Sh

as
ta

.

A
n
d

tj
us
t
w
a
n
t

to
c
o
m
m
e
n
t
o
n
w
h
a
t
a
va
st

i
m
p
r
o
v
e
m
e
n
t
th

e
p
r
o
p
o
s
e
d

si
tu

at
io

n
he

re
is

to
ou

r
cu
rr
en
t
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position,
w
h
i
c
h

is
the

otd
Sardi's

building.
It
w
a
s
optimized

d
e
c
a
d
e
s
a
g
o

for
hot

tub
sales

a
n
d
R
C

controtled
helicopters

in
C
o
l
o
r
a
d
o

installs.
B
u
t
w
e
'
v
e
b
e
e
n

running
high

schoot
out

of
it
for

a
d
e
c
a
d
e

a
n
d
a

half.
8
0

just
to

offer
m
y

support
to

the
fact

that
this

ingress
a
n
d
egress

plan
a
n
d

all
of

the
safety

a
n
d

security
m
e
a
s
u
r
e
s

that
are

being
provided

for
this

are
a
vast

q
u
a
n
t
u
m
i
m
p
r
o
v
e
m
e
n
t
over

w
h
a
t
m
y

students
currently

enjoy.
S
o
t
h
a
n
k
y
o
u

for
your

consideration
a
n
d
t
i
m
e
T
h
a
n
k
you.

C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n

Jeff
F
o
w
l
e

111?:02

A
n
y
o
n
e

else
wishing

to
s
p
e
a
k

in
support

o
n
those

four
items?

L
o
r
e
n
Chilson,

Civil
E
n
g
i
n
e
e
r

3?:13

G
o
o
d

morning,
L
o
r
e
n
Chiison

with
H
e
a
d
w
a
y
Transportation

p
r
e
p
a
r
e
d
the

traffic
study

a
n
d

I'll just

m
a
k
e
myself

available
for

questions
but

reiterate
that

w
e

did
w
o
r
k
through

with
C
o
u
n
t
y

staff.
All

of

those
issues,

h
a
v
e
a
g
o
o
d
d
r
i
v
e
w
a
y
d
e
s
i
g
n
e
d

to
discuss

flashing
lights,

school
z
o
n
e
s
a
n
d
those

things

that
h
a
v
e
b
e
e
n

reflected
in

the
conditions

n
o
w
.
But

l‘m
here

for
a
n
y
questions

y
o
u
m
a
y

have.

Chris
O
'
S
h
a
u
g
h
n
e
s
s
y

f1";
11

M
y
n
a
m
e

is
Chris

O
‘
S
h
a
u
g
h
n
e
s
s
y
,
1
0
0
8
W
A
.

Barr
R
o
a
d
t
A
s
s
h
o
w
n
o
n
the

B
A
C
'
S

Figure
3,

noises
from

a
falling

pin
d
r
o
p

to
a
1
2
g
a
u
g
e
s
h
o
t
g
u
n
are

s
h
o
w
n
o
n
the

sheet.
Curiously

missing
the

1
1
0
decibet

noise
level

of
six

to
14

y
e
a
r
oids

playing
o
n

the
playground.

W
e

h
a
v
e
guests

that
are

sleeping

approximately
2
8

feet
f
r
o
m

this
activity.

8
0
those

kinds
of

noise
levels

are
going

to
b
e
unacceptable.

T
h
e
D
N
L

noise
tevels

is
a
noise

a
v
e
r
a
g
e
over

2
4
hour

period
b
e
c
a
u
s
e
the

D
N
R

represents
a
2
4
hour

period.
O
k
a
y
,

C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n
Jeff

F
o
w
l
e

11?”:31

T
h
a
n
k
you.

O
k
a
y
,
thank

you.
A
n
y

other
support

o
n
those

four
items?

O
k
a
y
,

l
n
o
w

will
g
o
through

the
I

h
a
v
e
t
w
o
n
a
m
e
s

here
in

opposition.
i
will

call
y
o
u
r
n
a
m
e
.

if
you're

still
h
a
v
e
questions

or
opposition

to

those
four

items,
please

feel
free

to
c
o
m
e

forward.
David

O
'
S
h
a
u
g
h
h
e
s
s
y
?
.

l'm
g
o
n
n
a

hold
u
p

here.
D
o

y
o
u
h
a
v
e
anything

in
opposition

to
the

ingress
egress

routes,
the

s
i
g
n
a
g
e
a
n
d
w
a
r
n
i
n
g

lights?
T
h
e

CalFire
regs

for
the

fencing.
T
h
o
s
e

are
the

four
topics

that
w
e

kept
o
p
e
n

for
public

c
o
m
m
e
n
t
.

Everything
else

w
a
s
f
r
o
m

last
m
o
n
t
h
.

(interrupted)

 

D
a
v
i
d
O
S
h
a
u
g
h
n
e
s
s
y
,
N
e
i
g
h
b
o
r

W
e

really
didn't

u
n
d
e
r
s
t
a
n
d
the

process.

C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n

Jeff
F
o
w
l
e

31,1111

O
k
a
y
,

l’m
Eetting

y
o
u
k
n
o
w
.
D
o
y
o
u
h
a
v
e
a
n
y
c
o
n
c
e
r
n
s
a
b
o
u
t
those

four
items? 

D
a
v
i
d
O
S
h
a
u
g
h
n
e
s
s
y
,
N
e
i
g
h
b
o
r

1

Y
o
u
'
v
e
got

d
o
c
u
m
e
n
t
s
s
h
o
w
i
n
g

things.
W
e

believe
that

the
consultant

is
the

best
that

m
o
n
e
y
c
a
n

buy.

C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n

Jeff
F
o
w
l
e

“17-5

O
k
a
y
,

l'm
going

to
a
s
k
m
y

question
o
n
e

last
time.

D
o
y
o
u
h
a
v
e
c
o
m
m
e
n
t
s
?

(Unclear;
t
w
o
people

s
p
e
a
k
i
n
g

at
s
a
m
e

time.)
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D
a
v
i
d
O
S
h
a
u
g
h
n
e
s
s
y
,
N
e
i
g
h
b
o
r

39
:3
9}

Ye
s.

w
e

do
.

C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n

Je
ff

F
o
w
l
e

39
;:

Q

D
o
y
o
u
h
a
v
e
c
o
m
m
e
n
t
s
o
n
t
h
o
s
e
fo
ur

it
em

s?

C
h
r
i
s
O
'
S
h
a
u
g
h
n
e
s
s
y

BQ
Q‘

E

O
k
a
y
.
No
te
d.

T
h
a
n
k
yo
u.

T
h
a
n
k
yo
u.

S
o

th
at

ta
ke
s
ca
re

of
bo
th

Ch
ri

s
a
n
d

Da
vi

d,
co
rr
ec
t?

D
a
v
i
d
O
S
h
a
u
g
h
n
e
s
s
y
,
N
e
i
g
h
b
o
r

39
:2

";

Ye
s,

w
e

do
.

C
h
r
i
s
O
'
S
h
a
u
g
h
n
e
s
s
y

39
:2
l

T
h
e
ot
he
r
th
in
g
w
e
w
a
n
t
e
d

to
s
a
y
w
a
s
a
n
d

I
h
e
a
r
d
M
i
s
s
L
a
n
g

ta
lk

a
b
o
u
t

it,
th
at
m
a
y
b
e

th
e
s
p
e
e
d

El
mi

t
o
n
R
e
a
m
a
n
d
W
A
.

Ba
rr

sh
ou

ld
b
e

se
t
to

2
5

mi
le

s
a
n

ho
ur
.
T
h
e
Ch

ar
te

r
sc
ho
ol

wi
ll

h
a
v
e
pe

op
le

no
t

al
t

pa
re
nt
s

wi
ll

b
e
ab

le
to

h
a
v
e
d
r
o
p

of
f
a
n
d

pi
ck

u
p

th
ei
r
ki

ds
wa
lk
in
g
or

ri
di
ng

bi
ke

s
a
n
d
sk
at
eb
oa
rd
s
a
n
d

st
uf
f
o
n
R
e
a
m
R
o
a
d
a
n
d
W
A
.

Ba
rr

R
o
a
d

wi
th
ou
t
si

de
wa

lk
s.
W
e

th
in
k

it
w
o
u
E
d
b
e
a
ha
za
rd
.
S
o
we

'r
e

h
o
p
i
n
g

to
ge
t
y
o
u
g
u
y
s
w
o
u
l
d
d
o
s
o
m
e
t
h
i
n
g

to
fa

ci
li

ta
te

th
e
pe

de
st

ri
an

tr
af
fic
.

D
a
v
i
d
O
S
h
a
u
g
h
n
e
s
s
y
,
N
e
i
g
h
b
o
r

4
0
:
0
2

O
k
a
y
.

C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n

Je
ff

F
o
w
l
e

4
8
:
8
2

Al
l

ri
gh
t.
A
n
y
ot

he
r
op

po
si

ti
on

o
n
th

os
e
fo

ur
it

em
s?

O
k
a
y
.
W
e

wi
ll

cl
os

e
pu

bl
ic

c
o
m
m
e
n
t
.
W
e

wi
ll

ta
ke

it
b
a
c
k

to
st

af
f
or

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
a
n
d
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
.

Mr
.

Ha
rt
,

l
k
n
o
w
y
o
u
h
a
d
a
qu
es
ti
on

o
n
a
co

nd
it

io
n
a
n
d

I
st
il
l
h
a
v
e
o
n
e
o
n
a

co
nd

it
io

n.
Ju
st

fo
r
cl
ar
if
ic
at
io
n.

cl
ar
ifi
ca
ti
on
.
Mr
.
Ve

al
e.

D
o
y
o
u
h
a
v
e
a
n
y
qu
es
ti
on

s?
G
o
a
h
e
a
d
.

D
u
s
t
y
Ve
al
e,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

40
:3
3

S
o
w
h
e
n

it
's

al
l
bu
t
sa
id

a
n
d
do

ne
,
a
n
d
w
h
o
h
a
s
th

e
fi
na
l
ar
bi
te
r
o
n
th

e
on

se
t
of

tr
af

fi
c:

pa
tt

er
n
or

in
gr
es
s

a
n
d
e
g
r
e
s
s
?

is
it
th

e
c
o
u
n
t
y
?

ls
it
th

e
st

at
e?

Is
it
th

e
pl
an
ni
ng

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
?

Is
it
th

e
tr

af
fi

c
en
gi
ne
er
?

W
h
o

sa
ys

,
O
k
a
y
,

th
is

is
th
is

is
w
h
a
t

wi
ll

b
e
a
p
p
r
o
v
e
d
?

H
a
i
l
e
y
L
a
n
g
,
D
e
p
u
t
y
Di
re
ct
or

P
i
a
n
n
i
n
g

4
0
:
5
2

Ri
gh
t,

we
ll
,

it
’s

si
te

sp
ec
ifi
c

ri
gh
ts
.
8
0

it
d
e
p
e
n
d
s
.

Bu
t,

y
o
u
k
n
o
w
,

fo
r
e
x
a
m
p
l
e
,
W
.
A
.
Ba
rr

is
a
co
un
ty
-

ma
in

ta
in

ed
ro
ad
.
S
o

ul
ti

ma
te

ly
,
y
o
u
k
n
o
w
,
th

e
c
o
u
n
t
y
w
o
u
l
d
h
a
v
e
a

lo
t
of

sa
y,

a
n
d

D
u
s
t
y
Ve
al
e,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

41
:0
3

I
k
n
o
w

th
at

a
st

at
e
h
i
g
h
w
a
y
y
o
u
ha

ve
,

Ha
il
ey

L
a
n
g
,
D
e
p
u
t
y
Di

re
ct

or
P
l
a
n
n
i
n
g

41
:0

8

Co
rr

ec
t,

y
e
a
h
.

D
u
s
t
y
Ve
al
e,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

4t
:0
?

Tr
an
sc
ri
pt

of
P
C
2
-
2
1
-
2
0
2
4
G
E
C
S

Pu
bl

ic
H
e
a
r
i
n
g
-

dr
af
t

-
1
2
-



That’s
it.

That's
fine.

But
in

the
county,

it's
the

county
road

d
e
p
a
r
t
m
e
n
t
?

Hailey
L
a
n
g
,
D
e
p
u
t
y
Director

P
l
a
n
n
i
n
g

U
m
h
m
m
.
Y
e
a
h
.

 

D
u
s
t
y
Veale,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

2

That‘s
it.

Hailey
L
a
n
g
,
D
e
p
u
t
y
Director

P
l
a
n
n
i
n
g

Right.
Right.

For
e
n
c
r
o
a
c
h
m
e
n
t
s
a
n
d

things
of

that
nature.

 

D
u
s
t
y
Veale,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

5
I

S
o

that
w
a
s

it.

C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n

J
e
f
f
F
o
w
l
e

4.1
:23

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r
H
a
r
t
?

 

Blair
Hart,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

<7

8
0
w
h
y
h
a
v
e
n

t
w
e

h
e
a
r
d
anything

f
r
o
m
the

City
of
M
t

S
h
a
s
t
a
?
T
h
e
y
claim

s
p
h
e
r
e
of

influence.
W
e

h
a
v
e

to
a
d
d
r
e
s
s

that
w
h
e
n
we'

re
doing

big
action

items
d
o
w
n

there
a
n
d
they

didn't
provide

a
n
y

c
o
m
m
e
n
t

in
o
n
e
w
a
y

or
a
n
o
t
h
e
r
a
b
o
u
t
anything

d
o
w
n

there,
e
v
e
n
t
h
o
u
g
h

it's
within

close
proximity.

A
n
d

they've
h
a
d
a
m
p
l
e
opportunity

to
c
h
i
m
e

in.

Hailey
L
a
n
g
,
D
e
p
u
t
y
Director

P
l
a
n
n
i
n
g

Y
e
a
h
,
w
e

haven‘t
received

a
n
y
formal

c
o
m
m
e
n
t
s
a
r
o
u
n
d
the

city
a
n
d
M
o
u
n
t
S
h
a
s
t
a

staff.

D
u
s
t
y
Veale,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

3:13?

S
o

that
w
o
u
l
d
m
e
a
n

they
didn't

(unclear)

 

T
h
e
y
s
a
w
n
o
p
r
o
b
l
e
m

(unclear)
a
b
o
u
t
what's

there.
Y
e
a
h
.

Well,
that's

b
e
c
a
u
s
e

thatjust
surprises

m
e

that
l
w
o
u
l
d
h
a
v
e
thought

they
w
o
u
l
d
h
a
v
e
voiced

s
o
m
e

kind
of

c
o
n
c
e
r
n
a
b
o
u
t

traffic
a
n
d

foot
traffic

(muffled,
unclear).

M
y

next
question

here
w
a
s

the
L
a
k
e
Siskiyo

Mutual
water

c
o
m
p
a
n
y
connection

h
a
s

to
b
e
a
p
p
r
o
v
e
d
?

it
they

don't
a
p
p
r
o
v
e

it,
the

project's
dead,

correct?
Correct?

Hailey
L
a
n
g
,
D
e
p
u
t
y
Director

P
l
a
n
n
i
n
g
’74":

Y
e
a
h
,

correct.
But

w
e

already
h
a
v
e
a
will-serve

letter
that

w
a
s

provided
from

L
a
k
e

Siskiyou
mutual

water
c
o
m
p
a
n
y
.
S
o

that
intention

is
there

to
fulfill,

y
o
u
k
n
o
w
,

that
n
e
e
d

to
switch

over
to

their
system.

A
n
d
s
o

that's
a

part
of

the
record

a
s

well.

D
u
s
t
y
V
e
a
l
e
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r
4
2
o
:

A
n
d
s
o
the

s
e
w
a
g
e

is
there

(unclear),
just

like
the

Mt.
S
h
a
s
t
a
H
i
g
h
i
a
n
d
s
?

 

Hailey
L
a
n
g
,
D
e
p
u
t
y
Director

P
l
a
n
n
i
n
g
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U
m
h
m
m
.

Bt
ai
r
Ha
rt
,
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

4
2
:
4
6

Wo
ul

dn
‘t

th
at

b
e
a
c
o
m
e

fi
rs
t,

yo
u'
d
w
a
n
t

to
k
n
o
w

th
at

y
o
u
h
a
v
e
w
a
t
e
r
av
ai
ta
bl
e
be

fo
re

y
o
u
w
e
n
t

th
ro

ug
h

al
l
of

it
?

D
u
s
t
y
Ve
al
e,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

42
:8
4

W
h
e
n

th
ey

h
a
v
e
th

e
wi
ll

se
rv

e
le
tt
er
.
(U
nc
te
ar
;

mu
lt

ip
le

s
p
e
a
k
e
r
s

at
on

ce
).

Bi
rd
s
c
h
a
n
g
e
,

ri
gh

t?
A
n
d

al
t

th
is

po
li
ti
cs
c
h
a
n
g
e
a
n
d
m
a
k
e
y
o
u
d
e
c
i
d
e
?
We
tl
,
we

'r
e

fu
ll

bi
lt

th
at

we
'r

e
no

t
go

in
g

to
pr

ov
id

e.
8
0
y
o
u

k
n
o
w
,

if
yo
u'
ve

af
re
ad
y
go

t
th
at

le
tt

er
in

ha
nd

,
a
n
d
th
en

y
o
u
c
h
a
n
g
e
b
o
a
r
d
m
e
m
b
e
r
s
,
b
y
th
e
ti
me

th
ey

ge
t
a
r
o
u
n
d

to
co

ns
tr

uc
ti

on
,
a
n
d
th
ey

di
dn
't

pu
tl

th
at

ba
ck

,
th
en

w
h
a
t
?

Ha
il
ey

L
a
n
g
,
D
e
p
u
t
y
Di

re
ct

or
P
l
a
n
n
i
n
g
4
3
4
4

If
th
ey

pu
ll

ed
ba

ck
,
th

en
th
e
pr

oj
ec

t
w
o
u
l
d
h
a
v
e

to
b
e
re
ev
al
ua
te
d,

I w
o
u
l
d
a
s
s
u
m
e
.

D
u
s
t
y
Ve
al
e,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

4
3
:
1
9

O
r

is
th
at

a
ci

vi
l
is

su
e
b
e
t
w
e
e
n
th
e
pr

oj
ec

t
p
r
o
p
o
n
e
n
t
a
n
d

H
a
i
l
e
y
L
a
n
g
,
D
e
p
u
t
y
Di

re
ct

or
P
l
a
n
n
i
n
g

43
:2

3

ye
ah
,

I
co

ul
d
s
e
e

th
at

po
te
nt
ia
ll
y
be
in
g
a

ci
vi
l
is

su
e.

D
u
s
t
y
Ve
al
e,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

4
3
:
2
6

1
do
n'
t
s
e
e
th
e
C
o
u
n
t
y

ge
tt
in
g
dr
ug

in
to

th
at
.

C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n

Je
ff

F
o
w
l
e

4
3
:
2
8

A
r
e
th
er
e
a
n
y
ot

he
r
qu

es
ti

on
s

ri
gh

t
n
o
w
?

D
u
s
t
y
Ve
al
e,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

43
:3

4

(u
nc

le
ar

)
co

nd
it

io
ns

Ea
st

ye
ar

,

C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n

Je
ff

F
o
w
l
e

4
3
:
3
6

O
k
a
y
.
S
o
th

e
o
n
e
co
nd
it
io
n

I
h
a
v
e

is
sp

ec
if

ic
al

ly
o
n

co
nd

it
io

n
15
.
A
n
d
s
o
1
5
sa

ys
,

"a
“,

m
e
a
n
i
n
g

si
ng

ul
ar

,
2
5

mi
te

a
n
h
o
u
r
si
gn

sh
al

l
b
e

in
st

al
le

d.
D
o
a
n
d

th
is

is
a
co
un
se
lo
r
p
e
r
h
a
p
s
qu
es
ti
on

fo
r
yo
u.

B
a
s
e
d
o
n
th

e
si
te
m
a
p

if
y
o
u
z
o
o
m

ou
t
th

e
pr

op
er

ty
th

at
is

no
te

d
a
s

pa
rt

of
sc

ho
ol

ac
ti

vi
ty

,
d
o
e
s
bo

rd
er

t
w
o
ro
ad
s.

S
h
o
u
t
d
th

er
e
b
e
m
o
r
e
th
an

a
si

ng
ul

ar
2
5

mi
le

a
n
h
o
u
r
si
gn
?

W
i
l
l
i
a
m

Ca
rr

ol
l,

As
st

.
Cn

ty
.
C
o
u
n
s
e
l

4
4
:
3
3

(u
nc

le
ar

)
I’l

l
ap
po
in
t
M
s
.
L
a
n
g

to
a
n
s
w
e
r
.

I
a
m

no
t
su
re

it
is
a
qu
es
ti
on

fo
r
m
e
.

Ha
il
ey

L
a
n
g
,
D
e
p
u
t
y
Di
re
ct
or

P
l
a
n
n
i
n
g

44
:3

8

T
h
r
o
u
g
h
th

e
ch
ai

r.
W
e

d
o
h
a
v
e
T
o
m

D
e
a
n
y
,

Di
re

ct
or

of
Pu

bl
ic

W
o
r
k
s
he
re

a
n
d
h
e
c
a
n
pr

ob
ab

ly
s
p
e
a
k

to
th
e
qu
an
ti
ty

(u
nc

le
ar

).

C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n

J
e
f
f
F
o
w
l
e

4
4
:
4
6

Tr
an

sc
ri

pt
of
P
C
2—

21
-2
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4
G
E
C
S

Pu
bl
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ar
in
g
—
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S
o

please
c
o
m
e

forward.
A
n
d

the
question

is
speotficalty

in
regards

to
the

safety
of

the
ohiidren

a
n
d
a

parcel
that

is
school

property
bordering

t
w
o
roads.

C
a
n
y
o
u

aliay
the

fears
potential

fears
of

high

traveting
s
p
e
e
d

cars
traveling

at
a
high

rate
of

s
p
e
e
d
?

T
o
m

D
e
a
n
y
,

Director
of

Public
W
o
r
k
s

a?
'

Yes.
T
o
m

D
e
a
n
y
,

Director
of

Public
W
o
r
k
s
,

Siskiyou
County,

m
y

office
a
d
d
r
e
s
s

is
1
3
1
2

Fairlahe
R
o
a
d
.

8
0

the
question

is,
I
u
n
d
e
r
s
t
a
n
d

that
w
e

got
W
.

A.
Barr

a
n
d
w
e
h
a
v
e
R
e
a
m
.

Public
W
o
r
k
s
’
plan

w
o
u
t
d

b
e

to
put

a
2
5

miles
w
h
e
n

the
children

are
present

sign
o
n
R
e
a
m
A
v
e
n
u
e
o
n
both

sides
of

e
g
r
e
s
s
a
n
d

(interrupts)
ingress

egress,
Yes.

T
h
e

in
a
n
d

out
right

there.
B
e
c
a
u
s
e

that's
pretty

m
u
c
h
w
h
a
t

is

standard
b
y
the

M
B
U
T
C
D

M
a
n
u
a
l

of
U
n
i
f
o
r
m

Traffic
Devices.

i
w
o
u
l
d
caution

against
trying

to
put

additional
s
i
g
n
a
g
e
o
n
W
.
A
.

Barr
for

several
reasons.

O
n
e
,

that
is

not
w
h
e
r
e
you're

going
to

b
e

experiencing
the

influx
of

cars
a
n
d

children,
they'll

h
a
v
e

to
m
a
k
e

the
turn

oftc
of
R
e
a
m

first.
Y
o
u

could

probably
get

b
y
with

o
n
e

sign,
but

Iw
o
u
l
d

stiil
r
e
c
o
m
m
e
n
d

two,
a
n
d

that‘s
w
h
a
t

public
w
o
r
k
s

will
put

in.

W
e
'
r
e
altowed

to
d
o

that
outside

of
Ptenning

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
'
s
b
e
c
a
u
s
e
the

you‘re
g
o
n
n
a
h
a
v
e
a
d
r
o
p

in

s
p
e
e
d
w
h
e
n

you're
m
a
k
i
n
g

that
hard

turn
in

there.
W
.
A
.

Barr
is

a
high

traffic
area,

a
n
d

it's
tikely

counterintuitive,
but

w
e

don't
w
a
n
t

to
a
d
d

a
b
u
n
c
h

of
signs

or
flashing

b
e
a
c
o
n
s
there

b
e
c
a
u
s
e

it

distracts
the

drivers.
S
t
u
d
y

after
study

in
both

California
a
n
d

nationwide
h
a
v
e
s
h
o
w
n

that
the

tower

n
u
m
b
e
r

of
signs

y
o
u
h
a
v
e
o
n

a
road,

the
m
o
r
e

attentive
that

the
drivers

are.
S
o

it]
put

a
sign

u
p
there

every
3
0

feet
saying,

hey,
there‘s

kids,
no,

really
there's

kids
look,

there's
a
flashing

Eight,
there's

kids,

people
are

g
o
n
n
a
b
e

looking
at

the
sign.

A
n
d

it‘s,
it's

not
w
h
a
t
w
e
w
a
n
t

to
do.

 

m
"
4
r

Blair
Hart,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

zéot:
c;

W
h
e
r
e

are
y
o
u
going

to
put

the
sign

right
at

the
intersection?

 

T
o
m

D
e
a
n
y
,

Director
of

Public
W
o
r
k
s

No,
lwill

d
o

the,
the

signs
will

b
e
o
n
R
e
a
m

only.
A
n
d

it'll
b
e

after
that

turn,
l'll

h
a
v
e

to
g
o
out

a
n
d

m
e
a
s
u
r
e

to
m
a
k
e

sure
I
h
a
v
e
the

proper
distance

for
the

signage.
But

tthink
m
o
r
e

signs
a
r
o
u
n
d
the

intersection
of
W
A

B
a
r
r
a
n
d
R
e
a
m

a
r
e
n
o
t
t
h
e
a
n
s
w
e
r

to
o
u
r
p
r
o
b
l
e
m
,

I
think

will
will

c
a
u
s
e
m
o
r
e

inattentive
driving

right
there.

      

Blair
Hart,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

44

S
o

you‘re
g
o
n
n
a
h
a
v
e
o
n
e
2
5

mile
a
n
h
o
u
r
sign?

H
o
w

far
u
p

north
from

the
entrance

to
the

school,
or

to

the
c
h
u
r
c
h
?

T
o
m

D
e
a
n
y
,
D
i
r
e
c
t
o
r
o
f
P
u
b
l
i
c
W
o
r
k
s

4
?
:
3
4

I
w
o
u
l
d

like
to

get
at

right
at

3
0
0

feet,
but

I
don't

k
n
o
w

the
distance.

8
0

l'm
g
o
n
n
a
h
a
v
e

to
g
o
m
e
a
s
u
r
e

it.Blair
Hart,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

S
o
h
o
w

far
s
o
u
t
h
?

 

C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n

J
e
f
f
F
o
w
l
e

1
7
x
1

2

3
0
0

feet
f
r
o
m
b
o
t
h
s
i
d
e
s
?
Y
e
s
.
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B
l
a
l
r
Ha
rt
,
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

4
?
:
4
5

A
n
d

th
er
e‘
s
n
o

th
er
e’
s
n
o
d
r
i
v
e
w
a
y
ou

t
of

th
i
si
te

o
n
th

e
R
e
a
m
?

T
o
m

D
e
a
n
y
,

Di
re
ct
or

of
P
u
b
l
i
c
W
o
r
k
s

4
?
:
5
3

N
o
t
o
n
th

e
pl

an
s
th
at

l
s
a
w
.
N
o
w
,

if
th

er
e
w
e
r
e

to
b
e
on
e,

th
en

w
e
w
o
u
l
d
a
d
a
p
t
a
n
d
a
d
d
si

gn
s
th
er
e
a
s

we
ll
.

C
h
a
i
r
m
a
n

Je
ff

F
o
w
l
e

«3
8:

0t

Al
l

ri
gh

t,
t
h
a
n
k
yo

u‘
Y
o
u
'
v
e
a
d
d
r
e
s
s
e
d
th
at

qu
es
ti
on
.

Bl
ai
r
Ha
rt
,
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

51
80
5.
:

T
h
a
n
k
y
o
u

Ha
il
ey

L
a
n
g
,
D
e
p
u
t
y
Di
re
ct
or

P
l
a
n
n
i
n
g

48
:0

8

T
h
r
o
u
g
h
th
e
ch

ai
r?

8
0

st
af

f
c
a
n
m
a
k
e

a
lo
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C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

5:}

I'm
g
o
n
n
a
g
o
b
a
c
k
2
0
years

a
g
o
there

w
e
r
e
s
o
m
e

projects
in

S
o
u
t
h
C
o
u
n
t
y
that

Supervisor
Erickson

w
a
n
t
e
d

notification
out

to
a
mile

a
d
o
p
t
e
d
specificaily

with
rock

quarries,
construction,

c
e
m
e
n
t

plants,
aii

of
those

people
within

a
mile

radius
w
e
r
e

notified.
T
h
a
t
doesn't

apply?

Haiiey
L
a
n
g
,
D
e
p
u
t
y
Director

P
l
a
n
n
i
n
g

5:3”: :“ifZ

Right.

D
u
s
t
y
Veale,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

5";
=1:

Just
3
0
0

feet
of

the
properties

next
to

the
project

side,
or

3
0
0

feet
out,

y
o
u
could

h
a
v
e

multipie
peopie.

Hailey
L
a
n
g
,
D
e
p
u
t
y
Director

P
l
a
n
n
i
n
g

It
is

next
to

the
project

site.
G
r
e
a
t

D
u
s
t
y
Veale,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

3
a :25;

8
0
y
o
u
couid

h
a
v
e

a
property

right
here.

A
n
d

he's
only

got
a
b
o
u
t
1
0
0

feet
b
e
y
o
n
d

that
__(unciear)__

neighbor
within

the
3
0
0

foot.
H
e

isn‘t
notified,

correct?

Hailey
Lang,

Deputy
Director

Planning
i3: x4

Y
e
a
h
.

D
u
s
t
y
Veale,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

:31
:02

A
n
d
w
h
e
n
y
o
u
put

that
public

notice
out,

what's
that

requirement?
I
k
n
o
w

you're,
you‘re

required
to

post
it
here.

Hailey
L
a
n
g
,
D
e
p
u
t
y
Director

P
l
a
n
n
i
n
g

2

W
e

post
it
here,

w
e

post
in

our
office

w
e

p
o
s
t
e
d

it
o
n
our

w
e
b
s
i
t
e
.
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p
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:22
m x

{2?

Hailey
L
a
n
g
,
D
e
p
u
t
y
Director

P
l
a
n
n
i
n
g

n
e
w
s
p
a
p
e
r
.

Y“

D
u
s
t
y
Veale,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

43":
:56

Is
there

a
n
y

specific
requirement

that
y
o
u
h
a
v
e

to
post

in
every

municipality
within

the
c
o
u
n
t
y
?

 

Hailey
L
a
n
g
,
D
e
p
u
t
y
Director

P
l
a
n
n
i
n
g

No.

D
u
s
t
y
Veale,

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
e
r

:5

That's
just

process.
Ijust

(interrupted)
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u
t
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P
l
a
n
n
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n
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Ri
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&
Environmental
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l
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u
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t
e
l
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O
—
A
;
M
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S
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a
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t
a
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A
9
6
0
6
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E-Mail:
dlaforest@gmail.com

 

I
N
T
R
O
D
U
C
T
I
O
N

Dale
L
a
Forest

&
Associates

provides
commercial

and
residential

design
services,

acoustical
consuiting,

environmental
review.

project
planning

pennitting
for

government
approvals

and
multidisciplinary

environmental
studies

for
government

and
private

industry
and

citizens
groups.

H
I
G
H
L
I
G
H
T
S
 

Dale
L
a
Forest

has
over

43
years

experience
in

California
environmental

and
land

use
planning.

H
e
has

assisted
numerous

Citizens
groups,

developers
and

interested
parties

in
reviewing

p
r
o
p
o
s
e
d
proj

acts
for

c
o
m
p
l
i
a
n
c
e
with

planning
a
n
d
e
n
v
i
r
o
n
m
e
n
t
a
l
regulations

in
their

communities.

D
u
r
i
n
g
the

last
2
9

years,
h
e
has

also
prepared

expert
acoustical

studies
for

various
development

projects
and

reviewed
and

c
o
m
m
e
n
t
e
d
u
p
o
n
dozens

of
noise

studies
prepared

b
y

others.

Dale
L
a

Forest‘s
design,

planning
and

environmental
review

experience
is

supported
by

a
group

of
consulting

planning,
architectural

/
landscape

architectural.
and

engineering
professionals

selected
for

their
professional

yet
pragmatic

approaches
to

their
specialties.

T
e
a
m
s

are
organized

o
n

a
project-by—project

basis
to

address
project-specific

issues.
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X
P
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R
I
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N
C
E

1
9
7
5
-
2
0
2
4

D
E
S
I
G
N
E
R

8:
P
L
A
N
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