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1.0 INTRODUCTION
The environmental review of the Bethel Church of Redding Collyer Drive Campus Planned Development
Project (PD-2015-00304) (proposed project) is being conducted by the City of Redding Development
Services Department (City) and therefore is regulated by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
under California law. The intent of the public scoping process under CEQA is to initiate the public scoping
for the Environmental Impact Report (EIR), provide information about the proposed project, and solicit
information that will be helpful in the environmental review process.

This Public Scoping Report for the proposed project documents the issues and concerns expressed by
members of the public, government agencies, and organizations during the January 2016 – March 2016
EIR public scoping period. The release of the Notice of Preparation (NOP) to prepare an EIR initiated the
City’s 30-day public scoping period under CEQA. In an effort to allow additional time to review the
preliminary project information, the City elected to extend the public scoping period from the required
minimum 30-days to 45-days. The comment period allowed the public and regulatory agencies an
opportunity to comment on the scope and content of the environmental document, including the
alternatives to be considered, and issues that should be addressed in the EIR.

Bethel Church of Redding (project applicant) is proposing to develop a new 171,708 square-foot combined
church and school campus on approximately 39.3 acres of undeveloped land located at northeast of the
intersection of Collyer Drive and Twin Tower Drive. As part of the review process, the City will prepare an
EIR, which will evaluate the potential environmental impacts associated with the Bethel Church of Redding
Collyer Drive Campus Planned Development Project and will identify mitigation measures to reduce these
impacts, where possible.

1.1 SCOPING REPORT ORGANIZATION
This scoping report includes four main sections and appendices, as described below:

· Section 1 provides an introduction to the report and describes the purpose of scoping and a brief
overview of the Bethel Church of Redding Collyer Drive Campus Planned Development Project.

· Section 2 provides information on the scoping meeting and notification materials, including the
NOP.

· Section 3 summarizes the comments received and highlights the key issues raised during the
scoping comment period.

· Section 4 describes the next steps in the EIR process.

Appendices consist of all the supporting materials used during scoping. These appendices include copies
of the NOP and meeting materials provided at the public scoping meeting. They also include copies of the
scoping comment letters received during the NOP public comment period.

1.2 PURPOSE OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
An EIR is a public information document used in the planning and decision-making process. This project-
level EIR analyzes the environmental impacts of the project. The City of Redding Planning Commission and
City Council will consider the information in the EIR, including public comments and staff responses to
those comments, during the public hearing process. As a legislative action, the final decision is made by
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the City Council, who may approve, conditionally approve, or deny the project.  The purpose of an EIR is
to identify:

· The significant impacts of the project on the environment and indicate the manner in which those
significant impacts can be avoided or mitigated;

· Any unavoidable adverse impacts that cannot be mitigated; and
· Reasonable and feasible alternatives to the project that would eliminate any significant

environmental impacts or reduce the impacts to a less-than-significant level.

The EIR will also disclose potential growth-inducing impacts, impacts found not to be significant, and
significant cumulative impacts of the project.

CEQA requires an EIR to reflect the independent judgment of the lead agency with respect to impacts,
disclose the level of significance of the impacts both with and without mitigation, and describe the
mitigation measures proposed to reduce the impacts. A Draft EIR is circulated to responsible agencies,
trustee agencies with resources affected by the project, and interested agencies and individuals. The
review process gives both agencies and individuals an opportunity to share expertise, discuss agency
analyses, check for accuracy, detect omissions, discover public concerns, and solicit mitigation measures
and alternatives capable of avoiding or reducing the significant effects of the project, while still attaining
most of the basic objectives of the project.

Reviewers of the forthcoming Draft EIR for the proposed Bethel Church of Redding Collyer Drive Campus
Planned Development Project are requested to focus on the sufficiency of the document (i.e., the
thoroughness of its identification and analysis of possible impacts on the environment as well as ways to
avoid or mitigate such impacts). Comments are most helpful when they suggest better ways to avoid or
mitigate significant environmental effects (e.g., through additional alternatives or mitigation measures).

1.3 PURPOSE OF SCOPING
The process of determining the focus and content of the EIR is known as scoping. Scoping helps to identify
the range of actions, alternatives, environmental effects, and mitigation measures to be analyzed in
depth, and eliminates from detailed study those issues that are not pertinent to the final decision on the
proposed project. The scoping process is not intended to resolve differences of opinion regarding the
proposed project or evaluate its merits. Instead, the process allows all interested parties to express their
concerns regarding the proposed project and thereby ensures that all opinions and comments applicable
to the environmental analysis are addressed in the EIR. Scoping is an effective way to bring together and
address the concerns of the public, affected agencies, and other interested parties. Members of the
public, relevant federal, State, regional and local agencies, interests groups, community organizations,
and other interested parties may participate in the scoping process by providing comments or
recommendations regarding issues to be investigated in the EIR.

Comments received during the scoping process are part of the public record as documented in this scoping
report. The comments and questions received during the public scoping process have been reviewed and
considered by the City in determining the appropriate scope of issues to be addressed in the EIR. The
purpose of the scoping for the Bethel Church of Redding Collyer Drive Campus Planned Development
Project was to:
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· Inform the public and relevant public agencies about the proposed project, CEQA requirements,
and the environmental impact analysis process;

· Identify potentially significant environmental impacts for consideration in the EIR;
· Identify possible mitigation measures for consideration in the EIR;
· Identify potential alternatives to the proposed project for evaluation in the EIR; and
· Compile a mailing list of public agencies and individuals interested in future public hearings and

notices.

1.4 OTHER PUBLIC OUTREACH ACTIVITIES (NON-SCOPING)

Project Introduction Meetings - Applicant

During 2013-2014, Bethel Church of Redding held two project introductory meetings with the general
public. The purpose of the meetings were to present the preliminary project concepts and receive initial
feedback from interested members of the community.

Introduction to CEQA – City of Redding

A brief informational presentation was held on January 14, 2016 by the City of Redding in an effort to
inform the interested public of the forthcoming environmental review. The purpose of the meeting was
to provide the public with introductory information regarding CEQA, the City’s role as the Lead Agency,
and outline opportunities for participation throughout the process. The City held this meeting prior to
formally initiating the CEQA process as a means to enhance public knowledge and participation. As a
result, a presentation or discussion of the merits of the proposed application were not addressed in any
detail at this meeting.

1.5 SUMMARY OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT
The proposed project is located approximately 1.5-miles east of Interstate 5 (I-5) and approximately 0.75-
miles west of Shasta College in the North Redding Planning Area. The 39.3-acre proposed project site is
situated immediately north of State Route 299 (SR-299) northeast of the Collyer Drive and Twin Tower
Drive intersection, between Twin Tower Drive and Poison Oak Lane at 2080 Collyer Drive (APN 076-070-
024). The General Plan designates the proposed project site as “Residential, 6 to 10 units per acre”.  The
proposed project’s base zoning is “RM-9” (Residential Multiple-Family), and includes the “PD” (Planned
Development Overlay District). The proposed project is immediately adjacent to a Primary Growth Area
identified within the General Plan and is consistent with the adopted land use designation for the site.

The project applicant is proposing to develop a new church and school campus on the 39.3-acre
undeveloped proposed project site. The purpose of the proposed project is to provide additional capacity
for Bethel Church to meet the needs of its growing membership. The “PD” overlay affords flexibility in
application of the City’s zoning regulations, although the proposed project is not seeking relief from any
specific requirements of those regulations. Religious facilities are permitted within the RM (Residential
Multiple-Family) district after review and approval of a site development permit by the Board of
Administrative Review. Schools (public or private) are permitted after review and approval of a use permit
by the Planning Commission. The following actions are being requested as part of the proposed project:
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• Planned Development Plan: Approval and issuance of a Planned Development Plan (PD) allowing
the development of the 39.3-acre site as a 171,708 square-foot combined church and school
(Bethel School of Supernatural Ministry [BSSM]) facility, including associated nursery child care,
bookstore, office uses and special events.

• Development Agreement: An agreement between the Project Applicant and the City to establish
the timing for construction of off-site improvements to be completed by the Project Applicant
may be included in the project as well as a reimbursement agreement between the Project
Applicant and the City.

Worship Services
The project proposes four weekly worship services for church members, regular attendees and visitors on
Friday evenings and Sunday mornings. In addition, Sunday school/preschool classes would be available
onsite on Sunday mornings. On Sundays, the time period between 10:30 am and 12:15 pm represents the
time when the largest number of people would be present at the Collyer Drive Campus (approximately
2,300 - 2,600 people).

Bethel School of Supernatural Ministry
The proposed BSSM academic year would begin approximately the first week of September and run
through the second week of May with onsite class sessions held weekly, Monday through Thursday. Week
or multi-week breaks would occur during Thanksgiving, Christmas, and New Years and one, two week
break during spring (March or April). With a projected peak enrollment of 3,000 students, the proposed
project would require approximately 86 full time employees, 3 security personnel and 3 custodial
personnel. The proposed project would facilitate the consolidation of both first and second year BSSM
programs to one campus. Because the BSSM class schedules are staggered, the number of persons present
at the Collyer Drive Campus fluctuates depending on the time and day of the week. The largest number
of students present onsite at any given time are anticipated to be approximately 1,750.

Evening Courses and Meetings
Proposed evening classes would be offered to the general local Bethel church community to supplement
current classes held at Bethel’s College View and Twin View facilities, however these evening classes are
not anticipated to utilize all of the onsite classroom space. In addition, the facility may host some mid-
week  gatherings  utilizing  one  or  both  of  the  larger  assembly  rooms.  The  meetings  would  begin  at
approximately 6:30 pm and end at approximately 10:00 pm for both small classes and larger assembly
room activities.

Conferences and Special Schools
Conferences and special schools would vary in size from approximately 50 to 900 attendees. The project
applicant would utilize the proposed project for some of these events, primarily when the BSSM is not in
session.  For conferences scheduled at a time when the BSSM would normally be in session the BSSM
meetings would be canceled for those days. The attendance and related parking for these events would
be less than a normal BSSM school day, but could be larger than the current attendance at the existing
College  View  Drive  facility,  due  to  the  larger  proposed  facilities.  These  larger  events  would  typically
commence with a Wednesday evening meeting between the hours of 6:30 pm and 10:00 pm. Thursday
and Friday meetings would be held between 8:00 am and 4:00 pm and then again between 6:30 pm and
10:00 pm each day.
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2.0 PROJECT SCOPING
This section describes the methods used by the City to notify the public and agencies about the scoping
process conducted for the proposed project. It outlines how information was made available for public
and agency review and identifies the different avenues that were and are available for providing
comments on the project (i.e., meetings, fax, email, mail, and phone).

2.1 NOTICE OF PREPARATION
As required by State CEQA Guidelines §15082, the City issued a Notice of Preparation (NOP) on January
26, 2016 that summarized the proposed project, stated its intention to prepare an EIR, and requested
comments from interested parties (see Appendix A for full copy of the NOP). The NOP also included notice
of the City’s public scoping meeting that was held on February 9, 2016 at the City Hall. The NOP was filed
with the State Clearinghouse on January 26, 2016 (SCH# 2016012052), which initiated the 45-day public
scoping period. The review period for the NOP ended on March 11, 2016. Over 40 copies of the NOP were
distributed to federal, State, regional, and local agencies; and elected officials. The NOP and all future
proposed project-related documents are available for review at the information repository sites listed in
Table 1, REPOSITORY SITES.

Table 1
Repository Sites

REPOSITORY SITE LOCATION PHONE NUMBER HOURS OF OPERATION
City of Redding Development
Services Department

777 Cypress Avenue
Redding, CA 96001 530-225-4020 MON – FRI: 8:00 am – 5:00 pm

City of Redding Development
Services Website

http://www.cityofredding.org/dep
artments/development-
services/planning/projects

NA NA

Note: Repository sites noted above will also contain the forthcoming Draft EIR and supporting technical appendices.

Public Scoping Meeting

The City held one public scoping meeting on February 9, 2016 in the Community Meeting Room at City
Hall that provided an opportunity for the public to obtain more information on the proposed project, to
learn more about the CEQA environmental review process, to ask questions regarding the proposed
project, and to provide formal scoping comments. The meeting was held between 6:30 pm and 8:30 pm.

Handouts and informational materials made available at the meeting are listed below. Appendices A and
B include copies of these materials.

· Sign-In Sheet
· Notice of Preparation
· PowerPoint Presentation
· Introduction to CEQA Flyer
· Project Fact Sheet
· Comment Cards

http://www.cityofredding.org/dep


Bethel Church of Redding
Collyer Drive Campus Planned Development

PD-2015-00304
SCH No. 2016012052

March 2016 6 Scoping Report

Agency Scoping Meeting

The City held an agency scoping meeting on February 23, 2016 in the Caldwell Park Conference Room at
City Hall that provided an opportunity for the government agencies to obtain more information on the
proposed project and to ask questions regarding the proposed project, and to provide formal scoping
comments. The meeting was held between 1:30 pm and 2:30 pm. Representatives from the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) – District 2,
Shasta County, and the Columbia School District attended the meeting.

Planning Commission Scoping Meeting

The City held a noticed Planning Commission hearing during the 45-day NOP public review period on
February 23, 2016 in the City Council Chambers. This meeting provided an opportunity for the Planning
Commission to be introduced to the proposed project, ask questions, and provide further direction on the
overall scope of the EIR. The meeting was held between 4:00 pm and 5:30 pm. Approximately 8 individuals
from the public provided oral comments and suggestions to the Commission.

Newspaper and Media Advertisements

The date and location of the public scoping meeting was advertised in three newspapers of local
circulation and two local media networks (refer to Table 2, NEWSPAPER AND MEDIA ADVERTISEMENTS).
The advertisements provided a brief synopsis of the project and encouraged attendance at the meeting
to share comments on the proposed project.

Table 2
Newspaper and Media Advertisements

PUBLICATION ADVERTISEMENT DATE
Redding Record Searchlight February 20, 2016
Note: Other editorial opinion pieces and articles related to the project were published in the Record Searchlight on February 22 nd and 23rd,
independent of the City’s scoping notification.
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3.0 SCOPING COMMENTS
This section summarizes the comments raised by the public and agencies during the scoping process for
the Bethel Church of Redding Collyer Drive Campus EIR. This summary is based upon both written and
oral comments that were received during the 45-day NOP public review period that circulated from
January 26, 2016 through March 11, 2016. All written and oral comments received during the public
comment period for the NOP were reviewed for this report, including comments received during the
public scoping meeting, and via email.

Fifty-eight (58) comment letters were submitted by private individuals during the scoping process, and
approximately twenty (20) individuals presented oral comments during the February 9 th and 23rd scoping
meetings. In addition to private individuals, three (3) government agencies and two (2) private
organizations submitted written and/or oral comments. Section 3.1 discusses the key issues that were
raised by the public during the scoping process. Appendix C, contains all comment letters from
government agencies, private organizations, and private citizens received during the scoping period in
their original format as submitted by commenters.

Government Agencies (see Appendix C-1)

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
Native American Heritage Commission

Private Organizations (see Appendix C-2)

Bella Vista Water District
California Native Plant Society

Private Citizens (see Appendix C-3)

Alice Forbes (3)
Patricia Lenahan (3)
Laurie Ablett
Richard W. Wolcott
Christine Bradley
Walt and Sheila Swift
Steve and Carol Holsten (2)
Deb Hiner
Peggy Elwood
David L. Duncan
Dennis and Ellen Hill
Ty Capell
Scott Stinson
Robert Hawk
Frank and Darliss Sanderson
Brian Roberts
Don Crownover
Dennis Pratt

Ray and Linda Hilburn
Brad and Carol Bird
Noreen Braithwaite
Cecil and Suzan Riggs
JoAnn O. Welch
Freda Londen
Jerry W. Scott
Larry and Cherryl Smith
Laura Canali
Leon Cardenas
Jeff Brown
forebryn@aol.com
15302274551@tmomail.net
Andrea Whelen
Yvonne Hanks
Ken Jones
Deena Matagulay
Georgia Stamates

Jeanette Anderson
Vincent Neidlinger
Charles Bankson
Vickie Jorn
William Feeser
Cliff Gottlieb
Anonymous Comment Letter
Mark Coulter
Eleanor
Desiree Comer
Judith Wilson
Scott Brooks
Barbara and Joe Montanez
Greg Schrumpf
wnbafan@charter.net
Henry Fagundes
Robert and Kelly Bell

mailto:forebryn@aol.com
mailto:15302274551@tmomail.net
mailto:wnbafan@charter.net
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3.1  KEY ISSUES RAISED DURING THE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD
As discussed above, written and oral comments and suggestions were provided by members of the public,
organizations, and government agencies. The discussion below presents a summary of key issues
identified from the written and oral comments received on the proposed project during the scoping
period.

In general, the summary comments noted below have been, in large part, paraphrased with a focus on
key issues of concern, questions and general comments/suggestions. Where one or more comments
address a similar issue or concern, those comments were combined together and summarized to minimize
redundancy. Appendix C presents all written comments received from the general public, government
agencies, and private organizations in their original format as submitted to the City of Redding. The
specific issues raised during the public scoping process are summarized below according to topic.

Aesthetics

· The detention basin at the southwest corner of the site should blend with the environment rather
than being a distracting “big hole” in the ground.

· Parking lot will have lighting that will radiate and cause light pollution to homes along Cally Court.
· Perimeter landscaping should consider trees and bushes to screen vehicles and promote privacy

for residents.

Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases

· Concerns regarding excessive construction dust and diesel exhaust from construction vehicles.
· Request to impose a requirement that Bethel require their students/parishioners to carpool, walk,

ride bikes or take public transportation to reduce greenhouse gases.
· Concerns regarding toxic pollutants associated with vehicles idling.
· Request to increase the number of RABA trips or add more bust stops in the area.

Biological Resources

· General concerns related to the loss of habitat and wildlife.
· Concerns of potential wildlife corridor impacts between Stillwater Creek and Churn Creek.
· Concerns regarding the potential destruction/disruption of archaeological sites.
· The project must follow the guidelines established in the City’s Municipal Code, Title 18, Chapter

18.45, however the proponent should prioritize the preservation of as many of the onsite Blue
Oaks as possible.

Hydrology and Water Quality

· Concerns that the project will cause offsite flooding of residents.
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Noise

· Will the project be providing noise barriers?
· Concerns regarding noise pollution and overall increase in traffic-related noise.

Population and Housing

· Concerns with growth inducement. Increase in population will tax existing community service
facilities and will likely require the construction of new or expansion of existing public facilities.

Transportation and Traffic

Traffic Impacts:
· Traffic already backed up on I-5/299E on Sundays. What will be the impact of both the new

campus and the College View Drive Campus operating concurrently?
· Concerns of congested local traffic along Collyer Drive and College View Drive as well as congested

freeway access.
· How many through lanes would be added along Collyer Drive?
· During Sunday morning services will Posey go from level-of-service (LOS) A to LOS F and would

Collyer Drive go from LOS B to LOS D?
· Posey and Rincon have approximately 20 cars a day that have to turn around because there is no

outlet. The former “No Outlet” sign at Posey/Twin Tower needs to be replaced.
· How will Road ‘A’ be built adjacent to the existing Poison Oak Lane? Will Road ‘A’ provide access

to the new Bethel facility?
· Will Twin Tower (Shasta View Drive) be improved north of the project?
· Concerned that vehicles will be bumper to bump along Twin Tower and Collyer Drive on Sundays.
· Concerns expressed that project traffic will conflict with weekday school buses that make wide U-

turns in the area (Collyer/Paramount and Collyer/Twin Tower).
· Concerns expressed about the lack of left in/left out along existing Collyer Drive east of the site

that fronts a business parcel.
· Concerns expressed that the current traffic backups along Hawley Road associated with the

Bethel’s College View Facility will move over to Twin Tower Drive.
· Concerns over continuous traffic due to the thousands of students entering and leaving the site

Monday through Friday and the weekend church services.
· How were traffic counts collected?
· Signals should be installed at every intersection. Where are the signals planned?
· Traffic conflicts with Christian Church of Christ, Lavender Hills and Sierra Oaks Retirement

Communities.
· Widening of  Collyer  Drive  is  necessary  to  help  accommodate ingress/egress  at  Rugby Hill  and

Ridgewood.

Access:
· Impact to local ingress/egress at Twin Tower. Concerns that residents will experience several hour

long delays.
· Bethel’s primary access should be directly off of Collyer Drive.
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· There is only one outlet other than Twin Tower for the subdivision. Twin Tower should be widened
to four lanes all the water to Hollow Lane and Collyer Drive should be widened to four lanes.

· How will ingress/egress for local residents be managed on Sundays?
· Impact to residents coming and going home and degraded emergency access.
· How will the new Road ‘A’ impact the existing Poison Oak Lane?

Safety:
· Emergency response will be impaired during times when students/attendees arrive and leave.
· Increased traffic accidents along Twin Tower Drive and Collyer Drive.
· Increased vehicular / bicycle conflicts. The need for designated bike lanes on Churn Creek/Hawley

Road.
· Provide a designated bike lane along the project’s frontage along Collyer Drive.
· Traffic calming along Collyer Drive between Hawley Road and Old Oregon Trail should be

considered.
· Suggestion that sidewalks should be provided on both sides of Twin Tower.
· Concerns with potential school bus route conflicts on Twin Town and Posey.
· Concerns expressed on significant increase in bicycle traffic along Collyer Drive. Bicycle lanes

should be provided along shoulder on both sides of Collyer Drive.
· Existing speeding along Collyer Drive westbound. Cars are hard to see due to 3 redwood trees that

block the view. Increased traffic will worsen this condition.
· Traffic calming along Hollow Lane, Ridgewood Lane, and Twin Tower will be needed.
· Safe and convenient access need at 1720 and 1750 Collyer Drive.

Parking:
· The existing Bethel facility on College View Drive has already had a major impact in the area.

What will be done for the local residents?
· Can additional parking be added onsite in the future if needed? Concerns that 1,800 spaces are

not enough for 3,000 students.
· Concerns expressed that people will park on surface streets within adjacent subdivisions,

including Posey, Cally, or Twin Tower instead of utilizing the onsite parking lot.
· Concerns regarding overflow parking occurring on residential streets adjacent to the new

campus thereby increasing the probability for accidents.
· Will parking permits be required for the students? How will the student parking be monitored?

Are there bicycle racks available? Will the students be required to carpool?
· Who will monitor parking overflows onto the neighborhood streets? Will Redding Police

Department be responsible for ticketing parked vehicles in the neighborhoods?

Utilities and Service Systems

· Existing residents are experiencing decreased water pressure and are concerned that the project
will exacerbate that condition. Water pressure test should be completed before project
commencement to determine if water pressure impacts would occur.

· Bella Vista Water District is already imposing significant water restrictions and the project will only
increase demand and further impact the residents.

· Bella Vista Water District does not have enough water to supply the project without rationing or
other further cutbacks.
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· What side of the road would the new sewer line run along Collyer Drive (north or south side)?
· Bella Vista Water District has imposed water restrictions on adjacent uses. Do they have water

supply to serve the project?
· Is Shasta College on Bella Vista water?
· Does the onsite preservation area also serve as stormwater detention/retention?
· How will ground disturbance affect adjacent groundwater well water taste and quality?

Other Questions, Concerns and Comments

· Quality of life of the residents surrounding the project will be diminished.
· Where will students live? There are already many locations in the area with five or more cars

parked in local driveways.
· Will there be lunch facilities on campus?
· What are the class schedules? Start? End?
· Bethel should provide appropriate housing for those that attend their facilities.  Currently there

are homes with 10 to 20 people residing at a single location.
· Would the existing Bethel Facility at College View Drive remain fully occupied with the proposed

expansion on Collyer Drive?
· How many Sunday worship services were assumed and would each service be 100% occupied?
· What are the existing attendance numbers at Bethel’s existing facilities on College View and Twin

View? Will they continue to operate at full capacity?
· Will the EIR consider the additional impacts of the proposed subdivision that is planned to the

north of the Bethel property?
· Several comments concerned with the potential negative impact on property values.
· How did zoning change from residential to allow construction of the project?
· Potential loss in property tax revenue for the area.
· Will a landscape maintenance district be established?
· Area homes will be turned into rental units, furthering devaluating properties.
· Can Bethel expand their current campus at College View Drive?
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4.0 NEX STEPS IN THE EIR PROCESS

4.1  EIR EVENTS AND DOCUMENTS
While scoping is the initial step in the environmental review process, additional opportunities to comment
on the project EIR will be provided. The City will provide for additional public input when the Draft EIR is
released for public review, and during the public meetings for the Draft EIR. Table 3, EIR EVENTS AND
DOCUMENTS, below presents the proposed timeline for the proposed Bethel Church of Redding Collyer
Drive Planned Development environmental review process, and identifies where in the process the public
and agencies can provide additional input in the environmental review process. Please note that the dates
below are preliminary in nature and subject to change.

Table 3
EIR Events and Documents

EVENT /
DOCUMENT PURPOSE DATE

Completed Events / Documents
Notice of Preparation  Release of NOP Notified interested parties and agencies of the County’s

intent to prepare an EIR.
January 26, 2016

Public Review Period NOP and Initial Study released for 45-day public/agency
review period to provide for public comments on the scope
of the EIR.

October 26 to March 11,
2016

Public Scoping
Meeting

One Public Scoping
Meeting was Held

Presented information on the project and provided
opportunity for public comments in a public forum.

February 9, 2016

Agency Scoping
Meeting

One Agency Scoping
Meeting was Held

Presented information on the project and provided
opportunity for agency comments in a public forum.

February 23, 2016

Planning Commission
Scoping Meeting

One NOP Public
Hearing before the
Planning Commission
was Held

Presented information on the project and provided
opportunity for Planning Commission, agency, and public
comments in a public forum.

February 23, 2016

Scoping Report for
CEQA NOP Process

Submittal of Scoping
Meeting Report

Reported public and agency comments on the proposed
project and environmental issues of concern to the public and
agencies. This report includes comments made during the
scoping process for the CEQA NOP.

March 2016

Upcoming Events / Documents and Approximate Dates
Draft EIR Release of Draft EIR Draft EIR Notice of Completion is filed with the State

Clearinghouse. EIR presents analysis of impacts and proposes
mitigation measures for the proposed project and
alternatives brought forward for analysis. Includes other
required analysis per CEQA.

July – August 2016

Public Review Period 45-day minimum CEQA-required public review period. August 2016
Draft EIR Public
Meeting

Allows for public comment on the Draft EIR August – September
2016

Final EIR Release of Final EIR Final EIR issued by the City, including responses to public
comments.

November 2016

Decision on the
Project

Should the City certify the Final EIR, a Notice of
Determination is filed with the State Clearinghouse.

December 2016 –
January 2017

Notes:
1. The NOP was mailed to property owners within 1/4 -mile of the proposed project, federal, State, and local regulatory agencies,

and elected officials.
2. Refer to the City’s website for specific EIR document dates: http://www.cityofredding.org/departments/development-

services/planning/projects.

http://www.cityofredding.org/departments/development-
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4.2 GUIDELINES FOR COMMENTING ON THE DRAFT EIR

The purpose of the public review of the Draft EIR is to evaluate the adequacy of the environmental
analysis in terms of compliance with CEQA. Section 15151 of the State CEQA Guidelines states the
following regarding standards from which adequacy is judged:

An EIR should be prepared with sufficient degree of analysis to provide decision-makers with information
which enables them to make a decision which intelligently takes account of environmental consequences.
An evaluation of environmental effects of a proposed project need not be exhaustive, but the sufficiency
of an EIR is to be reviewed in light of what is reasonable feasible.

Section 15204(a) of the State CEQA Guidelines provides guidance to assist members of the public and
public agencies in preparing comments on a Draft EIR. Section 15204.5(a) states:

In reviewing draft EIRs, persons and public agencies should focus on the sufficiency of the document in
identifying and analyzing the possible impacts on the environment and ways in which the significant effects
of the project might be avoided or mitigated.

Comments are most helpful when they suggest additional specific alternatives or mitigation measures that
would provide better ways to avoid or mitigate the significant environmental effects. At the same time,
reviews should be aware that the adequacy of an EIR is determined in terms of what is reasonably feasible,
in light of factors such as the magnitude of the project at issue, the severity of its likely environmental
impacts. And the geographic scope of the project. CEQA does not require a Lead Agency to conduct every
test of perform all research, stud, and experimentation recommended or demanded by commenters. When
responding to comments, lead agencies need only respond to significant environmental issues and do not
need to provide all information requested by reviewers, as long as a good faith effort at full disclosure is
made in the EIR.

Pursuant to the State CEQA Guidelines, and effect is not considered significant in the absence of
substantial evidence; therefore, comments should be accompanied by factual support. Section 15204(c)
of the State CEQA Guidelines states:

Reviewers should explain the basis for their comments, and, should submit data or references offering
facts, reasonable assumptions based on facts. Or expert opinion supported by facts in support of the
comments. Pursuant to §15064 an effect shall not be considered significant in the absence of substantial
evidence.
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A-4: Notice of Preparation Distribution List



Organization Name Address City State Zip

Charter Communications 5797 Eastside Road Redding CA 96001
Bella Vista Water District 11368 E Stillwater Way Redding CA 96003
Grant Elementary School 8835 Swasey Drive Redding CA 96001
Redding Elementary School District 5885 East Bonnyview Road Redding CA 96001
Shasta County Office of Education Tom Armelino 1644 Magnolia Avenue Redding CA 96001-1513
Shasta County Air Quality Management District 1855 Placer Street Suite 101 Redding CA 96001
California Department of Fish and Wildlife 601 Locust Street Redding CA 96001
RWQCB 364 Knollcrest Drive Suite 205 Redding CA 96002
US Army Corps of Engineers - California North Branch 310 Hemsted Drive Suite 310 Redding CA 96002-0935
US Postal Service Nanci Denayer 2323 Churn Creek Road Redding CA 96049-9998
Pacific Gas and Electric - Service Planning Lynn Oakley 3600 Meadow View Drive Redding CA 96002
Enterprise Elementary School District 1155 Mistletoe Lane Redding CA 96002
Columbia Elementary School 10142 Old Oregon Trail Redding CA 96003
Shasta Union High School District 2200 Eureka Way Redding CA 96001-0337
Shasta County Planning Division 1855 Placer Street Suite 103 Redding CA 96001
Shasta County Public Health Department 2650 Breslauer Way Redding CA 96001
California Native Plant Society PO Box 990194 Redding CA 96099
US Bureau of Reclamation 16349 Shasta Dam Boulevard Shasta Lake CA 96019
US Army Corps of Engineers 1325 J Street Sacramento CA 95814-2922
Shasta County Clerk 1643 Market Street Redding CA 96001
AT&T Kathy Vance 4434 Mountain Lakes Boulevard Redding CA 96003
Gateway Unified School District 4411 Mountain Lakes Boulevard Redding CA 96003
Pacheco Elementary School District 20991 Dersch Road Anderson CA 96007
Anderson Union High School District 1469 Ferry Street Anderson CA 96007
Shasta County Environmental Health 1855 Placer Street Suite 201 Redding CA 96001
Shasta Mosquito Abatement District 19200 Latona Road Anderson CA 96007
Caltrans District 02 - Local Development Review MS6 Marcelino Gonzalez 1657 Riverside Drive Redding CA 96001-0536
Western Shasta Resource Conservation District 62701 Parallel Road Anderson CA 96007-4833
US Bureau of Land Management 355 Hemsted Drive Redding CA 96002
California State Clearinghouse 1400 Tenth Street Room 108 Sacramento CA 95814
California State Clearinghouse PO Box 3044 Sacramento CA 95812-3044
Defenders of Wildlife Kim Delfino Director 1303 J Street Suite 270 Sacramento CA 95814-2935

AGENCY DISTRIBUTION LIST
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Public Scoping Meeting

Bethel Church of Redding 

Collyer Drive Campus Planned Development
(PD-2015-00304)

Environmental Impact Report

Notice of Preparation

February 9, 2016



Welcome and Introductions

CITY OF REDDING
Development Services Department

Kent Manuel, Planning Manager

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANT
Kimley-Horn and Associates

Bruce Grove, Project Director



Overview

• What is CEQA?
• Purpose of CEQA Scoping Meeting
• Description of Proposed Project
• Notice of Preparation 
• Potential Environmental Impacts
• Public Participation
• Proposed CEQA Review Schedule
• Contact Information
• Comments and Questions



What is CEQA?
California Environmental Quality Act
• 1970 State of California environmental law

• Purpose of CEQA:
• Provide information to decision makers and public about 

environmental consequences of actions before they are 
made

• Evaluate the project’s anticipated physical environmental 
effects

• Provide the public with an opportunity to comment on the 
environmental issues

• Obligation to avoid or reduce harm to the environment when 
feasible (“mitigation”)

• Does not control land use or mandate disapproval of projects



Purpose of CEQA Scoping Meeting
• Enhance public participation as part of the project’s 

review under CEQA.

• Provide an overview of the proposed undertaking.

• Solicit comments to refine and potentially expand the 
“scope” of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

• The scope of the EIR is determined by:

• Responses to Notice of Preparation (NOP) from responsible 
agencies.

• Input from the community (including comments at the 
scoping meeting)

• Experience with projects of similar magnitude.



Project Location



Notice of Preparation (NOP)
• Notifies responsible agencies and other interested parties 

that an EIR will be prepared

• Solicits input regarding the scope, focus, and content of the 
upcoming EIR

• Comments received as part of the NOP will be included in 
the Draft EIR.

• CEQA Checklist: initial evaluation based on project’s 
potential effect on eighteen (18) environmental factors 



CEQA Environmental Checklist
• Aesthetics
• Agricultural Resources
• Air Quality
• Biological Resources
• Cultural Resources
• Greenhouse Gases
• Soils & Geologic Hazards
• Hazards & Hazardous 

Materials
• Hydrology & Water 

Quality

• Land Use & Planning
• Noise
• Population & Housing
• Public Services 
• Mineral Resources
• Transportation & Traffic
• Utilities & Service 

Systems
• Recreation
• Mandatory Findings of 

Significance



Potential Environmental Impacts
• 15 of 18 environmental factors with at least one 

impact as Potentially Significant:
• Aesthetics
• Air Quality
• Biological Resources
• Cultural Resources
• Greenhouse Gases
• Hazards & Hazardous Materials
• Hydrology & Water Quality
• Land Use & Planning
• Noise
• Population & Housing
• Public Services
• Transportation & Traffic
• Utilities & Service Systems
• Mandatory Findings of Significance



Applicant Prepared Technical Studies

• Traffic Impact Assessment

• Acoustical Evaluation

• Historical / Archaeological Resources

• Biological Resources

• Geotechnical Evaluation

• Hydrology Study

• Each Study Subjected to an Independent Third Party 
Technical Review



Additional Technical Assessments
• Air Quality Impact Assessment

• Greenhouse Gas Assessment

• Energy Assessment

• Visual Simulations

• Light and Glare Assessment

• Water Demand Evaluation

• Hazardous Materials Evaluation



Analysis in Draft EIR
• Threshold-based Analysis

• Short-Term Impacts
• Construction

• Long-Term Impacts
• Operational

• Identify feasible mitigation measures to avoid or 
reduce impacts

• Identify significant unavoidable impacts

• Cumulative Impacts

• Project Alternatives



Public Participation:
“The Backbone” of CEQA

• NOP 30-day Public Circulation – Extended to 45-days
• You are encouraged to comment tonight at this meeting.

• Planning Commission Scoping Session (February 23, 2016)

• NOP Comment Period will end on March 11, 2016 at 5:00 
p.m.

• Written comments will be accepted instead of or in 
addition to verbal comments.

• Please limit comments to environmental issues to be 
analyzed in the EIR.



• Future Public Comment Opportunities
• Draft EIR 45-day Public Circulation

• PC Draft EIR Hearing

• PC Final EIR Adequacy Hearing 

• CC Final EIR Certification Hearing

• 45-day Draft EIR Comment Period and Public 
Hearing (July – August 2016).

• Planning Commission and City Council Hearings 
(December 2016 – January 2017).

Public Participation:
“The Backbone” of CEQA



Contact Information
• Please submit written comments (or e-mails) to:

CITY OF REDDING
Development Services Department
Planning Division
Bethel Church of Redding Planned Development Project
NOP and Draft EIR Comments
Attention: Ms. Lily Toy, Senior Planner
777 Cypress Avenue
Redding, CA 96001
ltoy@cityofredding.org

• Comments must include, name, address, e-mail, or 
contact number.



THANK YOU FOR ATTENDING
THIS EVENING!

Questions & Answers



B-2: Scoping Meeting Handouts



Bethel Church of Redding (project applicant) proposes to construct and 
operate a new church campus on 39.3 acres located at the corner of Twin 
Tower Drive and Collyer Drive in Redding, California. The Bethel Church of 
Redding Collyer Drive Campus Planned Development (proposed project) is 
subject to review under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

The environmental review of the proposed project is being managed by the City 
of Redding Development Services Department. The City, as the lead agency, 
will prepare and publish an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) in compliance 
with CEQA requirements.

Bethel Church of Redding  
Collyer Drive Campus 

Planned Development

Project 
Fact 
Sheet

ANTICIPATED CEQA REVIEW SCHEDULE

Scoping Period January 26, 2016 to March 11, 2016

Scoping Meetings February 9, 2016 and February 23, 2016

Draft EIR July 2016

Final EIR Late 2016 / Early 2017
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Bethel School of Supernatural 
Ministry Schedule
The proposed Bethel School of Supernatural Ministry 
(BSSM) academic year is scheduled to begin 
approximately the first week of September and run 
through the second week of May with onsite class 
sessions held weekly, Monday through Thursday. Week 
or multi-week breaks would occur during Thanksgiving, 
Christmas, and New Years and one two-week break 
during spring (March or April). Current total BSSM 
enrollment is approximately 1,748 students, with 
1,114 students attending BSSM’s 1st Year Program 
and 634 students attending BSSM’s 2nd Year Program. 
Current staffing for the BSSM is 43. Projected staffing 
for the Collyer Drive Campus at full enrollment of 3,000 
students is projected to increase to 86.

ANTICIPATED BSSM SCHEDULE

Academic Year
September through 2nd Week of 

May

Weekly Class Sessions1 Start End

Monday - Wednesday
10:30am
12:30pm

3:45pm
5:45pm

Thursday  
(1st Year Program)

9:30am
12:00pm

2:30pm
3:30pm

Thursday  
(2nd Year Program)2 11:00am 1:30pm

Friday No Sessions

1 Class schedules have been scheduled in a manner that 
manages the flow of daily attendance. Approximately half 
of the students would utilize classroom space early in the 
day and the other half in the afternoon.
2 All second year program students arrive at 11:00am and 
all depart at 1:30pm.

Evening Courses and Meetings
Proposed evening classes at the Collyer Drive Campus 
facility would be offered to the general local Bethel 
church community and are not anticipated to utilize 
all of the classroom space. In addition, the facility may 
host some mid-week gatherings utilizing one or both 
of the larger assembly rooms. Both classroom and 
assembly room meetings would begin at approximately 
6:30pm and end at approximately 10:00pm.

Special Events & Teaching 
Conferences
Conferences and special schools would vary in size from 
approximately 50 to 900 attendees. Bethel Church would 
utilize the proposed Collyer Campus facility for some of 
these events, primarily when the BSSM is not in session. 
For conferences scheduled at a time when the BSSM 
would normally be in session, the BSSM meetings would 
be canceled for those days. The attendance and related 
parking for these events would be less than a normal 
BSSM school day, but could be larger than the current 
attendance at the College Drive facility, due to the larger 
facilities proposed at the Collyer Drive Campus. Larger 
events would commence with a Wednesday evening 
meeting between the hours of 6:30 pm and 10:00 pm. 
Thursday and Friday meetings would be held between 
8:00 am and 4:00 pm, and then again between 6:30 pm 
and 10:00 pm each day. 

The School of Worship would be held in the summer 
when the BSSM is not in session.  The school would 
be held Monday through Friday for two consecutive 
weeks with some evening sessions. Attendance is 
anticipated to range between 600 to 700 attendees, 
however the ultimate attendance could potentially 
exceed 1,000 attendees.

Anticipated Collyer Drive Campus Operations Project Overview 

Project approval would allow the applicant to construct a 
new 171,708 square-foot church and school campus on 
the 39.3-acre site. 

Building “A”: Single-story, 83,955 square-foot assembly 
building. Facility includes a 2,600 seat auditorium for church 
services, conferences and other onsite special events.

Building “B”: Two-story, 1,100 seat, 87,713 square-foot 
assembly building. Proposed use includes classrooms 
in support of church services, BSSM classrooms and 
assembly spaces, and church offices.

Parking Lot and Security Lighting: Parking lot lighting 
would include exterior pole-mounted light standards 
(maximum 45-feet high) located throughout the site to 
provided safety and security lighting.

Landscaping: Approximately 7.7 acres of landscaping.  
Irrigation consistent with the State of California’s Model 
Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance (MWELO). 

Storm Drainage: Two onsite underground detention 
pipes adjacent to Poison Oak Lane and a 2.8-acre 
detention basin at the southwest corner of the site. 

Wastewater: Construction of a new 1,550-foot sewer 
force main and 1,850-foot gravity sewer line within 
Collyer Drive, west to Ridgewood Drive. 

Water: Construction of a new offsite booster pump 
station to meet peak fire-flow requirements. Construction 
of a new 12-inch water line within the existing Twin 
Tower Drive and across private parcels, from Hollow 
Lane, extending approximately 2,055 feet and 
connecting to an existing 16-inch water line in Hendrika 
Way. A new 10-inch water connection from an existing 
10-inch water line at Posey Lane.

Twin Tower Drive: Widening of Twin Tower Drive to an 
approximately 80-foot cross-section along the site’s 
western frontage from Collyer Drive to the project’s 
northern limits (approximately 1,400 feet). The widening 
would accommodate two northbound travel lanes and one 
southbound travel lane with left turn pockets provided at 
the Posey Lane/Collyer Drive intersection.

Collyer Drive: Widening of a 3,300-foot segment of 
Collyer Drive within the existing 76-foot right-of-way.

Poison Oak Lane (Existing Private Driveway): No 
changes proposed.

New Public Street (Road “A”): Construct new  
Road “A” between Collyer Drive to the site’s northern 
boundary to accommodate one northbound travel lane 
and one southbound travel lane within a proposed 55-
foot right-of-way.

Parking: Onsite surface parking totaling 1,851 parking 
spaces (1,766 spaces and an 85 space overflow lot).

On-Site Activities: 

�� Special events including weddings, funerals, 
concerts, and conferences

�� Concerts limited to indoor auditoriums only

�� BSSM Offices

�� Peak enrollment of up to 3,000 BSSM students

EXISTING SITE INFORMATION

Address 2080 Collyer Drive

APN 076-070-024

Size 39.3 Acres

General Plan Residential – 6 to 10 units per acre

Zoning RM-9-PD

FEMA Zone Zone X

Water Bella Vista Water District

Electricity REU

Gas PG&E



Project Information Available At:
http://www.cityofredding.org/departments/development-services/planning

Schedule for Scoping
In addition to this evening’s meeting, the City of 
Redding will conduct a noticed Scoping Meeting 
before the Planning Commission. The purpose of 
the scoping meeting is to present information about 
the proposed project and the City’s decision-making 
process, and to listen to the views of the public on the 
range of issues relevant to the scope and content of 
the EIR.

Scoping Comments: You may submit comments in 
a variety of ways:

1.	 U.S. Mail: 
City of Redding 
Development Services Department 
Planning Division 
Ms. Lily Toy, CFM, Senior Planner 
777 Cypress Avenue 
Redding, CA 96001

2.	 Email: ltoy@cityofredding.org

3.	 Fax: (530) 225-4495

4.	 Other: Making a verbal statement or handing 
in a written comment at a scoping meeting. All 
comments for the City’s CEQA scoping period 
must be received by Friday, March 11, 2016.

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS

Address City Hall, 777 Cypress Avenue, Redding, CA 96001

Location Community Room City Council Chambers

Day & 
Date

Tuesday,  
February 9, 2016

Regularly Scheduled 
Planning Commission 

Meeting
Tuesday,  

February 23, 2016

Time

Open House Session, 
6:30pm

Brief Presentation,  
7:00pm

Verbal Comment,  
7:30pm

4:00pm

�� U.S. Army Corps of Engineers:  
Clean Water Act Section 404 Permit

�� California Regional Water Quality Control  
Board – Section 401 Water Quality Certification

�� California Department of Fish and Wildlife –  
1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement

�� National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES) Stormwater General Construction 
Permit

�� Shasta County Department of Public Works

�� Bella Vista Water District

Other Anticipated Agency Approvals
The City as lead agency for the proposed project has discretionary authority over the primary project proposal. To 
implement this project, the applicant may need to obtain, at a minimum, the following discretionary permits/approvals:



Bethel Church of Redding Collyer Drive Campus Planned Development
Introduction to the 

California Environmental Quality Act

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) was enacted in 1970 requiring both state and local agencies to identify, disclose 
and consider environmental factors for projects requiring a discretionary action. A “discretionary project” as defined by CEQA 
means: “a project which requires the exercise of judgment or deliberation when the public agency or body decides to approve 
or disapprove a particular activity, as distinguished from situations where the public agency or body merely has to determine 
whether there has been conformity with applicable statues, ordinances, or regulations” (State CEQA Guidelines §15357). The 
intent of CEQA is to: 

�� Fully disclose the description of a proposed project.

�� Evaluate a project’s environmental effects.

�� Consider relevant information before approving a project.

�� Provide the public with an opportunity to review and comment on the environmental issues.

�� Avoid or reduce potential harm to the environment when feasible. 

A “project” is defined as an activity or activities which have the potential to have physical impact on the environment. This may 
include the enactment of zoning ordinances, the issuance of conditional use permits, and the approval of tentative subdivision maps. 

Purpose of the Environmental Impact Report
After thorough review of preliminary information provided by the project applicant 

(Bethel Church), including existing information available to the City of 
Redding (City), the City acting as Lead Agency under CEQA made the 

determination that the proposed Bethel Church of Redding Collyer 
Drive Campus Planned Development Project could potentially 

result in significant environmental impacts. The purpose of 
this Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is to provide state 

and local agencies, City decision-makers, and the general 
public with detailed information on the potentially significant 
environmental effects which the project is likely to have and 
to list ways which the significant environmental effects may 
be minimized and indicate alternatives to the project.

Where Are We in the Process? 
The City has circulated a Notice of Preparation (NOP) requesting agency and public input on the 
anticipated environmental effects of the proposed Bethel Church of Redding Collyer Drive Planned 
Development Project. The NOP is circulated for a 30-day period to collect input based on the City’s initial 
review of the anticipated environmental impacts. For this project, the City has opted to extend the 30-day 
review period to 45 days. This evening’s scoping meeting provides an initial opportunity for you to inform 
City staff of any environmental concerns or issues you believe should be evaluated in the Draft EIR.



Public Participation Process
Public participation is an essential part of CEQA. The City is formally requesting your input with regards to environmental issues 
important to you at this evening’s meeting; however, as noted in the illustration below, there are additional opportunities to 
comment during the environmental review process.

Initial Study/ 
Notice of 

Preparation

Draft EIR 
Public Review Final EIRResponse to 

Comments

Public
and Agency

Input

Public
and Agency

Input

Public
and Agency

Input

Upon completion of the Draft EIR, the City will circulate the document for public comment for a period of no less than 45 days. A 
noticed public hearing before the Planning Commission will be scheduled. At the conclusion of the 45-day Draft EIR review 
period, City staff will begin preparing responses to written comments received on the adequacy of the Draft EIR, including verbal 
testimony presented before the Planning Commission. Based on the comments received, revisions to the Draft EIR may be made. 

A final public hearing will be scheduled when the Final EIR and proposed Planned 
Development Plan (PD) are presented before the Redding City Council. The City Council 
will consider the information presented in the Final EIR including responses, revisions, 
and findings. The City Council may or may not decide to move forward with approving 
the proposed Bethel Church of Redding Collyer Drive Campus Planned Development 
Project.

More on CEQA
To learn more about the CEQA process and requirements you can 
review the State CEQA quidelines and other related information at the 
following web address http://ceres.ca.gov.

City Contact Information
City of Redding
Development Services Department
Planning Division

Ms. Lily Toy, CFM, Senior Planner
777 Cypress Avenue
Redding, CA 96001
(530) 245-7231 
ltoy@cityofredding.org

Project Information Available At: 
http://www.cityofredding.org/departments/development-services/planning



 

 
 

PUBLIC SCOPING 
SUGGESTIONS/COMMENTS 

 

Bethel Church of Redding Collyer Drive Campus Planned Development Project 
(PD-2015-00304) 

Environmental Impact Report 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD: January 26, 2016 – March 11, 2016 
COMMENT DEADLINE: March 11, 2016 at 5:00 p.m. 

 
NOTE: Name, address and phone number are not required in order to provide a comment. You are not limited to 
utilizing this comment card and comments may be submitted to the City in any written manner. 

 
Name: 
 
Agency (if applicable): 
 
Mailing Address: 
 
Phone Number:      Email: 
 

 
Comments (continue on back): 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Submit this card or other written comments to: 
 
CITY OF REDDING 
DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT 
Planning Division 
777 Cypress Avenue 
Redding, CA 96001 
Attention: Lily Toy, CFM, Senior Planner 
Email: ltoy@cityofredding.org 
Fax: (530) 225-4495 



 
 
 
Comments (continued):           
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C-2: Comment Letter from Private Organizations



Bella Vista Water District Comments on the Environmental Initial Study (EIS) 
for the Bethel Church of Redding Collyer Drive Campus Planned Development 

 
1. Page 3, first bullet -The District has had hydraulic modeling performed to determine 

whether the fire flows required for the proposed facilities could be met by the existing 
water system without any water system improvements.  The results of that analysis 
indicated that a new pump station would be required and, in addition, the installation of 
some new water mains would be required to loop the water distributions system in order 
to reduce water flow velocities and head losses.  The District’s preferred location of the 
pump station is in the vicinity of Old Oregon Trail and Hendrika.  The site referenced on 
the Shasta College property is only one potential location for the pump station.  
 

2.  Page 17, “Discussion”, paragraph “b)” – The proposed project is within the water service 
area of the Bella Vista Water District and the District did issue a “Will Serve Letter” for 
the proposed project on September 18, 2013.  The District’s 2010 Urban Water 
Management Plan addresses projected water demands and the District’s water supplies in 
both normal and drought years.  Earlier this year, the California Department of Water 
Resources published its “2015 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) Guidebook.”  
The District will be preparing a 2015 UWMP, in accordance with the new guideline later 
this year.  The District will be accepting proposals for preparation of the 2015 UWMP in 
April 2016 and the updated plan should be completed by September 2016.  A Water 
Demand Evaluation will be included in the District’s 2015 UWMP.  It should be noted 
that in most years groundwater wells comprise only a small percentage of the District’s 
water production.  It is not anticipated that the proposed project will significantly increase 
the District’s reliance on groundwater supplies.  
 

3. Page 26, “Discussion”, paragraph “b)” – The EIS states: “Existing water and wastewater 
treatment facilities are expected to have sufficient capacity to serve the proposed 
project.”  While it is true that the District’s Water Treatment Plant has sufficient 
treatment capacity to meet the increased demands of the project; the District’s Water 
Service Contract with the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) is subject to 
reduction during periods of water shortage (see discussion under the following comment). 
 

4. Page 26, “Discussion”, paragraph “d)” – Regarding the adequacy of the District’s water 
supplies - The District’s primary water supply is through a 25-year, renewable Water 
Service Contract with the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation for water supply from the Central 
Valley Project (CVP).  The District’s Water Service Contract entitlement is for 24,578 
acre-feet annually, subject to shortage provisions and a “condition of shortage”.  Project 
Water furnished under the Contract is allocated in accordance with Reclamation’s M&I 
Water Shortage Policy as amended, modified, or superseded.  In recent years, a 
“condition of shortage” has been influenced by regulatory actions and court rulings 
associated with the Endangered Species Act and the Biological Opinions that have 
constrained Central Valley Project operations and reduced the water supply available to 
CVP Water Service Contractors including the Bella Vista Water District. 
 



Bella Vista Water District Comments on the Environmental Initial Study (EIS) 
for the Bethel Church of Redding Collyer Drive Campus Planned Development 

 
The Bella Vista Water District’s Water Shortage Contingency Plan was adopted by 
Resolution 15-04 (in 2015).  The purpose of the Water Shortage Contingency Plan 
(WSCP) is to conserve the available water supply and protect the integrity of water 
supply facilities (with particular regard for domestic water use, sanitation, and fire 
protection; and to protect and preserve public health, welfare, and safety; and minimize 
the adverse impacts of water supply shortage or other water supply emergency 
conditions).  All customers including any new development within the District are subject 
to the District’s rules, regulations and policies including adopted shortage measures as 
amended, modified, or superseded.  Presently, the District is in a Stage 3 – Severe Water 
Shortage.  A table of customer actions by shortage stage is attached. 
 

5. Figure 9, Preliminary Landscape Plan– The landscaping will need to comply with the 
California Department of Water Resources’ 2015 revision of its Model Water Efficient 
Landscape Ordinance or the City of Redding’s Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance, 
whichever is more restrictive.  The project proponent may want to consider installing 
cisterns under the parking area to collect and store runoff for later use for landscape 
irrigation.  This could reduce both stormwater flows and the quantity of BVWD water 
supplies required to meet irrigation demands.     
 

6. Figure 10, Off-Site Improvements – The figure shows a “Water Line Extension” north 
from Twin Tover Drive.  This will connect to an existing 16-inch U.S. Bureau of 
Reclamation water main.  It also shows a “Booster Pump Station” in the vicinity of Old 
Oregon Trail and Hendrika Way.  The existing water main in Old Oregon Trail is also a 
Reclamation water main.  All connections to Reclamation owned facilities will require 
approval from Reclamation.  Easements for any new water lines constructed as part of the 
proposed project will need to obtained, offered to the District’ and accepted by the 
District’s Board of Directors. 
 

7. Figure 11, Water and Sewer Plans – The water plans included as Figure 11 are schematic 
in nature.  As stated in the above comment, the existing 16-inch water main and the 
existing 30-inch water main are Reclamation owned water mains and the connections to 
these water mains will require Reclamation approval.  The design and construction of all 
of the proposed water system improvements shall be in accordance with BVWD’s design 
and construction standards.  Execution of a development agreement between the project 
proponent and the District will be required for the proposed project. 
 

8. Figure 12, Off-Site Water Plan – District review and approval of the plans and 
specifications for construction of the off-site water system improvements will be 
required.  Following the completion of the construction an offer of dedication of the off-
site improvements shall be made to the District.  Water service to the proposed project 
will not be granted until the offer is made to the District and accepted by the District’s 
Board of Directors.  
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9. Figure 13, Booster Pump Location – The location of the Booster Pump Station shown in 
the figure is preliminary and subject to approval by Shasta College.  The figure shows 
only a “New Waterline to Booster Pump;” a second water main from the booster pump 
station, connecting to the existing 16-inch water main in Hendrika Way will also be 
required.  The routing of both of these water mains remains to be determined. 





C-3: Comment Letters from Private Citizens




























































































































































































