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Table A-1 
COMMENTS RECEIVED ON THE 2012 DRAFT AND 2013 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

 
Letter Name Date of Comment Summary of Comment 
Agency Comments 

A California Department of 
Forestry and Protection 10/02/2012 The project requires a Timberland Conversion and Timber Harvest Plan per CCR Section 

1103 and PRC 4581. 

B California Department of 
Transportation District 3 10/25/2012 

Hydraulic Modeling and a Drainage Report would be required if the project will 
discharge toward the Truckee River.  
A transportation permit is required for oversized or excessive load vehicles on State 
roadways. 
An encroachment permit is required for work or traffic controls encroaching in to State 
right-of-way. 
Request for notifications of further action on the project. 

C California Department of Water 
Resources 10/22/2012 The project needs to be reviewed against the Truckee River Operating Agreement for 

applicability to the project for use of the on-site water source. 
D California State Clearinghouse 2/17/2012 Standard letter notifying distribution of the Notice of Preparation. 

Private Property Owner Comments 

E Brunson, Duane 11/06/2012 
Request for clarification of numbers of truck trips through Hirschdale Community, 
planned use of the Hirschdale Road bridges by the quarry, and County plans to replace 
or remove the bridges.  

F Taylor Wiley (on behalf of the 
project applicant) 11/06/2012 Various editorial comments. 

G Hirschdale Community 10/29/2012 

Identified need to evaluate impacts of the required timber harvest plan. 
Request for clarification of the water usage and needs. 
Traffic and circulation due to additional truck trips, and the effects on emergency 
services, safety, and schools. 
Identified the need for signs to route truck traffic away from the Hirschdale 
Community. 
Concerns regarding noise impacts from blasting and request to clarify hours of 
operation. 
Request to limit nighttime operations to only in event of an emergency. 
Request for clarification regarding permitting of water source for quarry use. 
Concern regarding project’s impact on local mule deer. 
Air quality impacts from dust during mining operations and truck idling. 
Cumulative impacts in regard to anticipated truck volumes traveling through Hirschdale 
Community and impacts on the surrounding areas. 
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Table A-1 
COMMENTS RECEIVED ON THE 2012 DRAFT AND 2013 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

 
Letter Name Date of Comment Summary of Comment 

H Hirschdale Community 02/21/2013 

Comments on the responses to comments.  
Concerns regarding truck route and conditions to ensure traffic will not route through 
the community, hours of operation, lighting, and requests for several mitigation 
measures to be incorporated as conditions of approval in the permit. 

I 

Law offices of Donald B. 
Mooney (on behalf of the 
Buckhorn Ridge Homeowners 
Association) 

02/21/2013 

Project description is inadequate to evaluate impacts.  
Project description fails to quantify water needed, identify the source of water for 
expanded operations and needs to address riparian rights, and demonstrate 
appropriate water right to store water on the site.  
Clarify qualifications of who is conducting slope inspections in mitigation measure. 
Various concerns regarding traffic impacts, impacts to roads, and safety hazards. 
Analyze a reasonable range of alternatives.  

J 
Law offices of Donald B. 
Mooney (on behalf of Joe 
McGinity) 

02/21/2013 Joe McGinity joins the comments and objections submitted by the Buckhorn Ridge 
Homeowners Association. 

K 

Law offices of Donald B. 
Mooney (on behalf of the 
Buckhorn Ridge Homeowners 
Association) 

03/08/2013 Concerns regarding adequacy of traffic and noise analyses.  

L Union Pacific Railroad Company 01/03/2013 Request the County to contact the California Public Utilities Commission in regard to 
the at grade crossing at Stampede Meadows Road (DOT #753188J). 

Comments Received During Public Hearing 

PH Andresen, Larry (received 
during public hearing) 10/11/2012 Request for clarification of number of trucks per day and how much time between truck 

trips. 

PH Cole, Jamie (received during 
public hearing) 10/11/012 Concerns regarding traffic, air quality from dust, and impacts to mule deer habitat. 
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Timberland Harvest Plan 
would be a required as a discretionary action of the proposed 
project.

Letter A - California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection 
Responses to Comments

BOCA QUARRY EXPANSION PROJECT 
RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR: OCTOBER 2018



COMMENTS RESPONSES

-1
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As discussed in Section 4.2 of
the EIR the proposed 

this
condition were subsequently changed, however, the applicant would 
comply with 

Caltrans Transportation Permit 

Letter B - California Department of Transportation 
Responses to Comments
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cont.

within State right-of-way

Letter B - California Department of Transportation 
Responses to Comments
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-1

-1

to enable the economic use of the spring’s surface 
waters. This was approved by a conditional use permit issued by 
Nevada County in 1998. The Applicant’s lease allows for use of 
these surface waters for the quarry operations.

S

Letter C - California Department of Water Resources 
Responses to Comments
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Letter D - California State Clearinghouse 
Responses to Comments
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Letter D - California State Clearinghouse 
Responses to Comments
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Letter D - California State Clearinghouse 
Responses to Comments
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-2
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The purpose of this discussion is to 
provide project background for the proposed project

this discussion.

Letter E - D. Brunson 
Responses to Comments

BOCA QUARRY EXPANSION PROJECT 
RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR: OCTOBER 2018



COMMENTS RESPONSES
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-2

3

-4

-1

The text has been revised.  Please refer to the Executive Summary in 
this EIR.  Also, please refer to response to comment 

-17.

Please refer to response to comment -17.

-2

-3

-4

Letter F - Taylor & Wiley on behalf of project applicant 
Responses to Comments
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-8

-9

-10

-11

efer to Section 1.0,
.

efer to 
3

-5

-6

-7

-8

-9

-10

-11

Letter F - Taylor & Wiley on behalf of project applicant 
Responses to Comments
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-12

-13

-14

-15

-16

-17

computer-generated viewshed map based on raw topography and 
does not necessarily mean there is a view. Structures, vegetation 
and intervening topographic features may block actual views. This
is discussed in the Draft EIR text in Section 4.4

The text has been revised as suggested

Please refer to Section 4.6, Noise of this EIR

The goals of CEQA are for the County (as a lead agency) to identify 

allows the Project Applicant to change the 
project-related truck activities caused by the roject and mitigate
the adverse effects. 

air quality versus regional effects.   

The focus of the environmental analysis for the Reduced Annual 
Production Alternative was on local direct impacts, 

analysis, this alternative would result in reduced impacts for 
these issues in the immediate vicinity of the project site due to 
reduced production levels. It is understood that regional impacts 
could be increased under 

-12

-13

-14

-15

-16

-17

Letter F - Taylor & Wiley on behalf of project applicant 
Responses to Comments
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-17
cont.

-18

for aggregate being met by quarries outside or the region and the  
associated longer haul routes .  The 

was assumed maximum daily production 
would be reduced under this alternative to approximately 2,500 tons 
per day, or approximately 140 daily truck trips; therefore, daily 
emissions are also reduced. Please refer to Section 6.0, 
Project Alternatives

Refer to Response to Comment -17.

-17
cont.

-18

Letter F - Taylor & Wiley on behalf of project applicant 
Responses to Comments
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October 29, 2012 

Nevada County Community Development Agency 
950 Maidu Avenue, Suite 170 
Nevada City, CA 92054 

Attention: Tod Herman, Senior Planner 

RE:  NOTICE OF PUBLIC 45-DAY REVIEW PERIOD  
 HIRSCHDALE COMMUNITY COMMENTS TO DRAFT EIR 

         BOCA QUARRY USE PERMIT U11-008 AND RECLAMATION PLAN 
         RP11-001

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY –DEIR
This EIR is an informational document intended for use both by decision-makers and the public. 
It contains relevant information to be used to evaluate the potential environmental effects of the 
proposed action and project alternatives. Detailed descriptions of the proposed project and 
project alternatives are contained in Section 3.0, Project Description and Section 6.0, Project 
Alternatives, respectively. 

On February 10, 2011, the Planning Commission approved the proposed project and MND; 
however, those approvals were appealed on February 22, 2011, based on concerns regarding 
aesthetics, air quality, greenhouse gases, water supply, and transportation and circulation. The 
applicant withdrew the 2010 application and resubmitted a revised application which is similar to 
the 2010 application, although minor clarifications have been made to reflect some of the 
concerns of the appeal. The current application constitutes the proposed project analyzed in this 
EIR.

Comment: All of our issues in regard to Aesthetics, Air Quality, Biological Resources, 
Geology/Soils, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Hydrology and Water Quality, Noise, Traffic 
Circulation and Fire Protection/Schools have been presented with our response to the NOP.
The comments presented in this document are in response to the adequacy of the DRAFT EIR 
and the Appendixes.

The quarry has been idle since the 2008 operating year based on reduced aggregate demand due 
to the downturn in the economy. 

Comment: As stated above, since the Quarry has been in idle status the Hirschdale 
Community, the Town of Truckee as a whole and adjacent unincorporated areas of the 
County of Nevada, have not been subjected to the mining operations potential impacts.  The 
proposed mining permit daily truck trips are significantly increased from that of the current 
operational permit.  Is there a plan established to review the approved mining operations once 
the proposed 30 year permit is approved.  Concerns regarding cumulative environmental 
impacts could be addressed once the mining operations are at a normal level of operation with 
periodic reviews of these impacts.  This would be a means of monitoring this permit of  
30 years to insure these cumulative impacts have been properly addressed throughout the 
lifetime of this permit 

Comment noted.

The baseline of the environmental analysis was determined using the 
permitted condition of the site, even though the mine is currently in an 
idle status under the terms of the Surface Mining and Reclamation 
Act

designed to 
mitigate potentially adverse impacts to the environment, 
including cumulative impacts.  In addition to the EIR itself, the 
purpose of the Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program 
(MMRP) is to describe the procedures the applicant will use to 
implement the mitigation measures adopted in connection with 
approval of the project, as well 
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Existing and Allowed Uses
The Applicant currently mines, processes, and transports crushed rock from the Boca Quarry to 
off-site markets. The site exists as an excavated slope and quarry floor, surrounded by relatively 
steep topography. Project site elevations range from approximately 5,700 feet above mean sea 
level (amsl) at the southern edge of the site to approximately 6,200 amsl at the northern site 
boundary. In addition to the current mining operation, other permitted activities in the vicinity 
include a spring water collection facility, a cellular antenna site, and timber production. 

Comment: This states existing permitted uses in the vicinity to be:  spring water  
collection facility, a cellular antenna site, and a timber production.  The timber production 
permit has not been specifically addressed as to the usage and operation.

TRAFFIC AND CIRCULATION

3.2 MINING EQUIPMENT 
Short-term reclamation tasks may require importation of specialized equipment from time to 
time. 

Comment:  This requirement should specify the use of Hinton Road via Stampede Meadows 
Road for access to the quarry site. 

Processing Operations-Off-Site Traffic
Maximum daily production (in terms of sales) is limited by the rate at which trucks can be 
loaded, weighed, and charged. The estimated maximum number of trips that can be processed 
per day is 560; or 15,120 trucks per month. In addition, the project would generate up to 15 
round trips per day for employees and one for a maintenance truck for a total of 576 vehicle 
round trips (maximum) per day, equating to 15,552 per month (maximum) for all uses. 

Comment:  This sounds as though daily production is based on a weight limit of sales rather 
than truck trip limitation per day and the amount of truck trips per day could be increased on 
this basis. Maximum production is based on “terms of sales” by the weight loaded.  If trucks 
were not loaded at the maximum load per truck, the truck trips could increase to meet the 
maximum daily sales production by weight rather than the actual truck trip limitation. 

Paved County roads also provide access to the project site via Hirschdale Road; however, 
this access will not be used for mine operations or for trucking access. 

Comment: This is clearly understood by the Hirschdale community that Hirschdale Road will 
not be used for mine operations or for trucking access to or from the Quarry. 

3.3.4 Project Reserves, Production and Operating Life
Total reserves for the quarry are estimated at over 17 million tons (about 13 million cubic yards, 
depending on the density of the material). The annual volume to be mined would likely average 
between 300,000 to 500,000 tons per year, but could reach a maximum of one million tons per 
year in very active construction years. The high grade construction aggregate produced at the 
quarry would likely be in demand during active building years. 

-6

-7

-3

- f this
EIR.

-5 The estimated maximum number of truck loads that can be processed per
day is 560, regardless of the weight and maximum load per truck.

-6
Hirschdale Road will not be used for mine 

operations or trucking access.

-
to be mined each year.  

The actual annual production would vary widely depending on 
demand and could, in fact, be below 250,000 tons per year. 

historical maximum level of production that occurred at the 
Boca Quarry.
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Comment:  It is stated above the likely average would be between 300,000 and 500,000 tons a 
year.  With this in mind, why would the impact studies not have included impacts at this level 
for alternatives rather than only the “No project” alternative or the “Reduced Annual 
Production Alternative” level at 250,000 tons per day.  This would have been a median 
comparison. Teichert states they cannot meet the levels of demand at 250,000 tons.  It is not 
understood why the comparisons of alternatives are extremes of “No project” to “Reduced 
Annual Production Alternative” at 250,000 tons, if this does not meet Teichert’s level of 
estimated demand.

Alternative 2: Reduced Annual Production Alternative

Comment: A median alternative presented would seem reasonable.  The alternatives 
presented are “No project alternative” and a “Reduced Annual Production Alternative” A 
median alternative would give other options available for consideration.  If this permit is 
approved, it is based on one of the two of these options there is no median presentation for 
approval.  The studies are specific to the maximum figures and nothing in between.  Obviously 
if the volumes were lessened so would many of the issues of environmental impacts overall. 
Studies at the level predicted, would give a clearer picture of actual environmental impacts.

Roadway Integrity 
The nature of the project would result in the continued use of various local and county 
maintained roads by large loaded truck hauling aggregate from the site, and occasionally loaded 
trucks coming onto the site (transporting backfill material). This particular type of use results in 
excessive wear and tear on the road system which could result in a potentially significant impact 
to the local roadways. Nevada County historically offsets this potential impact to local roadways 
by the use of a tonnage fee applied to loaded trucks leaving the site. The monies collected 
annually from the tonnage fees are then applied to capital improvements to the local roads within 
the project area. 

Comment: The fees received from the sale of aggregate should not be applied toward 
maintenance of the roads used by Teichert for their mining operations.  The county roads that 
will receive large volumes of truck traffic from this mining operation should be the sole 
responsibility of Teichert, as they will obviously be putting wear and tear on these roads in 
volumes that would exceed normal everyday traffic use. Basically the fees received should go 
toward use for capital improvements on other local roads rather than within the project area.

Traffic 1 
The project applicant shall continue to be subject to the Nevada County Per-Ton 
Fee collected for the loaded trucks entering and leaving the project site.

Comment:  What is the tax rate being collected for each ton of aggregate. 

Traffic – 3
The project applicant shall install signage along Stampede Meadows Road alerting 
drivers to the truck-crossing at the intersection of Stampede Meadows Road and 
West Hinton Road. 

-8

-9

-10

-11

-7
cont.

8 were not evaluated
in the Draft EIR as actual annual production would vary widely 
depending on demand.  As a result, an analysis of a median alternative
is not necessary.

-9

-10
$0.05 and $0.1  per ton.  To clarify, 

this does not refer to a “tax” but an “impact fee,” which 
ggregate sales are subject to the 

local sales tax rate (currently 7.38%), part of which goes to the 
County for road maintenance.
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Comment:  Signage should also be placed at the I-80 east and west access points to and from 
Hirschdale Road exits depicting the route to the Quarry to deter truck traffic from entering the 
Hirschdale community via Hirschdale Road.

BOCA QUARRY AMENDED RECLAMATION PLAN- APPENDIX B
1.1 SITE LOCATION AND SIZE
Paved County roads also currently provide access to the Project Site via Hirschdale Road; 
however, this latter access will not be used for mine operations or for commercial trucking 
access, though some light vehicles or emergency vehicles (fire department, rescue, or medical 
emergency vehicles) may access the site from Hirschdale Road. After the new County road is 
completed, the Hirschdale Road access will be closed to all vehicles

Comment: Emergency use should be more clearly defined in this Draft EIR to state:
Emergency use of Hirschdale Road shall be limited to access determined by State, County, 
local public, and/or Office of Emergency Service agencies only.

9.7 PUBLIC SERVICES
Implementation of the proposed project would not place a significant increased demand upon 
public services in the project area and no significant impacts are anticipated with respect to fire 
protection, police protection, schools and other government facilities. 

Comment: Permitting 60 trucks an hour to travel on our roadways would definitely impact 
safety to our surrounding areas for fire protection, police and schools.  Large hauling trucks 
on each side of the roadway importing and exporting at the volumes proposed, could impact 
fire protection and emergency response.  School buses serving the surrounding residential 
areas sharing the county roads and I-80 during the same hours of operation, 6:00 am to 6:00 
pm., could also be impacted with the proposed volumes of traffic. Both east and west 
entrances to our community will be used for truck hauling off I-80.  With the potential need of 
a school bus in the Hirschdale community and surrounding subdivisions, transports to High 
School, Middle School and Elementary school could be impacted, along with fire protection 
and police protection. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

SECTION 3- I Proposed Mining Operation
Blasting will be conducted by a licensed explosives contractor, who will bring all materials on 
site at the time of each blast (no storage of blasting materials on site). An emulsion of 
ammonium nitrate and fuel oil (ANFO) will be mixed in the drill holes. These components are 
only explosive once combined and mixed; thus, in-hole mixing minimizes on-site hazards. Blasts 
will be detonated with a delay system to limit the quantity of explosive detonated in each delay 
period and to provide control over the detonation. The Applicant anticipates blasting no more 
than twice a week. The Nevada County Sheriff's Department will be given 24-hour notice prior 
to each blast. Explosives will be used according to the technical specifications of the 
manufacturer. Records will be kept, as specified by the federal Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and 
Firearms (ATF). 

-11
cont.

-14

-11

-12

-13

operate at LOS B or better under existing-
plus-project and cumulative-plus-project conditions.

-14
the daytime hours of 9 

a.m. and 4 p.m. 

at the I
entering the

Hirschdale ommunity via Hirschdale Road.
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Comment:  It is stated above the Applicant anticipates blasting no more than twice a week.
Will there be limitations stipulated stating hours a day for this blasting activity along with how 
many days a week.  Mine operation hours are from 6:00 am to 6:00 pm.  Blasting would not 
seem feasible at 6:00 am considering the surrounding recreational areas and neighboring 
communities.

Blasting Noise
Blasting noise levels are predicted to be 60 dB Lmax or less at the nearest residences. These 
noise levels would be compliant with the daytime and evening noise level standards, but 
could exceed the nighttime noise level standards. Because blasting activities are proposed 
during daytime hours only, blasting noise impacts would be less than significant. 

Comment:  It is stated that blasting at night time could exceed the noise levels standards and 
that blasting activities are proposed during daytime hours only.   Clarification of daytime 
hours allowed for this blasting activity should be specified. 

HOURS OF OPERATION-Weekday Trips- 6.am – 6.pm
As shown in Table 4.5-1, a total of up to 1,432 one-way trips (716 inbound and 716 outbound) 
are expected on a peak weekday. In order to estimate the number of trips generated by the quarry 
during the peak hours, it is necessary to develop an estimate of the hourly trip generation 
throughout the day. On weekdays, the quarry is normally open from 6:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. Table 
4.5-1, Hourly Trip Generation – Weekday, presents the number of one-way vehicle trips 
associated with each project component over the course of each hour. As shown, trucks arrive on 
site during the hour before the quarry opens. From then on, one aggregate exporting truck per 
minute can be filled, processed, and exit the site, for a maximum of 60 trucks per hour exiting 
the site. This high rate of production is expected to last until early afternoon and then drop off to 
only 20 trucks per hour. The backfill trucks are assumed to enter the site, dump their contents, 
and exit at the rate of one truck every four minutes (or 15 trucks per hour) in the peak times and 
drop down to five trucks an hour in the early afternoon. Employees are assumed to arrive on site 
in the hour before the plant opens and to depart in the hour after the site closes, with two 
employees making one round-trip offsite in the middle of the day. The maintenance truck is 
assumed to enter and exit after the site is closed for the day. As indicated in Table 4.5-1, 
approximately 150 one-way trips 

Comment:  The reference to trucks and employees arriving on site an hour before the quarry 
opens implies hours of operation to begin at 5:00 am.  One truck per minute will be filled and 
exit the facility meaning a truck every minute. (60 trucks per hour) 15 backfill trucks will also 
enter the site for dumping, along with employee vehicles. This is a total of 150 one way trips.
It does not seem reasonable for any road to facilitate this potential and proposed volume of 
truck traffic.  The impacts on the road systems will not be determined until this type of traffic 
is actually in operational status. With the mine in idle status we have not experienced this 
truck traffic and the impacts on these road systems. We did, however, experience large 
volumes of heavy mining truck traffic on Hirschdale Road for in 2007.  If traffic is backed up 
for any reason, trucks at this volume could cause a grid lock in the traffic corridors. It would 
seem lessening truck traffic and volumes of material amounts per day and year would be 
beneficial to lessening many environmental impacts.  Exposure of diesel particulates posed by 

-14
cont.

-15 As stated in response D-14, blasting will occur between the daytime
hours of 9 a.m. and 4 p.m.

-16
.  The Draft EIR concludes that in all scenarios, the

resulting Level of Service (LOS) standards will remain at or above the
County’s minimum standard, which is Level of Service (LOS) C or 
better.

Additionally, potential impacts caused by diesel particulates are described 
in Section 4.7, Air Quality.  All monitoring of proposed mitigation 
is outlined in the MMRP.  Under state of California law, operators of 
both in-state and out-of-state registered trucks are required to 
manually shut 

within California.  In addition, the state of California 
also requires new diesel engine trucks built in 2008 and newer model 
year to be equipped with a non-programmable engine shutdown 
system that automatically 
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increased heavy truck traffic transporting, and potential of periods spent in idling can cause 
significant negative impacts to the surrounding communities The concern of  preventing 
trucks from being in idle with these volumes along with how this will be monitored is of 
concern.

Saturday Trips
The quarry is also permitted to operate on Saturdays from 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. Table 4.5-2, 
Hourly Trip Generation – Saturday, shows the hourly trips over the course of a peak Saturday.  A 
total of up to 1,282 daily one-way trips are expected on a peak Saturday, with 150 trips (75 
inbound and 75 outbound) occurring during the peak hour. The 2:00 p.m. hour is identified as the 
PM peak hour, considering that it is the highest hour of quarry traffic that overlaps with the 
highest hour of the traffic count data. 

Comment: These volumes are extremely high considering the roads used are also shared with 
recreational users on Saturdays (Stampede/Boca).   150 trucks as stipulated in DRAFT EIR 
per hour on a Saturday do not seem feasible.  Hours of operation should also be considered. 

From time to time, customer demand and/or operational considerations dictate periods of 
extended hours which can involve two shifts and result in operating hours starting at 5 a.m. and 
ending as late as 9 p.m. 

Comment: Changes to hours of operation should only be allowed in the event of an 
emergency declared by governing authority. Stockpiles could be deposited on Cal Trans' 
storage areas if necessary for a project by acquiring whatever permit necessary.  The hours of 
operation should not change because of demand for material.  It is unfair to any community to 
assume the demand of material would depict the hours of operation.  Hours of operation 
should be reasonable hours of operation and not intrude on established use of all areas within 
the affected vicinity.  Planning ahead for the need of material and necessity by placing 
stockpiles within the job vicinity or Cal Trans' storage areas for material would eliminate the 
need for extended hours of operation.  Hours of operation should be reasonable hours of 
operation with exceptions of emergency use declared by an emergency agency. 

3.5 OPERATING SCHEDULE AND WORK FORCE 
Certain public agency projects (such as Caltrans road improvement projects) may operate during 
nighttime hours to prevent traffic congestion associated with lane closures and heavy vehicle 
operations, in addition to emergency road repairs made necessary by natural disasters (e.g., 
flooding) or other unforeseen events. These road improvement or repair projects accordingly 
require materials to be supplied at night. The only operation allowed after 9:00 p.m. and before 
6:00 a.m. is material loadout. Loadout could occur 24 hours per day and up to seven days per 
week for limited periods in order to service these projects. The duration of these expanded hours 
of operation would depend on the duration of the projects being supplied.

Comment:   If materials are needed for Caltrans improvement projects, stockpile areas should 
be available in the vicinity of the project where stock can be unloaded and set aside for 
necessity during regular business hours. Unless declared by the State of Emergency agencies, 
24- hour operations are not reasonable for the sake of demand for projects.

-18

-19

-16
cont.

-17 Please refer to response to comment -16.

-18 operation
allowed after 9 p.m. and before 6 a.m. is material loadout. Loadout
could occur 24 hours per day and up to seven days per week for
limited periods in order to service projects such as Caltrans road 
improvement projects, which may operate during nighttime hours.

-19  Please refer to responses -6 and -18.



COMMENTS RESPONSES

BOCA QUARRY EXPANSION PROJECT
FINAL EIR: 

Responses to Comments

7 | P a g e

 Again, this statement does not exclude usage of Hirschdale Road for reason of road 
improvements.   This should state West Hinton Road to Stampede Meadows Road unless 
necessity is that of an emergency declared by Emergency agencies No use of Hirschdale Road 
should be necessary with improvements to Stampede Meadows Road/Hinton Road access 
improvements by the County. 

Operating Schedule and Work Force (Air Quality Appendix J
Comprehensive operations at the Project site would employ between 6 and 15 people at a time. 
On average, activities on the Project site would occur on a single-shift basis for about 180 days 
per year. Typical operating hours would be Monday – Friday: 6:00 a.m. – 6:00 p.m., and 
Saturday: 7:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m.  Occasionally, operating hours could begin as early as 5 a.m. and 
as late as 9 p.m. to accommodate customer demand and/or operational considerations. There is 
also the potential for the Project to operate 24 hours per day for limited durations to service 
nighttime road improvement projects. In the event that 24-hour operations were to occur, only 
the loading and export of stockpiled materials would be allowed between the hours of 9:00 p.m. 
and 6:00 a.m. 

Comment:     Changes of hours of operation should only be allowed in the event of an 
emergency declared by governing authority. The use of Hirschdale Road for emergency use 
should not be included for that of highway construction at night and the need for supplies by 
Caltrans for the purpose of constructing roads, highways during night time hours.  Road 
improvements along with customer demand  and emergency road repairs are different 
necessities.  Stockpiling material should be planned ahead and a service area for storage 
should be designated. It is again, not clearly stated as to what road access will be used for the 
stated emergency usage for unforeseen events and the 24 hours per day and up to seven days 
per week usage.  The limited durations in order to service these projects should not include 
emergency use of Hirschdale Road.  Stampede Meadows Road/Hinton access should be 
specified for usage.

3.3.5 Operating Schedule and Workforce
7 a.m. and 4 p.m. on Saturday

Comment: The hours of operation are not consistent throughout the Draft EIR. 
It is written as 7 a.m. – 4 p.m. and 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.  Occasionally, operating hours could 
begin as early as 5 a.m. and as late as 9 p.m. to accommodate customer demand and/or 
operational considerations. In the event that 24-hour operations were to occur, only the 
loading and export of stockpiled materials would be allowed between the hours of 9:00 p.m. 
and 6:00 a.m. 

NOISE ASESSEMENT

The total operational noise generated by the proposed project would exceed the County’s 40 dB 
Leq nighttime noise standard during occasional nighttime quarry activities at receivers 1, 2, and 
4. However, this prediction does not consider additional shielding provided by vegetation and
intervening topography and at this time additional site-specific studies cannot be performed
because the operational status of the quarry is currently idle. Given the additional shielding by

-20

-21

-22

-19
cont.

-20

-21

-22
EIR which describes the exterior noise limits 

in the Nevada County Noise Element for the proposed land 
use and surrounding land uses. 
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intervening topography and vegetation, it is unlikely that nighttime operations would exceed 40 
dB Leq at any of the nearest receptors. Nonetheless, until site-specific noise monitoring can be 
conducted during nighttime conditions to demonstrate compliance with the nighttime standard, 
this impact has to be considered potentially significant. 

Mitigation Measure proposed 
Noise-1. Until operational noise monitoring demonstrates that nighttime quarry operation would 
comply with the County’s 40 dB Leq nighttime noise standard at all of the nearby residential 
receivers, quarry operation should be limited to the hours of 7 a.m. to 10 p.m. Adherence to this 
mitigation measure will reduce the project’s operational noise impacts to less than significant. 
Noise-2. Once the quarry operations resume, additional noise monitoring may be performed at 
the nearby residential receivers at the operator’s expense. If this monitoring can confirm, to the 
Planning Department’s satisfaction, that between the hours of 9 p.m. and 10 p.m. the intervening 
topography and vegetation effectively reduces the operational noise limits to at or below the 
nighttime 40 dB Leq standard, then this Mitigation Measure shall replace the Noise-1 Mitigation 
Measure. If applicable, any operations that extend between 10 p.m. and 7 a.m. shall be limited to 
truck loading and unloading only. Adherence to this mitigation measure will reduce the project’s 
nighttime noise impacts to less than significant. 

Comment:   Night time hours of operation should only be allowed in the event of an 
emergency.  Allowing night time hours without the proper assessment is not feasible 
considering all the surrounding areas.  The Boca Reservoir campgrounds have not been 
mentioned at all as receiving impacts from the noise factor.  Night time operations should not 
be allowed unless in the event of an emergency especially when proper night time assessments 
have not been determined during active mining operation.  This would mean the peak truck 
number being filled of one every minute. 

4.6.4 Level of Significance Before Mitigation
Crushing and Screening Equipment Noise 
Per the noise levels shown in Table 4.6-3, noise generated by the processing equipment 
would be below the Nevada County noise level standards shown in Table 4.6-2 during the 
daytime and evening hours. Nighttime noise levels at receivers 1 and 2 would exceed the 
County’s 40 dB Leq standard during the occasional nighttime activities associated with 
truck loadout operations. Given the additional shielding by intervening topography and 
vegetation, it is unlikely that nighttime operations would exceed 40 dB Leq at any of the 
nearest receptors. Nonetheless, until site-specific noise monitoring is conducted during 
nighttime conditions to demonstrate compliance with the nighttime standard, this impact 
would be considered potentially significant. 

Hydrology
A spring and associated spring catchment, currently utilized by the property owner for 
commercial water bottling business, is located on the southern portion of the 
private properties within which the mining site is located. The spring and pond are not within the 
Ultimate Disturbed Area and will not be affected by expansion operations. 

-23

-22
cont.

-23
contained in Volume II. The spring and 

associated spring catchment have been used for commercial bottling 
in the past.  While the bottling operation is not currently underway, 
the existing permit continues to be 

exclusively used by 
either the quarry or the bottling facility.

-22
cont.
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Comment: Here it is stated that the spring is being used for a commercial bottling business 
permitted to the private property owner.   If the spring water is to solely supply water for the 
use of the Quarry, will the County modify the permit for commercial bottling business to water 
usage for the Quarry site permit purposes only.   

Water is used by the quarry only for dust control, and not for on-site aggregate processing 
operations.

Comment:   It is stated the water will not be used for on-site aggregate processing.  What 
water control will be used for processing during the blasting and high volumes of processing 
for dust control during these types of processing procedures.

Wildlife
All of the wildlife species observed in the Project area and/or detected by sign (tracks, scat, and 
distinctive burrows) are commonly found in the Project region. Wildlife species detected 
included several rodents, mule deer, coyote, black bear, and mountain lion. The Project Site and 
vicinity are transition range for the Loyalton-Truckee mule deer (Odocoileus hemionus) herd. 
The deer use the area when moving between higher elevation summer range and lower elevation 
winter range. No critical summer range is mapped within 13 miles of the Project site, and the 
nearest critical fawning habitat is three miles to the south. The Project site is also outside the 
major migration corridors mapped in the region by DFG in the early 1980s. Thus, the Project 
will not significantly affect any of the major deer habitat resources that are subject to Nevada 
County policy. 

Comment: The Hirschdale community is visited frequently by the herds of mule deer. The 
community has concern for the deer habitat and how this will affect their migration and 
feeding in our area.   How is it determined that this will not affect our frequent visiting of the 
mule deer and their migration pattern in our area.  They are not just seen in the higher 
elevations in the summer.  Our neighborhood routinely encounters them in our streets, yards 
and riverfront properties in our vicinity throughout the summer months and less frequently in 
the winter.  This is not stated factually in the Draft EIR as to the sightings we have in our 
neighborhood and this statement causes concern.

It seems important that the situation with regard to the mule deer needs to make clear that the 
area herd has been diminishing in size due to other interferences with their migration and 
habitat and that what seems like a minor situation might have a much greater effect on them 
than would seem from superficial consideration without knowledge of the history. 

AIR QUALITY

AIR QUALITY IMPACT ASSESSMENT APPENDIX J
For the worst-case and peak annual operations, the annual NOx and PM10 emissions would 
present higher emissions than the annual average operation. Because the Proposed Project would 
exceed the General Plan criterion of 25 tons per year for NOx and PM10 pollutant, the air quality 
impacts associated with the annual operational emissions would be considered significant. 

-23
cont.

-24

-25

-26

-24
Section 3.0, Project 

Description.

-25
. The project applicant hired a biologist to 

analyze
regional deer usage that has been carried out in the last 15 

years.  As stated Draft EIR, it has been 
concluded that the usage of the proposed impact area is minimal due to 
the fact that the area is steep and very rocky, with relatively sparse 
vegetation cover compared with that found on all sides of the 
proposed impact area.  While the EIR 

impacts to 
mule deer habitat. Mitigation Measures 1A and 

1B shall be implemented in order to reduce the 
project’s

-26 As outlined in Mitigation
Measure 1 the Project Applicant shall 
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Mitigation Measure: The Project applicant shall work with the County and NSAQMD to 
identify an area for a monitoring station and develop an implementation program to begin on-site 
monitoring program. 

Significance after Mitigation: Less than Significant. Mitigation measures identified above 
would serve to lessen impacts to implementing the General Plan. 

To minimize diesel emission impacts, construction contracts would require off-road 
compression ignition equipment operators to reduce unnecessary idling with a two (2) minute 
time limit. 
• On-road and off-road material hauling vehicles would shut off engines while queuing for
loading and unloading for time periods longer that two (2) minutes. 1.2.2 Lead Agency

Comment: How would the idling activity be monitored to avoid issues of Air Quality and 
diesel particulates exposure to the surrounding areas. We know there will be times of engine 
idling with 60 trucks entering and exiting in an hour. When considering this volume of 
truck traffic, it would not seem possible to follow the stated procedures with trucks 
processing in and out at the stated 60 trucks per hour.  This is one truck per minute. 

Diesel Particulate Matter. Diesel particulate matter is emitted from both mobile and stationary 
sources. In California, on-road diesel fueled engines contribute approximately 24 percent of the 
statewide total, with an additional 71percent attributed to other mobile sources such as 
construction and mining equipment, agricultural equipment, and transport refrigeration units. 
Stationary sources contribute about 5 percent of total diesel particulate matter. Diesel exhaust 
and many individual substances contained in it (including arsenic, benzene, formaldehyde, and 
nickel) have the potential to contribute to mutations in cells that can lead to cancer. Long-term 
exposure to diesel exhaust particles poses the highest cancer risk of any toxic air contaminant 
evaluated by the California Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA). 
CARB estimates that about 70 percent of the cancer risk that the average Californian faces from 
breathing toxic air pollutants stems from diesel exhaust particles. 

In its comprehensive assessment of diesel exhaust, OEHHA analyzed more than 30 studies of 
people who worked around diesel equipment, including truck drivers, railroad workers, and 
equipment operators. The studies showed these workers were more likely to develop lung cancer 
than workers who were not exposed to diesel emissions. These studies provide strong evidence 
that long-term occupational exposure to diesel exhaust increases the risk of lung cancer. Using 
information from OEHHA’s assessment, CARB estimates diesel-particle levels measured in 
California’s air in 2000 could cause 540 “excess” cancers (beyond what would occur if there 
were no diesel particles in the air) in a population of 1 million people over a 70-year lifetime. 
Other researchers and scientific organizations, including the National Institute for Occupational 
Safety and Health, have calculated cancer risks from diesel exhaust similar to those developed by 
OEHHA and CARB. 

This Exposure to diesel exhaust can also have immediate health effects. Diesel exhaust can 
irritate the eyes, nose, throat, and lungs, and it can cause coughs, headaches, lightheadedness, 
and nausea. In studies with human volunteers, diesel exhaust particles made people with allergies 

-26
cont.

and NSAQMD to identify an acceptable location 
to install an air quality monitoring station.  Said station shall be used 
for the on-site monitoring program that will help establish and 
monitor the most affective Dust Control Measures and Particulate 
Matter Emissions Control Measures.  The monitoring on-site will 
provide a maximum reading of emissions that will diminish moving 
away from the source.

Under the state of California law, operators of both in-state and out-
of-state registered trucks are required to manually shut down their 
engine

In addition, the state of California also required new 
diesel engine trucks built in 2008 and newer model year to be 
equipped with a non-programmable engine shutdown system that 
automatically shuts down 

throughout the state will enforce the idling regulations by 
monitoring commercial diesel trucks and off-road diesel vehicles 
where they 

receive a minimum civil penalty of $300.  Subsequent 
penalties can be from $1,000 to $10,000.  Diesel truck owners, renters, 
or lessees will be responsible for the penalty.

-26
cont.
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more susceptible to the materials to which they are allergic, such as dust and pollen. Exposure to 
diesel exhaust also causes inflammation in the lungs, which may aggravate chronic respiratory 
symptoms and increase the frequency or intensity of asthma attacks. 

Diesel engines are a major source of fine-particle pollution. The elderly and people with 
emphysema, asthma, and chronic heart and lung disease are especially sensitive to fine-particle 
pollution. Numerous studies have linked elevated particle levels in the air to increased hospital 
admissions, emergency room visits, asthma attacks, and premature deaths among those suffering 
from respiratory problems. Because children’s lungs and respiratory systems are still developing, 
they are also more susceptible than healthy adults to fine particles. Exposure to fine particles is 
associated with increased frequency of childhood illnesses and can also reduce lung function in 
children. In California, diesel exhaust particles have been identified as a carcinogen (California 
OEHHA and the American Lung Association 2005; CARB 2005). 

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

5.2.6 Noise
The County of Nevada plans to replace the Hirschdale Bridges, improve 1.3 miles of the 
Boca Quarry Road, and realign approximately 0.5 mile of Hinton Road during the 2014–
2015 fiscal year. These improvements are in somewhat close proximity to the quarry site 
and would potentially overlap activities at the quarry. While construction associated with 
the County road and bridges improvement project would likely result in noise impacts in 
the project area, subsequent CEQA/NEPA analysis would be required at which time these 
impacts would be addressed and required to conform to the County noise ordinance and 
federal standards. 

Comment:  The Hirschdale Community has expressed and documented our concerns since 
2006 as to the environmental impacts that would be associated with any use of the Hirschdale 
Road and bridges within our community for commercial purposes regarding this permit.  It is 
a known fact that funding for the bridge replacement has been in process since the onset of 
the Teichert permit review process.  Our NOP response clearly states the detailed concerns the 
Hirschdale Community has in regards to the many environmental impacts that would be 
imposed if the truck traffic from the Boca Quarry used Hirschdale Road and the bridges.

This DRAFT EIR specifically states that access to and from the Boca Quarry operations 
during the 30 year life of the mining permit will be via Stampede Meadows/Hinton Roads.  
The use of Hirschdale Road will not be used for mining activities and access by the operation 
for this mining permit.  We, as a community, want it clearly understood and clarified that if 
and when these Hirschdale bridges are reconstructed, this permit does not allow access via 
Hirschdale Road for mining activities, transport of materials at any time in the future for the 
lifetime of this permit of 30 years.  The Quarry permit condition related to using the Stampede 
Meadows/Hinton Road transportation route will prevail.  Access through the Hirschdale 
Community residential area is prohibited. 

-26
cont.
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SUMMARY OF COMMENTS

Executive Summary
Considering the quarry has been in idle status, the Hirschdale Community, the Town of 
Truckee as a whole and adjacent unincorporated areas of the County of Nevada have not been 
subjected to the mining operations potential impacts.     

Cumulative environmental impacts could be addressed once the mining operations are at a 
normal level of operation with periodic reviews to monitor these cumulative impacts 
throughout the 30 year permit period. 

Clarification of the water usage on the project vicinity would help in determining if the water 
usage is solely for the use of dust control for the project site rather than both uses to include 
commercial bottling of the spring. The timber production permit has not been specifically 
addressed as to the usage and operation.

Traffic and Circulation
The Hirschdale community clearly understands Hirschdale Road will not be used for mine 
operations or for trucking access to or from the Quarry.

A median alternative would give other options available for consideration along with 
presenting impacts at this level of operation. Studies with the more realistic volume anticipated 
500,000 would make for a more complete study and a clearer understanding of those impacts. 
Hours of operation should be reasonable hours to not interfere with school transit systems or 
fire protection.  Hours of operation should be reasonable hours to not interfere with quality of 
life in the surrounding residential communities, access to critical traffic corridors, as well as 
emergency services and fire protection agencies.

Signage to the Quarry from the east and west exits would be beneficial in eliminating traffic to 
the Hirschdale community. 

Emergency use should be more clearly defined in this Draft EIR to state:     Emergency use of 
Hirschdale Road shall be limited to access determined by State, County, local public, and/or 
Office of Emergency Service agencies only.  . It seems if Hirschdale Road is not being used for 
any mining operations this would state clearly the access of Stampede Meadows Road/Hinton 
Road and would not include that of Hirschdale Road. Clarification of access necessary as this 
is not clear throughtout this document. 

Public Services
Permitting 60 trucks an hour to travel on our roadways would definitely impact safety to our 
surrounding areas for fire protection, police and schools. 

Project Discription
Limitations on blasting hours and days per week would help with clarity of noise concerns 

-29

-30

-31

-28 Please refer to response to comments -2 and -23.

-30 Please refer to response to comment -13.

-31 Please refer to response to comment -14 regarding blasting hours.
Hours of operation will be between 6 a.m. and 6 p.m., Monday through 
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Hours of operation is not clear throughout the DRAFT EIR.  Hours of operation should be 
depicted by volume of traffic and production levels along with impacts to all of the 
surrounding impacted areas with concerns of traffic circulation. 24 hour operations should
only be allowed when stated by Emergency authorities stating a need for an emergency. 
Demand for projects should be dealt with by having an area of stockpiling used off the mining 
site as to not impact surrounding communities with the impacts involved for project demands. 
Weekdays and weekend hours are not specific. This is not clear throughout the DRAFT EIR. 

Noise Assessment
Until Noise studies are complete to include night time operations at the level of capacity that 
could be needed when they are in operation, hours of operation should be only during daylight
hours. Regardless of these noise studies, night time operation should only occur in the event of
an emergency. 

Hydrology
If the spring water is to solely supply water for the use of the Quarry, will the County modify 
the permit for commercial bottling business to water usage for the Quarry site permit purposes
only.

Wildlife
The impact on the Mule Deer is of great concern for the Hirschdale community. 

Air Quality
Dust control measures and dust control during processing and blasting is of concern with 
such large annual levels of processing.

How is the idling activity going to be monitored to avoid issues of air quality and diesel 
particulates exposure to the surrounding areas.

Cumulative Impacts
Limitations on hours of operation, truck trips, volume of operation daily and yearly would 
lessen environmental impacts along with cumulative impacts.

Our NOP response clearly states the detailed concerns the Hirschdale Community has in 
regards to the many environmental impacts that would be imposed if the truck traffic from the 
Boca Quarry used Hirschdale Road and the bridges at anytime in the future. 

The Hirschdale Community experienced large truck volumes in 2007 and felt the impacts that 
this large volume of truck traffic can impose.  The volumes proposed are larger than what we 
experienced in our neighborhood in 2007.  Even though the truck hauling route is that of an 
interstate and Stampede Meadows Road/Hinton Road, the exits are both entering in and 
exiting our small community of Hirschdale along with that of Glenshire and the Meadows and
other surrounding subdivisions including the recreational traffic toward Boca/Stampede. 

-34

-35

-36

-31
cont.

Friday, and between 7 a.m. and 4p.m. on Saturday. The only operation 
allowed after 9 p.m. and before 6 a.m. is material loadout.

-31
cont.

-32 Please refer to response to comment -22.

-33 Please refer to response to comment -23.

-34 Please refer to response to comment -25.

-35 Please refer to response to comment -26.

-36 Please refer to response to comment -27.
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It does not seem reasonable to allow the highest volumes as requested without more precise 
periodic monitoring/evaluation and enforcement measures identified to minimize the 
operating impacts on the Hirschdale Community and surrounding areas.  Implementing 
monitoring periods should show due process to assure that the permitted use will not adversely 
affect our community and surrounding areas for the lifetime of this permit of 30 years. 

It would seem the practical solution to all potential environmental impacts would be for the 
County of Nevada  to allow lesser daily volumes and annual volumes of material to be 
processed.  This would lessen the impacts of the environmental issues and cumulative 
concerns.   Noise, Air Quality, Traffic and Circulation, Public Services, Recreation and 
Cumulative Impacts cannot be realized until the mine is in full operational condition.  
Combined with a monitoring and enforcement plan these impacts can be lessened. 

The Hirschdale Community has been actively involved in establishing conditions for the Boca 
Quarry project permit since 2006.    We sincerely appreciate the efforts of the County of 
Nevada and Teichert to accommodate our concerns.   We value our small residential 
riverfront community and the surrounding Truckee River Corridor properties.    Looking out 
for our environment is a priority to us all and is in the utmost minds of all of the residents of 
the Hirschdale community.   

Thank you for respecting our community input.  We also thank Teichert for continually 
stating and confirming they would not use Hirschdale Road to or from the Boca Quarry for 
their mining activities for the 30 year lifetime of this permit. We look forward to working with 
the County of Nevada and Teichert to complete the Boca Quarry Conditional Use Permit with 
conditions satisfactory to all involved parties. 

RESPECTFULLY, 
THE HIRSCHDALE COMMUNITY 

Attachments: 
Articles from Sierra Sun regarding 400 trucks through Hirschdale 
Hirschdale mine traffic solutions in the works 
No mining traffic for Hirschdale 
Less Mining traffic likely in Hirschdale 
Letter from Tayor & Wiley Teichert attorneys 
Copy of Hirschdale Community NOP response

-36
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K-22 Refer to discussion of Adjustments to Nevada County Noise Standards 
 in Section 4.6.2. 
K-23 Refer to discussion of Adjustments to Nevada County Noise Standards 
 in Section 4.6.2. 
 
K-24 Refer to the discussion of Noise Generation of Individual (Single-Event) 
 Truck Passbys in the revised noise report in Appendix K. The noise test 
 monitoring and resulting sound exposure level of 75 db SEL at the 85-foot 
 reference distance considered engine braking. Engine braking was found 
 to only marginally contribute to the passby noise levels. 

K-21 Refer to the discussion of Excavation Noise Generation in Section 4.6.4 
and the revised noise analysis in Appendix K for the assumed equipment, 
methods, and results. 

K-25 Refer to 
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1
  NEVADA COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 2

NEVADA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA 3
4

MINUTES of the meeting of October 11, 2012, 1:30 PM, Town of Truckee Council Chambers, 5
10183 Truckee, Airport Road, Truckee, California 6
______________________________________________________________________________7

8
MEMBERS PRESENT: Chair Jensen, Commissioners Poulter, Duncan, Donesky, and Smith. 9

10
MEMBERS ABSENT: None11

12
STAFF PRESENT: Planning Director, Brian Foss; Interim Principal Planner, Tyler Barrington; 13
Senior Planner, Tod Herman; Deputy County Counsel, Scott McLeran; Acting Secretary, Bobbi 14
George15
________________________________________________________________________16

17
TABLE OF CONTENTS:18

19
PUBLIC HEARINGS: 20

21
1. EIR11-001 Boca Quarry Page 1,   Line  5122

23
STANDING ORDERS:  Salute to the Flag  -  Roll Call  -  Corrections to Agenda. 24

25
CALL MEETING TO ORDER: The meeting was called to order at 1:30 P.M. Roll Call was 26
taken.27

28
CHANGES TO AGENDA:  No changes.29

30
PUBLIC COMMENT:  Members of the public shall be allowed to address the Planning 31
Commission on items not appearing on the agenda which are of interest to the public and are 32
within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Planning Commission, provided that no action shall 33
be taken unless otherwise authorized by Subdivision (6) of Section 54954.2 of the Government 34
Code. None.35

36
COMMISSION BUSINESS: 37

38
39

CONSENT ITEMS:40
1. Approval of Minutes for July 12, 201241

Motion by Commissioner Duncan Second by Commissioner Donesky to approve the 42
July 12, 2012, minutes.   43
Motion carried by voice vote 4/1 (Commissioner Poulter Abstained) 44

45
2. EXT12-004 DarkHorse Extension of Time 46

Motion carried by voice vote, 5/0.47
48

PUBLIC HEARINGS: 49
50

EIR11-001 Public hearing to accept comments on the adequacy of the Draft Environmental 51
Impact Report for the Boca Quarry Expansion project to expand existing mining operations in 52
the currently permitted Boca Quarry (U06-012).  The application includes a Conditional Use 53
Permit (U11-008) as well as a Reclamation Plan modification (RP11-001) to correspond with the 54
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proposed mine expansion and the importation of clean fill material for pit backfilling.  The 55
project will increase the existing extraction area of approximately 40 acres, to an extraction area 56
of approximately 158 acres on the 230-acre site.  The mining plan envisions removal of 57
approximately 13 million cubic yards of material in three phases over a 30-year period.  58
LOCATION: 16616 & 16774 Hinton Road, east of Truckee ASSESSOR'S PARCEL No’s.: 59
48-090-12 & 48-200-03 NO PROJECT ACTION WILL BE TAKEN AT THIS HEARING.60
Copies of the Draft Environmental Impact Report are available for review at the following 61
locations: Nevada County Planning Department, Eric Rood Administration Center, 950 Maidu 62
Avenue, Nevada City, California, and the Truckee Library, 10031 Levon Avenue, Truckee, CA  63
96161.  The Boca Quarry Expansion EIR may also be reviewed on the County’s website: 64
www.mynevadacounty.com/nc/cda/planning/pages/boca-quarry-mine.aspx65

66
Senior Planner, Tod Herman, stated the purpose of the hearing today was to provide an overview 67
of the environmental review process for the Boca Quarry Expansion and provide an opportunity 68
for decision-makers, the public and any interested public agencies, to make comments on the 69
adequacy of the Draft EIR.  He introduced Dave Claycomb, EIR consultant from Helix 70
Environmental Planning.  Planner Herman reviewed the project CEQA history that began with 71
the Notice of Preparation on February 6, 2012, through to the 45-day comment period that will 72
close on November 8, 2012.  The objectives and purposes of the EIR and goals of the CEQA 73
process were projected on the overhead screen and reviewed by Planner Herman.  He noted the 74
two points in this process when the public has an opportunity to comment, the first opportunity is 75
at the public scoping session and the second is the public review of the Draft EIR.  He said the 76
project description is essentially the same as the application that was considered by the Planning 77
Commission in February 2011.  A brief review of the project description followed and an exhibit 78
of the project site was projected on the overhead screen.  Planner Herman stated that the existing 79
West Hinton haul route will be utilized and Hirschdale Road would not be used per the prior 80
agreement of February 2011.  An exhibit of the east and west pit was projected on the overhead 81
screen and reviewed. 82

83
Dave Claycomb projected a list of issues on the overhead screen that were addressed in detail in 84
the Draft EIR.  He noted that the Draft EIR looked specifically at both the mining activities as 85
well as the reclamation of the site.  He felt it was important to note that those are concurrent 86
activities throughout the life of the project.  The applicant provided several technical studies and 87
background information that were fully vetted by Helix.  He noted that all of Helix work was 88
done independently.  Mr. Claycomb said the primary biologic resource issues are related to the 89
loss of Jeffrey Pine and Antelope Bitterbrush shrub that are used for foraging by the regional 90
mule deer herd.  Mitigation to specifically address that issue is contained in the Reclamation 91
Plan.  The plan will ultimately revegetate the site with species native to the local area.  With 92
regard to traffic and circulation Mr. Claycomb stated that the level of service would not be an 93
issue at the intersections near the project.  The only issue is sight distance where West Hinton 94
Road meets Stampede Meadows Road.  Removal and/or clearing of brush at approaches to the 95
intersections are recommended along with truck crossing signs at both approaches to West 96
Hinton and Stampede Meadows Road.  Hydrology and water supply are not an issue at the site.  97
The project site will require water at the site for dust suppression and there is adequate water on 98
site.  Mr. Claycomb said water quality runoff from the site is always a concern but the Storm 99
Water Management Plan will address any runoff issues and the grading of the site is such that the 100
runoff from the areas to be disturbed will be contained within the pits that will be created.  He 101
addressed Aesthetic Resources and noted that the four closest sensitive receptors are 3 residences 102
and a vacant parcel.  In all four instances the daytime and evening noise levels would not be 103
significant.  The only significant levels would be if nighttime activities take place.  Mr. 104
Claycomb recommended on site operation hours be restricted to 7 a.m. to 10 p.m. unless 105
monitoring can demonstrate that even during the nighttime hours the noise levels are not 106
significant.  It was also recommended the nighttime activities be restricted to loading, unloading, 107
and hauling only.  The last issue was greenhouse gases and he explained that the project 108
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emissions would not exceed any published threshold.  The two issues that did result in significant 109
impacts that are not fully mitigable are Visual Aesthetic Resources and air quality.   The rock cut 110
faces will stand out in stark contrast to the surrounding vegetated slopes and weathered rocks on 111
the site; in particular the views from Greenbrier Road and the nearby residences up above it.  112
Staff recommended as a mitigation measure that rock varnish be applied to the rock cut faces to 113
simulate weathered cut faces.  Because of the long term nature of the activity they felt even with 114
mitigation it would be a significant impact and not fully mitigated.  Air quality emissions are 115
compared from the proposed operations to published federal and state thresholds.  In the case of 116
particulate dust both of those thresholds will be exceeded by the project.  Staff recommended a 117
number of mitigation measures but the impacts would remain significant even with 118
implementation of the mitigation measures.  Mr. Claycomb said in accordance with CEQA they 119
need to look at project alternatives.  He provided a brief review of the project alternatives.  One 120
of the alternatives was a “no project” alternative and a “reduced production” alternative.  Mr. 121
Claycomb said today staff would hear oral comments and advised that comments could also be 122
submitted in writing to the addresses projected on the screen noting the November 8, 2012, 123
comment period deadline.  He explained what comes next in the CEQA process.  Mr. Claycomb 124
said all the comments received today and comments received in writing by the County would be 125
responded to by the County and incorporated into the Final EIR. The responses to the comments 126
must be available to the public 10 days prior to the action of certification of the document.  The 127
Commission (if the EIR is found to be adequate) will certify the EIR at a public hearing and as a 128
subsequent action the Commission will need to consider the Use Permit and Reclamation Plan.  129
Assuming those approvals take place the County would need to file a Notice of Determination 130
with the County Clerk.131

132
Chair Jensen said that the cover letter regarding storm water stated there would be no blasting; 133
that needs to be corrected.  He said he didn’t see anything in the Draft EIR regarding dust control 134
on West Hinton Road. 135

136
Commissioner Smith requested clarification and stated that on the application (the proposed 137
expansion project) the parameters are 10 a.m. – 6 p.m. and in the presentation Mr. Claycomb 138
stated the hours as 7 a.m. - 10 p.m. and it also states those hours somewhere else in the 139
documents.  She asked if the Draft EIR had been prepared for a larger project than the quarry had 140
asked for.  Commissioner Smith asked if the noise studies were done during the dead of night.  141
She questioned whether Teichert owns the West Hinton road site improvement area and if not 142
was the recommended mitigation feasible?  Commissioner Smith asked Planner Herman why the 143
Reclamation Plan was called an amended reclamation plan.   144

145
Chair Jensen advised that Planner Herman did not need to answer the question today the 146
Commissioners only need to bring up the topic. 147

148
Planner Herman said the short answer to that question is that there is only one Reclamation Plan 149
for each mine site.  Right now there is one Reclamation Plan that deals with the eastern pit, this 150
application will amend that to be one plan for the east and west pits.  The east pit has already 151
been approved and this would be an amendment to add the west pit. 152

153
Commissioner Smith questioned whether the permit was amended to include the approved area. 154

155
Planner Herman said the east pit has a finite life and so eventually it will transition into the west. 156
So the Use Permit will be looked at as the new Use Permit and will apply to both sites. 157

158
Chair Jensen opened the Public comment period. 159

160
Larry Andresen asked what the new proposed number of trucks per day would be for the new 161
project and with regard to the number of trucks how many seconds there be between each truck. 162

H-1

H-1

H-2

H-3

H-4

H-2

H-3

Section 3.3 of the Draft EIR states there would be 
blasting no more than twice per week.  

The typical operation schedule is outlined in Hours
are typically Monday through Friday from 6:00 am until 6:00 
pm and Saturday from 7:00 am until 4 pm.

The Draft EIR addresses the expansion that the pplicant
has proposed

The noise study includes noise measurements taken during the daytime 
hours and addresses potential noise levels that would occur during day, 
evening and nighttime hours.

Mr. Tod Herman explained at the public hearing that an Amended
Reclamation Plan was being prepared because there already is a
Reclamation Plan for the existing operation (East Pit) and the 
amended plan includes the proposed West Pit. A new Conditional 
Use Permit is being required for the West Pit mining activities.

PH-4
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163
Jamie Cole, a resident of Hirschdale voiced her concerns regarding traffic.  She also said it was 164
her understanding that Martis is going to be quitting and eventually running out of product which 165
brings up an increased traffic concern.  Ms. Cole said she personally has asthma and living in 166
Hirschdale she requires oxygen to sleep at night.  She asked how far out into their community the 167
dust particles would travel?  She said there is an elementary school in Glenshire that has a 168
number of asthmatic children.  Ms. Cole said she does not have a sense of how far out that dust 169
goes.  She knows that Hirschdale residents are well aware of all the particles in the air and the 170
winter smoke adds to the air quality.  She voiced her concerns regarding the declining Mule Ear 171
Deer herd and would like consideration given to their habitat.  Ms. Cole said her personal 172
opinion is that there is not a lot of growth in this area at the moment and was not sure why 173
Teichert needs to expand at this moment. She would prefer that Teichert wait until growth is 174
again an issue.  She hoped the Commission would consider the “no project expansion” 175
alternative.  She would not like to see them go forward with the proposed huge expansion and 176
did not understand the need for the expansion. 177
.178
Chair Jensen closed the public comment period. 179

180
Planner Herman stated as a follow up and reminder that the folks are not limited to their verbal 181
comments made today and those that made comments can provide additional comments up 182
through November 8, 2012.  He noted a typographical error in action #2 of the staff report the 183
date should be November 8, 2012 not November 2, 2012. 184

185
Motion by Commissioner Donesky Second by Commissioner Duncan to propose that the 186
Planning Commission direct Helix Environmental Planning respond to the applicable verbal 187
comments offered at this hearing as well as those written comments submitted to the Planning 188
Department during the review period; noting the close of the comment period is Thursday, 189
November 8, 2012 at the close of business.  Second by Commissioner Duncan.  190
Motion carried on a voice vote 5/0 191

192
193
194

1. Discussion of upcoming Planning Commission Meetings
Possible December 13, 2012 

2. Announcements (Informational Items Only)
Commission and staff members may make brief announcements or report on activities.
Commission members may also provide a reference to staff or other resources for factual
information, request staff to report back to the Commission at a subsequent meeting
concerning any matter, or take action to direct staff to place a matter of business on a
future agenda. 

195
Motion by Commissioner Smith, Second by Commissioner Donesky to adjourn the meeting.  196
Motion carried on a voice vote. 197

198
There being no further business to come before the Commission, the meeting was adjourned at 199
2:05 p.m. to the next meeting to be held on December 13, 2012, in the Board of Supervisors 200
Chambers, 950 Maidu Avenue, Nevada City. 201
______________________________________________________________________________202

203
Passed and adopted this XXX day of XXX, 2012. 204

205
_______________________________________206

207

PH-5

PH-5 efer to 

to omment
26

PH-
PH-
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Brian Foss Ex-Officio Secretary 208
209
210
211
212
213
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