
 

 
 

“Our mission is to maintain the character of our “small town” community while striking an appropriate balance between 
economic development and preservation of our quality of life. We help create a dynamic and vital City by providing quality, 

cost-effective municipal services and by forming partnerships with residents and organizations in the constant pursuit of 
excellence.” 

 
Page Item STANDING AGENDA ITEMS 

 1.   Call to Order and Flag Salute 

 2.   Roll call 
 

3.   Public Comment: 
Welcome to our City Council meeting. The Council invites the public to address the Council on matters on the 

Consent Agenda and matters not listed on the agenda that are within the Council’s subject matter jurisdiction. 
If the Public wishes to comment on matters that are on the agenda, the Council will request comment when 
the matter is heard. The Council reserves the right to limit public comment on matters that are outside its 
subject matter jurisdiction. 

The City Council may regulate the total amount of time on particular issues and for speakers (typically 3 minutes). 
The Council may place additional time limits on comments, to ensure members of the public have an 
opportunity to speak and the Council is able to complete its business. A group may be asked to choose a 
spokesperson to address the Council on a subject matter, or the Council may limit the number of persons 
addressing the Council whenever a group of persons wishes to address the council on the same subject matter. 
Speakers may not cede their time to another. 

The Mayor manages the City Council meeting with a commitment to effective engagement while maintaining 
a positive, respectful decorum. The Mayor will typically start the Public Comment period sharing the following 
reminders relating decorum and Brown Act compliance efforts: 

 This is the time for the public to address the Council on matters on the Consent Agenda or matters NOT on 
the Council Agenda.  This will be a comment period only.  If the public wishes a response they may provide 
their contact information to the Deputy City Clerk. 

 
 The Mayor will recognize each speaker in an orderly fashion. Most often, the Mayor will call the speakers 

whom have signed in first and shall then call for those who would like to address the Council but whom did 
not sign in by inviting them to come to the front of the room and wait to be recognized to speak. Once the 
speaker is recognized, the speaker will address the Council only and shall provide comment from the public 
microphone. Public Comment will typically not be taken from any person shouting from the audience. 

 
 No heckling or shouting from the audience at a speaker shall be permitted. 
 
 The City Council may ask “clarifying” questions only. Due to equity and Brown Act concerns, the Council will 

avoid engaging in dialogue or debate. 
 
 If there is an item of great community significance/interest and is within the Council’s subject matter 

jurisdiction, the Council may request the item be agendized for further consideration at a subsequent Council 
meeting. 
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 CITY COUNCIL BUSINESS 
 4.  City of Mt. Shasta Response Letters to Draft Environmental Impact Report 

Background:  The Crystal Geyser development along the northern limits of the City of Mt. Shasta in  
Siskiyou County has applied to begin beverage production.  The development has been required by  
State regulation to prepare an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) under the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA).  City staff has reviewed the draft EIR, and Council heard public comment at the  
February 13, 2017 regular City Council Meeting.  The letters have been amended and will be presented 
for Council approval. 
Report By:  Bruce Pope, City Manager 
Recommended Council Action:  Approve Resolution CCR-17-10, Authorizing the City Manager to sign  
the Letter of Responsible Agency and the Letter of Interested Party related to the Crystal Geyser draft 

     Environmental Impact Report on behalf of the City of Mt. Shasta. 

 

 5.   Adjourn 
Availability of Public Records: All public records related to an open session item on this agenda, which are not exempt 

from disclosure pursuant to the California Public Records Act, that are distributed to a majority of the legislative body will be 
available for public inspection at City Hall located at 305 North Mt. Shasta Blvd., Mt. Shasta, CA at the same time the public 
records are distributed or made available to the members of the legislative body. Agenda related writings or documents 
provided to a majority of the legislative body after distribution of the Agenda packet will be available for public review 
within a separate binder at City Hall at the same time as they are made available to the members of the legislative body. 
 

The  City of Mt. Shasta  does  not  discriminate on the  basis of race, color, national origin,  sex, religion,  age or disability 
in  employment or provision of  services.   In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, persons requiring 
accommodations for a disability at a public meeting should notify the City Clerk or Deputy City Clerk at least 48 hours prior to 
the meeting at 
(530) 926-7510 in order to allow the City sufficient time to make reasonable arrangements to accommodate participation in 
this meeting. 
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City Council Agenda Item # 4 
Staff Report 

 

 

Meeting Date:        February 23, 2017 

 

To:  Mayor and City Council  

From:  Bruce Pope, City Manager 

Subject:  City of Mt. Shasta Formal Response to Crystal Geyser Draft 
Environmental Impact Report 

 

Recommendation: 

City staff respectfully request the City Council approve the resolution to authorize 
and direct the City Manager of the City of Mt. Shasta to sign the attached Letter of 
Responsibility and Letter of Interest related to the Crystal Geyser Draft 
Environmental Impact Report.  

Background: 

The Crystal Geyser development along the northern limits of the City of Mt. Shasta in Siskiyou 

County has applied to begin production of water bottling. The development has been required 

by state regulation to prepare an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) under the California 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). An EIR is a detailed, informational document which outlines 

possible environmental impacts, mitigations, and the impact on the environment if the mitigation 

is employed for a development. The EIR is prepared by the lead agency of a project. In this case 

the lead agency of the EIR is Siskiyou County.  

Within the CEQA process there are a number of different authorities granted to agencies. The 

authority to comment on the EIR is given to all persons and entities; also known as Interested 

Parties. The authority to mandate mitigations and disapprove of EIR findings is given to lead 

agencies and responsible agencies.  

A responsible agency is an agency in which all or some of a project impacts the agency’s 

jurisdiction. The City of Mt. Shasta in this case is a responsible agency. The City of Mt. Shasta is 

X Regular  
 Consent 
 Closed 
 Presentation 
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allowed to comment as the responsible agency of portions of the EIR that fall under the City’s 

purview. 

The City of Mt. Shasta City Staff in the Notice of Preparation document has determined that the 

Utilities, Noise, and Transportation sections of the EIR are under its purview. All three sections 

fall within the city limits of the City or impact adjacent City properties. Lighting and Hydrology 

are areas of interest of the City, but not within its jurisdictional purview.  

The City Council of the City of Mt. Shasta reviewed the letters and heard public comment at the 

Regular Meeting of February 13th, with the request that staff have further review of the letters 

and draft EIR completed by Don Burk of ENPLAN.   

Environmental Review: 

City Staff from the City of Mt. Shasta reviewed the draft EIR on January 31, 2017 to identify 

comments related to the responsible and interested areas. The result of the discussion was to 

create two letters to communicate to the CEQA consultant for the Crystal Geyser development 

project. The first letter contains comments related to the City’s duties as Responsible Agency. 

The second letter contains the City’s comments as an Interested Party.  

Attachments: 

1. Resolution 

2. Letter of Responsible Agency 

3. Letter of Interested Party 
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RESOLUTION NO.  CCR-17-10 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
OF THE CITY OF MT. SHASTA 

AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE CITY MANAGER  
TO SIGN THE LETTER OF RESPONSIBLE AGENCY AND  

LETTER OF INTERESTED PARTY RELATED TO THE  
CRYSTAL GEYSER DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

ON BEHALF OF THE CITY 
 
 

WHEREAS, Siskiyou County as lead agency has required an Environmental Impact Report 
under the authority grant in the California Environmental Quality Act for the Crystal Geyser 
Project; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Mt. Shasta is a Responsible Agency, as outlined in the California 
Environmental Quality Act, has the authority to approve or disapprove of mitigations present in 
the Environmental Impact Report; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Mt. Shasta is also an Interested Party which has the authority to 
comment on items in the Environmental Impact Report; and  
 
WHEREAS, the City of Mt. Shasta has reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
prepared by Analytical Environmental Services; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Mt. Shasta has identified comments as the Responsible Agency and 
Interested Party which will be communicated to the lead agency; and 
 
WHEREAS, Siskiyou County has indicated that all responses should be to Analytical 
Environmental Services. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Mt. Shasta 
hereby grant the City Manager the authority to sign on behalf of the City the Letter of 
Responsible Agency and Letter of Interested Party related to the Crystal Geyser Draft 
Environmental Impact Report.  
 
The foregoing Resolution was approved this 23rd day of February, 2017 by the following vote: 
 
AYES:   
NOES:    
ABSENT:   
ABSTAIN:   
 
DATED: February 23, 2017 
 
 
ATTEST:    CITY OF MT. SHASTA 
 
 
 
_______________________________  ______________________________ 

 Kathryn M. Wilson, Deputy City Clerk   Kathy Morter, Mayor 
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February 23, 2017 
 
 
Ms. Ryan Sawyer AICP 
Analytical Environmental Services 
1801 7th Street 
Sacramento, CA 95811 
crystalgeyser@analyticalcorp.com 
 
Dear Ms. Sawyer: 
 
Subject: Crystal Geyser Bottling Plant Project 
 INTERESTED PARTY COMMENTS to Draft Environmental Impact Report 
 
As an Interested Party, the City of Mt. Shasta has the following comments pertaining to Lighting and 
Glare and Hydrology and Water Quality relative to the proposed project. 
 
Lighting and Glare 
The City of Mt. Shasta believes the designation of “Less than Significant” for Impact 4.1-2 is incorrect. 
The narrative and project description provided indicates that there will be an increase in lighting and 
glare once operations of the plants commence.  The narrative also goes on to mention mitigations 
Crystal Geyser will assume to reduce the amount of nighttime light and glare. 
 
We believe the initial significance should be upgraded to “Significant” and the mitigations mentioned 
in the narrative be recorded in the Final Environmental Impact Report.  Not listing the impact as 
“Significant” and not including the mentioned mitigations could lead to no mitigation of increased 
nighttime lighting. 
 
Hydrology and Water Quality 
The City of Mt. Shasta is concerned with the language and conclusions of the Hydrology and Water 
Quality Impact 4.8-2. The City of Mt. Shasta is concerned that the future impacts on groundwater 
supply are not adequately predicted. Because the City of Mt. Shasta and the development are located 
in the same Sacramento River Basin, the City is concerned for future groundwater supply to provide 
water to its residents. The City of Mt. Shasta requests additional analysis on groundwater supply 
impacts from the Crystal Geyser development to mitigate excessive withdrawal of groundwater. 
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Crystal Geyser  February 23, 2017 
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In addition to the groundwater supply quantity, the City of Mt. Shasta believes further analysis is 
need on the impact of on-site wastewater systems on groundwater quality. The City of Mt. Shasta is 
concerned that on-site wastewater disposal will have a larger impact on drinking water quality than 
presented. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Bruce Pope 
City Manager 
 
M:\Jobs\0111\0111.58 CG Industrial Waste Discharge Permit Application Review\EIR Review\CG-Draft-EIR_Interested-Party-Comments.docx 
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February 23, 2017 
 
 
Ms. Ryan Sawyer AICP 
Analytical Environmental Services 
1801 7th Street 
Sacramento, CA 95811 
crystalgeyser@analyticalcorp.com 
 
Dear Ms. Sawyer: 
 
Subject: Crystal Geyser Bottling Plant Project 
  RESPONSIBLE AGENCY COMMENTS to Draft Environmental Impact Report 
 
Transportation 
The City of Mt. Shasta, as a responsible agency, has concerns regarding the Transportation and 
Circulation Section 4.11 of the Crystal Geyser Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR). The City 
of Mt. Shasta did not see sufficient evaluation and mitigation of the increase in traffic weight on 
Ski Village Drive and Mt. Shasta Boulevard to and from the Crystal Geyser plant. 
 
Transportation of products to and from the plant will most likely be delivered by large, heavy 
vehicles.  Material transportation vehicles, such as semi-trucks, have a greater impact on road 
life and conditions. The City of Mt. Shasta believes the increase in heavy vehicle trips will increase 
the deterioration rate of North Mt. Shasta Blvd. and Spring Hill Road.  Further analysis is needed 
to calculate the impact of the heavy vehicles on road conditions and lifespan. 
 
In addition to traffic weight impacts, the City of Mt. Shasta believes the safety assessment at the 
North Mt. Shasta Blvd., Spring Hill Drive, and Interstate 5 (I-5) intersection is insufficient and does 
not properly consider the safety hazard of southbound vehicles exiting Interstate 5. Southbound 
traffic from Spring Hill Drive turning left onto North Mt. Shasta Blvd. has limited visibility of 
southbound vehicles exiting I-5 at a relatively high speed.  Because of this safety problem, 
combined with the probable structural deficiency of Spring Hill Drive, the City of Mt. Shasta 
requests that truck traffic from the project be prohibited from using Spring Hill Road.  
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The City of Mt. Shasta also believes the intersections of Mt. Shasta Blvd. with Ski Village Drive 
and the southerly project entrance on Mt. Shasta Blvd. should be evaluated for the need for left 
turn lanes and acceleration lanes. 
 
The Transportation and Circulation Section is based on all traffic travelling north on Mt. Shasta 
Blvd. The City of Mt. Shasta requests that this be made a requirement of the truck traffic to and 
from the project. 
 

Proposed condition:  All truck traffic travelling to or from the project site shall be 
prohibited from using Mt. Shasta Blvd. south of the southerly project entrance or 
Everitt Memorial Highway south of Ski Village Drive. 

Utilities 
With regard to Section 4.12 Utilities of the DEIR, we have one comment on page 4.12-20.  Under 
Section 4.12.1.4 Mitigation Measures, DELETE the words, “…or eliminate…” in the last sentence.  
The City does not see any scenario in the future that would allow elimination of maximum daily 
flow limits on the Crystal Geyser plant. 
 
Additionally, the City of Mt. Shasta requests the final EIR state that Wastewater Treatment 
Option 4 be the recommended mitigation for the development’s wastewater treatment. Based 
on evidence presented, the City of Mt. Shasta believes Option 4 is the most beneficial to the 
environment.  
 
Noise 
The City of Mt. Shasta is concerned with the analysis and lack of mitigation for Impact 4.10-3 related 
to Traffic. The impact states that traffic noise at night is unavoidable and not able to be mitigated. 
The City feels the traffic noise at night can be eliminated by limiting product transportation to 
daylight hours. 
 
The City of Mt. Shasta encourages unavoidable noise production to the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 
10:00 p.m. Limiting truck traffic to these hours would allow sufficient transposition of product and 
mitigate the noise produced by trucks at night.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Bruce Pope 
City Manager 
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