
 

SHASTA COUNTY
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
1450 Court Street, Suite 308B
Redding, California 96001-1673
(530) 225-5557
(800) 479-8009
(530) 225-5189 FAX

Supervisor David A. Kehoe, District 1
Supervisor Leonard Moty, District 2
Supervisor Mary Rickert, District 3

Supervisor Steve Morgan, District 4
Supervisor Les Baugh, District 5

AGENDA
 

REGULAR MEETING
OF THE

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
 

Tuesday, September 18, 2018, 9:00 AM
The Board of Supervisors welcomes you to its meetings which are regularly scheduled for each Tuesday at 9:00 a.m. in the
Board of Supervisors Chambers on the second floor of the Shasta County Administration Center, 1450 Court Street, Suite
263, Redding, California.  Your interest is encouraged and appreciated. 
 
The agenda is divided into two sections:  CONSENT CALENDAR:  These matters include routine financial and
administrative actions and are usually approved by a single majority vote.  REGULAR CALENDAR:  These items include
significant financial, policy, and administrative actions and are classified by program areas.  The regular calendar also
includes "Scheduled Hearings," which are noticed hearings and public hearings, and any items not on the consent calendar.
 
TO ADDRESS THE BOARD:  Members of the public may directly address the Board of Supervisors on any agenda item
on the regular calendar before or during the Board's consideration of the item.  In addition, the Board of Supervisors
provides the members of the public with a Public Comment-Open Time period, where the public may address the Board on
any agenda item on the consent calendar before the Board's consideration of the items on the consent calendar and may
address the Board on any matter not listed on the agenda that is within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Board of
Supervisors.  Pursuant to the Brown Act (Govt. Code section 54950, et seq.), Board action or discussion cannot be taken
on non-agenda matters, but the Board may briefly respond to statements or questions and, if deemed necessary, refer the
subject matter to the appropriate department for follow-up and/or to schedule the matter on a subsequent Board Agenda.
 
Persons wishing to address the Board are requested to fill out a Speaker Request Form and provide it to the Clerk before the
meeting begins.  Speaker Request Forms are available at the following locations: (1)  online at
http://www.co.shasta.ca.us/BOS/docs/Request_to_talk.pdf, (2)  from the Clerk of the Board on the third floor of 1450
Court Street, Suite 308B, Redding, and (3)  in the back of the Board of Supervisors Chambers.  If you have documents to
present for the members of the Board of Supervisors to review, please provide a minimum of ten copies.  When addressing
the Board, please approach the rostrum, and after receiving recognition from the Chairman, give your name and comments. 
Each speaker is allocated three minutes to speak.  Comments should be limited to matters within the subject matter
jurisdiction of the Board.
 
CALL TO ORDER

Invocation: Pastor Penni Scarbrough, The Meeting Place

Pledge of Allegiance: Supervisor Rickert
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REGULAR CALENDAR

Members of the public may directly address the Board of Supervisors on any agenda item on
the regular calendar before or during the Board's consideration of the item.  Persons wishing to
address the Board are requested to fill out a Speaker Request Form prior to the beginning of the
meeting (forms are available from the Clerk of the Board, 1450 Court Street, Suite 308B,
Redding, or in the back of the Board of Supervisors Chambers).  If you have documents to
present for the members of the Board of Supervisors to review, please provide a minimum of ten
copies.  Each speaker is allocated three minutes to speak.  

BOARD MATTERS

R 1 Board Matters
Adopt a proclamation which designates September 16-22, 2018, as "Constitution
Week" in Shasta County.
No General Fund Impact Simple Majority Vote

R 2 Board Matters
Adopt a proclamation which designates September 25, 2018, as a "Day of
Remembrance for Murder Victims" in Shasta County.
No General Fund Impact Simple Majority Vote

PRESENTATIONS

R 3 Presentation
Receive a presentation from California Public Lands Coordinator Sam Sedillo
regarding Trout Unlimited's Public Lands program and presence in Shasta County.
No General Fund Impact No Vote

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - OPEN TIME

During the Public Comment Open Time period, the public may address the Board on any
agenda item on the consent calendar and may address the Board on any matter not listed on the
agenda that is within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Board of Supervisors.  Persons
wishing to address the Board during Public Comment Open Time are requested to fill out a
Speaker Request Form and, if you have documents to present to the Board of Supervisors,
please provide a minimum of ten copies. 

 
CONSENT CALENDAR

The following Consent Calendar items are expected to be routine and non-controversial.  They
may be acted upon by the Board at one time without discussion.  Any Board member or staff
member may request that an item be removed from the Consent Calendar for discussion and
consideration.  Members of the public may comment on any item on the Consent Calendar
during the Public Comment Period - Open Time, which shall precede the Consent Calendar.

GENERAL GOVERNMENT
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C 1 Administrative Office

Approve and authorize the County Executive Officer to sign any documents
required to apply for grant funding under the Hazard Mitigation Grant Program
(HMGP).

General Fund Impact Simple Majority Vote
C 2 Auditor-Controller

Adopt a resolution which approves the Fiscal Year 2018/2019 Countywide Tax
Rate, Unitary Debt Service Rate, and the tax rates for bond sinking funds, voter-
approved debt, and tax overrides.

General Fund Impact Simple Majority Vote
C 3 Auditor-Controller

Administrative Office
Adopt a policy resolution which amends Administrative Policy 8-103, Fleet
Management Program, to update procedures.

No Additional General Fund Impact Simple Majority Vote
C 4 Clerk of the Board

Appoint Kathy Barry to the Shasta Children and Families Commission for an
unexpired term to January 2019.

No General Fund Impact Simple Majority Vote
C 5 Clerk of the Board

Approve the minutes of the meeting held on September 11, 2018, as submitted.

No General Fund Impact Simple Majority Vote

HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES

C 6 Health and Human Services Agency-Adult Services

Take the following actions:  (1) Authorize the Chairman to sign, and the Health and
Human Services Agency (HHSA) to submit, a letter of interest to the California
Department of Health Care Services (DHCS) accepting a one-time $200,000
allocation for Homeless Mentally Ill Outreach and Treatment (HMIOT) services;
(2) adopt a resolution which designates the HHSA Director as the single point of
contact to DHCS for HMIOT funding and authorizes participation in the HMIOT
program; and (3) approve a budget amendment increasing appropriations and
revenue by $200,000 in the HHSA-Mental Health budget to accept the funding.

No Additional General Fund Impact 4/5 Vote
C 7 Health and Human Services Agency-Children's Services

Approve and authorize the Chairman to sign a retroactive renewal agreement with
Northern Valley Catholic Social Service, Inc., in an amount not to exceed
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$2,169,196 to provide youth specialty mental health services for the period July 1,
2018 through June 30, 2020.

No Additional General Fund Impact Simple Majority Vote
C 8 Housing and Community Action Programs

Adopt a resolution which: (1) Authorizes the Housing and Community Action
Programs department to submit an application to the California Department of
Housing and Community Development (HCD) for California Emergency Solutions
and Housing Program (CESH) funds in an amount not to exceed $857,130 for
rental assistance, homeless prevention, street outreach services, and systems
support activities for the period January 1, 2019 through December 31, 2023;  (2) 
approves and authorizes the Director of Housing and Community Action Programs
to sign and submit the application, and other application documents, including
retroactive; (3) states funds will be expended in compliance with applicable state,
federal, and other relevant statutes regarding the CESH program; and (4) approves
and authorizes the Chairman or Vice Chairman to sign the grant agreement and
subsequent amendments, and other documents related to the CESH award.

No Additional General Fund Impact Simple Majority Vote

LAW AND JUSTICE

C 9 Probation

Take the following actions: (1) Approve and authorize the Chairman to sign a
retroactive revenue agreement with Gateway Unified School District in an amount
not to exceed $112,000 to provide a School Resource Officer for the period
August 10, 2018 through June 30, 2019; (2) adopt a salary resolution, effective
September 30, 2018, amending the Shasta County Position Allocation List to add
1.0 Full Time Equivalent (FTE) Deputy Probation Officer III; and (3) approve
a budget amendment increasing appropriations and revenue by $112,000 in
the Probation budget.

No Additional General Fund Impact 4/5 Vote

PUBLIC WORKS

C 10 Public Works

Approve and authorize the Public Works Director to sign a Notice of Completion
for the “Junction School ATP Project,” Contract No. 702985, and record it within
15 days of actual completion.

No General Fund Impact Simple Majority Vote
C 11 Public Works

County Service Area No. 2-Sugarloaf Water
Take the following actions on behalf of County Service Area (CSA) No. 2-
Sugarloaf Water:  (1) Adopt a resolution which: (a) accepts emergency grant
funding in the amount of $68,000 from the State Water Resources Control Board to
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haul water to CSA No. 2-Sugarloaf Water; and (b) designates the Public Works
Director, or his/her designee, as the “Authorized Representative” to comply with
the grant provisions and complete related documents; and (2) approve a budget
amendment increasing appropriations and revenue by $68,000 in the CSA No. 2-
Sugarloaf Water Admin budget for the grant.

No General Fund Impact 4/5 Vote

OTHER DEPARTMENTS

C 12 County Service Area No. 1-County Fire

Take the following actions regarding the purchase of Self Contained Breathing
Apparatus (SCBA) equipment: (1) Approve a budget amendment increasing
appropriations by $170,263 offset with use of fund balance; and (2) approve the
award and authorize the purchase of new SCBA equipment to All Star Fire
Equipment, Inc., under the California Department of General Services (DGS)
contract in the amount of $567,484.12.

No Additional General Fund Impact 4/5 Vote

REGULAR CALENDAR, CONTINUED

GENERAL GOVERNMENT

R 4 Administrative Office

(1)  Receive a legislative update and consider action on specific legislation related
to Shasta County’s legislative platform; and (2) receive Supervisors’ reports on
countywide issues.
No General Fund Impact No Vote

HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES

R 5 Health and Human Services Agency-Business and Support Services

Approve and authorize the Chairman to sign an evergreen employment agreement
with Karen C. Ramstrom, D.O., M.S.P.H., to appoint Dr. Ramstrom as the Shasta
County Health Officer effective October 14, 2018 and to establish Dr. Ramstrom’s
compensation at the E-Step salary range ($101.633 per hour/$17,616 per month).
No Additional General Fund Impact Simple Majority Vote

LAW AND JUSTICE

R 6 Sheriff

Adopt a resolution which recognizes that the circumstances and factors that led to
the July 30, 2018 ratification of a local emergency proclamation due to the
wildland fire identified as the "Carr Fire" have not been resolved and that there is a
need for continuation of the local emergency proclamation.
General Fund Impact Simple Majority Vote
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RESOURCE MANAGEMENT

R 7 Resource Management

Take the following actions:  (1) Find that adoption of the ordinance is exempt from
the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to
the exemptions stated in the ordinance; and (2) introduce and waive the reading of
an ordinance enacting Chapter 16.10, Regulations for Limited Density Owner-Built
Rural Dwellings, of the Shasta County Code.
No Additional General Fund Impact Simple Majority Vote

SCHEDULED HEARINGS

 
A court challenge to action taken by the Board of Supervisors on any project or decision may be
limited to only those issues raised during the public hearing or in written correspondence
delivered to the Board of Supervisors during, or prior to, the scheduled public hearing.

PUBLIC WORKS

R 8 Public Works
County Service Area No. 8-Palo Cedro Water and Sewer
Take the following actions on behalf of County Service Area (CSA) No. 8-Palo
Cedro Sewer and Water: (1) Conduct a public hearing to consider increasing the
bi-monthly water and sewer rates; (2) close the public hearing; (3) direct the Clerk
of the Board to tabulate written protests from property owners and tenants within
CSA No. 8-Palo Cedro and report back to the Board with the results; (4) in the
absence of a majority protest, introduce, waive the reading of, and enact an
Ordinance of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Shasta, County Service
Area No. 8-Palo Cedro Sewer and Water, Repealing Ordinance No. 633 and
Setting Forth the Charges, Rates, and Fees for Sewer, Water, and Related Services;
and (5) repeal Ordinance No. 633.
No General Fund Impact Simple Majority Vote

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT

R 9 Resource Management

Take the following actions regarding property in the unincorporated area of Shasta
County east of and adjoining the City of Redding in the northwest quadrant of the
State Route 299/Old Oregon Trail interchanges area (Assessor Parcel Numbers
076-070-012, 076-070-016, 076-100-018, 076- 060-018 (portion), and 076-100-
011): (1) Conduct a public hearing; (2) close the public hearing; (3) adopt a
resolution: (a) finding that GPA18-0001 is not subject to the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance with the provisions of
Government Code section 65759, (b) approving GPA18-0001 to amend the land
use designations on 47.9 acres of property from Commercial (C) and Suburban
Residential (SR) to Urban Residential-25 dwelling units per acre (UR(25)); (4)
find that Zoning Amendment  (ZA) 18-0002 is not subject to CEQA in
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accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759; and (5)
introduce, waive the reading of, and enact ordinance ZA18-0002 rezoning 33.3
acres of property from Interim Rural Residential (IR), Commercial Light
Industrial (C-M), and Community Commercial (C-2) to Multiple-Family
Residential–25 dwelling units per acre (R-3-25) and Open Space (OS).
No Additional General Fund Impact Simple Majority Vote

R 10 Resource Management

Take the following actions regarding property in the unincorporated area of Shasta
County north of and adjoining the City of Redding in the area of Old Oasis Road
(portion of Assessor Parcel Number 073-010-006): (1) Conduct a public hearing;
(2) close the public hearing; (3) adopt a resolution: (a) finding that GPA18-0002
is not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance
with the provisions of Government Code section 65759; (b) approving GPA18-
0002 to amend the land use designation on 51.9 acres of property from Suburban
Residential (SR) to Urban Residential-25 dwelling units per acre (UR(25)) and
Urban Residential (UR); (4) find that Zoning Amendment (ZA) 18-0003 is not
subject to CEQA in accordance with the provisions of Government Code section
65759; and (5) introduce, waive the reading of, and enact ordinance ZA18-0003
rezoning 51.9 acres of property from Interim Rural Residential (IR) and
Designated Floodway (F-1) to Multiple-Family Residential–25 dwelling units per
acre (R-3-25), Multiple-Family Residential–10 dwelling units per acre (R-3-10),
Open Space (OS), and Designated Floodway (F-1).
No Additional General Fund Impact Simple Majority Vote

R 11 Resource Management

Based on comments and input from numerous sources which was received
following the Planning Commission meeting on August 23, 2018, the Resource
Management Department withdraws its recommendation to approve General Plan
Amendment (GPA) 18-0003 which would amend the land use designation on 9.8
acres from Commercial (C) to Urban Residential-25 dwelling units per acre
(UR(25)), and Zoning Amendment (ZA) 18-0004 which would rezone 9.8 acres of
property from Community Commercial (C-2) to Multiple-Family Residential–25
dwelling units per acre (R-3-25) and Open Space (OS), in the unincorporated area
of Shasta County in the Palo Cedro Town Center south of State Route 44 and west
of Deschutes Road (Assessor Parcel Number 059-360-019).
No Additional General Fund Impact Simple Majority Vote

R 12 Resource Management

Take the following actions regarding General Plan Amendment GPA13-003, to
submit the Draft 2014-2019 Shasta County Housing Element Update to the
California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD): (1)
Conduct a public hearing; (2) close the public hearing; and adopt a resolution: (a)
 finding that GPA13-003 is not subject to the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) in accordance with the provisions of Government Code section
65759 (CEQA does not apply to any action necessary to bring an agency’s general
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plan or relevant mandatory elements of the plan into compliance with any court
order or judgment); and (b) directing the Resource Management Department to
submit the Draft 2014-2019 Shasta County Housing Element to HCD for review
and comment pursuant to Government Code section 65754(a).
No Additional General Fund Impact Simple Majority Vote

CLOSED SESSION ANNOUNCEMENT

R 13 The Board of Supervisors will recess to a Closed Session to discuss the
following item (Est. 25 minutes):
 
CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - EXISTING LITIGATION
(Government Code section 54956.9, subdivision (d), paragraph (1)):
 

Names of Cases:   Raymond Hughes v. County of Shasta
                              Yvonne Kreger v. County of Shasta

At the conclusion of the Closed Session, reportable action, if any, will be reported in
Open Session.

RECESS

REPORT OF CLOSED SESSION ACTIONS

ADJOURN

REMINDERS

Date: Time: Event: Location:

09/25/2018  Board of Supervisors Meeting
Canceled  

10/02/2018 8:30 a.m. Air Pollution Control Board Meeting Board
Chambers

10/02/2018 9:00 a.m. Board of Supervisors Meeting Board
Chambers

10/09/2018  Board of Supervisors Meeting
Canceled  

10/11/2018 2:00 p.m. Planning Commission Meeting Board
Chambers

10/16/2018 9:00 a.m. Board of Supervisors Meeting Board
Chambers

10/23/2018 9:00 a.m. Board of Supervisors Meeting Board
Chambers

 
COMMUNICATIONS received by the Board of Supervisors are on file and available for
review in the Clerk of the Board's Office.
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The County of Shasta does not discriminate on the basis of disability in admission to, access to, or
operation of its buildings, facilities, programs, services, or activities.  The County does not discriminate
on the basis of disability in its hiring or employment practices.  Questions, complaints, or requests for
additional information regarding the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) may be forwarded to the
County's ADA Coordinator:  Director of Support Services Angela Davis, County of Shasta,
1450 Court Street, Room 348, Redding, CA   96001-1676, Phone:  (530) 225-5515, California Relay
Service:  (800) 735-2922, Fax:  (530) 225-5345, E-mail:  adacoordinator@co.shasta.ca.us.  Individuals
with disabilities who need auxiliary aids and/or services for effective communication in the County's
programs and services are invited to make their needs and preferences known to the affected
department or the ADA Coordinator.  For aids or services needed for effective communication during
Board of Supervisors meetings, please call Clerk of the Board (530) 225-5550 two business days
before the meeting.  This notice is available in accessible alternate formats from the affected
department or the ADA Coordinator.  Accommodations may include, but are not limited to,
interpreters, assistive listening devices, accessible seating, or documentation in an alternate format.  

 
The Board of Supervisors meetings are viewable on Shasta County's website at www.co.shasta.ca.us.
 
Public records which relate to any of the matters on this agenda (except Closed Session items), and which have
been distributed to the members of the Board, are available for public inspection at the office of the Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors, 1450 Court Street, Suite 308B, Redding, CA   96001-1673. 
 
This document and other Board of Supervisors documents are available online at www.co.shasta.ca.us.
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REPORT TO SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BOARD MEETING DATE:  September  18, 2018
CATEGORY:  BOARD MATTERS-1.

SUBJECT:

Constitution Week

DEPARTMENT: Board Matters

Supervisorial District No. :  All

DEPARTMENT CONTACT:  Mary Williams, Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board (530) 225-5550

STAFF REPORT APPROVED BY:  Mary Williams, Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board

Vote Required?

Simple Majority Vote

General Fund Impact?

No General Fund Impact 

RECOMMENDATION

Adopt a proclamation which designates September 16-22, 2018, as "Constitution Week" in Shasta County.

SUMMARY

N/A

DISCUSSION

N/A

ALTERNATIVES

N/A

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

The Daughters of the American Revolution requested the proclamation.

FINANCING

There is no General Fund impact associated with the proclamation.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Description
Proclamation 9/11/2018 Proclamation
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Shasta County Board of SupervisorsShasta County Board of SupervisorsShasta County Board of SupervisorsShasta County Board of Supervisors    

ProclamationProclamationProclamationProclamation    
 

Constitution Week  

September 16-22, 2018 
 

 

WHEREAS, in order to secure the blessings of liberty and self-government for themselves 

and their posterity, our Founding Fathers ordained and established a constitution for the United 

States of America; and 

 

WHEREAS, it is of the greatest importance that all citizens fully understand the provisions 

and principles contained in the Constitution in order to support, preserve, and defend it against 

all enemies; and 

 

WHEREAS, the anniversary of the Signing of the Constitution provides an opportunity for 

all Americans to realize the achievements of the Framers of the Constitution and the rights, 

privileges, and responsibilities it secured; and 

 

WHEREAS, the independence guaranteed to American citizens, whether by birth or 

naturalization, should be celebrated by appropriate ceremonies and activities during 

Constitution Week, September 16-22, 2018, as designated by proclamation of the President of 

the United States of America in accordance with Public Law 915; 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of the County of 

Shasta hereby proclaims the week of September 16-22, 2018 as Constitution Week in 

Shasta County and urges all our citizens to consider and appreciate the many benefits of our 

Federal Constitution and American citizenship. 
 

 

 

Les Baugh, Chairman 

 

September 18, 2018 

Date 
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REPORT TO SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BOARD MEETING DATE:  September  18, 2018
CATEGORY:  BOARD MATTERS-2.

SUBJECT:

Adopt a proclamation which designates September 25, 2018, as "Day of Remembrance for Murder Victims" in Shasta
County.

DEPARTMENT: Board Matters

Supervisorial District No. :  All

DEPARTMENT CONTACT:  Stephanie Bridgett, District Attorney, 530-245-6310

STAFF REPORT APPROVED BY:  Stephanie Bridgett, District Attorney

Vote Required?

Simple Majority Vote

General Fund Impact?

No General Fund Impact 

RECOMMENDATION

Adopt a proclamation which designates September 25, 2018, as a "Day of Remembrance for Murder Victims" in Shasta
County.

SUMMARY

N/A

DISCUSSION

This proclamation, sponsored by the District Attorney's Office, is designed to engage our community in honoring victims lost
in tragic and unexpected ways. The Board's proclamation will demonstrate support in recognizing these victims and their
families and the important work of supportive systems for families enduring the trauma of homicide.  

ALTERNATIVES

The alternative is not approving the proclamation, in which case the Shasta County District Attorney will not include the
proclamation in the scheduled activities.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

The County Administrative Office has reviewed this proclamation.

FINANCING

There is no fiscal impact with the adoption of this proclamation.
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ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Description
Proclamation for Homicide Victims 9/12/2018 Proclamation for

Homicide Victims
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Shasta County Board of SupervisorsShasta County Board of SupervisorsShasta County Board of SupervisorsShasta County Board of Supervisors    

ProclamationProclamationProclamationProclamation    
 

Day of Remembrance for Murder Victims 

September 25, 2018 
 

 
WHEREAS, the devastating impact of murder in America has far-reaching effects on individuals, 

families, communities, and our nation as a whole; and 

 

WHEREAS, the families of murder victims face immediate, short-term and lasting consequences that 

have a profound effect on them – emotionally, financially, physically, socially and spiritually; and 

 

WHEREAS, the murder of a loved one robs the victim’s family of a mother, father, sister, brother, 

son, daughter, husband, wife, partner, grandparent, aunt, uncle, extended family member, friend, neighbor 

or colleague, and creates an overwhelming challenge to fill the void their absence creates; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Shasta County District Attorney’s Office believes that honoring the memory of 

victims who have been killed by violence and acknowledging the resulting long-term trauma for families 

and communities is an important way of promoting public awareness and remembering our loved 

ones; and 

 

WHEREAS, survivors of homicide victims use their tragedies to tell stories of pain and anger inflicted 

by a homicide, rejecting paths of retaliation, shame and isolation, and instead lean toward learning and 

teaching lessons of compassion and peace; and 

 

WHEREAS, survivors of homicide victims transform their pain and anger into power and action, by 

honoring the memory of their loved ones impacted by homicide. Through leadership, grief support and 

advocacy, survivors are reducing violence and promoting prevention.  

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of the County of Shasta 

does hereby proclaim September 25, 2018, as a Day of Remembrance for Murder Victims in Shasta County. 

 

 

 

 

Les Baugh, Chairman 

 

September 18, 2018 

Date 
 

Page 14 of 323

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REGULAR MEETING - September 18, 2018



REPORT TO SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BOARD MEETING DATE:  September  18, 2018
CATEGORY:  PRESENTATIONS-3.

SUBJECT:

N/A

DEPARTMENT: Presentation

Supervisorial District No. :  All

DEPARTMENT CONTACT:  Mary Williams, Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board (530) 225-5550

STAFF REPORT APPROVED BY:  Mary Williams, Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board

Vote Required?

No Vote

General Fund Impact?

No General Fund Impact 

RECOMMENDATION

Receive a presentation from California Public Lands Coordinator Sam Sedillo regarding Trout Unlimited's
Public Lands program and presence in Shasta County.

SUMMARY

N/A

DISCUSSION

N/A

ALTERNATIVES

N/A

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

N/A

FINANCING

N/A
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REPORT TO SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BOARD MEETING DATE:  September  18, 2018
CATEGORY:  Consent - General Government-1.

SUBJECT:

Hazard Mitigation Grant Program Funding

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Office

Supervisorial District No. :  All

DEPARTMENT CONTACT:  Larry Lees, County Executive Officer (530) 225-5561

STAFF REPORT APPROVED BY:  Larry Lees, County Executive Officer

Vote Required?

Simple Majority Vote

General Fund Impact?

General Fund Impact 

RECOMMENDATION

Approve and authorize the County Executive Officer to sign any documents required to apply for grant funding under the
Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP).

SUMMARY

Grant applications are proposed to alleviate future fire hazards in the watershed.  

DISCUSSION

The Carr Fire burned large swaths of the local watershed with attendant impacts to our community and the environment. 
While we are dealing with the short-term impacts of this event, it may be useful to consider that long-term measures may
feasibly alleviate such events in the future.  The Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP) is intended to implement long-term
independent solutions (i.e. projects) to reduce the loss of life and property from future disasters.  These steps are taken
pursuant to a Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP).  Fortunately, Shasta County recently updated its LHMP and is thus
eligible to apply for HMGP funding.  However, the timelines to apply for such funding are very short and therefore the request
is to authorize the CEO to submit the application for funding and execute any necessary documents related to the request for
funding.  Shasta County is eligible to receive priority in LHMP allocations in the aftermath of the Carr Fire.  Potentially
$60,000,000 or more available under the HMGP.  If awarded, the grant agreement(s) will be brought to the Board for approval
at a later time.

ALTERNATIVES

The Board may decline to apply for HMGP funding. The funds will be allocated to other eligible agencies.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT
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The County Administrative Office has reviewed the recommendation.

FINANCING

Any potential grants will include a 25% local match for all project costs under HMGP funding rules.  Adequate funding
sources will have to be identified for any potential grant applications.  There is no general fund impact.  
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REPORT TO SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BOARD MEETING DATE:  September  18, 2018
CATEGORY:  Consent - General Government-2.

SUBJECT:

Fiscal Year 2018/2019 Property Tax Rates

DEPARTMENT: Auditor-Controller

Supervisorial District No. :  ALL

DEPARTMENT CONTACT:  Brian Muir, Auditor-Controller, (530) 225-5541

STAFF REPORT APPROVED BY:  Brian Muir, Auditor-Controller

Vote Required?

Simple Majority Vote

General Fund Impact?

General Fund Impact 

RECOMMENDATION

Adopt a resolution which approves the Fiscal Year 2018/2019 Countywide Tax Rate, Unitary Debt Service Rate, and the tax
rates for bond sinking funds, voter-approved debt, and tax overrides.

SUMMARY

Tax rates are computed by the Auditor-Controller’s Office in order to raise sufficient funds to cover current required payments
on voter approved obligations.
 
When calculating the rates for each bond, loan, voter approved debt, or tax override rate, the annual required funding is first
reduced by all anticipated revenue sources such as unitary debt service, interest earned, and cash balance on hand.  The
remaining amount needed to satisfy each bond payment, loan payment, voter approved debt payment, or tax override rate is
then divided by the assessed valuation within the respective District to arrive at a rate.  This rate is then applied to the secured
tax bill for the assessments within each District. 
While the appropriate steps were taken to compute the necessary rates, any new information provided to the Auditor-
Controller’s Office by Cascade Elementary School District and the Red Bluff Union High School District may necessitate the
need to correctly reflect the bond rates calculated and approved by the respective boards.

DISCUSSION

The approval of these tax rates is necessary in order to satisfy voter-approved liabilities in the form of bond sinking funds,
debt service, or tax override obligations.
 
Also, the approval of the Countywide Tax Rate provides funding for the continued operation of the County and all other
agencies, which are entitled to current tax receipts.
 
Annual approval of these rates by the Board of Supervisors is required pursuant to Government Code Section 29100.
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ALTERNATIVES

The Board could decline to adopt the adjusted rates; however, that would result in the County violating Government Code
Section 29100, which requires that each county adopt rates to be levied on the secured property tax roll that will satisfy
amounts necessary for voter approved indebtedness.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

The Tax Collector will collect the taxes.
 
The Auditor-Controller is the director for most of the debt service funds; however, some non-school agencies manage their
own funds and are responsible for issuing the bond payments.
 

FINANCING

A portion of the taxes collected will be apportioned to Shasta County.  The remainder is apportioned to
other agencies, or is used to satisfy debt requirements.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Description
18-19 Property Tax Rates 9/10/2018 18-19 Property Tax Rates
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RESOLUTION NO. 2018- 

 

 

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS  

OF THE COUNTY OF SHASTA  

APPROVING THE FY 2018/19 TAX RATES  

AS SUBMITTED BY THE COUNTY OF SHASTA AUDITOR-CONTROLLER 

 

 

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors is required by law to set the annual tax rates for the 

County of Shasta, and 

 

WHEREAS, the Auditor-Controller has re-calculated such tax rates and submitted them to 

the Board of Supervisors, 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors of the County of 

Shasta approves the attached Fiscal Year 2018/19 tax rates for the Countywide Basic Tax; Unitary 

Debt Service; School District Bond Sinking Funds; Special District Voter-Approved Debt and Tax 

Overrides.  

 

DULY PASSED AND ADOPTED this 18th day of September 2018, by the Board of 

Supervisors of the County of Shasta by the following vote: 

 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN: 

RECUSE: 

 

 

  _________________________________ 

       LES BAUGH, CHAIRMAN 

  Board of Supervisors 

  County of Shasta 

  State of California 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

LAWRENCE G. LEES 

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

 

By: ________________________ 

                  Deputy 
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Resolution No. 2018-___ 

September 18, 2018 

Page 2 of 2 

 

TAX RATES 

FISCAL YEAR 2018-2019 

 RATE PER $100 

OF MARKET 

VALUE  

BASIC COUNTYWIDE TAX RATE 
 

Basic Tax – Countywide               1.000000  

UNITARY DEBT SERVICE 
 

Net Unitary Debt Service Rate                0.252900  

SCHOOL DISTRICTS BOND SINKING FUNDS 
 

Elementary School District (ESD) General Obligation Bonds: 
 

Black Butte ESD, Election 2016 - Series A                0.023200  

Cascade ESD, Election 2008 - Series A & B, 16 Refunding               0.027800  

Cascade ESD, Election 2016 Series A               0.025300  

Columbia ESD, Election 1995 - 03 & 08 Refunding               0.030600  

Columbia ESD, Election 2014 - Series A & B               0.010700  

Cottonwood ESD, Election 2003 - Series A               0.031600  

Enterprise ESD, Election 1990 - 10 & 12 Refunding               0.000800  

Enterprise ESD, Election 2008 - Series A, B, & C, 16 Refunding                0.046100  

Grant ESD, Election 2004 - 14 Refunding               0.084500  

Happy Valley ESD, Election 2008 - Series A               0.047200  

Happy Valley ESD, Election 2014 - Series A               0.027800  

Junction ESD, Election 2016 – Series A               0.044800  

Pacheco ESD, Election 2008 - Series A & B, 17 Refunding               0.018900  

Redding ESD, Election 1991 - 08 & 11 Refunding               0.032400  

Redding ESD, Election 2018 – Series A               0.007900  

Unified School District (USD) General Obligation Bonds: 
 

Fall River Joint USD, Election 2004 - 15 Refunding               0.035800  

Gateway USD Election 2002 - Series A & B, 11 & 14 Refunding                0.055800  

Gateway USD Election 2008 - Series 09, 13, & 17 Refunding, Series 17               0.036800  

High School District (HSD) General Obligation Bonds: 
 

Anderson Union HSD, Election 2012 - Series A & B               0.013000  

Shasta Union HSD, Election 2001 - Series 02 & 03, 11 Refunding               0.025400  

Shasta Union HSD, Election 2016 - Series 17               0.022100  

Red Bluff Union HSD, Election 2016 - Series 17               0.016100  

Community College General Obligation Bonds: 
 

Shasta-Tehama-Trinity Joint Comm College, Election 2002 - 11 & 14 Refunding               0.007200  

Shasta-Tehama-Trinity Joint Comm College, Election 2016 - Series A               0.002500  

SPECIAL DISTRICT VOTER APPROVED DEBT & TAX 

OVERRIDES 

 

Bella Vista Water District               0.036670  

City of Shasta Lake (originally Shasta Dam Area PUD)               0.000100  

Cottonwood Fire Protection District               0.028900  

Mayers Memorial Hospital District               0.077100  
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REPORT TO SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BOARD MEETING DATE:  September  18, 2018
CATEGORY:  Consent - General Government-3.

SUBJECT:

Fleet Management Program - Update Administrative Policy

DEPARTMENT: Auditor-Controller
Administrative Office

Supervisorial District No. :  All

DEPARTMENT CONTACT:  Brian Muir, Auditor-Controller, (530) 225-5541

STAFF REPORT APPROVED BY:  Brian Muir, Auditor-Controller

Vote Required?

Simple Majority Vote

General Fund Impact?

No Additional General Fund Impact 

RECOMMENDATION

Adopt a policy resolution which amends Administrative Policy 8-103, Fleet Management Program, to update procedures.

SUMMARY

N/A

DISCUSSION

The revision to the Fleet Management Program reflects that the Auditor-Controller oversees and operates the County's fuel
card program.  In addition, it adds an additional level of internal control by having the Auditor-Controller hold all vehicle titles.

ALTERNATIVES

The Board could decide to not approve the revision.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

The revision has been reviewed by the Public Works Department.

FINANCING

There is no fiscal impact associated with the recommendation.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Description

Resolution Fleet
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Resolution Fleet Management Program 9/12/2018 Management Program
Clean Pol 8-103 9/10/2018 Clean Pol 8-103
Markeup Pol 8-103 9/13/2018 Markeup Pol 8-103
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POLICY RESOLUTION NO. 2018-______  
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS  
OF THE COUNTY OF SHASTA  

TO ADOPT REVISIONS TO ADMINISTRATIVE POLICY 8-103, 
FLEET MANAGEMENT PROGRAM, TO REFLECT CHANGES IN PROCEDURES 

 
 

WHEREAS, the Fleet Management Program policy is used to provide policies, procedures, and 
authority for effective management of the County’s vehicle fleet; and 
 

WHEREAS, periodically the Board of Supervisors, upon recommendation of staff, amends the 
provisions of Administrative Policy 8-103 to update its provisions. 

  
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of the County of Shasta, 

State of California, hereby adopts the policy as amended attached hereto as Exhibit A. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of the County 

of Shasta, State of California, hereby allows non-substantive modifications, such as, but not limited to, format, 
grammar, references, title changes, to Administrative Policy 8-103, Fleet Management Program, without the 
necessitation of a policy resolution approved by the Board. 

 
 DULY PASSED AND ADOPTED this 18th day of September, 2018 by the Board of Supervisors of 
the County of Shasta by the following vote: 
 
 AYES:   
 NOES:  
 ABSENT:  
 ABSTAIN:  
 RECUSE:  
 
 
 

        
LES BAUGH, CHAIRMAN 
Board of Supervisors 
County of Shasta 
State of California 
 
 

ATTEST: 
 
LAWRENCE G. LEES 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
 
 
By:        
             Deputy 
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COUNTY OF SHASTA 

ADMINISTRATIVE MANUAL 

Number 

8-103 

SECTION: Miscellaneous  
 

Fleet Management Program 
INITIAL ISSUE DATE: February 13, 1990 
LATEST REVISION DATE: September 18, 2018 

PAGE NO: Page 1 of 9 
 
 

PURPOSE 
 

To establish and update policies, procedures, and authority for an effective fleet management program. 
This program is an established Internal Service Fund (ISF), comprised of three components: a Vehicle 
Replacement Program; a Fuel Billing Program; and a Vehicle Maintenance and Repair Program, which 
has as its source of funding fees charged to departments. 

 
This policy establishes specific requirements and guidelines for operation of the County's fleet 
management program. The mission of the fleet management program, a division of the Public Works 
Department, is to provide Shasta County employees with safe, reliable, and economical vehicles for 
County business purposes by maintaining, repairing, replacing, and supporting the County fleet in a 
professional, cost-effective, and responsible manner. 

 
POLICY 

 

Definitions: 
 

County Vehicles-All vehicles, no matter the funding source utilized to procure the vehicle, for which 
the County, and its dependent entities (such as County Service Areas [CSA]’s), holds the vehicle title. 
This includes boats, trailers, and other specialized vehicles utilized by County departments in 
performing County business. 

 
County Fleet-All vehicles included in the Fleet Management ISF. For purposes of clarification, the 
Fleet Management ISF does not include heavy equipment or specialized vehicles utilized by the Public 
Works Department, the Shasta County Fire Department, the Air Quality Management District 
(AQMD), and the Sheriff’s Office boats and boat trailers, and certain Sheriff’s Office specialized 
vehicles. 

 
Replacement Fund-Except as otherwise identified as exempt under this policy, County Fleet will be 
included in the Fleet Management Replacement Fund, which is part of the Vehicle Replacement 
Program. To cover the cost of replacing a vehicle, County Fleet included in the Replacement Fund are 
assessed a monthly charge based on maintenance type or class. Exempt vehicles are those purchased 
for use by the Health and Human Services Agency branches of Regional Services, Adult Services, 
Children Services, and Business and Support Services. Also exempt are vehicles purchased for use by 
the Air Quality Management District, Public Works, Shasta County Fire, and Child Support Services. 
Also exempt are Sheriff’s Office vehicles purchased with asset seizure and forfeiture funds, donated 
vehicles, and other vehicles that may be purchased by federal or special (i.e., grant) funds. 

Page 25 of 323

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REGULAR MEETING - September 18, 2018



COUNTY OF SHASTA 

ADMINISTRATIVE MANUAL 

Number 

8-103 

SECTION: Miscellaneous  
 

Fleet Management Program 
INITIAL ISSUE DATE: February 13, 1990 
LATEST REVISION DATE: September 18, 2018 

PAGE NO: Page 2 of 9 
 
 
 

A. The Department of Public Works shall be responsible for the County’s fleet management 
program including: 

 
1. Selecting vendors who supply parts, services, supplies, and enhancements for County 

Vehicles utilizing appropriate County procurement policies; 
 

2. Reviewing and approving, if appropriate, invoices for parts, services, supplies, and 
enhancements that are processed directly by departments prior to submitting the claim 
for payment to the Auditor-Controller; 

 
3. Maintaining all vehicle warranties; 

 
4. Maximizing the efficiency of all vehicles by assigning them to departments where they 

will receive optimal use; 
 

5. Administering and overseeing the Vehicle Replacement Program,  Vehicle 
Maintenance & Repair Program, and funds associated with those programs; 

 
6. Working closely with the Support Services Department-Purchasing Unit (Purchasing), 

and affected departments to determine appropriate vehicles for purchase by the County; 
 

7. Determining the appropriate maintenance schedule for each vehicle; and 
 

8. Ensuring that no vehicle leaves the Fleet Management facility, at any time, in an unsafe 
condition. 

 
B. The Auditor-Controller shall be responsible for administering and overseeing the Fuel Billing 

Program and the safekeeping of registration (title) documents for all County vehicles. 
 

C. To accomplish these responsibilities, the following procedures are to be followed: 
 

1. County Fleet, other than those that are exempt as identified under the Replacement 
Fund definition above, will be part of the Replacement Fund. The determination of 
whether a proposed vehicle falls under the Replacement Fund program will be made 
jointly by the affected department and Fleet Management. In the event of a dispute, the 
final decision will be made by the County Executive Officer, or designee. 
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COUNTY OF SHASTA 

ADMINISTRATIVE MANUAL 

Number 

8-103 

SECTION: Miscellaneous  
 

Fleet Management Program 
INITIAL ISSUE DATE: February 13, 1990 
LATEST REVISION DATE: September 18, 2018 

PAGE NO: Page 3 of 9 
 
 
 

2. All County Vehicles will be registered to and owned by Shasta County. 
 

3. Fleet Management will use the Replacement Fund to fund the replacement of eligible 
vehicles that have the highest replacement priority in the interest of promoting the 
safety and efficiency of the entire County Fleet. If a department that participates in the 
Replacement Fund has a business need to purchase a replacement vehicle before it is 
fully funded in the Replacement Fund, then the department will consult with Fleet 
Management in choosing an option such as extending the useful life of a vehicle, 
continuing monthly Replacement Fund payments, making one-time lump-sum 
payments, lengthening the period between the surplus of the vehicle and purchasing of 
its replacement, making permanent reductions of the County Fleet, and/or other options 
to ensure that funding is available for the purchase of priority vehicles. In consultation 
with departments that pay in to the Replacement Fund, Fleet Management will establish 
expected annual mileage guidelines which will serve as the basis of the subsequent 
replacement period. Use of the vehicle beyond the guidelines may result in additional 
charges to the department. 

 
4. Excluding costs and associated payments for repairs of vehicle damage covered under 

Administrative Policy 3-150, all monthly maintenance, repair, replacement and 
Replacement Fund charges will be established by using vehicle type and class, inflation 
factors, and historical operating costs. Reconciliation of charges will be processed at 
least annually, in accordance with the requirements of the State Controller and the 
County Auditor-Controller. Notwithstanding the foregoing, Fleet Management retains 
the discretion to bill any department directly for the costs and associated payments for 
maintenance, repair, and replacement of a County vehicle used by that department. 

 
5. The Auditor-Controller will maintain a centralized Fuel Billing Program that includes 

charges to department for fuel bills, administration of fuel contracts, and reconciliation 
of the centralized fuel billing. 

 
6. All appropriate monthly charges to departments, which are based on maintenance and 

repair costs and the Replacement Fund program, as well as Fleet Management 
administration costs, will be assessed and charged to departments by the Fleet 
Management Internal Service Fund, and costs shall be charged to appropriate Fleet 
Management and/or department’s accounts and cost centers (budget units), along with 
appropriate insurance 
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COUNTY OF SHASTA 

ADMINISTRATIVE MANUAL 

Number 

8-103 

SECTION: Miscellaneous  
 

Fleet Management Program 
INITIAL ISSUE DATE: February 13, 1990 
LATEST REVISION DATE: September 18, 2018 

PAGE NO: Page 4 of 9 
 
 

reimbursements/settlements, surplus vehicle revenues, and appropriate allocated 
interest revenue, in order to maximize the revenue available to purchase new vehicles, 
replacement vehicles, and to fund the repair and maintenance of existing vehicles in 
the County Fleet. 

 
7. All County Vehicle purchases will be made by Purchasing after consultation with the 

affected departments and Fleet Management. 
 

8. A department may provide a description of its business needs and the general preferred 
vehicle specifications regarding the purchase of a new or replacement vehicle. 
However, the final vehicle specifications shall be determined by Fleet Management 
subject to the County’s purchasing policies. The County has established the following 
general guidelines: 

 
a. Only neutral colors will be specified when purchasing vehicles. 

 
b. Whenever possible, used vehicles will be evaluated for purchase instead of 

purchasing new vehicles, provided the mileage is reasonable as determined by 
Fleet Management, based upon the current used vehicle market, and provided 
the used vehicles are in sound mechanical condition. 

 
c. All vehicles will be bid using generic specifications. The only exception to this 

guideline would be if the department can demonstrate a specific business need 
to perform a specific task that is essential to the mission of that department or if 
there are safety needs that must be met, including the concept of the necessity 
to have a variety of undetectable undercover vehicles in various law 
enforcement divisions. 

 
d. All vehicle specifications will be issued by Purchasing with at least a three- 

week turn around to allow interested car dealers adequate time to bid. 
 

e. The County will purchase any brand of vehicle, provided it meets identified 
business needs.  

 
f. Fleet Management, in consultation with Purchasing, will evaluate all bids to 

determine which bid meets stated specifications at the lowest price.
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Fleet Management Program 
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9. Registration (title) documents will be submitted to the Auditor-Controller for 
safekeeping as soon as received.  The Auditor-Controller will verify that vehicles are 
correctly reflected in the County financial system, and make registration (title) 
documents available to Fleet Management as needed. 
 

10. The following guidelines will be considered in determining when a vehicle is eligible 
for replacement. 

 
VEHICLE CLASS 
OR CATEGORY 

# 

YEARS 
IN   

SERVICE 

 
 

MILEAGE 

 
REPAIR 

COST 
 

01 - Patrol Sedans 
 

3 years 
125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 
condition and/or status of payment schedule 
and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 
Value 

02 - Sheriff 
Vehicles (non- 
patrol) 

 
7 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 
condition and/or status of payment schedule 
and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 
Value 

03-06 - Sheriff 
Vehicles (non- 
patrol) 

 
5 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 
condition and/or status of payment schedule 
and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 
Value 

07 - Sheriff 
Vehicles (patrol) 

 
5 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 
condition and/or status of payment schedule 
and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 
Value 

08 - Sheriff Vehicle 
(Jail Transport) 

 
10 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 
condition and/or status of payment schedule 
and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 
Value 

09 - 2 & 4 Wheel 
Drive Pickup - 
Heavy Usage 

 
5 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 
condition and/or status of payment schedule 
and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 
Value 

10 - Pursuit - Non 
Sheriff (caged) 

 
10 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 
condition and/or status of payment schedule 
and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 
Value 

 
11 - Subcompact 

 
10 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 
condition and/or status of payment schedule 
and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 
Value 

12 - Compact 
Sedan 

 
10 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 
condition and/or status of payment schedule 
and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 
Value 

 
13- Full Size Sedan 

 
10 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 
condition and/or status of payment schedule 
and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 
Value 

 
14- Vans 

 
10 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 
condition and/or status of payment schedule 
and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 
Value 

15 - Compact 
Pickups 

 
10 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 
condition and/or status of payment schedule 
and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 
Value 
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VEHICLE CLASS 
OR CATEGORY 

# 

YEARS 
IN   

SERVICE 

 
 

MILEAGE 

 
REPAIR 

COST 

17-18 - Full Size 
Pickups 

 
10 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 
condition and/or status of payment schedule 
and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 
Value 

20-21 - Full Size 
Pickups ( 4WD, 3/4 
ton) 

 
10 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 
condition and/or status of payment schedule 
and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 
Value 

22 - Fuel/Elec 
Vehicles 

 
10 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 
condition and/or status of payment schedule 
and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 
Value 

23 - Custom Utility 
Beds 

 
10 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 
condition and/or status of payment schedule 
and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 
Value 

 
24 - Fuel/Elec 4x4 

 
10 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 
condition and/or status of payment schedule 
and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 
Value 

 

In addition to the criteria listed above, vehicles which are used frequently but incur 
very few miles, i.e., maintenance vehicles and specialty vehicles, the above 
replacement criteria may be exceeded provided the vehicle remains in safe condition 
and it is economical to operate. Fleet Management will review such vehicle utilization 
annually and meet with departments to review their vehicle utilization and adopt a 
vehicle replacement plan for vehicles projected to exceed the replacement criteria. 

 
11. No County Fleet vehicle will be serviced, repaired, purchased, or replaced without Fleet 

Management approval. 
 

12. Any County Fleet vehicle that shows evidence of body or physical damage shall be 
identified and repaired or surplussed, as necessary, under the direction of the Fleet 
Management Supervisor. Reimbursement for such repairs, damage, or surplus shall be 
provided pursuant to Policy 3-105 and Policy 3-150 of the Shasta County 
Administrative Manual. Any vehicle with damage that exceeds the wholesale value of 
the vehicle will be surplussed. At the time of repair and/or replacement, it will be 
necessary to evaluate the amount of Replacement Funds paid by the department and 
any relevant insurance reimbursement/settlement payment. Those amounts will be 
compared to the price of the appropriate replacement vehicle prior to proceeding with 
the purchase. If funds from those two sources are not sufficient to fund the 
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replacement of a like vehicle, Fleet Management will contact the affected department 
to discuss other options. Such options may include, but are not limited to, choosing a 
less expensive vehicle, making continued payments for the destroyed vehicle in 
addition to payments for the replacement vehicle, and/or taking other steps to meet the 
goal of mitigating a negative impact on the Replacement Fund and the business needs 
of the department. 

 
13. The Fleet Management Supervisor is responsible for determining if a County Fleet 

vehicle is unsafe to operate. Once such a determination is made, the Fleet Management 
Supervisor has authority to immediately remove the County Fleet vehicle from service 
and prohibit it from returning to service until such time as the County Fleet vehicle is 
brought up to minimum safety standards. 

 
14. No smoking is authorized in any County Vehicle. County Vehicles with evidence of 

smoke shall be cleaned, the appropriate department head will be notified, and the cost 
for such cleaning will be billed directly to the department. 

 
15. When a department requires a vehicle to perform County business and a County 

Vehicle is not available for use, or if business is being performed out of the area and 
requires a vehicle to be picked up at a location outside of the County, a department may 
secure the use of a rental vehicle from a vendor that has a contract with the County to 
provide such rental vehicles. Departments may rent vehicles directly through a County-
approved rental agency. Additional policies and procedures related to the use of rental 
vehicles for County business may be found at County Administrative Policy 6-101, 
section 5.6.2 (The Contracts Manual), and Chapters 20 and 33 of the Shasta County 
Personnel Rules. 

 
16. Fleet Management shall review each department's annual vehicle usage and cost and 

shall have authority to transfer vehicles included in the County Fleet from one 
department to another in consultation with the affected departments in order to ensure 
the maximum efficiency of the County Fleet. Vehicles may also be transferred between 
departments when a department deems a vehicle no longer needed, however useful life 
remains and vehicle can be utilized by another department. The inter- department 
vehicle transfer process is as follows: 

 
a. Fleet Management will use the average “auction price” to determine the value 

of a particular vehicle at the time of transfer. This price is also referred to as the 
“transfer price.” The industry standard for auction prices is normally 
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60 percent of the low Kelley Blue Book value. It is a basic rule under generally 
accepted accounting principles that the value of a capital asset cannot change 
so long as it remains within the same financial reporting entity. 

 
b. If the transfer price, as approved by Fleet is different from the current budgeted 

value (cost less accumulated depreciation), a cash transfer is required. 
Determination of a cash transfer is dependent upon the difference between the 
transfer price and the current budgeted value listed in the County’s capital asset 
system. Once the transfer is agreed upon between the Fleet Management and 
the affected department head(s), or their designee(s), the department acquiring 
the capital asset will prepare the journal entry to transfer the cash to the 
department transferring the asset. The Auditor- Controller will process the 
budget amendments and journal entries and will transfer the capital assets 
between the departments. Fleet Management may suspend vehicle transfers 
between departments if the transfers will have a negative impact on the 
Replacement Fund program. 

 
c. When capital asset vehicles acquired with grant funds are no longer needed for 

County use, are beyond their useful life, or are sold or are no longer used in a 
state/federally sponsored program or for purposes authorized by the grantor 
agency, the agency’s equity in the capital asset will be refunded to the grantor 
agency pursuant to state or federal guidelines in the same proportion as the 
original state and/or federal funding. 

 
d. The Board of Supervisors authorizes the additional transfer of cash for the 

difference between 60 percent of Kelley Blue Book value and the current 
budgeted value of the capital asset (cost less accumulated depreciation). The 
Auditor-Controller will process the appropriate budget amendment, journal 
entries, cash transfer if applicable, and offsetting entries for the transfer of the 
capital asset and recording of accumulated depreciation, capital assets, 
contributed capital, etc. as necessary. 

 
e. For actual accounting and budget procedures, see the Auditor-Controller 

Accounting Procedure Manual. 
 

17. The Board of Supervisors has authorized Purchasing to surplus County vehicles 
(replacement and non-replacement). Purchasing will consult with Fleet Management 
prior to accepting a vehicle for surplus. Absent authorization from the Board of 
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Supervisors, there is no other authority to dispose of a replacement or non- 
replacement vehicle. Any variation from this policy requires specific Board 
approval. 

 
18. The overall County Fleet size shall be controlled by the Board of 

Supervisors through the annual County budget process or by specific Board 
of Supervisors action.  

 
 
 

RESPONSIBLE DEPARTMENTS 
 

Public Works Department - Fleet Management 
Support Services Department - Purchasing and Risk Management 
Auditor-Controller 

 
 

REFERENCES 
 

BOS Policy Resolution No. 2013-03--04/16/13 (Amended) 
(effective 7/1/13) Administrative Update--03/12/13 
Administrative Update--07/13/12 
BOS Policy Resolution No. 2010-05--6/8/10 
(Amended) BOS Policy Resolution No. 
2008-2--3/4/08 (Amended) BOS Policy 
Resolution No. 2004-2--4/6/04 (Amended) 
BOS Policy Resolution No. 2001-9--6/26/01 
(Amends fleet size) BOS Policy Resolution No. 
2001-1--1/23/01 (Amended) 
BOS Policy Resolution No. 98-4--11/24/98 
(Amended) BOS Policy Resolution No. 98-
2--6/16/98 (Amended) BOS Policy 
Resolution No. 95-7--6/20/95 (Amended) 
BOS Policy Resolution No. 94-5--6/7/94 
(Amended) BOS Policy Resolution No. 93-
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Resolution No. 2018-_______ 
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5--6/1/93 (Amended) BOS Policy 
Resolution No. 91-7--10/15/91 (Amended) 
BOS Policy Resolution No. 89-104--
5/23/89 
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PURPOSE 
 

To establish and update policies, procedures, and authority for an effective fleet management program. 

This program is an established Internal Service Fund (ISF), comprised of three components: a Vehicle 

Replacement Program; a Fuel Billing Program; and a Vehicle Maintenance and Repair Program, which 

has as its source of funding fees charged to departments. 

 

This policy establishes specific requirements and guidelines for operation of the County's fleet 

management program. The mission of the fleet management program, a division of the Public Works 

Department, is to provide Shasta County employees with safe, reliable, and economical vehicles for 

County business purposes by maintaining, repairing, replacing, and supporting the County fleet in a 

professional, cost-effective, and responsible manner. 

 

POLICY 
 

Definitions: 

 

County Vehicles-All vehicles, no matter the funding source utilized to procure the vehicle, for which 

the County, and its dependent entities (such as County Service Areas [CSA]’s), holds the vehicle title. 

This includes boats, trailers, and other specialized vehicles utilized by County departments in 

performing County business. 

 

County Fleet-All vehicles included in the Fleet Management ISF. For purposes of clarification, the 

Fleet Management ISF does not include heavy equipment or specialized vehicles utilized by the Public 

Works Department, the Shasta County Fire Department, the Air Quality Management District 

(AQMD), and the Sheriff’s Office boats and boat trailers, and certain Sheriff’s Office specialized 

vehicles. 

 

Replacement Fund-Except as otherwise identified as exempt under this policy, County Fleet will be 

included in the Fleet Management Replacement Fund, which is part of the Vehicle Replacement 

Program. To cover the cost of replacing a vehicle, County Fleet included in the Replacement Fund are 

assessed a monthly charge based on maintenance type or class. Exempt vehicles are those purchased 

for use by the Health and Human Services Agency branches of Regional Services, Adult Services, 

Children Services, and Business and Support Services. Also exempt are vehicles purchased for use by 

the Air Quality Management District, Public Works, Shasta County Fire, and Child Support Services. 

Also exempt are Sheriff’s Office vehicles purchased with asset seizure and forfeiture funds, donated 

vehicles, and other vehicles that may be purchased by federal or special (i.e., grant) funds. 
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A. The Department of Public Works shall be responsible for the County’s fleet management 

program including: 

 

1. Selecting vendors who supply parts, services, supplies, and enhancements for County 

Vehicles utilizing appropriate County procurement policies; 

 

2. Reviewing and approving, if appropriate, invoices for parts, services, supplies, and 

enhancements that are processed directly by departments prior to submitting the claim 

for payment to the Auditor-Controller; 

 

3. Maintaining all vehicle warranties; 

 

4. Maximizing the efficiency of all vehicles by assigning them to departments where they 

will receive optimal use; 

 

5. Administering and overseeing the Vehicle Replacement Program, Vehicle 

Maintenance & Repair Program, and funds associated with those programs; 

 

6. Working closely with the Support Services Department-Purchasing Unit (Purchasing), 

and affected departments to determine appropriate vehicles for purchase by the County; 

 

7. Determining the appropriate maintenance schedule for each vehicle; and 

 

8. Ensuring that no vehicle leaves the Fleet Management facility, at any time, in an unsafe 

condition. 

 

B. The Auditor-Controller shall be responsible for administering and overseeing the Fuel Billing 

Program and the safekeeping of registration (title) documents for all County vehicles. 

 

C. To accomplish these responsibilities, the following procedures are to be followed: 

 

1. County Fleet, other than those that are exempt as identified under the Replacement 

Fund definition above, will be part of the Replacement Fund. The determination of 

whether a proposed vehicle falls under the Replacement Fund program will be made 

jointly by the affected department and Fleet Management. In the event of a dispute, the 

final decision will be made by the County Executive Officer, or designee. 
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2. All County Vehicles will be registered to and owned by Shasta County. 

 

3. Fleet Management will use the Replacement Fund to fund the replacement of eligible 

vehicles that have the highest replacement priority in the interest of promoting the 

safety and efficiency of the entire County Fleet. If a department that participates in the 

Replacement Fund has a business need to purchase a replacement vehicle before it is 

fully funded in the Replacement Fund, then the department will consult with Fleet 

Management in choosing an option such as extending the useful life of a vehicle, 

continuing monthly Replacement Fund payments, making one-time lump-sum 

payments, lengthening the period between the surplus of the vehicle and purchasing of 

its replacement, making permanent reductions of the County Fleet, and/or other options 

to ensure that funding is available for the purchase of priority vehicles. In consultation 

with departments that pay in to the Replacement Fund, Fleet Management will establish 

expected annual mileage guidelines which will serve as the basis of the subsequent 

replacement period. Use of the vehicle beyond the guidelines may result in additional 

charges to the department. 

 

4. Excluding costs and associated payments for repairs of vehicle damage covered under 

Administrative Policy 3-150, all monthly maintenance, repair, replacement and 

Replacement Fund charges will be established by using vehicle type and class, inflation 

factors, and historical operating costs. Reconciliation of charges will be processed at 

least annually, in accordance with the requirements of the State Controller and the 

County Auditor-Controller. Notwithstanding the foregoing, Fleet Management retains 

the discretion to bill any department directly for the costs and associated payments for 

maintenance, repair, and replacement of a County vehicle used by that department. 

 

5. The Auditor-Controller will maintain a centralized Fuel Billing Program that includes 

charges to department for fuel bills, administration of fuel contracts, and reconciliation 

of the centralized fuel billing. 

 

6. All appropriate monthly charges to departments, which are based on maintenance and 

repair costs and the Replacement Fund program, as well as Fleet Management 

administration costs, will be assessed and charged to departments by the Fleet 

Management Internal Service Fund, and costs shall be charged to appropriate Fleet 

Management and/or department’s accounts and cost centers (budget units), along with 

appropriate insurance 
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reimbursements/settlements, surplus vehicle revenues, and appropriate allocated 

interest revenue, in order to maximize the revenue available to purchase new vehicles, 

replacement vehicles, and to fund the repair and maintenance of existing vehicles in 

the County Fleet. 

 

7. All County Vehicle purchases will be made by Purchasing after consultation with the 

affected departments and Fleet Management. 

 

8. A department may provide a description of its business needs and the general preferred 

vehicle specifications regarding the purchase of a new or replacement vehicle. 

However, the final vehicle specifications shall be determined by Fleet Management 

subject to the County’s purchasing policies. The County has established the following 

general guidelines: 

 

a. Only neutral colors will be specified when purchasing vehicles. 

 

b. Whenever possible, used vehicles will be evaluated for purchase instead of 

purchasing new vehicles, provided the mileage is reasonable as determined by 

Fleet Management, based upon the current used vehicle market, and provided 

the used vehicles are in sound mechanical condition. 

 

c. All vehicles will be bid using generic specifications. The only exception to this 

guideline would be if the department can demonstrate a specific business need 

to perform a specific task that is essential to the mission of that department or if 

there are safety needs that must be met, including the concept of the necessity 

to have a variety of undetectable undercover vehicles in various law 

enforcement divisions. 

 

d. All vehicle specifications will be issued by Purchasing with at least a three- 

week turn around to allow interested car dealers adequate time to bid. 

 

e. The County will purchase any brand of vehicle, provided it meets identified 

business needs. 

 

f.  Fleet Management, in consultation with Purchasing, will evaluate all bids to 

determine which bid meets stated specifications at the lowest price.
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9. Registration (title) documents will be submitted to the Auditor-Controller for 

safekeeping as soon as received.  The Auditor-Controller will verify that vehicles are 

correctly reflected in the County financial system, and make registration (title) 

documents available to Fleet Management as needed. 

 

10. The following guidelines will be considered in determining when a vehicle is eligible 

for replacement. 

 
VEHICLE CLASS 

OR CATEGORY 
# 

YEARS 

IN   

SERVICE 

 
 

MILEAGE 

 

REPAIR 

COST 

 

01 - Patrol Sedans 

 

3 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 

condition and/or status of payment schedule 

and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 

Value 

02 - Sheriff 

Vehicles (non- 

patrol) 

 

7 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 

condition and/or status of payment schedule 

and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 

Value 

03-06 - Sheriff 

Vehicles (non- 

patrol) 

 

5 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 

condition and/or status of payment schedule 

and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 

Value 

07 - Sheriff 

Vehicles (patrol) 

 

5 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 

condition and/or status of payment schedule 
and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 

Value 

08 - Sheriff Vehicle 

(Jail Transport) 

 

10 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 

condition and/or status of payment schedule 

and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 

Value 

09 - 2 & 4 Wheel 

Drive Pickup - 

Heavy Usage 

 

5 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 

condition and/or status of payment schedule 

and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 

Value 

10 - Pursuit - Non 

Sheriff (caged) 

 

10 years 
125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 

condition and/or status of payment schedule 
and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 

Value 

 

11 - Subcompact 

 

10 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 

condition and/or status of payment schedule 

and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 

Value 

12 - Compact 

Sedan 

 

10 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 

condition and/or status of payment schedule 

and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 

Value 

 

13- Full Size Sedan 

 

10 years 
125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 

condition and/or status of payment schedule 
and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 

Value 

 

14- Vans 

 

10 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 

condition and/or status of payment schedule 
and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 

Value 

15 - Compact 

Pickups 

 

10 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 

condition and/or status of payment schedule 

and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 

Value 
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VEHICLE CLASS 

OR CATEGORY 
# 

YEARS 

IN   

SERVICE 

 
 

MILEAGE 

 

REPAIR 

COST 

17-18 - Full Size 

Pickups 

 

10 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 

condition and/or status of payment schedule 

and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 

Value 

20-21 - Full Size 

Pickups ( 4WD, 3/4 
ton) 

 

10 years 
125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 

condition and/or status of payment schedule 
and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 

Value 

22 - Fuel/Elec 

Vehicles 

 

10 years 
125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 

condition and/or status of payment schedule 
and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 

Value 

23 - Custom Utility 

Beds 

 

10 years 
125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 

condition and/or status of payment schedule 
and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 

Value 

 

24 - Fuel/Elec 4x4 

 

10 years 

125,000 or more depending upon vehicle's 

condition and/or status of payment schedule 

and funds available in replacement fund 

50% of Vehicle 

Value 

 

In addition to the criteria listed above, vehicles which are used frequently but incur 

very few miles, i.e., maintenance vehicles and specialty vehicles, the above 

replacement criteria may be exceeded provided the vehicle remains in safe condition 

and it is economical to operate. Fleet Management will review such vehicle utilization 

annually and meet with departments to review their vehicle utilization and adopt a 

vehicle replacement plan for vehicles projected to exceed the replacement criteria. 

 

11. No County Fleet vehicle will be serviced, repaired, purchased, or replaced without Fleet 

Management approval. 

 

12. Any County Fleet vehicle that shows evidence of body or physical damage shall be 

identified and repaired or surplussed, as necessary, under the direction of the Fleet 

Management Supervisor. Reimbursement for such repairs, damage, or surplus shall be 

provided pursuant to Policy 3-105 and Policy 3-150 of the Shasta County 

Administrative Manual. Any vehicle with damage that exceeds the wholesale value of 

the vehicle will be surplussed. At the time of repair and/or replacement, it will be 

necessary to evaluate the amount of Replacement Funds paid by the department and 

any relevant insurance reimbursement/settlement payment. Those amounts will be 

compared to the price of the appropriate replacement vehicle prior to proceeding with 

the purchase. If funds from those two sources are not sufficient to fund the 
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replacement of a like vehicle, Fleet Management will contact the affected department 

to discuss other options. Such options may include, but are not limited to, choosing a 

less expensive vehicle, making continued payments for the destroyed vehicle in 

addition to payments for the replacement vehicle, and/or taking other steps to meet the 

goal of mitigating a negative impact on the Replacement Fund and the business needs 

of the department. 

 

13. The Fleet Management Supervisor is responsible for determining if a County Fleet 

vehicle is unsafe to operate. Once such a determination is made, the Fleet Management 

Supervisor has authority to immediately remove the County Fleet vehicle from service 

and prohibit it from returning to service until such time as the County Fleet vehicle is 

brought up to minimum safety standards. 

 

14. No smoking is authorized in any County Vehicle. County Vehicles with evidence of 

smoke shall be cleaned, the appropriate department head will be notified, and the cost 

for such cleaning will be billed directly to the department. 

 

15. When a department requires a vehicle to perform County business and a County 

Vehicle is not available for use, or if business is being performed out of the area and 

requires a vehicle to be picked up at a location outside of the County, a department may 

secure the use of a rental vehicle from a vendor that has a contract with the County to 

provide such rental vehicles. Departments may rent vehicles directly through a County-

approved rental agency. Additional policies and procedures related to the use of rental 

vehicles for County business may be found at County Administrative Policy 6-101, 

section 5.6.2 (The Contracts Manual), and Chapters 20 and 33 of the Shasta County 

Personnel Rules. 

 

16. Fleet Management shall review each department's annual vehicle usage and cost and 

shall have authority to transfer vehicles included in the County Fleet from one 

department to another in consultation with the affected departments in order to ensure 

the maximum efficiency of the County Fleet. Vehicles may also be transferred between 

departments when a department deems a vehicle no longer needed, however useful life 

remains and vehicle can be utilized by another department. The inter- department 

vehicle transfer process is as follows: 

 

a. Fleet Management will use the average “auction price” to determine the value 

of a particular vehicle at the time of transfer. This price is also referred to as the 

“transfer price.” The industry standard for auction prices is normally 
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60 percent of the low Kelley Blue Book value. It is a basic rule under generally 

accepted accounting principles that the value of a capital asset cannot change 

so long as it remains within the same financial reporting entity. 

 

b. If the transfer price, as approved by Fleet is different from the current budgeted 

value (cost less accumulated depreciation), a cash transfer is required. 

Determination of a cash transfer is dependent upon the difference between the 

transfer price and the current budgeted value listed in the County’s capital asset 

system. Once the transfer is agreed upon between the Fleet Management and 

the affected department head(s), or their designee(s), the department acquiring 

the capital asset will prepare the journal entry to transfer the cash to the 

department transferring the asset. The Auditor- Controller will process the 

budget amendments and journal entries and will transfer the capital assets 

between the departments. Fleet Management may suspend vehicle transfers 

between departments if the transfers will have a negative impact on the 

Replacement Fund program. 

 

c. When capital asset vehicles acquired with grant funds are no longer needed for 

County use, are beyond their useful life, or are sold or are no longer used in a 

state/federally sponsored program or for purposes authorized by the grantor 

agency, the agency’s equity in the capital asset will be refunded to the grantor 

agency pursuant to state or federal guidelines in the same proportion as the 

original state and/or federal funding. 

 

d. The Board of Supervisors authorizes the additional transfer of cash for the 

difference between 60 percent of Kelley Blue Book value and the current 

budgeted value of the capital asset (cost less accumulated depreciation). The 

Auditor-Controller will process the appropriate budget amendment, journal 

entries, cash transfer if applicable, and offsetting entries for the transfer of the 

capital asset and recording of accumulated depreciation, capital assets, 

contributed capital, etc. as necessary. 

 

e. For actual accounting and budget procedures, see the Auditor-Controller 

Accounting Procedure Manual. 

 

17. The Board of Supervisors has authorized Purchasing to surplus County vehicles 

(replacement and non-replacement). Purchasing will consult with Fleet Management 

prior to accepting a vehicle for surplus. Absent authorization from the Board of 
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Supervisors, there is no other authority to dispose of a replacement or non- 

replacement vehicle. Any variation from this policy requires specific Board approval. 

 

18. The overall County Fleet size shall be controlled by the Board of Supervisors through 

the annual County budget process or by specific Board of Supervisors action.  

 

 

 

 

 

 
RESPONSIBLE DEPARTMENTS 

 

Public Works Department - Fleet Management 

Support Services Department - Purchasing and Risk Management 

Auditor-Controller 

 

 

REFERENCES 
 

BOS Policy Resolution No. 2013-03--04/16/13 (Amended) (effective 7/1/13) 

Administrative Update--03/12/13 

Administrative Update--07/13/12 

BOS Policy Resolution No. 2010-05--6/8/10 (Amended) 

BOS Policy Resolution No. 2008-2--3/4/08 (Amended) 

BOS Policy Resolution No. 2004-2--4/6/04 (Amended) 

BOS Policy Resolution No. 2001-9--6/26/01 (Amends fleet size) 

BOS Policy Resolution No. 2001-1--1/23/01 (Amended) 

BOS Policy Resolution No. 98-4--11/24/98 (Amended) 

BOS Policy Resolution No. 98-2--6/16/98 (Amended) 

BOS Policy Resolution No. 95-7--6/20/95 (Amended) 

BOS Policy Resolution No. 94-5--6/7/94 (Amended) 

BOS Policy Resolution No. 93-5--6/1/93 (Amended) 

BOS Policy Resolution No. 91-7--10/15/91 (Amended) 

BOS Policy Resolution No. 89-104--5/23/89 

Page 43 of 323

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REGULAR MEETING - September 18, 2018



Page 44 of 323

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REGULAR MEETING - September 18, 2018



Page 45 of 323

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REGULAR MEETING - September 18, 2018



Page 46 of 323

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REGULAR MEETING - September 18, 2018



Page 47 of 323

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REGULAR MEETING - September 18, 2018



Page 48 of 323

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REGULAR MEETING - September 18, 2018



Page 49 of 323

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REGULAR MEETING - September 18, 2018



Page 50 of 323

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REGULAR MEETING - September 18, 2018



Page 51 of 323

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REGULAR MEETING - September 18, 2018



Page 52 of 323

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REGULAR MEETING - September 18, 2018



Page 53 of 323

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REGULAR MEETING - September 18, 2018



REPORT TO SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BOARD MEETING DATE:  September  18, 2018
CATEGORY:  Consent - General Government-4.

SUBJECT:

Appointment to the Shasta Children and Families Commission

DEPARTMENT: Clerk of the Board

Supervisorial District No. :  All

DEPARTMENT CONTACT:  Mary Williams, Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board (530) 225-5550

STAFF REPORT APPROVED BY:  Mary Williams, Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board

Vote Required?

Simple Majority Vote

General Fund Impact?

No General Fund Impact 

RECOMMENDATION

Appoint Kathy Barry to the Shasta Children and Families Commission for an unexpired term to January 2019.

SUMMARY

N/A

DISCUSSION

The Shasta Children and Families Commission (Commission), also known as First 5 Shasta, is a seven-member Commission
appointed by the Board of Supervisors comprised of three County representatives and four community representatives
pursuant to Shasta County Code (SCC) 2.65.
 
According to SCC Section 2.65.030, subsection 4, four members shall be persons selected by the Board of Supervisors from
among the following categories: 
 

a. Representatives of community-based organizations that have the goal of promoting nurturing and early childhood
development;

b. Educators specializing in early childhood development;
c. Representatives of a local child care resource or referral agency, or a local child care coordinating group;
d. Representatives of a local organization for prevention or early intervention for families at risk;
e. Representatives of local medical, pediatric, or obstetric associations or societies;
f. Representatives of local school districts; and
g. Recipients of project services included in the county strategic plan.

 
The Commission was informed of the passing of former Board Member Judie Englesby-Smith on July 23, 2018.  SCC
2.65.030 (C) describes the steps to be taken to fill a vacancy:
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“A commissioner serves at the pleasure of the board of supervisors and may be
removed from office by the board of supervisors at any time. A vacancy shall be filled
for the remainder of the unexpired term in the same manner as original
appointments are made. The commission may make recommendations of candidates
for appointment by the board of supervisors either to fill a vacancy or to commence a
new term. The board of supervisors is under no obligation to accept any such
commission recommendation. In the event of a vacancy, the board of supervisors
shall act within sixty days to fill the vacancy.

 
Following the notification of this vacancy, a Notice of Vacancy was posted and the Affidavit of Posting is on file with the
Clerk of the Board’s office.  Five individuals expressed interest in serving on the Commission.  After reviewing applications
and conducting interviews with applicants, the Commission submitted a letter to request that the Board of Supervisors appoint
Kathy Barry to fill this vacancy and serve for the remainder of the unexpired term.  Ms. Barry represents Category B,
educators specializing in early childhood development.  Her application materials are attached.

ALTERNATIVES

The Board of Supervisors may decline to make these appointments, appoint some other person or persons who meet the
qualifications for appointment to the Commission, or may request that other applicants be considered.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

The Shasta Children and Families Commission supports the recommendation.  County Counsel has reviewed the
recommendation.

FINANCING

There is no General Fund impact associated with the recommendation.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Description
Kathy Barry Application 9/12/2018 Kathy Barry Application
Chairperson Recommendation Letter 9/12/2018 Chairperson

Recommendation Letter
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August 27, 2018 

Wendy Dickens, Executive Director 
First 5 Shasta 
393 Park Marina Circle 
Redding, CA 96001 

Dear Wendy: 

I am very interested in being considered for appointment to the vacant 
seat on the First 5 Commission, left with the passing of Judie Smith. 
Judie was a true icon in our community, and is irreplaceable, but I would 
be honored to potentially assume her seat. 

First 5 Shasta has a critical role in the overall health and success of our 
youngest community members and their families, and the organizations 
and individuals who work with and support them. In the aftermath of 
the devastating Carr fire, the role of First 5 Shasta takes on even more 
urgency to provide continuing consistency, education, support, and 
resources. I have no doubt that the standard of excellence that is 
expected of First 5 Shasta will help meet the challenge. 

I am knowledgeable about child development, and have long experience 
with the diverse segments of our early childhood community. I am 
passionate about improving outcomes for young children and their 
families, resulting in a stronger and healthier community. I believe the 
first five years are indisputably the foundation for each child's lifetime 
potential, and that every child has the inherent potential to have a 
healthy and happy life. 

I look forward to hearing about next steps, and appreciate your 
consideration of my interest in this important position. 

~~ 
Kathy Barry 
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FIRSTS 
T 

Shasta Children and Families Commission 
Application for Membership 

Name: 
Kathy Barry 

 

Home Phone Number: 
I 

Business Phone Number:
cell:  

Email Address: 
 

1. Which Commission Membership category best describes you?

� Educator specializing in early childhood development D Representative of a local school district 

D Recipient of project services included in the Shasta County D Representative of a local medical, pediatric, or obstetric 
strategic plan association or society 

D Representative of a local organization for prevention or early D Representative of a local child care resource or referral 
intervention for families at risk agency, or a local child care coordinating group 

D Representative of a community-based organization that has the goal of promoting nurturing and early childhood development 

2. Which of the First 5 Shasta Pathway Goals and Initiatives are you most familiar with and/or are
most interested in?

GOAL 1: Healthy, Well-Timed Births GOAL 4: High-Quality Child Care and Early Education 

D Encourage healthy habits and behavior during pregnancy !;a Support early care and education to maintain standards of 

D Connect prenatal care with other services that support healthy high quality (emphasis on family engagement and on social, 

childbearing cognitive, and emotional growth of children) 

� Strengthen the capacity of informal child care providers 

GOAL 2: Health and Development on Track (emphasis on building provider skills and community 
supports) 

� Increase access to health screenings and developmental 
!;a Create links among early education and services to better 

assessments for children 
mobilize help for individual children 

� Connect children to needed services and resources 

GOAL 3: Supported and Supportive Families GOAL 5: Continuity In Early Childhood Experiences 

� Enhance activities that strengthen parenting capacity (emphasis on � Support alignment of curricula, expectations, standards 

attachment and building parenting skills) and assessments Pre-K to 3rd Grade (emphasis on Pre-K 

� Expand activities that help parents cultivate their children's interest to K) 

in learning (emphasis on literacy) 

!;a Strengthen provider capacity to mobilize services for families 

(emphasis on substance abuse, mental health, and domestic 

violence) 

First 5 Shasta Commissioner Application rev. 8/18 
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3. Why are you interested in becoming a member of the Shasta Children and Families Commission? 
I have supported the mission of First 5 Shasta since it's inception, and view it as a vital leader and partner in 
improving the lives of young children and their fami lies in Shasta County. The needs of our community are almost 
endless, and the financial resources while appreciated, are not boundless. It is imperative that the taxpayer funds 
are used in the most effective way to forward the goal of healthy outcomes for our youngest citizens. I would 
welcome being a part of the governing body that helps to determine the direction, focus, and utilization of these 
critical funds. I appreciate the diversity of backgrounds of those currently (and historically) on the Commission, 
and feel that I could serve an important role with my background in early childhood education. Judie Smith is truly 
irreplaceable, but it would be an honor to assume her seat. 

As a previous agency grantee, in my career with Early Childhood Services, I have dealt directly with the reporting 
requirements of receiving First 5 funds. While it is sometimes seen as difficult and rigorous from the grantee 
community, I have always felt that First 5 Shasta has done an exemplary job of safeguarding the integrity of the 
funds with which they are entrusted. I believe this experience of being 'on the other side' of funding, would 
enhance my ability to consider future funding directions and decisions. It is clearly not possible to meet all the 
community needs, but it is prudent to focus on the Pathways that have been thoughtfully established. 

I have also greatly admired the depth and breadth of First 5 Shasta's outreach in our community. The ability to look 
at and consider small one-time projects, as well as large multi-year ones, across the factors affecting our 
community is truly singular. While First 5 welcomes innovative ideas to improve outcomes, they are significantly 
focused on data-driven, research-based approaches. No other agency has the capacity to play this role, and First 
5 Shasta has set the bar for this critical work. 

I am interested in all the First 5 Shasta Pathway goals, but highlighted those in which I have the most experience. 

4. What is your professional/employment experience as it relates to the Commission position? 
My earliest professional background with early childhood education was that of a preschool teacher at the Shasta 
College Early Childhood Education Center. I spent 15 years in that position, mentoring and training early childhood 
education students in the Lab School setting. I valued that experience working in an 'ideal' early education 
environment, which focused solely on 'best practices.' During my time as a preschool teacher, I realized that I 
needed to further my education, so I commuted for 2 and a half years to Sac State to get my Master's Degree in 
Early Childhood Education. Once I obtained that, I began teaching as an Adjunct Faculty for Shasta College. I also 
worked for a short time (one semester) as an ROP/Careers with Children instructor for Shasta Trinity ROP, working 
with high school students, before a position opened with Shasta County Office of Education. 

I was hired as a Coordinator of the Early Childhood Services Department in 1999, working directly with State­
funded Preschool programs. While I continued to utilize and insist on 'best practices', it became apparent to me 
quickly that the children in our State Preschool part and full day classrooms, were more 'at risk' than those I had 
taught previously. I passionately believe that every child can succeed, and that their optimal growth depends on 
the adults around them. To that end, I championed training for our preschool teaching staff, increased partnerships 
with our community colleagues, increased supports to families and children through early intervention programs, 
Bridges to School Success, and new classrooms in underserved areas. I was promoted throughout my career at 
SCOE, getting an Administrative Credential to become a Principal, and ultimately retiring from the role of Executive 
Director of Early Childhood Services. I am very proud of my work with ECS through those 16 years, and continue 
to be proud of the leadership and direction that continues today in that Department. 

After retirement, I was not ready to be done with supporting education, so I was open to an appointment to the 
Shasta County Board of Education, a position I still hold. I like to look at the 'big picture', from birth through 
graduation from high school and into college, and continue to see the foundation of those early years as the most 
critical. We can sometimes get stuck in our 0-5 world, so I have enjoyed the opportunity to learn more about the 
entire education path of our students, the many schools and districts in our county, and the tireless educators and 
administrators who support them. 

First 5 Shasta Commissioner Application rev. 8/18 2 
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5. What is your experience with organizations/community groups as it relates to this position? 
oAs previously stated, I am a member of the Shasta County Board of Education. First 5 Shasta is inter-connected with 
the work of the SCOE through Reach Higher Shasta, ECS, and various other departments through grants and 
committees. 

I am a Board member of the Child Abuse Prevention Council (CAPC), which also is inter-connected with the work of 
q First 5 Shasta through grants and committees. 

~ I was a founding member of SELP (Shasta Early Literacy Partnership), and have continued participation as it has 
been blended into the literacy branch of Reach Higher Shasta. 

Date 

Please mail or email the application and a cover letter to Tristen Grantham. 
Mail: 393 Park Marina Circle, Redding, CA 96001 

Email: assistant@first5shasta.org 

Applications must be received by September 9, 2018 . 

Thank you for your interest in serving on the Shasta Children and Families Commission. 

First 5 Shasta Commissioner Application rev. 8/18 3 
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Our Children • Our Future • Our Business 

Dear Board of Supervisors, 

COM MISSIONERS 

Joe Ayer 

Steve Morgan 

Erin Salazar 

Cindy Vogt 

Dianna Wagner 

EXECUTIV E DIRECTOR 

Wendy Dickens 

On behalf of the Shasta County Children and Families Commission (First 5 Shasta 
Commission) I would like to recommend Kathy Barry to serve as the Community 
Representative in the current vacancy of public Seat 4. Barry is a representative of 
community-based organizations that have the goal of promoting nurturing and early 
childhood development, and is a previous educator specializing in early childhood 
development. 

Thank you for your consideration of Kathy Barry for appointment to the Shasta County 
Children and Families Commission. 

8J'..c "r~7ffy, ~ (d!Jllffi p 
Cindy V gt 

Chair 
Shasta County Children and Families Commission 

Shasta Children and 
Families Commission 

393 Park Marina Circle 

Redding, California 96001 

(530) 646-3780 

firstSshasta.org 
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REPORT TO SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BOARD MEETING DATE:  September  18, 2018
CATEGORY:  Consent - General Government-5.

SUBJECT:

9/11/18 Draft Minutes
 

DEPARTMENT: Clerk of the Board

Supervisorial District No. :  ALL

DEPARTMENT CONTACT:  Kristin Gulling-Smith, Deputy Clerk of the Board, 530-225-5550

STAFF REPORT APPROVED BY:  Mary Williams, Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board

Vote Required?

Simple Majority Vote

General Fund Impact?

No General Fund Impact 

RECOMMENDATION

Approve the minutes of the meeting held on September 11, 2018, as submitted.

SUMMARY

n/a

DISCUSSION

n/a

ALTERNATIVES

n/a

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

n/a

FINANCING

There is no General Fund impact associated with this action.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Description
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Draft 9/11/18 Minutes 9/13/2018 Draft 9/11/18 Minutes
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September 11, 2018  1 
 

SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
 
 
Tuesday, September 11, 2018 
 
 

REGULAR MEETING 
 
 
9:01 a.m.: Chairman Baugh called the Regular Session of the Board of Supervisors to order 

on the above date with the following present: 
 
   District No. 1  -  Supervisor Kehoe 
   District No. 2  -  Supervisor Moty 
   District No. 3  -  Supervisor Rickert 
   District No. 4  -  Supervisor Morgan 
   District No. 5  -  Supervisor Baugh 
 
   County Executive Officer  -  Larry Lees 
   Assistant County Counsel  -  James Ross 
   Administrative Board Clerk  -  Kristin Gulling-Smith 
   Administrative Board Clerk  -  Trisha Boss 
    
 

INVOCATION 
 
 
 Invocation was given by Pastor Darrell Farley of Hillside Church. 
 
 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
 
 Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag was led by Supervisor Moty. 
 
 

REGULAR CALENDAR 
 

BOARD MATTERS 
 
 

Supervisor Baugh announced that the public hearings regarding zoning changes were 
noticed to be heard at the Board of Supervisors meeting on September 18, 2018. 
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SEPTEMBER 2018 EMPLOYEE OF THE MONTH 
DANIEL IRVING, DEPUTY PROBATION OFFICER II 
PROBATION DEPARTMENT 
RESOLUTION 2018-075 
 

At the recommendation of Chief Probation Officer Tracie Neal, and by motion made, 
seconded (Kehoe/Rickert), and unanimously carried, the Board of Supervisors adopted Resolution 
No. 2018-075 which recognizes Shasta County Probation Department Deputy Probation Officer II 
Daniel Irving as Shasta County's Employee of the Month for September 2018. 
 (See Resolution Book No. 61) 
 
PROCLAMATION: PROSTATE CANCER AWARENESS MONTH 
SEPTEMBER 2018 
 
 At the recommendation of Supervisor Morgan, and by motion made, seconded 
(Morgan/Moty), and unanimously carried, the Board of Supervisors adopted a proclamation which 
designates September 2018 as “Prostate Cancer Awareness Month” in Shasta County.  Donnell 
Ewert, Director of the Health and Human Services Agency, accepted the proclamation.   
 

Supervisor Morgan announced that Mercy Medical Health Center will have a free exam 
for prostate cancer on September 20, 2018. 
 
 

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - OPEN TIME 
 
 
 Hope Bjerke spoke against the proposed zoning changes in Palo Cedro due to limitations 
in the local school district. 
 

Melissa Janulewicz, Branch Director of Regional Services, described the benefits of 
Disaster CalFresh, which was made available to those people impacted by the local fires.  She also 
recognized the Health and Human Services Agency staff members who oversaw the Disaster 
CalFresh program. 
 
 Monique Welin spoke regarding mental health needs and the need for a mobile crisis unit 
in Shasta County. 
 
 Elaina Tupper spoke against the proposed zoning changes in Palo Cedro. 
 
 Laura Baldwin stated that residents of Palo Cedro who would be affected by the proposed 
zoning changes did not receive notification of the proposal and requested that the changes be sent 
back to the Planning Commission. 
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 Melissa Campbell stated that responsible growth in Palo Cedro would be welcome, but that 
she does not support the proposed zoning changes; she also requested that the changes be sent back 
to the Planning Commission. 
 
 Russ Wade spoke regarding the causes of large wildfires and the need for utilizing alternate 
sources of energy and fuel. 
 
 Sue Horkey spoke against the proposed zoning changes in Palo Cedro due to infrastructure 
limitations and stated that the community was not involved in the Planning Commission process. 
 
 

ITEMS PULLED FROM CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
 

Chairman Baugh noted that the item regarding the evergreen employment agreement with 
Karen C. Ramstrom, D.O., M.S.P.H., had been pulled from the agenda.   
 
 

CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
 
 By motion made, seconded (Moty/Morgan), and unanimously carried, the Board of 
Supervisors took the following actions, which were listed on the Consent Calendar: 
 
 Approved and authorized the Chairman to sign the County Claims List in the amount of 
$30, as submitted.  (Auditor-Controller) 
 

Adopted Resolution No. 2018-076, effective July 26, 2018, which: Authorizes the use of 
the Emergency Management Mutual Aid (EMMA) Plan Mutual Aid Memorandum of Agreement 
(MOA) agreement format for the request of non-law enforcement and non-fire response mutual 
aid from other counties due to the Carr Fire; and designates signature authority to the County 
Executive Officer for EMMA Plan Mutual Aid MOAs, and all other Carr Fire-related non-law 
enforcement and non-fire response mutual aid agreements, including retroactive, as long as they 
are approved by the County Risk Manager and are approved as to form by County Counsel.  
(Administrative Office) 
 (See Resolution Book No. 61) 
 
 Approved the minutes of the meeting held on August 21, 2018, as submitted.  (Clerk of the 
Board) 
 

Adopted Resolution No. 2018-077 which suspends the following work restrictions for 
California Public Employees' Retirement System (CalPERS) retired annuitants due to the Carr Fire 
local emergency: Requirement to reinstate retired annuitants in CalPERS prior to beginning 
employment with Shasta County; limitation on hours worked to 960 hours in a fiscal year for all 
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employers in the CalPERS retirement system; rate of pay requirements; and requirements to wait 
60 days and 180 days following the date of retirement prior to becoming eligible for employment 
with Shasta County.  (Support Services-Personnel) 
 (See Resolution Book No. 61) 

 
Approved and authorized the Chairman to sign a retroactive amendment, effective 

July 1, 2018, to the agreement with Vista Pacifica Enterprises, Inc., to provide residential treatment 
services for mentally disabled adults increasing daily rates, and retaining maximum compensation 
not to exceed $7,500,000 during the entire term of the agreement and the term July 1, 2017, through 
June 30, 2020.  (Health and Human Services Agency-Adult Services) 
 (See Resolution Book No. 61) 

 
Adopted Resolution No. 2018-078 which releases a real property lien recorded on 

May 12, 1959, against Jessie D. Harper for services rendered to Lester Harper at the Shasta 
General Hospital in 1959 and finds that said real property lien is hereby fully satisfied, released, 
and cancelled as recorded on June 7, 1963.  (Health and Human Services Agency-Business and 
Support Services) 
 (See Resolution Book No. 61) 

 
Approved and authorized the Chairman to sign an amendment effective date of signing to 

the agreement with J. Reid McKellar, PH.D., Inc., to provide psychological evaluations and 
assessments to add in-person and telephone consultation services and increase maximum 
compensation by $24,700 (for a new total not to exceed $174,700), and retain the term 
July 1, 2017, through June 30, 2018, with two automatic one-year renewals.  (Health and Human 
Services Agency-Children’s Services) 
 (See Resolution Book No. 61) 

 
Took the following actions: Approved and accepted the Federal Emergency Management 

Agency (FEMA) supplemental grant funding award (FEMA-4382- DR-CA) awarded to Shasta 
County to provide crisis counseling assistance and training due to the Carr Fire in the amount of 
$339,783.26 for the period date of signing through June, 30, 2019; approved and authorized the 
Chairman to sign an agreement with Northern Valley Catholic Social Service, Inc., to provide 
FEMA- funded crisis counseling services in an amount not to exceed $199,546 for the period date 
of signing through June 30, 2019; and made the determination that the approval of the 
recommended actions is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) per 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15378(b)(4) since the recommended actions are government fiscal 
activities which do not involve commitment to any specific project which may result in a 
potentially significant physical impact on the environment.  (Health and Human Services-Office 
of the Director) 

 
Approved and authorized the: Chairman to sign a revenue renewal agreement with 

Shasta Regional Transportation Agency in an amount not to exceed $170,000 to provide 
Safe Routes to School non-infrastructure activities in Shasta County effective date of signing 
through January 27, 2019; Chairman to sign Appendix A - Scope of Work, and Appendix B - Fiscal 
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Year 2018-19 Sub-Recipient Budget for Pass-Through Funds, to the agreement; and Health and 
Human Services Agency (HHSA) Director or any HHSA Branch Director, as designated by the 
HHSA Director, to sign prospective and retroactive amendments and other documents related to 
the agreement that result in a net change of no more than $17,000 to the maximum compensation 
that do not result in a substantial or functional change to the original intent of the agreement, and 
that otherwise comply with Administrative Policy 6-101, Shasta County Contracts Manual.  
(Health and Human Services Agency-Public Health) 

 
Took the following actions: Adopted Resolution No. 2018-079 which approves and 

authorizes the: Chairman to sign Amendment Number 1 to the Community Services Block Grant 
(CSBG) agreement with the State Department of Community Services and Development (CSD) 
effective date of signing to provide services to persons living in poverty in Shasta County to 
increase funding by $42,538 (for a new total not to exceed $337,945), extend the end date of the 
term five months through May 31, 2019, and make other minor changes; Chairman to sign any 
additional amendments to the agreement, including retroactive, including changes to the maximum 
compensation of no more than $33,794, during the period January 1, 2018, through May 31, 2019, 
so long as they otherwise comply with Administrative Policy 6-101, Shasta County Contracts 
Manual; Director of the Department of Housing and Community Action Programs (Director), or 
his or her designee, to sign the Certification Regarding Lobbying, CSBG budget, and all other 
CSBG documents and reports required by CSD, including retroactive, to secure the grant and for 
the implementation and administration of the program and Director to act on behalf of the County 
of Shasta and the Shasta County Community Action Agency in all matters pertaining to the 
agreement; and approve a budget amendment increasing appropriations and revenue by $49,538 
in the Community Action budget.  (Housing) 
 (See Resolution Book No. 61) 

 
Approved and authorized the County Executive Officer and/or designee to sign a revenue 

agreement with the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) in the amount of 
$28,688 for planning activities for the homeless continuum of care for the period from date of 
execution by HUD through the end of the project performance period to be set by HUD.  (Housing) 
 (See Resolution Book No. 61) 

 
Approved and authorized the Chairman to sign a renewal agreement with Shasta County 

Child Abuse Prevention Coordinating Council in an amount not to exceed $148,645 to provide 
AmeriCorps members to enhance various youth and family activities for the period 
October 1, 2018, through the final funding period of the North State Rural Assets Project grant, or 
December 31, 2019, whichever comes first.  (Probation) 

 
Approved and authorized the Chairman to sign: An amendment effective date of signing 

to the lease agreement with Saber Zell for portable hangar Space No. 3 at Fall River Mills (FRM) 
Airport to terminate the lease effective September 30, 2018; and a lease agreement with 
Rex Horney in the amount of $25 per month for portable hangar Space No. 3 at FRM Airport for 
the period October 1, 2018, through March 31, 2019.  (Public Works) 
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Adopted Resolution No. 2018-080 which establishes deadlines for the submission of 
Debris Removal Right-of-Entry Permits, Alternative Fire Debris Removal Program Applications 
and Work Plans, and completion of debris removal under the Alternative Program.  (Public Works) 
 (See Resolution Book No. 61) 

 
Took the following actions regarding “The Gas Point Road at Park Drive Intersection 

Improvements," Contract No. 702984: Approved plans and specifications and directed the Public 
Works Director to advertise for bids; and authorized opening of bids on or after October 25, 2018, 
at 11 a.m.  (Public Works) 

 
Took the following actions regarding the space needs assessment agreement with 

Nichols-Melburg & Rossetto, AIA & Associates, Inc.: Approved and authorized the Chairman to 
sign an amendment, effective date of signing, to increase compensation by $131,500, for a new 
total not to exceed $264,000, to provide additional space needs assessments, and extend the term 
to December 31, 2019; approved a budget amendment increasing appropriations and revenue by 
$127,000 in the Jail budget; approved a budget amendment increasing appropriations and revenue 
by $13,000 in the Building Inspection budget; and approved a budget amendment increasing 
appropriations by $140,000 in the Accumulated Capital Outlay budget offset by use of assigned 
fund balance.  (Public Works) 

 
Approved and authorized the Chairman to sign a retroactive amendment, effective 

September 1, 2018, to the service agreement with Virtual Project Manager, to extend the term from 
September 1, 2018, to December 31, 2020, and retain compensation at $500 per month, per the 
original agreement, for a new total not to exceed $32,000 to provide construction management 
software services.  (Public Works) 

 
Approved and authorized the Public Works Director to sign a Notice of Completion for the 

“West Central Landfill Gas Monitoring Probes,” Contract No. 207512, and record it within 15 days 
of actual completion of the work.  (Public Works) 

 
Awarded to the lowest responsive and responsible bidder, Aptim 

Environmental & Infrastructure, Inc., on a unit cost basis, the contract for the “West Central 
Landfill Gas Collection and Control System Expansion – 2018,” Contract No. 207515, in the 
amount of $292,428.  (Public Works) 

 
Adopted Salary Resolution No. 1533, effective September 16, 2018, which deletes 1.0 

Full-Time Equivalent (FTE) vacant Information Technology (IT) Technician position and adds 
1.0 FTE IT Infrastructure Support Engineer I/II position in the IT department budget.  (Information 
Technology) 
 (See Salary Resolution Book) 
 
 

REGULAR CALENDAR, CONTINUED 
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GENERAL GOVERNMENT 
 

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE/BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
 
 
LEGISLATIVE UPDATE/SUPERVISORS’ REPORTS 
 
 County Executive Officer (CEO) Larry Lees had no legislative update. 
 
 Supervisor Morgan recently attended a Shasta Children and Families Commission meeting.   
 
 Supervisor Kehoe recently attended meetings of the Mental Health, Alcohol and Drug 
Advisory Board and the Local Agency Formation Commission. 
 
 Supervisor Moty recently attended meetings of the California State Association of Counties 
and the Northern Sacramento Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Governing Board. 
 
 Supervisor Rickert recently attended a Sierra-Nevada Conservancy meeting. 
 
 Supervisors reported on issues of countywide interest. 
 
 

SUPPORT SERVICES-PERSONNEL 
 
 
MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 
SHASTA COUNTY EMPLOYEES ASSOCIATION – SUPERVISORY UNIT 
RESOLUTION NO. 2018-081 
SALARY RESOLUTION NO. 1534 
 
 Angela Davis, Director of Support Services, presented the staff report and recommended 
approval.   
 
 In response to questions from Supervisor Kehoe, CEO Lees stated that the county does 
have the available resources to pay for the salary increases included in the Memorandum of 
Understanding. 
 

By motion made, seconded (Kehoe/Rickert), and unanimously carried, the Board of 
Supervisors took the following actions: Adopted Resolution No. 2018-081 which approves a 
successor comprehensive Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the Shasta County 
Employees Association – Supervisory Unit (SCEA) covering the period July 1, 2018, through 
June 30, 2021; and adopted Salary Resolution No. 1534, effective September 16, 2018, which 
amends the Salary Schedule for positions in County Service pursuant to the SCEA MOU. 
 (See Resolution Book No. 61) 
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 (See Salary Resolution Book) 

 
 

HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES AGENCY 
 
 

ADULT SERVICES 
SHASTA REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER & PRIME HEALTHCARE SERVICES 
RESOLUTION NO. 2018-082 

 
 Dean True, Branch Director of Adult Services, presented the staff report and recommended 
approval.   

 
In response to questions from Supervisor Moty, Mr. True stated that this agreement would 

improve the situation in county emergency rooms by providing assistance for people who cannot 
be accepted at other locations. 

 
In response to questions from Supervisor Morgan, Mr. True explained that the facility 

currently has a 20-bed capacity, and that the county will continue to use resources both in Shasta 
County and in Red Bluff. 

 
In response to questions from Supervisor Rickert, Mr. True stated that patients for this 

facility will come from other North State counties, as well as Shasta County.  Mr. True explained 
that the facility is currently only for patients who are 18 or older.  He also described the possible 
option of conservatorship for those who need further treatment after the 30-day maximum. 

 
In response to questions from Supervisor Kehoe, Mr. True explained the current options 

for children with mental health issues: Currently, the nearest location for children is in Red Bluff, 
but for more complicated situations, children are being sent to facilities farther south.  Mr. True 
stated that Dianna Wagner, Branch Director of Children’s Services, is working on expanding 
treatment options for children. 

 
Representatives from Shasta Regional Medical Center, Tracy Peterson, Director of Nursing 

Services, and Casey Fatch, Chief Executive Officer, described the services that Shasta Regional 
Medical Center will be able to offer to patients and the benefits to the county from keeping that 
care local. 

 
In response to questions from Supervisor Rickert, Mr. True stated that he spoke with the 

local National Public Radio (NPR) station the day before the meeting, so local media has taken an 
interest in the program. 

 
By motion made, seconded (Moty/Kehoe), and unanimously carried, the Board of 

Supervisors took the following actions: Adopted Resolution No. 2018-082 designating Shasta 
Regional Medical Center, operated by Prime Healthcare Services – Shasta, LLC, as a facility to 
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provide 72-hour treatment and evaluation, 14-day intensive treatment, and 30-day intensive 
treatment, pursuant to Welfare and Institutions Code section 5000; authorized the Director of the 
Health and Human Services Agency to send confirmation of negotiated rates to Prime Healthcare 
Services – Shasta, LLC; and approved and authorized the Chairman to sign an agreement with 
Prime Healthcare Services – Shasta, LLC, in an amount not to exceed $7,500,000 to provide 
inpatient psychiatric hospitalization services for the period date of signing through June 30, 2021.  
(Health and Human Services Agency-Adult Services) 
 (See Resolution Book No. 61) 

 
 

SHERIFF 
 
 
DELTA FIRE LOCAL EMERGENCY PROCLAMATION 
RESOLUTION NO. 2018-083 
 
 Sheriff Tom Bosenko gave an update on the Delta Fire, presented the staff report, and 
recommended approval.   
 
 Nick Truax from CalFire explained that a new federal team recently took over management 
of the Delta Fire and described the current status of CalFire operations. 
 
 Jay Kurth, Incident Commander for California Interagency Command Team 4, described 
the current status of the Delta Fire and the overall challenges and plans for containing the fire. 
 

In response to questions from Supervisor Rickert, Mr. Kurth explained that the current Red 
Flag Warning is tied to an oncoming cold front from the north.  He also explained that weather 
predictions are generally only reliable through a short period of time, although they anticipate more 
favorable conditions in the near future. 

 
In response to questions from Supervisor Baugh, Mr. Kurth stated that the best estimate 

they currently have, given the weather forecast and conditions in the area, is that the fire will be 
under containment by September 22; however, that is only an estimate and is prone to change. 

 
In response to questions from Supervisor Rickert, Sheriff Bosenko confirmed that the fire 

was human-caused and that it is currently under investigation. 
 
Sheriff Bosenko explained that infrastructure has been lost along Interstate 5 and the 

railway, and that damage assessments and repair from CalTrans and Union Pacific are ongoing. 
 
 In response to questions from Supervisor Kehoe, Ben Newburn, Fire Management Officer 
for the Shasta-Trinity National Forest, explained that the ownership in the area of the Delta Fire is 
a mixture of U.S. Forest Service-managed public land, privately-held small parcels, and private 
industry timberlands.  Terry Simon-Jackson, Deputy Forest Supervisor for the Shasta-Trinity 
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National Forest, stated that, due to the active nature of the fire, the timber resources in the Delta 
Fire area have not been examined closely, but assessments are currently ongoing.  The area of the 
Carr Fire is currently being assessed for damage and remaining timber resources.  
Ms. Simon-Jackson explained that discussions about clearing out fuel in the national forest are 
ongoing, and that those efforts need funding; currently, they are focusing on road maintenance and 
fallen trees.  She also explained that clearing the damaged trees also depends on the capacity of 
local timber companies, as they are already dealing with the damaged trees from their own lands. 
 
 In response to questions from Supervisor Rickert, Ms. Simon-Jackson explained the burned 
area rehabilitation efforts going on in the Carr Fire area, and that there is a stage progression before 
salvage can be done. 
 
 In response to questions from Supervisor Baugh, CEO Lees stated that Board support for 
funding for these efforts would be appropriate and that he would bring something back to the 
Board. 
 

By motion made, seconded (Morgan/Rickert), and unanimously carried, the Board of 
Supervisors adopted Resolution No. 2018-083 which ratifies the Shasta County Director of 
Emergency Services September 6, 2018, proclamation of a local emergency due to the wildland 
fire identified as the "Delta Fire," subject to the requirements of and in accordance with 
Government Code Section 8630. 
 (See Resolution Book No. 61) 

 
 

PUBLIC WORKS 
 
 
EMERGENCY DECLARATION 
CSA NO. 2-SUGARLOAF WATER 
RESOLUTION NO. 2018-084 
 
 Sheriff Tom Bosenko explained the local emergency declared in County Service Area  
(CSA) No. 2-Sugarloaf Water, due to low amounts of available water in the area. 
 

Pat Minturn, Director of Public Works, gave an update on the situation in CSA No. 2, 
presented the staff report, and recommended approval.   

 
In response to questions from Supervisor Morgan, Mr. Minturn stated that the new well in 

CSA No. 2 will not be online for use before next summer, and that the water quality and yield of 
the well still need to be examined.  Bringing the well online will require another grant from the 
state.  Mr. Minturn explained the plan to get through the time until the new well is online with the 
existing water supply. 
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By motion made, seconded (Moty/Morgan), and unanimously carried, the Board of 
Supervisors took the following actions on behalf of County Service Area No. 2-Sugarloaf Water: 
Adopted Resolution No. 2018-04 which ratifies the Sheriff’s September 4, 2018, Emergency 
Declaration; and requested the Governor proclaim a State of Emergency. 
 (See Resolution Book No. 61) 

 
 

SCHEDULED HEARINGS 
 

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
 
 
ASSEMBLY BILL 1265 AND SENATE BILL 1353: WILLIAMSON ACT 
RESOLUTION 2018-085 
 

This was the time set aside to hold a public hearing to consider implementing, pursuant to 
subdivision (e) of Government Code section 16142, the provisions authorized in Assembly Bill 
(AB) 1265 and Senate Bill (SB) 1353 and outlined in subdivision (b) of Government Code Section 
51244 and Section 51244.3 (AB 1265/SB 1353 provisions).   

 
Supervisor Rickert recused herself due to personal ownership of property affected by 

Williamson Act contract provisions. 
 
10:44 a.m.: Supervisor Rickert exited the Board Chambers. 
 

Administrative Analyst Ayla Tucker presented the staff report, and recommended 
approval.  The Notice of Public Hearing and the Notice of Publication are on file with the Clerk 
of the Board. 

 
In response to questions from Supervisor Kehoe, Ms. Tucker explained that the foregone 

General Fund property tax revenue is an amount of potential revenue that the county did not receive 
due to the difference between that amount and the subvention payment the County received from 
the State of California. 
  
 The public hearing was opened; no one spoke for or against the matter, and the public 
hearing was closed. 
 

By motion made, seconded (Moty/Kehoe), and unanimously carried, the Board of 
Supervisors adopted Resolution No. 2018-085 which: finds that, for Fiscal Year (FY) 2017-18, the 
subvention payment the County received from the State of California pursuant to the Open Space 
Subvention Act was less than one-half of the County's actual foregone General Fund property tax 
revenue that resulted from Williamson Act contracts; and states the Board's decision to implement 
Government Code Section 51244(b) and Government Code Section 51244.3 effective 
January 1, 2019; directs staff to notify all Williamson Act contracted landowners of the following: 
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the final decision of the Board of Supervisors after the conclusion of the September 11, 2018, 
public hearing on whether to implement the AB 1265/SB 1353 provisions; and the landowner's 
right to prevent the reduction in the term of his or her contract due to the implementation of the 
AB 1265/SB 1353 provisions by serving notice of non-renewal as specified by Government Code 
Sections 51244, 51245 and Shasta County Resolution No. 2011-103; and directs the County 
Administrative Office, Assessor-Recorder, Auditor-Controller, Tax Collector, and Director of 
Resource Management to take all necessary steps to implement AB 1265/SB 1353 including but 
not limited to recording a notice that states the affected parcel numbers and current owner’s names, 
making the appropriate additions to all affected properties assessed values, and modifying the 
FY 2019-20 tax bills to reflect the assessment changes associated with the reduced tax benefit. 
 (See Resolution Book No. 61) 
 
10:48 a.m.: Supervisor Rickert returned to the Board Chambers. 
 
 

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT 
 
 
CARR FIRE DISASTER RECOVERY 
SHASTA COUNTY CODE URGENCY ORDINANCE 
ORDINANCE NO. SCC 2018-02 
 

This was the time set aside to hold a public hearing to consider Urgency Ordinance 
No. SCC 2018-02, adding Title 19, Shasta County Carr Fire Disaster Recovery, to the Shasta 
County Code.  Paul Hellman, Director of Resource Management, presented the staff report and 
recommended approval.  The Notice of Public Hearing and the Notice of Publication are on file 
with the Clerk of the Board. 
 
 CEO Lees explained that the county reached out to related associations and that there will 
be further recommendations for addressing Carr Fire recovery coming before the Board at the next 
meeting. 
 
 In response to questions from Supervisor Moty, Mr. Hellman stated that placing a 
temporary dwelling on a parcel unaffected by the fire will allow someone to receive temporary 
power. 
 
 In response to questions from Supervisor Kehoe, Assistant County Council James Ross 
stated that the current urgency ordinance is being adopted pursuant to certain provisions from the 
Governor’s Executive Order which apply to this ordinance, so it cannot be adapted to include the 
areas affected by the Delta Fire.  He explained that another ordinance for areas affected by the 
Delta Fire can be brought before the Board in the future.  Mr. Ross also explained that he received 
input from many other counties who offered their experience in similar situations, which benefited 
this ordinance.   
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In response to questions from Supervisor Kehoe, CEO Lees explained that the current 
ordinance contains time-based limitations on renting or selling property damaged by the Carr Fire.  

 
In response to questions from Supervisor Baugh, Mr. Ross explained that this ordinance is 

specifically for people affected by the Carr Fire, but that other ordinances can be brought to the 
Board to address people affected by other fires.  Senior Deputy County Counsel Matt McOmber 
stated that this ordinance was prepared based on a template used by Sonoma County.  He also 
explained that the ordinance defines what a “displaced person” is, and that only those people who 
meet that definition can take advantage of the conditions in this ordinance. 

 
In response to questions from Supervisor Baugh, Mr. Hellman explained that an 

administrative permit would only be required for temporary dwellings on parcels that are not 
residentially zoned; this permit costs $1430 and must be noticed, to ensure minimal impact on 
commercial or industrial areas.  Temporary dwellings in residential parcels will not require this 
permit. 

 
In response to questions from Supervisor Kehoe, Mr. Hellman stated that he believes there 

are parallels between the County of Shasta and the City of Redding’s approaches to Carr Fire 
recovery, although the City is more limited in options due to smaller parcel sizes and other 
considerations.   

 
In response to questions from Supervisor Rickert, Dale Fletcher, Assistant Director of 

Resource Management, stated that there have been a couple hundred people affected by the Carr 
Fire who have discussed their rebuilding and recovery plans with the department, as well as at 
least one person who has already submitted rebuilding plans for review. 
 
 The public hearing was opened.   
 
 Vickie Wolf expressed concerns regarding the clarity and reach of the proposed ordinance. 
 
 Kent Dagg spoke in favor of the ordinance and asked that the Shasta Association of 
Realtors be included in any further discussions of how to address rebuilding. 
 
 No one else spoke for or against the matter, and the public hearing was closed. 
 

In response to questions from Supervisor Baugh, CEO Lees stated that there is no known 
intent to use the Carr Fire to advantage any outside interests.  Mr. Ross explained that this is the 
first ordinance in a series of action items that will be brought before the Board.  CEO Lees 
explained that some of the Board guidance, as directed at the August 21, 2018, meeting, is not 
addressed in this ordinance and will be brought before the Board at a future meeting. 
 
 In response to questions from Supervisor Kehoe, Mr. Hellman explained that the decision 
to extend permits made on or since July 23, 2016, is to allow for construction of projects to happen 
without having to apply for new permits.  He also explained that future development and the impact 
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of rebuilding on contractors is uncertain, but that a year may not be enough due to the probable 
shortage of available contractors.  Mr.  Hellman stated that the provision for Accessory Dwelling 
Units was made due to the shortage of housing that existed prior to the Carr Fire, which has been 
exacerbated due to the fires in the area.   
 

In response to questions from Supervisor Moty, Mr. Hellman explained that giving the 
blanket permit extension simplifies the process, as builders are already capable of coming in 
individually to request extensions.  Mr. Hellman also explained that this ordinance only addresses 
the issue of temporary dwellings for Carr Fire victims. 
 
 In response to questions from Supervisor Kehoe, Mr. Hellman stated that he would be 
willing to meet with Ms. Wolf after the meeting to further address her concerns. 
 
 In response to questions from Supervisor Baugh, CEO Lees stated that if any changes are 
needed to the ordinance, amendments will be brought before the Board. 
 

By motion made, seconded (Moty/Kehoe), and unanimously carried, the Board of 
Supervisors introduced, waived the reading of, and enacted Urgency Ordinance No. SCC 2018-02 
adding Title 19, Shasta County Carr Fire Disaster Recovery, as amended, to the Shasta County 
Code. 
 
 

CLOSED SESSION ANNOUNCEMENT 
 
 
 Chairman Baugh announced that the Board of Supervisors would recess to a Closed 
Session to take the following actions: 
 
 Confer with its Labor Negotiators, County Executive Officer Larry Lees, Personnel 

Director Angela Davis, and Labor Consultant Liebert Cassidy Whitmore, to discuss the 
following employee organizations:  Deputy Sheriffs Association-Deputy Sheriffs, 
Sergeant, and District Attorney Investigator Unit, pursuant to Government Code 
section 54957.6. 

 
11:31 a.m.: The Board of Supervisors recessed to Closed Session. 
 
12:13 p.m.: The Board of Supervisors returned from Closed Session and reconvened in Open 

Session with all Supervisors, County Executive Officer/Clerk of the Board 
Larry Lees, and Assistant County Counsel James Ross present. 

 
 

REPORT OF CLOSED SESSION ACTIONS 
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 Assistant County Counsel James Ross reported that the Board of Supervisors met in Closed 
Session to discuss labor negotiations; however, no reportable action was taken. 
 
12:16 p.m.: The Board of Supervisors adjourned. 
 
 
 
              
            Chairman 
 
ATTEST: 
 
LAWRENCE G. LEES 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
 
 
 
By       
        Deputy 
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REPORT TO SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BOARD MEETING DATE:  September  18, 2018
CATEGORY:  Consent - Health and Human Services-6.

SUBJECT:

Homeless Mentally Ill Outreach & Treatment Program (HMIOT)

DEPARTMENT: Health and Human Services Agency-Adult Services

Supervisorial District No. :  All

DEPARTMENT CONTACT:  Dean True, Branch Director, HHSA Adult Services, (530) 225-5900

STAFF REPORT APPROVED BY:  Dean True, Branch Director, HHSA Adult Services

Vote Required?

4/5 Vote

General Fund Impact?

No Additional General Fund Impact 

RECOMMENDATION

Take the following actions:  (1) Authorize the Chairman to sign, and the Health and Human Services Agency (HHSA) to
submit, a letter of interest to the California Department of Health Care Services (DHCS) accepting a one-time $200,000
allocation for Homeless Mentally Ill Outreach and Treatment (HMIOT) services; (2) adopt a resolution which designates the
HHSA Director as the single point of contact to DHCS for HMIOT funding and authorizes participation in the HMIOT
program; and (3) approve a budget amendment increasing appropriations and revenue by $200,000 in the HHSA-Mental
Health budget to accept the funding.

SUMMARY

Receipt of this allocation will provide additional funding for local activities related to individuals with serious mental illness or
who are homeless or at risk of becoming homeless.

DISCUSSION

Senate Bill (SB) 840 allows for a funding opportunity to counties via the Department of Health Care Services for one-time
funding for local activities involving individuals with serious mental illness and who are homeless or at risk of becoming
homeless. 
 
Shasta County has several programs currently running that address issues of homelessness, including an active Whole Person
Care grant project that promotes integration and coordination of care surrounding issues of physical health, mental health,
substance use, and homelessness. SB 840 funds would be instrumental in further addressing housing needs in our community
by expanding room and board opportunities for those living with mental illness, efficiently and effectively addressing
emergency shelter needs, and providing supports such as rental/ utilities assistance related to permanent housing.
 
To request these funds the County must delegate a primary contact organization (HHSA) to submit a Letter of Interest
indicating how the county intends to use the funds for the purpose outlined in the provisions of SB 840.  The funder also
requests that the Letter of Interest include a Board of Supervisors resolution as an attachment.
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A final report will be submitted within 90 days of the end of the project, June 2020.  The report will include the disposition of
funds, the services provided, and the number of individuals who received services.  All funds must be expended by project
end date June 30, 2020.

ALTERNATIVES

The Board could choose not to submit a letter of interest and/or approve the budget amendment.  This is not recommended
because it would make Shasta County ineligible to receive this funding.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

County Counsel has approved the resolution as to form.  The Auditor-Controller has reviewed the budget amendment.  The
County Administrative Office has reviewed the recommendation. 

FINANCING

The proposed budget amendment will support the HMIOT program in FY 2018-19.  The increase in FY 2019-20 will be
included in next year’s budget request. There is no County match required. There is no additional General Fund impact from
the recommended action.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Description
Letter of Interest 9/6/2018 Letter of Interest
Resolution 9/6/2018 Resolution
Budget Amendment 9/6/2018 Budget Amendment

Page 79 of 323

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REGULAR MEETING - September 18, 2018



DRAFT 

 

 

 

September 18, 2018:   

 

California Department of Health Care Services 

Managed Care Quality and Monitoring Division 

1501 Capitol Avenue, P.O. Box 997413, MS 4400 

Sacramento, CA 95899-7413 

Phone (916) 449-5000 Fax (916) 449-5005 

 

RE:  Letter of Interest 

 

To whom it may concern, 

 

Pursuant to Senate Bill (SB) 840, a state Fiscal Year 2018-19 budget appropriations bill, provides one-

time funding opportunities for local activities to counties through the Department of Health Care 

Services related to individuals with serious mental illness who are homeless or at risk of becoming 

homeless. The Shasta County Board of Supervisors would like to formally submit this letter of interest in 

receiving Shasta County’s projected Fiscal Year 2018-19 allocation of $200,000.   

 

Shasta County currently has several programs that address issues of homelessness, including an active 

Whole Person Care grant project that promotes integration and coordination of care surrounding issues 

of physical health, mental health, substance use, and homelessness. SB 840 funds would be 

instrumental in further addressing housing needs in our community by expanding room and board 

opportunities for those living with mental illness, efficiently and effectively addressing emergency 

shelter needs, and providing supports such as rental/ utilities assistance related to permanent housing.   

 

Thank you for your consideration. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Chairperson, Board of Supervisors 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2018-____ 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS  

OF THE COUNTY OF SHASTA  

AUTHORIZING PARTICIPATION IN THE ONE-TIME HOMELESS MENTALLY ILL 

OUTREACH AND TREATMENT FUNDING OPPORTUNITY AVAILABLE AS A 

RESULT OF SENATE BILL 840 (CHAPTER 29, STATUTESOF 2018). 

 

 
WHEREAS, California’s Governor Edmund G. Brown, Jr. and the California Legislature 

have recognized the critical need for funding at the local level to combat homelessness; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Governor, Legislature, and Shasta County recognize the need for 
outreach and treatment to those who are living with a severe mental illness who are also 
homeless or at risk of homelessness, including persons participating in Whole Person Care pilot 
programs or who have had recent involvement with the criminal justice system or been recently 
released from incarceration, as well as other special populations within the County; and  

 
WHEREAS, the Governor and Legislature have allocated $50 million statewide in one-

time funding for Fiscal Year 2018-19 to counties and four eligible cities for the Homeless 
Mentally Ill Outreach and Treatment (“HMIOT”) allocation; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Governor and Legislature have directed counties to leverage other 
available funding for this purpose and prohibited any supplantation of existing funding or 
services in order to maximize the impact of HMIOT allocation funding locally; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Governor and Legislature require counties that receive HMIOT 
allocation funding to expend the funding no later than June 30, 2020, and further require counties 
to report to the Department of Health Care Services the disposition of funds, the services 
provided, and the number of individuals who received services no later than 90 days after the full 
expenditure of funding; and 

 

WHEREAS, the County of Shasta designates the County Health and Human Services 
Agency Director as the single point of contact to the Department of Health Care Services for the 
HMIOT allocation; and 

 

WHEREAS, the County of Shasta affirms the county’s commitment to combatting 
homelessness and improving outreach and treatment for those living with severe mental illness in 
our communities pursuant to the provisions of Senate Bill 840 and the receipt of HMIOT 
funding. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of the County 
of Shasta, does hereby authorize the County’s participation in the Homeless Mentally Ill 
Outreach and Treatment allocation in Fiscal Years 2018-19 and 2019-20. 
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Resolution No. 2018-____ 
Page 2 of 2 
 

DULY PASSED AND ADOPTED this             th/st day of                                 , 2018 by 
the Board of Supervisors of the County of Shasta by the following vote: 

 
AYES:  
NOES:  
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 
RECUSE: 
 

       
LES BAUGH, CHAIRMAN 
Board of Supervisors 
County of Shasta 
State of California 

ATTEST: 
 
LAWRENCE G. LEES 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
 
 
 
By        

Deputy 
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REPORT TO SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BOARD MEETING DATE:  September  18, 2018
CATEGORY:  Consent - Health and Human Services-7.

SUBJECT:

Renewal agreement with North Valley Catholic Social Service

DEPARTMENT: Health and Human Services Agency-Children's Services

Supervisorial District No. :  All

DEPARTMENT CONTACT:  Dianna L. Wagner, Branch Director, Children’s Services (530) 225-5705

STAFF REPORT APPROVED BY:  Dianna L. Wagner, Branch Director

Vote Required?

Simple Majority Vote

General Fund Impact?

No Additional General Fund Impact 

RECOMMENDATION

Approve and authorize the Chairman to sign a retroactive renewal agreement with Northern Valley Catholic Social Service,
Inc., in an amount not to exceed $2,169,196 to provide youth specialty mental health services for the period July 1, 2018
through June 30, 2020.

SUMMARY

The agreement will allow Northern California Catholic Social Service, Inc. (NVCSS) to continue to provide youth specialty
mental health services to Medi-Cal eligible clients, their family members and care providers in Shasta County during Fiscal
Year 2018-19 and 2019-20.

DISCUSSION

The Shasta County Mental Health Plan has a responsibility to provide mental health services to eligible Medi-Cal Beneficiaries.
Resulting from a recent competitive procurement cycle for mental health services, the proposed agreement will allow NVCSS
to provide medically necessary specialty mental health services to children, adolescents and young adults (up to 21 years of
age) who fall within Shasta County’s eligible population.  NVCSS provides both clinic-based and community-based services.
 
NVCSS has been providing medically necessary youth specialty mental health services for several years to eligible Shasta
County clients.  The agreement contains specific requirements to ensure maximum access to services for Shasta County
clients and their families, including children placed in foster care. The Health and Human Services Agency (HHSA) has
oversight processes in place and has been satisfied with their performance. Continual performance monitoring includes
evaluating client outcomes by the implementation of the Child and Adolescent Needs and Strengths (CANS) tool as well as
progress towards individual treatment goals.
 
The proposed agreement includes language to allow the HHSA Director or his or her designee to approve variances up to a
maximum of 10 percent between categories within each budget line item with prior written approval, provided the maximum
amount of compensation per County fiscal year of these agreements are not exceeded.  Allowing the HHSA Director to
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authorize this budget variance in the agreements will allow NVCSS flexibility to provide those service types most needed by
the youth being served.
 
The agreement is retroactive due to the time needed to for all parties to negotiate the agreement terms.

ALTERNATIVES

The Board could choose not to execute the agreement, or to approve with modified terms or funding levels.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

County Counsel has approved the agreement as to form.  Risk Management has approved the agreement.  The
recommendation has been reviewed by the County Administrative Office.

FINANCING

The maximum compensation amount of the proposed agreement is included in the Mental Health (BU 410) FY 2018-19
Adopted Budgets. Specialty Mental Health Medi-Cal services are funded through a combination of federal Medicaid funds
(approx. 50%) with a county match which is largely met through a combination of 1991 and 2011 realignment revenue.  There
is no additional General Fund impact with the approval of this recommendation.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Description

North Valley Catholic Social Services, Youth Specialty Mental
Health Agreement 9/6/2018

North Valley Catholic
Social Services, Youth
Specialty Mental Health
Agreement
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REPORT TO SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BOARD MEETING DATE:  September  18, 2018
CATEGORY:  Consent - Health and Human Services-8.

SUBJECT:

California Emergency Solutions and Housing Program application in the amount of $857,130 to provide emergency housing
program funds in the Continuum of Care Region.

DEPARTMENT: Housing and Community Action Programs

Supervisorial District No. :  ALL

DEPARTMENT CONTACT:  Laura Burch, Director (530) 225-5160

STAFF REPORT APPROVED BY:  Laura Burch, Director

Vote Required?

Simple Majority Vote

General Fund Impact?

No Additional General Fund Impact 

RECOMMENDATION

Adopt a resolution which: (1) Authorizes the Housing and Community Action Programs department to submit an application
to the California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) for California Emergency Solutions and
Housing Program (CESH) funds in an amount not to exceed $857,130 for rental assistance, homeless prevention, street
outreach services, and systems support activities for the period January 1, 2019 through December 31, 2023;  (2)  approves
and authorizes the Director of Housing and Community Action Programs to sign and submit the application, and other
application documents, including retroactive; (3) states funds will be expended in compliance with applicable state, federal, and
other relevant statutes regarding the CESH program; and (4) approves and authorizes the Chairman or Vice Chairman to sign
the grant agreement and subsequent amendments, and other documents related to the CESH award.

SUMMARY

Upon approval of the recommendation, a grant application will be submitted to the California Department of Housing and
Community Development (HCD) requesting California Emergency Solutions and Housing Program (CESH) funding to
receive $857,130 for Rental Assistance, Homeless Prevention Program, Street Outreach services, and Systems Support of the
Continuum of Care including, but not limited to, Coordinated Entry, Homeless Management Information System and
homeless planning activities.

DISCUSSION

In 2016, Senate Bill 850 was enacted to provide a funding source for multiple housing programs.  In 2018, Senate Bill 850 was
amended to include additional homeless programs.  The Building Homes and Jobs Act established a trust fund which was
designed to be allocated by HCD to assist persons experiencing or at risk of homelessness.  The Building Homes and Jobs
Trust Fund allocation was designed to fund two homeless centers in California and the remainder was to be split between the
California Emergency Solutions and Housing Program and the Housing for a Healthy California Program.
 
The California Department of Housing and Community Development announced the availability of $53 million in funding in the
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first of two rounds of application.  The CESH Program is funded from a portion of the first and second quarters of revenue
deposited in the Building Homes and Jobs Act Trust Fund (Fund) and approximately $25 million in unallocated California
Emergency Solutions Grant funds.  A second application, which will include revenue from the third and fourth quarters of the
Fund, will be released early in 2019.  Any funds not allocated in the first round of funding, will be reallocated among all
Continuum of Care (CoC) service area.
 
Through HCD’s formula process, our CoC Region which includes the counties of Del Norte, Lassen, Modoc, Plumas,
Shasta, Sierra and Siskiyou, was allocated $857,130.  Through a small application process within the CoC service area, four
requests were received.  Rental assistance was requested in the amount of $372,000, street outreach was requested in the
amount of $150,000, and the remainder was requested for System supports including Homeless Management Information
System (HMIS) and Coordinated Entry System (CES) support.  On August 22, 2018, the Continuum of Care Executive
Board appointed Shasta County Department of Housing and Community Action Programs, through the Community Action
Agency, to act as the Administrative Entity to apply for the CESH funds on behalf of the CoC Region.
 
The grant application is due to HCD on September 27, 2018.  HCD intends to award funds in November 2018.  This is not a
competitive grant application process.

ALTERNATIVES

The Board of Supervisors could decline to approve the resolution.  This alternative is not recommended as these funds could
leverage future funds.  

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

County Counsel has approved the resolution as to form. This recommendation has been reviewed by the County
Administrative Office.  This recommendation has been supported by the Continuum of Care Executive Board and the General
Membership.

FINANCING

CESH is funding allocated by the California Department of Housing and Community Development.  An allocation of a
minimum of $857,130 will be awarded upon a complete application to HCD. 
 
Once the grant application is approved by HCD, a budget amendment will be requested.  Grant revenue not expended during
one fiscal year will roll forward to the next fiscal year.  There is a no match requirement for this grant application. There is no
additional General Fund impact associated with approval of the recommendation.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Description
Resolution 9/7/2018 Resolution
Application 9/8/2018 Application
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RESOLUTION NO. 2018-____ 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF SHASTA COUNTY 

AUTHORIZING SUBMISSION OF AN APPLICATION FOR, AND RECEIPT OF, 

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

FUNDING UNDER THE CALIFORNIA EMERGENCY SOLUTIONS AND HOUSING 

PROGRAM 

WHEREAS, the State of California, Department of Housing and Community 

Development (“HCD”) has issued a Notice of Funding Availability dated August 15, 2018 

(“NOFA”), for its California Emergency Solutions and Housing Program (“CESH”); and 

WHEREAS, the County of Shasta is eligible to apply as the Administrative Entity 

appointed by the Continuum of Care to administer CESH funds and desires to submit a project 

application for the CESH Program and will submit a 2018 Grant Application as described in the 

CESH NOFA released by the HCD for the CESH Program; and 

WHEREAS, HCD may approve funding allocations for the CESH Program, subject to the 

terms and conditions of the NOFA, Program guidelines and requirements, and the Standard 

Agreement and other contracts between the Department and CESH grant recipients; and 

WHEREAS, HCD is authorized to provide up to $53 million in state funds for the CESH 

Program; and  

WHEREAS, in response to the August 15, 2018 NOFA, the County of Shasta (“County”) 

wishes to apply to HCD for, and receive an allocation, of CESH funds. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of the County 

of Shasta that in response to the August 15, 2018 NOFA, the County shall submit an application 

to HCD to participate in the CESH Program and for an allocation of funds in the amount of 

$857,130 for Rental Assistance, Homeless Prevention Program, Street Outreach services, and 

Systems Support for the period January 1, 2019 through December 31, 2023. 

BE IT FUTHER RESOLVED that the County’s Director of the Department of Housing 

and Community Action Programs, Laura Burch, or her designee is authorized and directed to sign 

and submit the grant application and all other application documents, including retroactive, 

necessary to secure the grant.   

BE IT FUTHER RESOLVED, that if the application is approved by HCD, funds will be 

will be expended in a manner consistent and in compliance with all applicable state, federal and 

other statutes, rules, regulations, guidelines and laws, including without limitation all rules and 

laws regarding the CESH Program.   

BE IT FUTHER RESOLVED, that if the application is approved by HCD, funds will be 

expended in accordance with all CESH Program requirements, and other rules and laws, as well 

as in a manner consistent and in compliance with the standard agreement. 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2018- 

Page 2 of 2 

BE IT FUTHER RESOLVED that if the application is approved by HCD, the Chairman 

of Shasta County Board of Supervisors, or the Vice Chairman of the Shasta County Board of 

Supervisors, is hereby authorized to sign the standard agreement with the State of California for 

the purposes of the grant, and any subsequent amendments thereto, and any other documents 

related to the CESH Program or the CESH funds awarded to County, as HCD may deem 

appropriate. 

DULY PASSED AND ADOPTED this 18th day of September, 2018, by the Board of 

Supervisors of the County of Shasta by the following vote: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN: 

RECUSE: 

        

       LES BAUGH, CHAIRMAN 

       Board of Supervisors 

ATTEST:      County of Shasta 

       State of California 

LAWRENCE G. LEES 

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

 

 

By: 

Deputy 
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Final Filing Date: 10/15/2018 at 5:00 p.m.
Final Filing Date for November 2018 Award: 9/27/2018 at 5:00 p.m.

 California Emergency Solutions and 
Housing (CESH) Program

2018 Application

State of California
Governor Edmund G. Brown Jr.

Alexis Podesta, Secretary
Business, Consumer Services and Housing Agency

Ben Metcalf, Director
Department of Housing and Community Development

NOFA Section, CESH Program
2020 West El Camino Avenue, Suite 650, Sacramento, CA 95833

CESH Program Email: CESH@hcd.ca.gov
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City Zip
Title

City Zip

Title
Title

City Zip

City Zip
Rep Name Title

Title
City Zip

City Zip

Attached and uploaded?

Laura Burch

Torri Cardilino

Address State

SSA I/IITonya Willock

Overview - Applicant Information Rev. 8/14/18

Entity Address 1450 Court Street, Suite 108 Redding State CA 96001

On behalf of the entity identified below, I certify that: The information, statements and attachments included in this application are, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true and correct and I 
possess the legal authority to submit this application on behalf of the entity identified in the signature block.

Laura Burch, Director

Printed Name and Title of Signatory Signature Date
Entity name: County of Shasta Phone Number: 530-225-5160

Current Plan Adressing Actions to be Taken with in the Continuum of Care Service Area §50490.3(b)?

Application requests an allocation in order to carry out one or more eligible activity within the CoC service area §50490.3(a)(1)? (See Estimated Budget and Goals Worksheet)

Attached and uploaded?
Attach documentation, if available, demonstrating that local program or project selection process 
anticipated to be used to allocate available funds to subrecipients qualified to carry out the eligible 
activities is consistent with §50490.3(a)(4)

File Name:
Local Program or Project 
Selection Process 
Documentation

Authorized Rep. Email tcardilino@co.shasta.ca.us Phone

If local program or project selection process documentation not attached, describe how the local program or project selection process to allocate available funds to subrecipients is 
consistent with §50490.3(a)(4):

§50490.3(a)(4) The application describes or provides documentation of the local program or project selection process anticipated to be used to allocate available funds to subrecipients qualified 
to carry out the eligible activities. In order to satisfy the requirements of this subdivision, the applicant’s proposed program or project selection process shall avoid conflicts of interest in program 
or project selection and shall be easily accessible to the public.

CA 96001
Contact Name Contact Email

File Name:
HUD Coordinated Entry Process 
Self-Assessment

Attach HUD Coordinated Entry Process Self-Assessment documenting that CES meets at a minimum 
the required aspects of coordinated entry

Redding

An internal RFF was released on August 21, 2018 to the general CoC memberships and partnering agencies.  Requests were received back on September 5, 2018.  A rating and ranking commiittee rated and ranked 
applications according to the number of people the agency proposed to serve and the type of assistance requested.  All applications were funded in part or in whole depending on the dollars available.

No

1450 Court Street Redding

96001
Program Manager

Contact Phone

530-245-6431

State CA 96001

Program Manager Authorized Rep. Email tcardilino@co.shasta.ca.us
twillock@co.shasta.ca.us 530-245-6432Contact Name Contact Email

NorCal CoC

Phone 530-245-6431Name
Administrative Fiscal Representative (i.e., CFO, Accountant/Bookkeeper)
Address

Address

Continuum of Care (CoC)

No
If not, funding requested to develop a homelessness plan §50490.3(b)? (See Estimated Budget and Goals Worksheet)

Current Homelessness Plan

Attached and uploaded?STD-204 Applicants that are not a govenrment agency must submit a Payee Data Record (STD-204)File Name: Yes

File Name: Attached and uploaded?If yes, attach the most current plan addressing actions to be taken within the Continuum of Care 

Other Documents

Certifications
ResolutionFile Name: Resolutions (Refer to Resolution Instructions and Sample Resolution on CESH Program website)

File Name: Government TIN Form Applicants that are a government agency must submit a Government TIN Form YesAttached and uploaded?
Attached and uploaded? Yes

Auth Rep Name
Address 1450 Court Street Redding State CA

94-600035
lburch@co.shasta.ca.us Phone 530-225-5182Director

Federal Tax ID Number (FEIN): Data Universal Numbering System (DUNS):

96001
Authorized Rep. Email

Instructions
This application is subject to the California Emergency Solutions and Housing (CESH) program requirements of Health and Safety Code (HSC) Part 2 of Division 31 Chapter 2.8, commencing with 
§50490 and including §50490.1, 50490.2, 50490.3, 50490.4, and 50490.5, and the 2018 CESH Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA).

Entity Name
Applicant Type

County of Shasta

   C. Application forms for the CESH Program are available at http://www.hcd.ca.gov/grants-funding/active-funding/cesh.shtml
   D. All application forms from applicants that wish to recieve an award by November 5, 2018 must be postmarked or received no later than 5 p.m. Pacific Standard Time (PST) on 
       September 27, 2018 as set forth in the NOFA Section I(B).

   A. Download and review the 2018 NOFA for the CESH Program and Section 4 of SB 850 (Chapter 48, Statutes of 2018)

   E. All other application forms must be postmarked or received no later than 5 p.m. PST on October 15, 2018.  Application forms not submitted by the deadline will result in a denial of
       funds to your CoC Service Area. AEs are responsible for ensuring that all required materials are submitted by the deadline  as set forth in the NOFA Section I(B).

File Name:
Administrative Entity (AE) 
Certification from CoC

Attach certification from the CoC documenting that the AE has been designated by the CoC to 
administer CESH funds per §50490(a)

Attached and uploaded? Yes

Unit of general purpose local government.
AE and Authorized Representative (Per Board Resolution)

   B. Application Submittal:  Submit one original (hard copy) application with wet, original signatures in a 3-ring binder with pockets, and one CD or USB flash drive that includes a copy of
       the application with signatures with all files uploaded. Applicants are required to submit the Application Forms in this Excel Workbook as instructed on each form.

General Application Requirements §50490.3

Yes

CoC Service Area Redding/Shasta, Siskiyou, Lassen, Plumas, Del Norte, Modoc, Sierra Counties CoC
CoC Name

1450 Court Street, Suite 108

If self-assessment is not attached, application documents that a minimum of 20 percent of the allocation to the CoC service area will be used to implement or update its systems to 
comply with the applicable HUD requirements §50490.3.(a)(3)(B)? (See Estimated Budget and Goals Worksheet)

No

State CA 96001

Yes
Applicant has prior experience administering the eligible activities described in the application or has partnered with one or more local governments or other entities with in the relevant 
CoC sevice area that have the necessary prior experience to administer the requested funds §50490.3(a)(2)(A&B)? (See Estimated Budget and Goals Worksheet)

Yes

Does CoC service area have a functioning CES and HMIS that meet the applicable HUD requirements, as set forth in the NOFA Section II(e)(3) per §50490.3(a)(3)(A)?

Address 1450 Court Street, Suite 108 Redding

Yes

Torri Cardilino
1450 Court Street, Suite 108 Redding State CA

Contact Phone

 2018 CESH Page 2 Overview

Page 132 of 323

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REGULAR MEETING - September 18, 2018



Rental assistance, housing relocation & stabilization services to ensure housing affordability to individuals experiencing homelessness or who are at risk of homelessness. 
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Estimated Budget and Goals §50490.3(a)(5)

$372,000 43.4%
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The Continuum of Care is working on a draft homeless plan at this time.  It is not yet complete.  The 
A/E may procure a subcontractor to finish the plan for submission and approval to HCD.
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The Continuum of Care has draft CES policies and procedures.  After receiving T/A from ABT 
Associates, the guidelines need to be modified to be able to have policies and procedures that will be 
fluent across all 7 counties.   The A/E may procure a subcontractor to finish the policies and procedures 
for submission and approval to HCD. N/A

N/A

Yes

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

A/E currently administers CoC HMIS/CES systems in house since 2009.  All reporting, training, and 
contract management is overseen by CAA program manager

12 months

60 months

Rental Assistance - using ESG funds, HSP funds, HDAP funds, Section 8 Voucher Program and 
HOME funds.  Rental assistance will allow for those who are homeless to have the ability to choose 
their location of the rental unit.  
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subrecipient 
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activity 

consistent with 
Housing First 
NOFA §II.G?

Activity #1
Activity #2
Activity #3

Activity 
#6b

$85,713 10.0%
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#6a

$85,713 10.0%
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$857,130CoC Service Area Allocation requested §50490.2:
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Describe Activity and prior AE experience administering Activity
If no relevant experience, describe activity and prior experience of local government or 

other entity in CoC service area that AE will partner with to administer activity

Projected administrative costs §50490.2(b): $42,856
Instructions: 
Complete the following chart by listing the anticipated estimated amounts to be used for the specific 
eligible activities the AE and/or local partner will carry out with the allocation requested above. 
Describe each activity and the experience the AE or local partner has administering it. Identify 
numerical goals and performance measures to be used to evaluate success in implementing each 
eligible activity. Certify that each activity will be administered consistent with Housing First as 
described in §II.G of the NOFA. 

Operating subsidies in the form of 15-year capitalized operating reserves for new and existing affordable permanent housing units for homeless individuals and/or families.
Flexible housing subsidy funds for local programs that establish or support the provision of rental subsidies in permanent housing to assist homeless individuals & families.
Operating support for emergency housing interventions including but not limited to: navigation centers, street outreach, and shelter diversion.
Systems support for activities necessary to maintain a comprehensive homeless services and housing delivery system, including Coordinated Entry System (CES) data, and Homeless Management Information System (HMIS) reporting, and homelessness 
planning activities.
Develop or update a CES, if the CoC does not have a system in place that meets the applicable HUD requirements, as set forth in Section II.E.3.A of the NOFA.
Development of a plan addressing actions to be taken within the CoC service area if no such plan exists. 

Projected Performance Measures
§50490.3(a)(5)

Prior Experience
§50490.3(a)(2)(A&B)

Using MDT'S established in each community, street outreach will occur to the areas of greatest need in 
the rural areas of each county to engage homeless persons who are not engaged in services.

N/A

100

N/A

 2018 CESH Page 3 Estimated Budget and Goals
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is designated by the
CoC to administer 2018 CESH funds.

Title DATE
CoC Authorized Representative Signature

CoC Certification of AE Designation to Administer Funds

Certification of AE Designation to Administer Funds

By signing below, the CoC Representative certifies 

9/7/2018
Printed Name of CcC Authorized Representative

CoC Executive Board ChairMelissa Janulewicz

Shasta County Department of Housing and Community Action Programs
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REPORT TO SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BOARD MEETING DATE:  September  18, 2018
CATEGORY:  Consent - Law and Justice-9.

SUBJECT:

Agreement, Salary Resolution, and Budget Amendment for Gateway SRO

DEPARTMENT: Probation

Supervisorial District No. :  ALL

DEPARTMENT CONTACT:  Tracie Neal, Chief Probation Officer (530) 245-6200

STAFF REPORT APPROVED BY:  Tracie Neal, Chief Probation Officer

Vote Required?

4/5 Vote

General Fund Impact?

No Additional General Fund Impact 

RECOMMENDATION

Take the following actions: (1) Approve and authorize the Chairman to sign a retroactive revenue agreement with Gateway
Unified School District in an amount not to exceed $112,000 to provide a School Resource Officer for the period August 10,
2018 through June 30, 2019; (2) adopt a salary resolution, effective September 30, 2018, amending the Shasta County Position
Allocation List to add 1.0 Full Time Equivalent (FTE) Deputy Probation Officer III; and (3) approve a budget amendment
increasing appropriations and revenue by $112,000 in the Probation budget.

SUMMARY

N/A

DISCUSSION

Prevention and early intervention prevents the onset of delinquency behavior and supports the development of a youth’s assets
and resilience.
 
A Deputy Probation Officer III (DPO) will be assigned to the Gateway School District as a juvenile prevention and school
resource officer. The DPO’s role will be to provide prevention and early intervention services for youth involved in, and at risk
of becoming involved in, the Juvenile Justice System, and for youth displaying truancy behaviors or status offenses. The DPO
will provide mentoring, support and address truancy, conduct presentations on youth related issues, and coordinate services
and evidenced based programs. Building relationships with the staff, students, school counselors, and parents will be a primary
role of the DPO. This proactive approach is designed to engage the students with a pro-social adult who will foster
relationships with the focus of on-going and early prevention of the above-mentioned behaviors.  Engagement is one of the
most difficult aspects of the probation system, yet research shows that building rapport with our population considerably
reduces the risk of re-offense. The DPO will serve as the liaison between students and parents and social services agencies
and community based organizations and connect families with services as needed. The DPO will work with parents and staff
to create strategies that will increase parental involvement and support collaborative school efforts. The DPO will attend
community events, school activities, outreach programs and conduct home visits as needed in order to provide prevention and
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early intervention services.  
 
The Shasta County Office of Education tracks several data measures on each school and district ranging from truancy,
suspension, student homelessness to meeting or exceeding grade levels. For the school year 2015/16, Central Valley High
School had a truancy rate of 77.32% which is significantly higher than the rate for Shasta County schools of 40.89% and the
state rate of 34.05%. The Gateway School District is working to improve attendance rates and decrease truancy rates as one
of its top priorities. Addressing and reducing truancy will also be a top priority for our DPO. Increasing school attendance and
participation in education is an important aspect of raising well developed youth who have the pro-social and cognitive skills to
become productive members of the community.  The budget amendment will allow the Probation Department to accept funds
from Gateway for the SRO.
 
This agreement is retroactive because the concept was recently conceived and both Probation and Gateway wanted the
agreement effective for the new school year, however schedules of governing boards did not allow for earlier approval.

ALTERNATIVES

The Board could decide not to approve the recommendation or could request changes to the terms and conditions of the
agreement.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

The County Administrative Office has reviewed the recommendation. County Counsel has approved the agreement as to form.
Risk Management has reviewed and approved the agreement. Support Services has prepared the salary resolution. The budget
amendment has been provided to the Auditor.

FINANCING

Once the budget amendment is approved, the Probation Department’s FY 2018-19 Adopted Budget will include sufficient
expenditure authority for the Deputy Probation Officer position. Should Gateway express an interest in renewing the
agreement, the Probation Department’s future budget will include sufficient expenditure requests. There is no additional
General Fund impact associated with this recommendation.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Description
Gateway SRO 18-19 8/30/2018 Gateway SRO 18-19
Budget Amendment Memo 9/13/2018 Budget Amendment

Memo
Salary Resolution DPO III 9/13/2018 Salary Resolution DPO

III
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PERSONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF SHASTA AND 
GATEWAY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 

This agreement is entered into between the County of Shasta, through its Probation 
Department, a political subdivision of the State of California ("County") and Gateway Unified 
School District ("District") for the purpose of providing a School Resource Officer (collectively, 
the "Parties" and individually a "Party"). 

Section 1. RESPONSIBILITIES OF DISTRICT. 

Pursuant to the terms and conditions of this agreement, District shall: 

A. Provide appropriate non-exclusive professio_nal office space for the School 
Resource Officer (SRO) to work. 

B. Schedule work week for SRO. 85% of time shall be spent at Central Valley High 
School, 15% of time shall be at other schools as needed. 

C. Schedule home visits and after school activities with SRO as approved by County. 

D. District shall compensate County as prescribed in Sections 3 and 4 of this 
agreement. 

Section 2. RESPONSIBILITIES OF COUNTY. 

Pursuant to the terms and conditions of this agreement, County shall provide one SRO to 
District during the times and at the locations as specified in this agreement. The SRO shall: 

A. Work on regular school days, 7:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
excluding District holidays as listed on District's 2018-19 School Calendar, 
attached and incorporated herein as Attachment A, and excluding County holidays 
as listed on County's 2018 Holiday Schedule, attached and incorporated herein as 
Attachment B. County will provide County's 2019 Holiday Schedule to District 
once it becomes available. 

(1) Monday through Thursday, the SRO shall be in probation polo and uniform 
trousers. 

(2) Fridays, the SRO shall have the option to wear Central Valley High School 
gear, provided by District, to be returned at the end of assignment. If SRO 
does not elect to wear Central Valley High School gear, the SRO shall be in 
probation polo and uniform trousers. 

B. Attend community events, school activities, outreach programs, and home visits 
outside of normal working hours as scheduled by District and approved by County. 

C. Provide class instruction as identified by District and approved by County. 

Gateway/SRO 2018-19 Page 1 of 10 
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D. 

E. 

F. 

G. 

H. 

l. 

J. 

Section 3. 

A. 

B. 

Section 4. 

Participate on the Safety Committee. 

Provide general supervision during passing periods, breaks, and lunch. 

Assist school administration with parents/guardians. 

Provide home visits for youth who are struggling with truancy issues. 

Build relationships with staff, students, and parents. 

SRO will be a liaison between students and parents and social services agencies 
and connect families with services as needed. 

Have a working relationship with Shasta Lake Unit of the Shasta County Sheriffs 
Office. 

COMPENSATION. 

District shall pay to County a maximum of $112,000 for all reasonable and 
necessary costs in accordance with applicable Circulars of the Office of 
Management and Budget ("OMB") of the Executive Office of the President of the 
United States, for satisfactorily providing services pursuant to this agreement. In 
no event shall the maximum amount payable under this agreement exceed 
$112,000. 

County's violation or breach of agreement terms may result in fiscal penalties, 
withholding of compensation, or termination of agreement. 

TERM OF AGREEMENT. 

This agreement shall commence as of August 10, 2018 and shall end June 30, 2019. 

Section 5. 

A. 

B. 

c. 

D. 

TERMINATION OF AGREEMENT. 

Either Party may terminate this agreement without cause on 30 days written notice 
to the other Party. 

Either Party may terminate this agreement immediately upon oral notice should 
funding cease or be materially decreased during the term of this agreement. 

County's right to terminate this agreement may be exercised by the County 
Executive Officer or the Chief Probation Officer. District's right to terminate this 
agreement may be exercised by District's Superintendent. 

Should this agreement be terminated, District shall compensate County for services 
satisfactorily completed and provided prior to the effective date of termination. 
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Section 6. 

A. 

B. 

c. 

D. 

Section 7. 

ENTIRE AGREEMENT; AMENDMENTS; HEADINGS; 
EXHIBITS/ APPENDICES. 

This agreement supersedes all previous agreements relating to the subject of this 
agreement and constitutes the entire understanding of the Parties hereto. County 
shall be entitled to no other benefits other than those specified herein. County 
specifically acknowledges that in entering into and executing this agreement, 
County relies solely upon the provisions contained in this agreement and no others. 

No changes, amendments, or alterations to this agreement shall be effective unless 
in writing and signed by both Parties. However, minor amendments, including 
retroactive, that do not result in a substantial or functional change to the original 
intent of this agreement and do not cause an increase to the maximum amount 
payable under this agreement may be agreed to in writing between District and the 
Chief Probation Officer, provided that the amendment is in substantially the same 
format as the County's standard format amendment contained in the Shasta County 
Contracts Manual (Administrative Policy 6-101). 

The headings that appear in this agreement are for reference purposes only and shall 
not affect the meaning or construction of this agreement. 

If any ambiguity, inconsistency, or conflict exists or arises between the provisions 
of this agreement and the provisions of any of this agreement's exhibits or 
appendices, the provisions of this agreement shall govern. 

NONASSIGNMENT OF AGREEMENT; NON-WAIVER. 

Inasmuch as this agreement is intended to secure the specialized services of County, 
County may not assign, transfer, delegate, or sublet any interest herein without the prior 
written consent of District. The waiver by District of any breach of any requirement of this 
agreement shall not be deemed to be a waiver of any other breach. 

Section 8. EMPLOYMENT STATUS OF COUNTY. 

It is expressly understood and agreed that nothing in this agreement is intended nor shall 
be construed to create an employer-employee relationship, a joint venture relationship, or 
to allow District to exercise discretion or control over the professional manner in which 
County performs the work or services that are the subject matter of this agreement; 
provided, however, that the work or services to be provided by County shall be provided 
in a manner consistent with the professional standards applicable to such work or services. 

Section 9. 

A. 

INDEMNIFICATION. 

Each party shall defend, indemnify, and hold the other party, its officials, officers, 
employees, agents, and volunteers, harmless from and against any and all liability, 
loss, expense (including reasonable attorney's fees), or claims for injury or damage 
arising out of the performance of th is agreement, but only in proportion to and to 
the extent such liability, loss, expense (including reasonable attorneys' fees), or 
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claims for injury or damage are caused by or result from the negligent or intentional 
acts or omissions of the indemnifying party, its officials, officers, employees, 
agents, or volunteers. 

B. On termination or expiration of this agreement, the Parties shall continue to 
indemnify, defend, and hold harmless each other, as prescribed in this agreement, 
for all acts or omissions occurring prior to the effective date of the termination or 
expiration of this agreement. 

Section 10. INSURANCE COVERAGE. 

County and District shall each secure and maintain , in full force and effect during the full 
term of this Agreement, liability insurance or participation in a self-insurance program in 
amounts of not less than three million dollars ($3 ,000,000) in the aggregate. Insurance 
policies shall be written by carriers reasonably satisfactory to each party. On request, a 
certificate evidencing the insurance requirements of this section shall be provided. 

Section 11. NOTICE OF CLAIM; APPLICABLE LAW; VENUE. 

A. If any claim for damages is filed with either Party or if any lawsuit is instituted 
concerning either Party's performance under this agreement and that in any way, 
directly or indirectly, contingently or otherwise, affects or might reasonably affect 
the other Party, each Party shall give prompt and timely notice thereof to the other 
Party. Notice shall be prompt and timely if given within 30 days following the date 
of receipt of a claim or l 0 days following the date of service of process of a lawsuit. 
This provision shall survive the termination, expiration, or cancellation of this 
agreement. 

B. Any dispute between the Parties, and the interpretation of this agreement, shall be 
governed by the laws of the State of California. Any litigation shall be venued in 
Shasta County. 

Section 12. COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS; NON-DISCRIMINATION. 

A. Each Party shall observe and comply with all applicable present and future federal 
laws, state laws, and local laws, codes, rules regulations, and/or orders that relate 
to the work or services to be provided pursuant to this agreement. 

B. Neither Party shall not discriminate in employment practices or in the delivery of 
services on the basis of race, color, creed, religion, national origin, sex, age, marital 
status, sexual orientation, medical condition (including cancer, HIV, and AIDS) 
physical or mental disability, use of family care leave under either the Family & 
Medical Leave Act or the California Family Rights Act, or on the basis of any other 
status or conduct protected by law. 

C. Each Party represents that they are in compliance with and agrees that they shall 
continue to comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 

Gateway/SRO 2018-19 Page 4of10 

Page 140 of 323

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REGULAR MEETING - September 18, 2018



sections 12101, et seq.), the Fair Employment and Housing Act (Government Code 
sections 12900, et seq.), and regulations and guidelines issued pursuant thereto. 

D. No funds or compensation received by County under this agreement shall be used 
by County for sectarian worship, instruction, or proselytization. No funds or 
compensation received by County under this agreement shall be used to provide 
direct, immediate, or substantial support to any religious activity. 

E. In addition to any other provisions of this agreement, each Party shall be solely 
responsible for any and all damages caused, and/or penalties levied, as the result of 
their Party's noncompliance with the provisions of this Section. 

Section 13. ACCESS TO RECORDS; RECORDS RETENTION. 

A. County, federal, and state officials shall have access to any books, documents, 
papers, and records of District that are directly pertinent to the subject matter of this 
agreement for the purpose of auditing or examining the activities of District or 
County. Except where longer retention is required by federal or state law, District 
shall maintain all records for five years after County receives final payment 
hereunder. This provision shall survive the termination, expiration, or cancellation 
of this agreement. 

B. District shall maintain appropriate records to insure a proper accounting of all funds 
and expenditures pertaining to the work performed or the services provided 
pursuant to this agreement. District shall maintain records providing information 
that account for all funds and expenses related to the provision of services provided 
pursuant to this agreement. Access to these records shall be provided to County 
during working days, 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. and at other times upon reasonable 
notice by County, and upon request of state and federal agencies charged with the 
administration of programs related to the work or services to be provided pursuant 
to this agreement. 

Section 14. COMPLIANCE WITH CHILD, FAMILY, AND SPOUSAL SUPPORT 
REPORTING OBLIGATIONS. 

District's failure to comply with state and federal child, family, and spousal support 
reporting requirements regarding District's employees or failure to implement lawfully 
served wage and earnings assignment orders or notices of assignment relating to child, 
family, and spousal support obligations shal l constitute a default under this agreement. 
District's failure to cure such default within 90 days of notice by County shall be grounds 
for termination of this agreement. 

Section 15. LICENSES AND PERMITS. 

District, and District's officers, employees, and agents performing the work or services 
required by this agreement, shall possess and maintain all necessary licenses, permits, 
certificates, and credentials required by the laws of the United States, the State of 
California, the County of Shasta, and all other appropriate governmental agencies, 
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including any certification and credentials required by County. Failure to maintain the 
licenses, permits, certificates, and credentials shall be deemed a breach of this agreement 
and constitutes grounds for the termination of this agreement by County. 

Section 16. PERFORMANCE STANDARDS. 

County shall perform the work or services required by this agreement in accordance with 
the industry and/or professional standards applicable to County's work or services. 

Section 17. CONFLICTS OF INTEREST. 

Each Party and Party's officers and employees shall not have a financial interest, or acquire 
any financial interest, direct or indirect, in any business, property, or source of income that 
could be financially affected by or otherwise conflict in any manner or degree with the 
performance of the work or services required under this agreement. 

Section 18. NOTICES. 

A. Except as provided in Section 5.8. of this agreement (oral notice of termination due 
to insufficient funding) , any notices required or permitted pursuant to the terms and 
provisions of this agreement shall be given to the appropriate Party at the address 
specified below or at such other address as the Party shall specify in writing Such 
notice shall be deemed given: (1) upon personal delivery; or (2) if sent by first class 
mail , postage prepaid, two days after the date of mailing. 

Tf to County: 

If to District: 

Chief Probation Officer 
Shasta County Probation Department 
2684 Radio Lane 
Redding, CA 96001 
Phone: 530-245-6200 
Fax: 530-245-6001 

Superintendent 
Gateway Unified School District 
4411 Mountain Lakes Boulevard 
Redding, CA 96003 
Phone: 530-245-7900 
Fax: (530) 245-7920 

B. Any oral notice authorized by this agreement shall be given to the persons specified 
in Section 18.A. and shall be deemed to be effective immediately. 

C. Unless otherwise stated in this agreement, any written or oral notices on behalf of 
the County as provided for in this agreement may be executed and/or exercised by 
the County Executive Officer. 
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Section 19. AGREEMENT PREPARATION. 

It is agreed and understood by the Parties that this agreement has been arrived at through 
negotiation and that neither Party is to be deemed the Party which created any uncertainty 
in this agreement within the meaning of section 1654 of the Civil Code. 

Section 20. COMPLIANCE WITH POLITICAL REFORM ACT. 

District shall comply with the California Political Reform Act (Government Code, sections 
81000, et seq.), with all regulations adopted by the Fair Political Practices Commission 
pursuant thereto, and with the County's Conflict of Interest Code, with regard to any 
obligation on the part of District to disclose financial interests and to recuse from 
influencing any County decision which may affect District's financial interests. If required 
by the County's Conflict of Interest Code, District shall comply with the ethics training 
requirements of Government Code sections 53234, et seq. 

Section 21. PROPERTY TAXES. 

District represents and warrants that District, on the date of execution of this agreement, 
(1) has paid all property taxes for which District is obligated to pay, or (2) is current in 
payments due under any approved property tax payment arrangement. District shall make 
timely payment of all property taxes at all times during the term of this agreement. 

Section 22. SEVERABILITY. 

If any portion of this agreement or application thereof to any person or circumstance is 
declared invalid by a court of competent jurisdiction or if it is found in contravention of 
any federal or state statute or regulation or County ordinance, the remaining provisions of 
this agreement, or the application thereof, shall not be invalidated thereby and shall remain 
in full force and effect to the extent that the provisions of this agreement are severable. 

Section 23. CONFIDENTIALITY. 

During the term of this agreement, both Parties may have access to information that is 
confidential or proprietary in nature . Both Parties agree to preserve the confidentiality of 
and to not disclose any such information to any third party without the express written 
consent of the other Party or as required by law. This provision shall survive the 
termination, expiration, or cancellation of this agreement. 

SIGNATURE PAGE FOLLOWS 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, County and District have executed this agreement on the dates set 
forth below. By their signatures below, each signatory represents that he/she has the authority to 
execute this agreement and to bind the Party on whose behalf his/her execution is made. 

ATTEST: 

LA WREN CE G. LEES 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

By: ___ _____ _ 
Deputy 

Approved as to form: 

RUBIN E. CRUSE, JR 
County Counsel 

~lu(c 
By: David M. o on, Jr. Date 
Senior Deputy County Counsel 

Gateway/SRO 2018-19 

COUNTY OF SHASTA 

Les Baugh, CHAIRMAN 
Board of Supervisors 
County of Shasta 
State of California 
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ATTACHMENT A 

GATEWAY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 
2018-2019 SCHOOL CALENDAR 
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A TT AC HM ENT B 

ME ORANDUM 
DEPAR 1 OFS PORTSERVICES 
An ela Davi t Dlrector of Support Services 
(530) 225-5515 Vole · 
(S30) 225-5345 ax 

P0-055 

Subject: 2018 Hol.iday Schedule 

PuNuanl to Scc-tllm 11.l of the Shasta County Personnel Rules. the following is a Ii.st oflhe 20] 8 holidays 
for County employees. Please note. if an authorized holiday falls on a Sarurday. the immediately 
preceding Friday will be observed as the paid holiday. If' an authoriud holiday falls on a Sunday. the 
followfng Mon.day will be observed as tho paid holiday. 

Holiday 

January I (New Year's Day) 

Tile 3rd Monday in January (Martin Luther King, Jr. Day) 

February 12th ( inoom's Birthday) 

The 3rd Monday in February (Presidents' Day) 

The lost Monday in May (Memorial Day) 

July 4th (Independence Day) 

The I st Monday in September (Labor Day) 

No ember I Ith (Veterans.' Day) 

The 4th Thursday in November (Thanksgiving Day) 

Day Following Thanksg.i\ling 

December 24th (Christmas Eve) 

December 25th (Christmas Day) 

AD:ae 
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Date of Observance 

Monday, January l, 2018 

Monday, January 15, 2018 

Monday. February 12, 2018 

Monday. February 19, 2018 

Monday, May 28, 2018 

Wednesday, July 4, 2018 

Mond y, Septic:mbcr 3. 2018 

Mood .y, November 12, 2018 

Thursday, November 22, 2018 

Friday, November 23., 2018 

Monday, Dece:tnber 24, 2018 

Tuesday, December 25. 2018 
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To: 
From: 
Date: 
Subject: 

SHASTA COUNTY PROBATION DEPARTMENT 
2684 Radio Lane 
Redding, CA 96001 
(530) 245-6200 FAX: (530) 245-6001 

Brian Muir, Auditor-Controller 
Tracie Neal, Chief Probation Officer J1a~ 
September 12, 2018 
Budget Amendment 

Tracie Neal 
Chief Probation Officer 

Please prepare a FY 2018-19 budget amendment for Probation (Cost Center 26303) to add 
appropriations for Salaries and Benefits in the amount of $112,00 and increase revenues in the 
amount of $112,000. This budget amendment is going to the Board of Supervisors for 
consideration on September 18, 2018. 

Fund/BU Account 

Expenditures 
00195/26303 011000 
00195/26303 017502 
00195/26303 018100 
00195/26303 018201 

00195/26303 018300 

00195/26303 018307 

00195/26303 018400 

00195/26303 018500 
00195/26303 033102 

Revenues 
00195/26303 692320 

Description Budget 
Reads 

Regular Salaries 631 ,574 
Overtime Pay 4,000 
Employer Share FICA 12,120 
Employer Share 291,932 
Retirement 
Employer Share Health 177,490 
Insur 
Employer Shr Other Post 18,947 
Emp Ben 
Employer Shr 985 
Unemployment Ins 
Workers Comp Exposure 5,339 
Insur XP Liability 1,652 
Exposure 

Reimb Probation Officer 0 
School 

SAFER COMMUNITIES 
BETIER LIVES 

Budget Appropriation 
Should Inc/(Decr) 
Read 

693,896 62,322 
5,493 1,493 

13,024 904 
322,078 30,146 

191 ,972 14,482 

20,817 1,870 

1,082 97 

5,863 524 
1,814 162 

112,000 112,000 

Total 0 

INTEGRITY• PROFESSIONALISM• ACCOUNTABILITY• BELIEF IN CHANGE 
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SALARY RESOLUTION NO. 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF SHASTA 

AMENDING THE SHASTA COUNTY POSITION ALLOCATION LIST 

 

 BE IT RESOLVED that effective September 30, 2018, the following amendments are made to the Shasta 

County Position Allocation List for positions in County service: 

 

PROBATION – Cost Center 263 

    Unique    Approx.        Equiv. 

  No. of  Position   Monthly Salary 

Footnotes Classification Title Positions FTE Number Schedule Range A Step     F Step 

         

ADD         

         

40 Deputy Probation Officer III 1 1.0  PPOA 468 3958 5051 

         

 

 DULY PASSED AND ADOPTED this 18th day of September 2018, by the Board of Supervisors of the 

County of Shasta by the following vote: 

 

 AYES: 

 NOES: 

 ABSENT: 

 ABSTAIN: 

 RECUSE:   ________________________________ 

    LES BAUGH, CHAIRMAN 

    Board of Supervisors 

    County of Shasta 

    State of California 

ATTEST: 

 

LAWRENCE G. LEES 

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

 

 

By_______________________________ 

                          Deputy 
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REPORT TO SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BOARD MEETING DATE:  September  18, 2018
CATEGORY:  Consent - Public Works-10.

SUBJECT:

Junction School ATP – Notice of Completion

DEPARTMENT: Public Works

Supervisorial District No. :  3

DEPARTMENT CONTACT:  Pat Minturn, Public Works Director, (530) 225-5661

STAFF REPORT APPROVED BY:  Pat Minturn, Public Works Director

Vote Required?

Simple Majority Vote

General Fund Impact?

No General Fund Impact 

RECOMMENDATION

Approve and authorize the Public Works Director to sign a Notice of Completion for the “Junction School ATP Project,”
Contract No. 702985, and record it within 15 days of actual completion.

SUMMARY

Junction School ATP improvements will soon be completed.

DISCUSSION

On June 26, 2018, California Highway Construction Group, Inc., was awarded the contract for construction on the Junction
School ATP Project.  The project included pedestrian and bicycling improvements.  Work will be completed by the end of
September.

ALTERNATIVES

The Board may decline to authorize the filing of a Notice of Completion.  The lien period would extend for 90 days instead of
30 days. Final payment to the contractor would be delayed by 60 days.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

The County Administrative Office has reviewed this recommendation.

FINANCING

The total cost of this project, including engineering and contingencies, is estimated to be $600,000.  Adequate funds have been
included in the Adopted FY 2018/19 Road Fund budget.  There is no General Fund impact.
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REPORT TO SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BOARD MEETING DATE:  September  18, 2018
CATEGORY:  Consent - Public Works-11.

SUBJECT:

CSA No. 2-Sugarloaf Water Emergency Grant

DEPARTMENT: Public Works
County Service Area No. 2-Sugarloaf Water

Supervisorial District No. :  4

DEPARTMENT CONTACT:  Pat Minturn, Public Works Director, (530) 225-5661

STAFF REPORT APPROVED BY:  Pat Minturn, Public Works Director

Vote Required?

4/5 Vote

General Fund Impact?

No General Fund Impact 

RECOMMENDATION

Take the following actions on behalf of County Service Area (CSA) No. 2-Sugarloaf Water:  (1) Adopt a resolution which: (a)
accepts emergency grant funding in the amount of $68,000 from the State Water Resources Control Board to haul water to
CSA No. 2-Sugarloaf Water; and (b) designates the Public Works Director, or his/her designee, as the “Authorized
Representative” to comply with the grant provisions and complete related documents; and (2) approve a budget amendment
increasing appropriations and revenue by $68,000 in the CSA No. 2-Sugarloaf Water Admin budget for the grant.

SUMMARY

Accept a $68,000 grant to fund emergency water hauling in CSA No. 2-Sugarloaf Water.

DISCUSSION

County Service Area No. 2-Sugarloaf Water (CSA) provides water service to 62 connections near Lakehead. The CSA draws
water from a well and a spring.  These supplies typically wane in late summer to about 15 gallons per minute.  Demand tapers
off after Labor Day and winter rains replenish supplies.
 
The spring has traditionally met winter demand with the well held in reserve due to water quality concerns.  Last year, the well
was upgraded to meet current water quality standards and was pressed into continuous service.  Current combined yield is
about nine gallons per minute which is insufficient to meet demand. On September 11, 2018, the Board ratified an emergency
water shortage proclamation in the CSA.
 
The State Water Resources Control Board has issued a letter agreeing to provide grant funding of $68,000 for emergency
water hauling of approximately 9,000 gallons per day.  A resolution is recommended to accept the emergency funding and
designate an authorized representative to comply with grant provisions and complete related documents.

ALTERNATIVES
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The Board may decline to accept emergency funding at this time.  Existing supply is insufficient to meet basic demand.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

County Counsel has approved the resolution as to form.  The recommendation has been reviewed by the County
Administrative Office.

FINANCING

The CSA No. 2 Sugarloaf Water Administration fund is currently in a negative cash position. A rate increase went into effect
July 1, 2018. Wellhead improvements and waterline breaks have significantly increased operational costs. The water hauling
project may entail up to $68,000 in grant funded work.  Potential General Fund impact is unknown at this time.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Description
Emergency Grant Resolution 9/11/2018 Emergency Grant

Resolution
Budget Amendment Memo 9/10/2018 Budget Amendment

Memo
State Approval Letter 9/10/2018 State Approval Letter
Project Director Certification 9/10/2018 Project Director

Certification
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RESOLUTION NO. 2018-       

 

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF 

THE COUNTY OF SHASTA 

ACCEPTING EMERGENCY GRANT FUNDING AND AUTHORIZING 

THE PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR TO BE THE GRANTEE’S REPRESENTATIVE – 

RESPONSIBLE TO COMPLY WITH GRANT PROVISIONS AND COMPLETE 

REQUIRED GRANT DOCUMENTS FOR 

COUNTY SERVICE AREA NO. 2-SUGARLOAF WATER 

 
 

WHEREAS, County Service Area No. 2-Sugarloaf Water is not producing enough water 
to meet needs of residents; and 

 
WHEREAS, on September 4, 2018, the Director of Emergency Services of the County of 

Shasta proclaimed the existence of a local emergency within County Service Area No 2-Sugarloaf 
Water due to the water shortage; and 

 
WHEREAS, on September 11, 2018, the Board of Supervisors ratified the proclamation 

of a “local emergency” by the Director of Emergency Services and proclaimed and ordered that 
said local emergency be deemed to continue to exist until its termination is proclaimed by the 
Board of Supervisors; and 

 
WHEREAS, it is expected this emergency will continue until significant, measurable 

rainfall occurs and provides adequate water to the area or a second well is installed and tested; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors found that the aforesaid conditions of extreme peril 

did warrant and necessitate the proclamation of the existence of a local emergency and requested 
the Governor Proclaim a State of Emergency throughout Shasta County; and 
 

WHEREAS, the State Water Resources Control Board has issued a letter agreeing to  
provide $68,000 in emergency grant funding for water hauling to County Service Area No. 2-
Sugarloaf Water (the Project); and  

 

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors of the County of Shasta needs to accept the 
emergency funding and authorize an agent, or representative, to complete necessary paperwork to 
comply with grant provisions, and requests for reimbursement on behalf of the County of Shasta, 
and to carry out other necessary Project-related activities; 

 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of the County 
of Shasta hereby accepts the emergency funding in the amount of $68,000 for County Service Area 
No. 2-Sugarloaf Water from the State Water Resources Control Board. 
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of the County of Shasta 
authorizes the Department of Public Works to carry out the Project with the State Water Resources 
Control Board, and accept and expend State funds for the Project. 
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Resolution No. 2018- 
September 18, 2018 
Page 2 
 
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Public Works Director, or his or her designee,  
is hereby designated as the “Authorized Representative” and is responsible to comply with grant 
provisions and to provide required Project documentation, including progress reports, authorizing 
and signing invoices, requests for reimbursement of Project costs, and related supporting back-up 
documentation. 
 
 DULY PASSED AND ADOPTED this 18th day of September, 2018, by the Shasta 
County Board of Supervisors by the following vote: 
 
 AYES:  
 NOES:  
 ABSENT:  
 ABSTAIN:  
 RECUSE:  
 

     
   LES BAUGH, CHAIRMAN 
   Board of Supervisors 
   County of Shasta 
   State of California 
 
ATTEST: 
 
LAWRENCE G. LEES 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
 
 
By    
 Deputy 
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State Water Resources Control Board  Division of Financial Assistance 

  Revised 5/11/17 

Project Director Certification 

Grantee: County of Shasta 

Project Name: County Service Area #2 (CSA #2) – Sugarloaf Hauled Water 

Project Director (PD): Eric Wedemeyer 

PD Phone No.: (530) 225-5181 Email Address:  ewedeyemer@co.shasta.ca.us 

Project No.: CAA 413 Grant Agreement No.: Oral Project 
 

Program: 358     CAA     319(h)     385     SB826     DWFS      
 

 As the assigned Project Director for this Project, I understand the Program requirements 
and responsibilities of the Project Director, and 

 (Check one of the boxes below) 

 I am a paid employee of the Grantee and not acting as a subcontractor on the Project 

  -or- 

 The Grantee has no paid employees.  I have been designated by the Grantee’s Board or 
governing body to be the Project Director, and am acting solely in that capacity.  (A 
Resolution for the designation must accompany this document) 

 

Invoice/Grant Progress Report Signature Authorization (The designee(s) must be 

employed by the Grantee.) 
 

 I will review and sign invoices authorizing reimbursement for this Project and/or Grant 
Progress Reports that accompany invoices. 

 The following individual(s) are also authorized to sign invoices/Grant Progress Reports for 
this Project: 

 

        Designee’s Name: 
 

Ken Cristobal, Deputy Public Works Director – Admin 
 

      Designee’s Signature: 
 

      
  

  

Secretary of State Verification (Excludes county, city, and state agencies.) 
 

 I certify the Grantee has an active status with the California Secretary of State. 

 Entity Number ____________________ 
 N/A. 

  

 

Please sign, date, and return to the Program Analyst. 

 

   

Project Director Signature  Date 

Authorized Representative Signature Title Date 
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REPORT TO SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BOARD MEETING DATE:  September  18, 2018
CATEGORY:  Consent - Other Departments-12.

SUBJECT:

Approve a budget amendment and award the purchase of Self Contained Breathing Apparatus equipment.

DEPARTMENT: County Service Area No. 1-County Fire

Supervisorial District No. :  All

DEPARTMENT CONTACT:  Julia Hayen, Staff Services Analyst, 530-225-2516

STAFF REPORT APPROVED BY:  Mike Hebrard, Fire Warden

Vote Required?

4/5 Vote

General Fund Impact?

No Additional General Fund Impact 

RECOMMENDATION

Take the following actions regarding the purchase of Self Contained Breathing Apparatus (SCBA)
equipment: (1) Approve a budget amendment increasing appropriations by $170,263 offset with use of fund
balance; and (2) approve the award and authorize the purchase of new SCBA equipment to All Star Fire
Equipment, Inc., under the California Department of General Services (DGS) contract in the amount of
$567,484.12.

SUMMARY

Shasta County Fire Department is planning to spend approximately $1,100,000 in new SCBA equipment
over the course of Fiscal Years 2018 and 2019. Recent changes to fire industry guidelines published by the
National Fire Protection Association have necessitated a complete replacement of SCBA equipment.
Shasta County Fire Department (SCFD) has anticipated this change and reduced new purchasing and
maintenance over the last few years. The funds for these purchases will come primarily from fund balance
and deferred vehicle purchasing, and cost savings from deferred purchasing and maintenance.

DISCUSSION

The National Fire Protection Association (NFPA) is a global non-profit organization that creates and
updates safety standards and codes for usage and adoption by government agencies. NFPA codes for use
and maintenance of fire safety equipment are considered the fire industry standard, and they are referenced
by the California Division of Occupational Safety and Health, as well as federal Occupational Safety and
Health Administration safety regulations. 
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The newest 2018 edition of NFPA 1981 Standard on Open-Circuit Self-Contained Breathing Apparatus for
Emergency Services meets or exceeds OSHA requirements, and is considered the industry standard for
SCBA. By purchasing new equipment that meets this standard, the equipment is expected to have a
functional life of 20 years while still meeting these standards. 

SCFD would like to use the All Star Fire Equipment, Inc. contract through DGS for the purchase of Scott
brand SCBA to allow for interoperability with other fire agencies in Shasta County that will also be
converting to the Scott brand SCBA. This interoperability will provide greater safety by allowing exchange
of air tanks between personnel from different agencies. Using one brand and model will also allow for
consistency of training and maintenance between SCFD, CAL FIRE and other agency personnel using the
Scott brand SCBA. 

SCFD requests the Board award the purchase of 102 SCBA and 83 additional air cylinders to All Star
Fire Equipment, Inc. for Fiscal Year 2018/2019. All Star Fire Equipment successfully competed in a
statewide DGS competitive procurement, and was awarded the statewide contract for SCBA meeting the
needed specifications. This DGS contract is available for use by local government agencies. 

SCFD has known for several years that updates were pending for NFPA 1981 standards, which would
necessitate major overhaul or replacement of the current SCBA equipment. To that end, SCFD has
deferred replacement of any equipment and conducted only required maintenance to create carryover funds
for the anticipated replacement of SCBA equipment. 

SCFD requests a budget amendment to increase appropriations in the amount of $170,263, offset with use
of fund balance to re-budget Fiscal Year 2017/2018 appropriations to Fiscal Year 2018/2019.
Appropriations to purchase SCBA equipment were approved as part of the Fiscal Year 2018/2019 budget.
However, delivery of SCBA equipment ordered in Fiscal Year 2017/2018 took longer than anticipated, and
supplemental appropriations are needed to complete the purchasing from the prior fiscal year. 

ALTERNATIVES

The Board may choose not to award the purchase to All Star Fire Equipment, Inc. and direct County
Purchasing to conduct competitive procurement. The Board may choose not to approve the budget
amendment.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

The recommendation has been reviewed by the County Administrative Office and County Purchasing Unit.
This recommendation has also been reviewed by the CAL FIRE Shasta-Trinity Unit SCBA Program
Coordinator.

FINANCING

The total cost for the new purchase is $567,484.12 in Fiscal Year 2018/2019. The appropriations for the
SCBA purchase are included in the SCFD Approved Budget. The budget amendment in the amount of
$170,263, offset by use of fund balance, will re-budget appropriations to complete funding for SCBA
equipment ordered in Fiscal Year 2017/2018. There is no additional General Fund Impact associated with
this request.
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ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Description
Budget Amendment 9/7/2018 Budget Amendment
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SHASTA COUNTY FIRE DEPARTMENT  
 

Memorandum 
 

 

To: Brian Muir Date: September 7, 2018 

 Auditor-Controller 

  

 

From: Mike Hebrard 

 Shasta County Fire Warden 

  

Subject: Budget Adjustment 

 

Shasta County Fire Department issued a Purchase order for SCBA equipment in April 

2018.  A large portion of the equipment was not delivered until July 2018.  A budget 

amendment is needed to re-budget the appropriations to allow for payment of equipment 

ordered in the previous fiscal year.  

 

County Fire will use funds from Fund Balance to offset the increase in appropriations.  

This request is anticipated to be on the September 18, 2018 Board of Supervisors agenda. 

 

County Fire would like to make the following budget amendments to allow for payment 

of the Self Contained Breathing Apparatus and additional equipment. 

 

035500 – Minor Equipment - Increase appropriations $170,263. 

 
 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Julia Hayen at 225-2516. 

 

 

Attachment 

 

cc:   Ayla Tucker, Administrative Analyst 
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County of Shasta Budget Amendment

 

Department Name

Appropriations

Increase <Decrease>

Fund/Budget Unit Account Number/ Budget Budget Amount of

Number Description  Reads Should Transfer 

Read (+/-)

00391 035500/ Minor Equip $693,000 $863,263 $170,263

Total 170,263

Revenue

Increase <Decrease>

Fund/Budget Unit Account Number/ Budget Budget Amount of

Number Description  Reads Should Transfer 

Read (+/-)

Total 0

CSA #1-County Fire
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REPORT TO SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BOARD MEETING DATE:  September  18, 2018
CATEGORY:  Regular - General Government-4.

SUBJECT:

N/A

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Office

Supervisorial District No. :  ALL

DEPARTMENT CONTACT:  Larry Lees, County Executive Officer (530) 225-5550

STAFF REPORT APPROVED BY:  Larry Lees, County Executive Officer

Vote Required?

No Vote

General Fund Impact?

No General Fund Impact 

RECOMMENDATION

(1)  Receive a legislative update and consider action on specific legislation related to Shasta County’s legislative platform; and
(2) receive Supervisors’ reports on countywide issues.

SUMMARY

N/A

DISCUSSION

N/A

ALTERNATIVES

N/A

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

N/A

FINANCING

N/A
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REPORT TO SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BOARD MEETING DATE:  September  18, 2018
CATEGORY:  Regular - Health and Human Services-5.

SUBJECT:

Employment Agreement with Karen C. Ramstrom, D.O., M.S.P.H. for Health Officer Appointment

DEPARTMENT: Health and Human Services Agency-Business and Support Services

Supervisorial District No. :  All

DEPARTMENT CONTACT:  Tracy Tedder, Branch Director, HHSA Business & Support Services,
(530) 229-8425

STAFF REPORT APPROVED BY:  Tracy Tedder, Branch Director, HHSA Business & Support
Services

Vote Required?

Simple Majority Vote

General Fund Impact?

No Additional General Fund Impact 

RECOMMENDATION

Approve and authorize the Chairman to sign an evergreen employment agreement with Karen C. Ramstrom, D.O., M.S.P.H.,
to appoint Dr. Ramstrom as the Shasta County Health Officer effective October 14, 2018 and to establish Dr. Ramstrom’s
compensation at the E-Step salary range ($101.633 per hour/$17,616 per month).

SUMMARY

The Health and Human Services Agency (HHSA) recommends entering into an employment agreement to appoint a Health
Officer for the County.

DISCUSSION

Due to the retirement of the previous Shasta County Health Officer and pursuant to Shasta County Code section 2.28.070 as
well as sections 101000, 101005, and 101010 of the California Health and Safety Code, it is necessary for the Board of
Supervisors to appoint a Health Officer for Shasta County to complete mandated assignments and duties, which include
signing birth and death certificates.  The local health officer is responsible for preventing the spread of contagious, infectious,
or communicable diseases, and order quarantine when necessary. They are required to monitor and address other contributing
factors impacting population health outcomes. The county health officer shall enforce public health orders and ordinances of
the board of supervisors, and other public health regulations and statues required by state and/or federal law.
 
The HHSA has recruited for the vacant position of Health Officer and entered into negotiations to make an offer of
employment, contingent upon Board approval of the recommended employment agreement to appoint Dr. Ramstrom, D.O.,
M.P.H., to the position of Health Officer.  Dr. Ramstom has served as the interim Health Officer since appointed extra-help by
the Board of Supervisors on July 24, 2018. Dr. Ramstrom completed her undergraduate studies at University of California,
Riverside, received a Doctor of Osteopathy from the College of Osteopathic Medicine of the Pacific, and completed her
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Family Medicine Residency training at the Colorado Springs Osteopathic Foundation. She has a Master of Science in Public
Health from the University of Colorado Health Sciences Center, where she also completed a Preventive Medicine Residency
program. Additionally, she possesses nearly 20 years of experience in public health practice, including 12 years with the
California Department of Public Health, most recently as a Public Health Medical Officer for the Center for Family Health.
She has clinical experience in primary care and women’s health as a General Medical Officer in the U.S. Army and the El Paso
County Department of Health and Environment in Colorado. Due to her excellent qualifications and vast experience in the
practice and administration of public health services, it is recommended the Shasta County Board of Supervisors approve the
agreement appointing Dr. Ramstrom as a Shasta County Health Officer effective October 14, 2018 and establish Dr.
Ramstrom’s compensation at the E-Step salary range ($101.633 per hour/ $17,616 per month) for the position of Health
Officer.  The agreement also provides for reimbursement of up to $4,000 in moving costs as Dr. Ramstrom will need to
relocate from Sacramento in order to accept the offer of employment and perform the required duties.

ALTERNATIVES

The Board could choose not to approve the agreement or request changes to the provisions of the agreement.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

The agreement has been reviewed by Shasta County Support Services-Personnel and Risk Management Units. The Auditor-
Controller's Office has reviewed the reimbursement provisions of the agreement as they relate to moving expenses. The
agreement has been approved as to form by County Counsel. The County Administrative Office has reviewed the
recommendation.

FINANCING

HHSA’s FY 2018-19 Adopted Budget includes sufficient appropriation authority for the activities described in this agreement.
No additional County General Funds are requested.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Description
Employment Agreement 9/14/2018 Employment Agreement
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REPORT TO SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BOARD MEETING DATE:  September  18, 2018
CATEGORY:  Regular - Law and Justice-6.

SUBJECT:

Continuation of Local Emergency Proclamation: Carr Fire

DEPARTMENT: Sheriff

Supervisorial District No. :  1, 2, and 4

DEPARTMENT CONTACT:  Tom Bosenko, Sheriff-Coroner (530) 245-6167

STAFF REPORT APPROVED BY:  Tom Bosenko, Sheriff-Coroner

Vote Required?

Simple Majority Vote

General Fund Impact?

General Fund Impact 

RECOMMENDATION

Adopt a resolution which recognizes that the circumstances and factors that led to the July 30, 2018 ratification of a local
emergency proclamation due to the wildland fire identified as the "Carr Fire" have not been resolved and that there is a need for
continuation of the local emergency proclamation.

SUMMARY

There is a need for the Carr Fire local emergency proclamation to be continued.

DISCUSSION

The Shasta County Director of Emergency Services proclaimed a local emergency on July 26, 2018 due to the wildland fire
identified as the “Carr Fire”. On that same day, State of California Governor Edmund G. Brown Jr., proclaimed a state of
emergency in Shasta County. On July 30, 2018 the Shasta County Board of Supervisors ratified the Shasta County Director
of Emergency Services local emergency proclamation pursuant to California Government Code Section 8630.  On August 4,
2018 a Presidential Major Disaster Declaration was declared. After burning 229,651 acres, 100 percent containment of the Carr
Fire was acheived on August 30, 2018. This was good news to a weary community and to the firefighters and first responders
working the fire. However, resources are still being committed to this incident for cleanup.
 
At one point during this incident there were over 40,000 people evacuated from their homes. The Sheriff's Office and
numerous allied law enforcement agencies evacuated the areas in and around French Gulch, Old Shasta, Keswick, Igo/Ono,
the City of Shasta Lake, and parts of Redding. The Carr Fire also impacted neighboring Trinity County.
 
Surveys of fire damage stand at 1,604 structures destroyed, of which 1,079 were residential structures. The Carr Fire has also
damaged 277 structures, 190 of which were residential structures.  Numerous guardrails, power poles, power lines and other
public and private infrastructure were damaged or destroyed. Unfortunately, eight deaths are also associated with the Carr Fire.
 
The Carr Fire currently stands as the seventh largest wildfire in California since 1932, when accurate records began to be kept,
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and has been the most destructive fire in Shasta County history; however, it is only one of several fires that have impacted
Shasta County in these last couple months. Currently, the “Delta Fire” which began on September 5, 2018 is burning primarily
on US Forest Service land, has burned 47,110 acres, damaged or destroyed 14 residential structures and 21 outbuildings, and
is 5 percent contained due to burning to the western edge of the Hirz Fire. The “Hirz Fire”, began on August 9, 2018 and is
burning on US Forest Service land. Firefighting efforts on the Hirz Fire were successful in achieving one-hundred percent
containment on September 10, 2018 after consuming 46,150 acres. Several other smaller fires that started in the period between
early August and now have, fortunately, been fully contained but fire danger is still very high and weather conditions are still
presenting challenges to containment of current fires.
 
While the Carr Fire was 100 percent contained as of August 30, 2018 it is recommended the local emergency proclamation be
continued as cleanup and recovery efforts are of such scope that it is beyond the control of the services, personnel, equipment,
and facilities of Shasta County. Cleanup and recovery efforts within the footprint of the Carr Fire are necessary and ongoing to
mitigate potential threats to the safety of the public.
 
The public is reminded to stay vigilant on current fire conditions, to adhere to road closures, and follow any evacuation
warnings for all current and future fires that might occur.

ALTERNATIVES

The Board may suggest modifications to the resolution so long as the County meets the required timeline for approving the
resolution.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

Other agency involvement during the course of this incident has included, but is not limited to, the Shasta County Department
of Public Works, Shasta County Resource Management, Shasta County Fire/CAL FIRE, California Highway Patrol,
Redding Police Department, California Office of Emergency Services, California Department of Transportation,
Whiskeytown National Park Service, US Forest Service, Anderson Police Department, Redding Fire Department, Happy
Valley Fire Department, Mountain Gate Fire Department, Shasta County Marshal, Shasta County Probation Department, and
the Bureau of Land Management. County Counsel has approved the resolution as to form.  The recommendation has been
reviewed by the County Administrative Office.

FINANCING

The costs associated with this incident are unprecedented for Shasta County and have exceeded the resources available to the
impacted local governments. Due to the Governor’s proclamation and the Presidential major disaster declaration, eligible costs
are shared between the federal, state, and local governments. The federal share is 75 percent. The remaining 25 percent is
shared between the state and local government with the state share being 75 percent. For eligible Carr Fire related costs that
have been documented sufficiently for submission to the California Office of Emergency Services (CalOES) and Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)  the final share for the County after those match percentages is 6.25 percent.
County staff are working to track both eligible and non-eligible costs so as to better understand all the fiscal impacts of this
incident to the County. The full General Fund impact is unknown at this time.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Description
Resolution for Continuance 9/10/2018 Resolution for

Continuance
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RESOLUTION NO. 2018- 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

OF THE COUNTY OF SHASTA 

CONTINUING THE PROCLAMATION OF A LOCAL EMERGENCY 

 

WHEREAS, California Government Code Section 8630 and Shasta County Code Section 

2.72.60 of the County of Shasta empowers the Director of Emergency Services to proclaim the 

existence or threatened existence of a local emergency as defined by California Government Code 

Section 8558 when the Board of Supervisors is not in session; and 

 

WHEREAS, conditions of extreme peril to the safety of persons and property arose within 

the County of Shasta, in that wildland fire, identified as the “Carr Fire” has devastated the areas of 

French Gulch, Old Shasta, Keswick, Iron Mountain Road, Swasey Drive, as well as other portions 

of western Redding, and cleanup and hazard mitigation necessary for public safety are ongoing; 

and 

 

WHEREAS, the Director of Emergency Services of the County did proclaim the existence 

of a local emergency within the County of Shasta due to the Carr Fire on July 26, 2018 at 6:15 a.m.; 

and 

 

WHEREAS, on July 30, 2018 the Shasta County Board of Supervisors ratified the Director 

of Emergency Services’ local emergency proclamation; and 

 

WHEREAS, conditions of extreme fire danger continue within the unincorporated areas 

of Shasta County; and 

 

WHEREAS, in the early morning hours of August 9, 2018 another fire identified as the 

“Hirz Fire” started around Gilman Road about 11 miles east of Interstate 5 and active firefighting 

measures were successful in reaching one-hundred percent containment of the Hirz fire on 

September 10, 2018 after burning 46,150 acres primarily on United States Forest Service land; and 

 

WHEREAS, just before 1 p.m on September 5, 2018 another fire identified as the 

“Delta Fire” started 2 miles North of Lakehead and is reported as of September 10, 2018 at 47,150 

acres with five percent containment after burning to the western edge of the Hirz Fire, has 

destroyed 14 residences and 21 outbuildings as well as infrastructure and vehicles, has damaged 2 

outbuildings, and has resulted in an extended closure of Interstate 5 and disruption of railroad 

travel due to burned rail lines; and 

 

WHEREAS, as of the FINAL Cal Fire report on September 4, 2018 the “Carr Fire” had 

burned 229,651 acres, was 100% contained, destroyed 1,079 residences, destroyed 22 commercial 

structures, destroyed 503 outbuildings, damaged 190 residences, damaged 26 commercial 

structures, and damaged 61 outbuildings; and 

 

WHEREAS, cleanup and hazard mitigation within the footprint of the Carr Fire, to protect 

the public, is ongoing and beyond the control of the services, personnel, equipment, and facilities 

of Shasta County; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors recognizes that the circumstances that led to the 

July 26, 2018 local emergency proclamation continue to exist.  
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Resolution No. 2018 – 

September 18, 2018 

Page 2 of 2 

 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of the County 

of Shasta continues the proclamation of a ‘local emergency’ by the Director of Emergency Services 

and proclaims and orders that said local emergency shall be deemed to continue to exist until its 

termination is proclaimed by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Shasta, State of California. 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors shall review the need for 

continuing the local emergency at least once every 30 days until its termination is proclaimed by 

this Board. 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of the County of Shasta 

hereby Proclaims and Orders that during the existence of this local emergency, the powers, 

functions, and duties of the Director of Emergency Services and the emergency organization of 

this county shall be those prescribed by state law, ordinances, and resolutions of the County of 

Shasta and approved by the Board of Supervisors, and by the Shasta Operational Area Emergency 

Operations Plan, as approved by the Board of Supervisors. 

 

 DULY PASSED AND ADOPTED this 18th day of September, 2018 by the Board of 

Supervisors of the County of Shasta by the following vote: 

  

 AYES:   

 NOES:  

 ABSENT:  

 ABSTAIN:  

 RECUSE:  

 

      ________________________________________  

LES BAUGH, CHAIRMAN 

Board of Supervisors 

County of Shasta 

State of California 

 

ATTEST: 

 

LAWRENCE G. LEES 

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

 

 

By:  ______________________________         

 Deputy 
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REPORT TO SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BOARD MEETING DATE:  September  18, 2018
CATEGORY:  Regular - Resource Management-7.

SUBJECT:

Ordinance enacting Chapter 16.10, Regulations for Limited Density Owner-Built Rural Dwellings, of the
Shasta County Code

DEPARTMENT: Resource Management

Supervisorial District No. :  All

DEPARTMENT CONTACT:  Paul Hellman, Director of Resource Management (530) 225-5789

STAFF REPORT APPROVED BY:  Paul Hellman, Director of Resource Management

Vote Required?

Simple Majority Vote

General Fund Impact?

No Additional General Fund Impact 

RECOMMENDATION

Take the following actions:  (1) Find that adoption of the ordinance is exempt from the provisions of the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to the exemptions stated in the ordinance; and (2)
introduce and waive the reading of an ordinance enacting Chapter 16.10, Regulations for Limited Density
Owner-Built Rural Dwellings, of the Shasta County Code.

SUMMARY

The Carr wildfire in July and August 2018 resulted in the loss of numerous dwellings and outbuildings in rural areas of Shasta
County.  Many of these structures were uninsured or underinsured.  The replacement of homes and restoration of the
communities impacted by the Carr wildfire has placed an unprecedented financial burden upon the populations of these rural
areas.  The proposed ordinance will facilitate the availability of affordable, owner-built homes which are essential to the
continued health and welfare of the residents of these rural communities.  The purpose and intent of the proposed ordinance is
to allow the use of ingenuity and preferences of the builder and to allow and facilitate the use of alternatives to the
specifications prescribed by the latest adopted version of the technical codes to the extent that a reasonable degree of health
and safety is provided by such alternatives for properties impacted by the Carr wildfire.
The purpose of the proposed ordinance is to make Article 8 of Subchapter 1 of Chapter 1 of Division 1 of Title 25 of the
California Code of Regulations, as modified by the ordinance, operative on Limited Density Owner-Built Rural Dwellings in
areas impacted by the Carr wildfire, and to provide minimum requirements for the protection of life, limb, health, property,
safety, and welfare of the general public and the owners and occupants of such dwellings and appurtenant structures.  It is also
the purpose of the proposed ordinance to support the use of alternative construction design, materials and methods that
protect the environment, improve economic viability of sustainable construction, aid affordability of construction
improvements, increase participation and consumer protection through promoting lawful construction activity, enhance owner
equity in the improvement of property, and provide minimum requirements for the protection of life, limb, health, property,
safety, and welfare of the general public and the owners and occupants of Limited Density Owner-Built Rural Dwellings and
appurtenant structures.
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DISCUSSION

Citizens within the rural areas of unincorporated Shasta County impacted by the Carr wildfire have expressed a desire to
legalize the construction of Limited Density Owner-Built Rural Dwellings in compliance with State law, and have emphasized
the values of affordability, sustainability, self-sufficiency, creativity and character of the rural communities.
A significant portion of the unincorporated area of Shasta County impacted by the Carr wildfire is very remote, and utility
services are cost prohibitive and difficult if not impossible to obtain.  The lack of readily available public water, sewer or utility
power connections would exclude participation in the normal permit process and create an unreasonable burden to the
property owner to comply with the prescriptive building and development requirements of the current California Building
Standards Code (Title 24 of the California Code of Regulations).
The building standards contained in the proposed ordinance apply only to Limited Density Owner-Built Rural Dwellings and
appurtenant structures.  Limited Density Owner-Built Rural Dwellings are defined as follows:
1.  A single family dwelling.
2.  The dwelling is constructed by either:
     a.  A general contractor licensed to practice in the State of California who contracts directly with the person or persons
owning the property at the time construction is commenced for occupancy as the principal residence of that person or persons
owning the property; or
     b.  By any person or family who acts as the general contractor for, or the provider of, part or all of the labor necessary to
build housing to be occupied as the principal residence of that person or family
3.  The dwelling is not subject to sale, lease, rental, or employee occupancy for a period of three years from issuance of a
certificate of occupancy.  The three year period may be waived by the Building Official if owner occupancy is unfeasible, due
to circumstances forcing the sale or rental of the property.
4.  The dwelling is located on a legal parcel that meets the following criteria:
     a.  Located within the area of unincorporated Shasta County impacted by the Carr wildfire as shown on the map attached
to the proposed ordinance.
      b.  Located within a zone or zones of unincorporated Shasta County that allow for single family residences as a permitted
use.
      c.  A parcel created in compliance with the Shasta County Code.
      d.  A parcel with a sewer connection or of sufficient size and configuration to fulfill the sewage disposal system setbacks to
all property lines and all other setbacks established by law.
Appurtenant structures are structures directly related to the primary residential use, including but not limited to detached
bedrooms or hobby rooms used as living space, garages, or pump houses.  Appurtenant structures also include, but are not
limited to, shops, barns, or sheds, including those considered accessory to the zone.
The proposed ordinance contains the following specific modifications and/or suspensions of county housing, permitting, and
health and safety codes and policies for properties impacted by the Carr wildfire:
Building Code Compliance:  Except as amended by the provisions of the proposed ordinance and except as otherwise
preempted by statute, the 1997 edition of the California Building Standards Code, Title 24, California Code of Regulations
(1997 Building Code), shall be used in determining compliance with the standards of the proposed chapter.
In the alternative to the above, and except as amended by the provisions of the proposed ordinance and except as otherwise
preempted by statute, the Building Official shall use the plans of a certified architect, civil engineer, or structural engineer to
determine compliance with the standards of the proposed ordinance as follows:
1.  The plans were previously issued for a structure that was destroyed or damaged in the Carr wildfire.
2.  The plans were not issued before January 1, 1998.
3.  The applicant requests that this standard be used and provides the plans to the Building Official.
Structural Design:  Buildings or structures constructed pursuant to this article may be of any type of construction which will
provide for a sound structural condition.  Pier foundations, stone masonry footings and foundation systems, pressure treated
lumber, poles, or equivalent foundation materials or designs may be used provided that the bearing and lateral stability is
sufficient for the purpose intended.
Building Materials and Appliances:  Owner-produced or used materials and appliances may be utilized unless found not to be
of sufficient strength or durability to perform the intended function; owner-produced or used lumber may be utilized unless
found to contain dry rot, excessive splitting, or other defects obviously rendering the material unfit in strength or durability for
the intended purpose.
Heating:  A heating facility or appliance shall be installed in each dwelling subject to the provisions of the ordinance; however,
there shall be no specified requirement for heating capacity or temperature maintenance.  Fireplaces, heating and cooking
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appliances, and gas piping installed in buildings constructed pursuant to the ordinance shall be installed and vented in
accordance with the applicable requirements contained in the most currently adopted version of the California Mechanical
Code.
Room dimensions:  There shall be no requirements for room dimensions provided that there is adequate light and ventilation
and adequate means of egress.
Electricity:  In structures where electrical usage is confined to one (1) or more rooms of a structure, the remainder of the
structure shall not be required to be wired or otherwise fitted for electrification unless the Building Official determines the
electrical demands are expected to exceed the confinement and capacity of that room(s).  Where electrical wiring or appliances
are installed, the installation shall be in accordance with the applicable requirements contained in the most recently adopted
version of the California Electrical Code.
Fire Safety.  All Limited Density Owner-Built Rural Dwellings shall comply with the “Materials and Construction Methods for
Exterior Wildfire Exposure” requirements found in the current adopted California Residential Code and/or in the latest adopted
version of the California Building Code, Chapter 7A.  Smoke and carbon monoxide detectors must also be installed per the
most current adopted California Residential Code.  The Board directed staff to consider the waiver of fire sprinkler
requirements for Limited Density Owner-Built Rural Dwellings. In light of the substantial safety benefits provided by
residential fire sprinkler systems in many circumstances other than wildfires, the County Fire Department and the Department
of Resource Management recommend applying fire sprinkler requirements to Limited Density Owner-Built Rural Dwellings.
Current plumbing and sanitation standards must still be met.
Additional details and provisions are outlined in the ordinance.
The proposed ordinance is a pilot program and will expire on November 30, 2021, unless extended by subsequent ordinance.
Adoption of the proposed ordinance is exempt from the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080(b)(3) regarding projects to maintain, repair, restore, or replace property or
facilities damaged or destroyed as a result of a declared disaster and Section 21080(b)(4) regarding actions to mitigate or
prevent an emergency, and CEQA Guidelines Section 15269(a) regarding maintaining, repairing, restoring, demolishing, or
replacing property or facilities damaged or destroyed as a result of a disaster stricken area in which a state of emergency has
been proclaimed by the Governor pursuant to the California Emergency Services Act, commencing with Section 8550 of the
Government Code.
The proposed ordinance is also not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to CEQA
Guidelines sections 15060(c)(2) (the activity will not result in a direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the
environment) and 15061(b)(3) (there is no possibility the activity in question may have a significant effect on the environment). 
In addition to the foregoing general exemptions, the following categorical exemptions apply:  Sections 15308 (actions taken as
authorized by local ordinance to assure protection of the environment), 15321 (action by agency for enforcement of a law,
general rule, standard or objective administered or adopted by the agency, including, but not limited to, by direct referral to the
County Counsel as appropriate for judicial enforcement), 15302 (replacement or reconstruction) and 15303 (new construction
or conversion of small structures, e.g., a residential accessory building).  Each exemption stands as a separate and independent
basis for determining that this ordinance is not subject to CEQA.

ALTERNATIVES

The following alternatives are available:
1.  Do not adopt the ordinance;
2.  Modify the ordinance;
3.  Continue this item to request additional specific information.
None of these alternatives are recommended as they would delay the transition of residents and their families made homeless or
displaced as a result of the Carr wildfire to shelter on an interim and long term basis.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

The proposed ordinance was drafted by the Department of Resource Management in consultation with the
County Counsel’s Office and with the County Fire Department. County Counsel has approved the
ordinance as to form.  The County Administrative Office has reviewed this recommendation. Staff reached
out to the Shasta Builders’ Exchange and to several local architects, all of whom expressed support for the
ordinance as described to them in concept, most notably the appropriateness of requiring homes built
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pursuant to the proposed chapter to conform to the 1997 Building Code rather than subsequent editions.

FINANCING

No General Fund impact would result from adoption of the ordinance.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Description

Limited Density Owner-Built Rural Dwellings Ordinance 9/11/2018
Limited Density Owner-
Built Rural Dwellings
Ordinance

Exhibit A 9/11/2018 Exhibit A
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ORDINANCE NO.  SCC 2018 - ______ 

 

 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS  

OF THE COUNTY OF SHASTA ENACTING CHAPTER 16.10 OF THE  

SHASTA COUNTY CODE ADOPTING REGULATIONS FOR LIMITED 

DENSITY OWNER-BUILT RURAL DWELLINGS  

 

  

 The Board of Supervisors of the County of Shasta ordains as follows: 

 

SECTION I. 

 

Chapter 16.10 is added to the Shasta County Code as follows: 

 

Chapter 16.10 

 

REGULATIONS FOR LIMITED DENSITY OWNER-BUILT RURAL 

DWELLINGS 

 

 Sections: 

 

 16.10.010  Authority 

 16.10.020  Purpose and Findings 

 16.10.030  Intent and Application 

16.10.040 Definitions 

16.10.050 Regulation of Use 

16.10.060 Abatement of Substandard Buildings/Violations 

16.10.070 Petition for Interpretation 

16.10.080 Interpretation 

16.10.090 Notice of Interpretation 

16.10.100 Recording 

16.10.110 Permits 

16.10.120 Exemptions 

16.10.130 Existing Buildings 

16.10.140 Application 

16.10.150 Plans 

16.10.160 Waiver of Plans 

16.10.170 Modifications 

16.10.180 Permit Validity 

16.10.190 Inspections 

16.10.200 Special Inspections 

16.10.210 Inspection Waivers 

16.10.220 Inspection Requests and Notice 

16.10.230 Certificate of Occupancy 

16.10.240 Temporary Occupancy 
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16.10.250 Fees 

16.10.260 General Requirements 

16.10.270 Intent of General Requirements 

16.10.280 Technical Codes To Be a Basis of Approval 

16.10.290 Fire Safety Regulations 

16.10.300 Construction Requirements 

16.10.310 Sanitation Requirements 

16.10.320 Mechanical Requirements 

16.10.330 Electrical Requirements 

16.10.340 Electrical Installation Requirements 

16.10.350 Exceptions to Electrical Installation Requirements 

16.10.360 Plumbing Requirements 

16.10.370 Chapter Expiration 

   

 

 16.10.010 Authority 

 

This chapter is adopted in accordance with the provisions of Health and Safety 

Code Section 17958.2 and Article 8, Subchapter 1, Chapter 1, Division 1, of Title 

25, California Code of Regulations. 

 

 16.10.020 Purpose and Findings 

 

A. Purpose.  

 

1. The purpose of this chapter is to make Article 8 (commencing with 

Section 74) of Subchapter 1 of Chapter 1 of Division 1 of Title 25 

of the California Code of Regulations, as modified herein, operative 

on Limited Density Owner-Built Rural Dwellings in Shasta County 

(as defined in  Section 16.10.040, “Definitions” herein), and to 

provide minimum requirements for the protection of life, limb, 

health, property, safety, and welfare of the general public and the 

owners and occupants of such dwellings and appurtenant structures.  

 

2. It is also the expressed purpose of this chapter to conform the 

regulations regarding the construction and use of such dwellings and 

appurtenant structures to the requirements of Article 1, Section 1 of 

the California State Constitution, and the statutes of the State of 

California. 
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3. It is also the purpose of this article to support the use of alternative 

construction design, materials and methods that protect the 

environment, improve economic viability of sustainable 

construction, aid affordability of construction improvements, 

increase participation and consumer protection through promoting 

lawful construction activity, enhance owner equity in the 

improvement of property, and provide minimum requirements for 

the protection of life, limb, health, property, safety, and welfare of 

the general public and the owners and occupants of Limited Density 

Owner-Built Rural Dwellings and appurtenant structures. 

 

B. Findings. It is necessary to modify said Article 8 and to make its provisions, 

as modified, operative because of the following local conditions: 

 

1.   The Carr wildfire within Shasta County in July and August 2018 

resulted in the loss of numerous dwellings and outbuildings in the 

rural areas. Many of these structures were uninsured or 

underinsured. The replacement of homes and restoration of the 

communities impacted by the Carr wildfire has placed an 

unprecedented financial burden upon the populations of these rural 

areas.  This ordinance will facilitate the availability of affordable, 

owner-built homes which are essential to the continued health and 

welfare of the residents of these rural communities. 

 

2. The ability to use owner generated materials, such as lumber milled 

from harvested timber, creates an affordable option for building 

materials not available under current Shasta County building codes. 

 

3. Citizens within the rural areas of unincorporated Shasta County 

impacted by the Carr wildfire have expressed a desire to legalize the 

construction of Limited Density Owner-Built Rural Dwellings in 

compliance with this chapter, and have emphasized the values of 

affordability, sustainability, self-sufficiency, creativity and 

character of the rural communities. 

 

4. A significant portion of the unincorporated area of Shasta County 

impacted by the Carr wildfire is very remote, and utility services are 

cost prohibitive and difficult if not impossible to obtain. The lack of 

readily available public water, sewer or utility power connections 

would exclude participation in the normal permit process and create 

an unreasonable burden to the property owner to comply with the 
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prescriptive building and development requirements of the current 

California Building Standards Code (Title 24 of the California Code 

of Regulations). 

 

16.10.030 Intent and Application 

 

The provisions of this chapter shall apply to the construction, enlargement, 

conversion, alteration, repair, use, maintenance, and occupancy of Limited Density 

Owner-Built Rural Dwellings and appurtenant structures. It is the intent of this 

article that the requirements contained herein shall apply to seasonally or 

permanently occupied dwellings, detached bedrooms, and guest houses, located in 

rural areas and solely occupied as the principal residence of the owner or the 

owner’s family. The requirements will also apply to barns, sheds, shops or other 

appurtenant structures, not intended for human habitation, to be constructed and 

used solely by the owner of the property, or by the owner’s family. 

 

16.10.040 Definitions 

 

For the purposes of this article the following definitions shall apply: 

 

A. Limited Density Owner-Built Rural Dwelling. Any structure consisting of 

one (1) or more habitable rooms intended or designed to be occupied by one 

(1) family with facilities for living and sleeping, with use restricted to rural 

areas that fulfill the requirements of this chapter. 

 

B. Owner-Built. Construction that meets the following requirements: 

 

1. Construction that is not intended for sale, lease, rent, or employee 

occupancy; and 

 

2. Construction that is either: 

 

a. By a general contractor licensed to practice in the State of 

California who contracts directly with the person or persons 

owning the property at the time construction is commenced 

for occupancy as the principal residence of that person or 

persons owning the property; or  

 

b. By any person or family who acts as the general contractor 

for, or the provider of, part or all of the labor necessary to 
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build housing to be occupied as the principal residence of 

that person or family 

 

C. Sale, Lease, Rent or Employee Occupancy. For the purposes of this chapter 

the sale, lease, renting or employee occupancy of owner-built structures 

within three (3) years of issuance of a certificate of occupancy shall be 

presumptive evidence that the structure was erected for the purpose of sale, 

lease, rent, or employee occupancy. The three (3) year period of required 

owner occupancy may be waived in cases of unreasonable hardship. 

 

D. Rural. For the purposes of this article only, “rural” shall mean legal parcels 

in unincorporated areas of the County that meet each of the following 

criteria: 

 

1. Located within the area of unincorporated Shasta County impacted 

by the Carr wildfire as shown on the map entitled “Carr Fire Impact 

Area,” which is attached to this Chapter as Exhibit A. 

 

2. Located within a zone or zones of unincorporated Shasta County 

that allow for single family residences as a permitted use.  

 

3. A parcel created in compliance with the Shasta County Code. 

 

4. A parcel with a sewer connection or of sufficient size and 

configuration to fulfill the sewage disposal system setbacks to all 

property lines and all other setbacks established by law. 

 

E. Appurtenant Structures. Structures directly related to the primary residential 

use, including but not limited to detached bedrooms or hobby rooms used 

as living space, garages, or pump houses. Appurtenant structures also 

include, but are not limited to, shops, barns, or sheds, including those 

considered accessory to the zone. 

 

F. Sub-Standard Building. A structure or portion of a structure in which there 

exists any condition that endangers the life, health, property, safety or 

welfare of the public or the occupants thereof. Except as amended by the 

provisions of this chapter and except as otherwise preempted by statute, the 

1997 edition of the California Building Standards Code, Title 24, California 

Code of Regulations, shall be the determining criteria for compliance with 

the standards of this chapter and the defining of a substandard building. 
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G. Sound Structural Condition. A structure shall be considered to be in “sound 

structural condition” when all portions of the structure are adequately 

constructed to resist expected gravity and lateral forces from wind and 

seismic forces. Building plans must provide sufficient detail to determine 

how gravity and lateral forces are distributed vertically and horizontally 

from their points of origin to the load resisting elements. Portions of the 

structures that are irregular in shape, complex design, or incorporate 

unusual building materials or practices may require design by a California 

registered design professional at the discretion of the Building Official. 

 

H. Unreasonable Hardship. Unreasonable hardship exists when the Building 

Official finds that compliance with the requirement for a minimum of three 

(3) years of owner occupancy is unfeasible, due to circumstances forcing 

the sale or rental of the property, including but not limited to the death, 

divorce, loss of employment or income, or disability of the owner, 

supported by sufficient information provided by the applicant. 

 

I Building Official. The person identified as the Building Official pursuant to 

Shasta County Code section 8.02.040. 

 

16.10.050 Regulation of Use 

 

A. Housing permitted pursuant to this chapter shall be for occupancy as the 

principal residence of the owner or the owner’s family and not for sale, 

lease, rent, or employee occupancy. 

 

B For the purposes of this article the sale, lease, renting or employee 

occupancy of owner-built structures within three (3) years of the issuance 

of a certificate of occupancy shall be presumptive evidence that the structure 

was erected for the purpose of sale, lease, renting, or employee housing. 

The three (3) year period of required owner occupancy may be waived in 

cases of unreasonable hardship. 

 

C. Accessory dwelling units in conformance with Shasta County Code and 

Section 65852.2 of the California Government Code using a Limited 

Density Owner-Built Rural Dwelling permit shall be allowed for a family 

member using the same criteria as the primary dwelling. After/or during 

original construction, additions may be permitted to be made to such a 

dwelling, and appurtenant structures may be permitted after approval by the 

Building Division. 
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D The restrictions of this chapter on the sale, lease, renting, or employee 

occupancy of these dwellings may be reasonably amended to be more 

restrictive if the Board of Supervisors determines that such an amendment 

is necessary to ensure compliance with the intent of this chapter. 

 

16.10.060 Abatement of Substandard Buildings/ Violations 

 

A. Every violation of the regulatory or prohibitory provisions of this chapter 

and all structures or portions thereof which are determined by the Building 

Official to constitute a substandard building are hereby declared to be a 

public nuisance and may be abated in accordance with Chapter 8.28 

(Nuisances) of the Shasta County Code and by any other means available 

by law. 

  

B. The critical concern in the promulgation of this chapter is to provide for 

health and safety while maintaining respect for the law and voluntary 

compliance with the provisions of this chapter, and therefore, in the event 

that an order to correct a substandard condition is ignored, it is the intent of 

this section that civil abatement procedures should be the first remedy 

pursued by the Building Official.  Notwithstanding the foregoing, this 

section is cumulative to all other remedies now or hereafter available to 

abate or otherwise regulate or prevent public nuisances or to enforce the 

provisions of the Shasta County Code 

 

16.10.070  Petition for Interpretation 

  

Any Limited Density Owner-Built Rural Dwelling permit applicant or owner may 

petition the Building Official for an interpretation of any provision of this chapter. 

Petitions shall be submitted in writing, after which the Building Official may 

consider such requests and may make a determination as to the meaning or intent 

of any provision of this chapter with respect to the petition in question. The 

consideration of petitions for interpretation shall be discretionary with the Building 

Official. 

 

16.10.080 Interpretation. 

 

Interpretations by the Building Official as to the meaning, intent, or application of 

the provisions of this chapter are not intended to preempt the exercising of building 

appeals processes, as provided in this title, but are intended to facilitate public 

understanding and the effective enforcement of this chapter. 
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16.10.090 Notice of Interpretation. 

 

The Department of Resource Management shall keep a record of all interpretations 

made by the Building Official which shall be available for review by the public or 

any governmental agency and shall provide notice to the petitioner(s) of the 

Building Official’s findings. 

 

16.10.100 Recording. 

 

A. No provision of this chapter is intended to prohibit or limit the County from 

establishing and enforcing reasonable regulations for the recording of 

information regarding the materials, methods of construction, alternative 

facilities, or other factors that may be of value in the full disclosure of the 

nature of the dwelling and appurtenant structures. A deed restriction 

disclosing the nature of the dwellings and appurtenant structures shall be 

recorded. 

 

B. The Department of Resource Management shall record a “Notice of Limited 

Allowed Use”   This notice shall disclose: 

 

1. The nature of the dwelling and appurtenant structures, and that the 

structure(s) have been permitted under this chapter, entitled 

“Regulations for Limited Density Owner-Built Rural Dwellings,” of 

this title, entitled “Buildings and Construction,” adopted under the 

authorization of Health and Safety Code section 17958.2, and not 

under Title 24, California Code of Regulations. 

 

2.  That the dwelling may not be sold, leased, rented, or employee 

occupied for a period of three (3) years except in cases of 

unreasonable hardship as determined by the Shasta County Building 

Official.  

 

16.10.110 Permits 

 

Permits shall be required for the construction of Limited Density Owner-Built Rural 

Dwellings and appurtenant structures. The application, plans, and other data filed 

by an applicant for such a permit shall clearly state that it is for a Title-25 Limited 

Density Owner-Built Rural Dwelling structure and shall be reviewed by the 

Department of Resource Management, Building Division, to verify compliance 

with the provisions of this chapter. When the Building Official determines that the 

permit application and other data indicate that the structure(s) will comply with the 
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provisions of this chapter, the Building Official shall issue a permit therefor to the 

applicant. 

 

16.10.120 Exemptions 

 

Permits shall not be required pursuant to Section 16.10.100 for small or 

unimportant work, or alterations or repairs that do not present a health or safety 

hazard, and which are in conformance with County zoning requirements or property 

standards. The determination, if any, of what work is properly classified as small 

or unimportant or without relation to health and safety hazards is to be made by the 

Building Official. Examples of work exempt from permits include, but are not 

limited to, the exemptions listed in the 1997 edition of the California Residential 

Code. 

 

16.10.130 Existing Buildings 

 

A.. A building permit shall be obtained pursuant to the provisions of this article 

for a Limited Density Owner-Built Rural Dwelling that was constructed or 

was partially constructed, without a building permit. 

 

B. The applicant must be the owner of the dwelling or structure at the time of 

application and issuance of the permit. 

 

C. The dwelling or structure shall meet all standards required by this chapter. 

 

D. An inspection of the dwelling shall be made by the Building Official to 

determine that the requirements of this chapter have been substantially met 

to the extent that no abnormal risk to health or safety will result from 

occupancy of the structure. 

 

16.10.140 Application 

 

To obtain a permit, the applicant shall first file an application therefor with the Building 

Division. Permit applications shall contain the following information: 

 

1. Name and mailing address of the applicant; 

 

2. Address, assessor’s parcel number, and location of the proposed  

structure(s); 
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3. A general description of the structure(s) which shall include mechanical 

installations with all clearances and venting procedures detailed, electrical 

installations, plumbing fixtures, foundation, structural, and construction 

details; 

 

4. A site plan indicating the location of the dwelling in relation to property 

lines, other structures, sanitation and bathing facilities, water resources and 

water ways, slope of site, major land features, and all required items on the 

Shasta County Building Division “Plot Plan Example” handout; 

 

5. Approval for the installation of a private sewage disposal system or alternate 

waste disposal means from the Shasta County Department of Resource 

Management, Environmental Health Division; 

 

6. A stipulation by the applicant that the building or structure is to be owner-

built; 

 

7. The signature of the owner, contractor, or authorized agent; 

 

8. The use or occupancy for which the work is intended; and 

 

9. Any other data or information as may be required by statute or Shasta 

County regulation. 

 

16.10.150 Plans 

 

Plans shall consist of a general description of the structure(s), including all 

necessary information to facilitate a reasonable judgment of conformance by the 

Building Official. This shall include a diagram of the floor plan and site elevation 

in order to determine the appropriate dimensions of structural members. 

Architectural drawings and structural analyses shall not be required. For structures 

of complex design or unusual conditions for which the Building Official cannot 

make a reasonable judgment of conformance to this chapter based upon the general 

description and simplified plan(s), the Building Official may require additional 

supporting information sufficient to make a judgment as to the integrity of the 

design. 
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16.10.160 Waiver of plans. 

 

The Building Official may waive the submission of any plans if he or she finds that 

the nature of the work applied for is such that the reviewing of plans is not necessary 

to obtain compliance with this chapter. 

 

16.10.170 Modifications. 

 

Modifications to the design, materials, and methods of construction are permitted, 

provided that the structural integrity of the building or structure is maintained, the 

building continues to conform to the provisions of this chapter, and the Building 

Official is notified in writing of the intended modification. 

 

16.10.180 Permit validity 

 

Permits shall be valid, for a minimum period of three (3) years, unless reissued as 

specified in Shasta County Code Section 16.04.200(B). 

 

16.10.190 Inspections. 

 

All construction or work for which a permit is required pursuant to this article shall 

be subject to inspection by the Building Official. Required inspections shall consist 

of a foundation inspection prior to placement of concrete, a concrete slab or under-

floor inspection, a rough framing, plumbing, electrical, and mechanical inspection 

prior to covering of walls, and a final inspection. The final inspection shall be 

conducted after the structure(s) is completed and ready for occupancy, in order to 

determine compliance with the provisions of this article. Other inspections may be 

required by the Shasta County Fire Warden, or the Shasta County Department of 

Resource Management, Environmental Health Division. Structures of conventional 

or simple construction shall be inspected at a single inspection if possible because 

all components to be inspected are simultaneously ready for inspection. 

 

 

16.10.200 Special Inspections 

 

Additional inspections may be conducted under the following circumstances: An 

inspection shall be conducted where there is a reasonable expectation that the 

foundation system will be subjected to excessive vertical or lateral movement due 

to site topography, expansive soils, or other unstable soil conditions; or the 

application indicates that interior wall coverings or construction elements will 
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conceal underlying construction, electrical or mechanical systems; or where an 

unconventional construction method is indicated which would preclude 

examination at a single inspection. 

 

16.10.210 Inspection waivers. 

 

Inspections may be waived by the Building Official for structures which do not 

contain electrical or mechanical installations or for alterations, additions, 

modifications, or repairs that do not involve electrical or mechanical installations. 

 

16.10.220 Inspection requests and notice. 

 

It shall be the duty of the applicant to notify the Building Official that the 

construction is ready for inspection and to cause the work to remain accessible and 

exposed for inspection purposes, and to provide access to the premises. Inspections 

shall be requested by the applicant at least twenty-four (24) hours in advance of the 

intended inspection. It shall be the duty of the enforcement agency to notify or 

inform the applicant of the day during which the inspection is to be conducted. 

 

16.10.230 Certificate of Occupancy 

 

After the structure(s) is completed for occupancy/use and any inspections which 

have been required by the Building Official have been conducted, and work 

approved, the Building Official shall issue a Certificate of Occupancy for such 

dwelling(s) and appurtenant structure(s) which comply with the provisions of this 

chapter. 

  

16.10.240 Temporary occupancy. 

 

The use and occupancy of a portion or portions of a dwelling or appurtenant 

structure prior to the completion of the entire structure pursuant to this chapter shall 

be allowed, provided that approved sanitary facilities are available at the site and 

that the work completed does not create any condition that endangers life, health or 

safety of the public or occupants. The occupants of any such uncompleted structure 

shall assume sole responsibility for the occupancy of the structure or portion 

thereof. 

 

16.10.250 Fees. 

·  

Fees shall be required and collected by the Building Official to provide for the cost 

of administering the provisions of this chapter. It is the intent of this article that 
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permit and inspection fee schedules be established to reflect the actual inspection 

and administrative costs resulting from the application of this chapter. 

 

16.10.260 General Requirements 

 

A. Each structure shall be maintained in a sound structural condition to be safe, 

sanitary, and to shelter the occupants from the elements.  

 

B. Except as amended by the provisions of this chapter and except as otherwise 

preempted by statute, the 1997 edition of the California Building Standards 

Code, Title 24, California Code of Regulations, shall be used in determining 

compliance with the standards of this chapter. 

 

C. In the alternative to Section 16.10.260(B), and except as amended by the 

provisions of this chapter and except as otherwise preempted by statute, 

the Building Official shall use the plans of a certified architect, civil 

engineer, or structural engineer to determine compliance with the 

standards of this chapter as follows. 

  

a. The plans were previously issued for a structure that was 

destroyed or damaged in the Carr wildfire. 

 

  b. The plans were not issued before January 1, 1998. 

 

c. The applicant requests that this standard be used and 

provides the plans to the Building Official. 

 

D. Generators shall be enclosed in a sound reduction enclosure approved by 

the Building Official to eliminate or greatly reduce noise. This structure 

shall consist of a fully enclosed masonry or wood frame structure with a 

minimum of two (2) inches by four (4) inches insulated wall and roof 

framing, with walls, ceiling, and roof covered in the manner required by the 

most recently adopted technical codes on both inside and outside surfaces. 

This structure shall reduce generator noise to a maximum of fifty-five (55) 

decibels twenty (20) feet from the structure. 

 

16.10.270 Intent of General Requirements. 

 

It shall be the purpose and intent of this chapter to allow the use of ingenuity and 

preferences of the builder; to allow and facilitate the use of alternatives to the 

specifications prescribed by the latest adopted version of the technical codes to the 
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extent that a reasonable degree of health and safety is provided by such alternatives; 

and to assure that the materials, methods of construction, and structural integrity of 

the structure shall perform in application for the purpose intended. To provide for 

the application of this chapter, it shall be necessary for the Building Official to 

exercise reasonable judgment in determining the compliance of appropriate 

structures with the general and specific requirements of this chapter. 

 

16.10.280 Technical codes to be a basis of approval. 

 

Except as otherwise required by this chapter, dwellings and appurtenant structures 

constructed pursuant to this chapter need not conform with the construction 

requirements prescribed by the latest adopted editions of the California Building, 

Plumbing, Mechanical, and Electrical Codes, or other applicable technical codes; 

however, it is not the intent of this section to disregard nationally accepted technical 

and scientific principles relating to design, materials, methods of construction, and 

structural requirements for the erection and construction of dwelling and 

appurtenant structures as are contained in the technical codes. Such codes shall be 

a basis for approval. 

 

16.10.290 Fire safety regulations. 

 

A. A Limited Density Owner-Built Rural Dwelling permit application shall be 

reviewed by the County Fire Warden for compliance with Public Resources 

Code sections 4290 and 4291, and the Shasta County Code. 

 

B. All Limited Density Owner-Built Rural Dwellings shall comply with the 

“Materials and Construction Methods for Exterior Wildfire Exposure” 

requirements found in the current adopted California Residential Code 

and/or in the latest adopted version of the California Building Code, Chapter 

7A.  

 

C. For purposes of this chapter, residential fire sprinklers shall be required in 

Limited Density Owner-Built Rural Dwellings in accordance with the 

applicable requirements contained in the most currently adopted version of 

the California Building Standards Code, Title 24, California Code of 

Regulations. 
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16.10.300 Construction requirements. 

 

A. Structural requirements. Buildings or structures constructed pursuant to this 

article may be of any type of construction which will provide for a sound 

structural condition. Structural hazards which result in an unsound 

condition, and which may constitute a substandard building, are defined by 

reference to the 1997 edition of the California Building Standards Code, 

Title 24, California Code of Regulations and are further delineated in Health 

& Safety Code section 17920.3, as it now exists and as may hereafter be 

amended. 

 

B. Foundations. Pier foundations, stone masonry footings and foundation 

systems, pressure treated lumber, poles, or equivalent foundation materials 

or designs may be used provided that the bearing and lateral stability is 

sufficient for the purpose intended. 

 

C. Materials. Owner-produced or used materials and appliances may be 

utilized unless found not to be of sufficient strength or durability to perform 

the intended function; owner-produced or used lumber may be utilized 

unless found to contain dry rot, excessive splitting, or other defects 

obviously rendering the material unfit in strength or durability for the 

intended purpose. Wall and floor framing shall not be enclosed when the 

framing members exceed nineteen percent (19%) moisture content. 

 

D. Heating capacity. A heating facility or appliance shall be installed in each 

dwelling subject to the provisions of this article; however, there shall be no 

specified requirement for heating capacity or temperature maintenance. The 

use of a solid fuel or solar heating device shall be deemed as complying 

with the requirements of this section. If a non-renewable fuel is used in these 

dwellings, rooms so heated shall meet current installation standards. 

 

E. Room requirements. There shall be no requirements for room dimensions 

provided that there is adequate light and ventilation and adequate means of 

egress. 

 

16.10.310 Sanitation requirements. 

 

A. Sanitation facilities, including the type, design, and number of facilities, 

shall be shown on plans submitted for the building permit. 
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B. No dwelling shall discharge wastewater from sanitary facilities other than 

to a wastewater system that is designed, constructed, operated, and 

maintained in accordance with the requirements of the Department of 

Resource Management, Environmental Health Division. 

 

C. No dwelling shall utilize a bathtub or shower and a washbasin, or alternate 

bathing and washing facility, unless it has been approved by the 

Environmental Health Division and Building Official. 

 

16.10.320 Mechanical requirements. 

 

Fireplaces, heating and cooking appliances, and gas piping installed in buildings 

constructed pursuant to this article shall be installed and vented in accordance with 

the applicable requirements contained in the most currently adopted version of the 

California Mechanical Code, Part 4, Title 24, California Code of Regulations. 

 

16.10.330 Electrical requirements. 

 

No dwelling or appurtenant structure constructed pursuant to this article shall be 

required to be connected to a source of electrical power, or wired, or otherwise 

fitted for electrification, except as set forth in  Section 16.10.340. 

 

16.10.340  Electrical installation requirements. 

 

Where electrical wiring or appliances are installed, the installation shall be in 

accordance with the applicable requirements contained in the most recently adopted 

version of the California Electrical Code, Part 3, Title 24, California Code of 

Regulations. Smoke and carbon monoxide alarms shall be installed per the most 

current adopted California Residential Code. If electrical wiring is not being 

installed, alarms may be battery operated and must contain ten-year batteries. 

 

16.10.350 Exceptions to electrical installation requirements. 

 

In structures where electrical usage is confined to one (1) or more rooms of a 

structure, the remainder of the structure shall not be required to be wired or 

otherwise fitted for electrification unless the Building Official determines the 

electrical demands are expected to exceed the confinement and capacity of that 

room(s). In these instances, the Building Official may require further electrification 

of the structure. It is the intent of this section to apply to buildings in which there 

exists a workshop, kitchen, or other single room which may require electrification, 

and where there is no expectation of further electrical demand. The Building 
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Official shall, at the time of a permit application or other appropriate point, advise 

the applicant of the potential hazards of violating this section. 

 

16.10.360 Plumbing requirements. 

  

Plumbing equipment and installation shall be in accordance with the applicable 

requirements contained in the most recently adopted version of the California 

Plumbing Code, Part 5, Title 24, California Code of Regulations. 

 

16.10.370 Chapter Expiration 

 

This chapter is a pilot program.  This chapter will expire and be of no further force 

and effect after November 30, 2021, unless extended by subsequent ordinance.  

Notwithstanding the foregoing, applications that have been submitted prior to said 

expiration date may be processed, including but not limited to permit issuance, 

completion of construction, final inspection of said construction, and issuance of a 

certificate of occupancy. 

 

SECTION II. 

 

Adoption of this Ordinance is exempt from the provisions of the California 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 

21080(b)(3) regarding projects to maintain, repair, restore, or replace property or 

facilities damaged or destroyed as a result of a declared disaster and Section 

21080(b)(4) regarding actions to mitigate or prevent an emergency, and CEQA 

Guidelines Section 15269(a) regarding maintaining, repairing, restoring, 

demolishing, or replacing property or facilities damaged or destroyed as a result of 

a disaster stricken area in which a state of emergency has been proclaimed by the 

Governor pursuant to the California Emergency Services Act, commencing with 

Section 8550 of the Government Code. 

 

The County also finds that this ordinance is not subject to the California 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to CEQA Guidelines sections 

15060(c)(2) (the activity will not result in a direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect 

physical change in the environment) and 15061(b)(3) (there is no possibility the 

activity in question may have a significant effect on the environment). In addition 

to the foregoing general exemptions, the following categorical exemptions apply: 

sections 15308 (actions taken as authorized by local ordinance to assure protection 

of the environment), 15321 (action by agency for enforcement of a law, general 

rule, standard or objective administered or adopted by the agency, including, but 

not limited to, by direct referral to the County Counsel as appropriate for judicial 
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enforcement), 15302 (replacement or reconstruction) and 15303 (new construction 

or conversion of small structures, e.g., a residential accessory building).  Each 

exemption stands as a separate and independent basis for determining that this 

ordinance is not subject to CEQA. 

 

SECTION III. 

 

 If any provision of this ordinance or its application to any person or circumstance 

is held invalid, the invalidity does not affect other provisions or applications of this 

ordinance that can be given effect without the invalid provision or application, and 

to this end the provisions of this ordinance are severable. 

 

 

SECTION IV. 

 

All former ordinances and resolutions, or parts thereof, conflicting or inconsistent 

with the provisions of this ordinance are hereby superseded by this ordinance.  The 

adoption of this ordinance shall not in any manner affect any action or prosecution 

for violation of ordinances, which violations were committed prior to the effective 

date hereof, be construed as a waiver of any license, fee, or penalty required by or 

resulting from any such ordinance, or affect the validity of any bond (or cash 

deposit in lieu thereof) required to be posted, filed, or deposited pursuant to such 

ordinance. 
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SECTION V. 

 

This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force and effect 30 days after its 

passage.  The Clerk shall cause this ordinance to be published as required by law. 

 

 DULY PASSED AND ADOPTED this ___ day of _______ 2018, by the Board 

of Supervisors, County of Shasta, State of California, by the following vote: 

 

  AYES: 

  NOES: 

  ABSENT: 

  ABSTAIN: 

  RECUSE: 

 

             

       LES BAUGH, CHAIRMAN 

       Board of Supervisors 

       County of Shasta 

       State of California 

 

ATTEST: 

 

LAWRENCE G. LEES 

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

 

 

By:         

  Deputy 
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REPORT TO SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BOARD MEETING DATE:  September  18, 2018
CATEGORY:  Scheduled Hearings - Public Works-8.

SUBJECT:

County Service Area No. 8-Palo Cedro Rate Increase

DEPARTMENT: Public Works
County Service Area No. 8-Palo Cedro Water and Sewer

Supervisorial District No. :  3

DEPARTMENT CONTACT:  Pat Minturn, Public Works Director, (530) 225-5661

STAFF REPORT APPROVED BY:  Pat Minturn, Public Works Director

Vote Required?

Simple Majority Vote

General Fund Impact?

No General Fund Impact 

RECOMMENDATION

Take the following actions on behalf of County Service Area (CSA) No. 8-Palo Cedro Sewer and Water: (1) Conduct a
public hearing to consider increasing the bi-monthly water and sewer rates; (2) close the public hearing; (3) direct the Clerk of
the Board to tabulate written protests from property owners and tenants within CSA No. 8-Palo Cedro and report back to the
Board with the results; (4) in the absence of a majority protest, introduce, waive the reading of, and enact an Ordinance of the
Board of Supervisors of the County of Shasta, County Service Area No. 8-Palo Cedro Sewer and Water, Repealing
Ordinance No. 633 and Setting Forth the Charges, Rates, and Fees for Sewer, Water, and Related Services; and (5) repeal
Ordinance No. 633.

SUMMARY

Operational costs exceed revenues in the CSA No. 8-Palo Cedro Sewer and Water.

DISCUSSION

County Service Area No. 8-Palo Cedro Sewer and Water (CSA) provides water and sewer in Palo Cedro.  Water is sourced
from a well.  Sewage is pumped, stored and land-applied.  Customers are responsible for the ongoing costs.  A rate study has
been prepared (attached).  The proposal was summarized in a notice to all property owners and tenants per Article XIIID,
Section 6, of the California Constitution (attached).

ALTERNATIVES

The Board may decline to re-visit rates at this time.  Water and sewer services are being provided below cost.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

County Counsel has approved the Notice of Public Hearing and proposed ordinance as to form. The County Administrative
Office has reviewed the recommendation.
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FINANCING

Adequate funds to operate and maintain the CSA were included in the Adopted FY 2018/19 budget for County Service Area
No. 8-Palo Cedro. As long as the CSA remains financially self-sufficient, there is no General Fund impact.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Description

CSA No. 8-Palo Cedro Sewer and Water Rate Report 9/4/2018
CSA No. 8-Palo Cedro
Sewer and Water Rate
Report

Prop 218 Notice of Public Hearing 9/4/2018 Prop 218 Notice of
Public Hearing

CSA No. 8-Palo Cedro Sewer and Water Rate Ordinance 9/4/2018
CSA No. 8-Palo Cedro
Sewer and Water Rate
Ordinance

Page 203 of 323

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REGULAR MEETING - September 18, 2018



County Service Area #8 - Palo Cedro Sewer 
and Water 

Draft Rate Report 

July 3,2018 

INTRODUCTION 

County Service Area #8 - Palo Cedro Sewer and Water (CSA) currently provides sewage collection, 
treatment and disposal to 166 active customers representing 481.5 household equivalents (HE) with 
77 standby accounts and 79 water customers with 4 standby accounts. 

Regulatory oversight for the sewer system is by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board 
(RWQCB). The water system is regulated by the Shasta County Environmental Health Division. 

In 2005, Ordinance No. 633 was adopted by the Board of Supervisors. It established the rates 
currently charged in the CSA. Ordinance No. 724 established fees for services and late payments in 
2017. 

EXISTING OPERATION FUND 

Financial information for the three most recent Fiscal Years (FY) years is available. Complete 
financials for FY 2014-1 5, FY 201 5-1 6 and FY 201 6-1 7 are included in Exhibit A. This period was 
selected because it matches with an uptick in sewer repair and regulatory interest in the system 
which seems to be the new "normal." 

Table 1 summarizes sewer revenue and expense. See Exhibit A for more information. 
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Table 1 – Sewer Revenue and Expense 

 FY 2014-15 FY 2015-16 FY 2016-17 Average 

Revenue $127,444 $124,866 $133,160 $128,490 

Expense $138,260 $189,981 $210,941 $179,727 

Difference -$10,816 -$65,115 -$77,781 -$51,237 

 
Depreciation is not included in Table 1. 
 
Table 2 summarizes water revenue and expense. See Exhibit A for more information. 
 
Table 2 – Water Revenue and Expense 

 FY 2014-15 FY 2015-16 FY 2016-17 Average 

Revenue $27,802 $30,482 $28,606 $28,963 

Expense $78,759 $57,508 $64,965 $67,074 

Difference -$50,947 -$27,026 -$36,359 -$38,111 

 
Depreciation is not included in Table 2. 
 
FY 2014-15 shows very high water expenses.  This year saw a pump failure and emergency 
replacement and repair. 
 
 

SEWER - FINANCIAL NEEDS 
 
Financial needs fall into three broad categories: operations and maintenance, utilities and 
depreciation. 
 
Operations and Maintenance 
Average operating expenses over the last three years were $179,730.  The most recent two-year 
average is $200,461.  Exhibit A shows the single largest expense is Monitoring Services.  This is 
utility staff time.  RWQCB provides regulatory oversight of the CSA.  It is a regulatory requirement 
that the plant be visited by staff every day.  RWQCB also periodically requires redevelopment of 
permits and operating procedures, which incur costs to the system.  The 2017 RWQCB Permit 
Renewal included increased monitoring requirements; the new permit no longer allows off-site 
effluent application, which increases pumping and labor costs.  This period saw some physical 
improvements, such as fencing the sewage holding ponds and road repairs. 
 
Utilities 
The CSA uses electricity from PG&E.  While most of the collection system is gravity operated, one 
pump station also moves effluent towards the treatment plant.  Electricity is required to move 
effluent from short term storage to the diffusion system.  There is a direct correlation between the 
amount of effluent pumped and power use.  Long term power rates are likely to rise.   Average 
annual utility costs during the study period were $35,428.  Power is subject to peak use penalties.   
 
Depreciation 
Financial solvency enables the CSA to collect effluent from its users.  Revenue collected must cover 
all operating costs, overhead and some depreciation.  Depreciation is collected to offset the cost of 
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future equipment replacement and repairs.  Thompson-Reuters assigns a fifty year useful life to 
sewer collection systems as a whole and twenty to sewage treatment plants, though individual 
components may wear out or become obsolete sooner.  The oldest parts of the system have been in 
operation since 1995.  Full annual depreciation of the sewer and water system is $95,778.  Funds 
have not been set aside for system replacement for the three years examined in this report. 
 
 

SEWER - OTHER FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
Utility operations staff believes the two 50 HP submersible pumps need refurbishing and/or 
replacement at the sewer lift station.  There is also an emergency generator there that needs 
replacement along with its underground fuel tank.  Because no depreciation is being set aside, 
separate capital recovery schedules should be developed. 

 
SEWER - REVENUE GOALS 
 
Average expenses for the three year period considered were $179,727.  Average revenue was 
$128,490, a 39.9% shortfall.  In FYs 2015-16 and 2016-17 the shortfall was greater than 50% and 
costs were in excess of $185,000.  A goal of $190,000 is not overly conservative. 

 
PROPOSED SEWER RATES 
 
To achieve $190,000 in annual revenue, rates should be $63.23 per HE.  This would represent at 
55.4% increase.  Table 3 phases in rates over a four year period. 
 
Table 3 – Four Year Proposal – Sewer Collection and Disposal Rates 

 Current Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 

Base Rate per HE $42.00 $54.00 $66.00 $72.00 $78.00 

Model Revenue $125,903 $160,572 $195,242 $212,577 $229,911 

 
In year 2 of the proposed rate structure, basic operational revenue needs are met and some cost 
increases are allowed for.  In year 3, money is set aside for capital replacement due to depreciation.  
Before the next rate study, specific capital costs and replacement schedules should be developed for 
the pumps, generator, fuel tank and any other equipment showing signs of wear. 
 
Exhibit B provides rate comparisons with some local districts.  Even the Year 4 proposed rate is 
below the area norm. 
 

WATER - FINANCIAL NEEDS  
Financial needs fall into three broad categories: operations and maintenance, utilities and 
depreciation. 
 
Operations and Maintenance 
Average operating expenses over the last three years were $67,074.  Exhibit A shows the single 
largest expense is Maintenance Services.  This is utility staff time to make weekly checks of the well, 
read meters, and collect water tests.  
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Utilities 
The CSA uses electricity from PG&E.  The water system in Palo Cedro has very limited storage; 
generally, the well must run whenever there is demand.  There is a direct correlation between the 
amount of water pumped and power use.  Long term power rates are likely to rise.   
 
Average annual utility costs during the study period were $12,101.  There was a marked increase in 
FY 2016-17 costs even though approximately the same amount of water was produced.  The CSA is 
subject to peak use charges. 
 
Depreciation 
Financial solvency enables the CSA to deliver water to its users.  Revenue collected must cover all 
operating costs, overhead and some depreciation.  Depreciation is collected to offset the cost of 
future equipment replacement and repairs.  Thompson-Reuters assigns a fifty year useful life to 
water systems as a whole, though individual components may wear out or become obsolete sooner.  
The oldest parts of the system have been in operation since 1995.  Full annual depreciation of both 
systems, as determined by standard accounting practices, is $95,778.  Funds have not been set aside 
for system replacement for the three years examined in this report. 

 
WATER - OTHER FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
The pressure tank at the wellhead has not been replaced in recent memory.  The well’s pump was 
replaced in FY 2014-15 and should have a fifteen year useful life according to Thompson-Reuters.  
Because of the lack of storage, the pump cycles frequently, which reduces equipment life. 
 

WATER - EXISTING USE PATTERNS 
The treatment and distribution systems are adequately sized to serve the current district.  During 
development of this rate report, individual meter use from bi-monthly billings for the service period 
from July 1, 2014, through June 30, 2017, was examined.  Part of this period coincided with a 
drought.  Non-zero average and median use is shown in Table 4.  The “Aggregate” column 
considers all of the data together. 
 
Table 4 – Non-Zero Average and Median Use in Gallons 

 FY 2014-15 FY 2015-16 FY 2016-17 Aggregate 

Average 57,839 55,086 52,039 54,970 

Median 36,716 31,842 26,457 33,604 

 
Average use decreased during FY 2016-17.  This was a very wet period, so low use probably reflects 
late irrigation in 2017.   
 

WATER - REVENUE GOALS 
 

Average expenses for the three year period considered were $67,074.  Average revenue was $28,963, 
a 132% shortfall.  Even with high FYs 2014-15 expenses, the average revenue is not overly 
conservative.   
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PROPOSED WATER RATES 
 

The final step of Rate Ordinance 633 went into effect on May 1, 2005.  It established the bi-monthly 
charge for the first 12,000 gallons of water at $34.00 and $0.50 per 1,000 gallons thereafter.  Average 
use is much lower. 
 
The new rate structure should more closely match recurring fixed costs in the base rate and variable 
costs in the volumetric charge.  Fixed costs are those that occur independent of the quantity of 
water produced.  For instance, an operator must check the plant weekly and meters must be read bi-
monthly as long as the system is operating.  The most obvious variable cost is for utilities; a certain 
amount of maintenance is also based on the amount of water produced.  Standby and vacation rates 
are unchanged and are set at $10 per billing cycle and treated as fixed. 
 
Average expenses for the three year period considered were $67,074.  Average annual utility costs 
during the study period were $12,101.  The proposed rate structure will attempt to recover at least 
$55,000 from the basic bi-monthly charge and $12,100 from the volumetric (per 1,000-gallon) 
charges. 
 
Based on the three years examined, a rate structure using a simple meter fee (no water use) of 
$118.00 and a per-thousand gallon rate of $0.49 would cover the basic cost of providing service as 
long as there is not another water supply curtailment or electrical rate increase.  However, this 
overlooks the need to maintain minimum turnover in the system for water quality and other reasons.  
CSA customers have historically preferred a base water use quantity.  This rate structure will not be 
further examined. 
 
Based on the three years examined, a rate structure allowing 12,000 gallons of base use could work 
with a $121.50 base rate and a per-thousand gallon rate of $0.53.  That would cover the basic cost of 
providing service until there is an electrical rate increase or other unexpected expense.  No money 
would be set aside for future emergencies or capitol replacement. 
 
Table 5 shows a rate proposal which phases in the rate increase. 
 
Table 5 – Four Year Proposal – 12,000 Gallon Drinking Water Base Quantity 

 Current Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 

Base Rate $34.00 $56.00 $78.00 $100.00 $122.00 

Per 1,000 Gallons $0.50 $0.55 $0.60 $0.65 $0.70 

Model Revenue $26,810 $38,284 $49,757 $61,230 $72,704 

 
Incremental revenue is increased $0.05 per year against electric rate increases. 
 
Exhibit B provides rate comparisons with some local districts.  The proposed rates are within local 
norms.  Many of the comparison districts are larger and achieve an economy of scale not possible in 
a 79 connection district. 
 
If no emergency conditions come up during the proposed rate period, the next rate study should 

realign costs with charges and begin collecting general depreciation and/or a reserve for replacement 

of the pressure tank and well pump.  
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CONCLUSION 
 
The sewer rate structure proposed in Table 3 recovers current operating costs in three years and 
begins collecting revenue against depreciation in the fourth.  The water rate schedule proposed in 
Table 5 recovers recent average operating costs after four years. 
 
Barring emergency situations, this rate structure should match CSA costs after five years.  At that 
time, or sooner if expenses warrant, the rates should be reconsidered to include depreciation 
recovery and/or replacing specific components. 
 
Attachments:  

Exhibit A: Expense and Revenue Statement 
Exhibit B: Rate Comparisons 
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Water Sewer Total Water Sewer Total Water Sewer Total Water Sewer Aggregate

Expenses

Clothing/personal supplies1
3 10 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 4

Communications1
662 1,939 2,601 689 2,019 2,708 700 2,051 2,751 684 2,003 2,687

Household 0 0 0 20 57 77 0 0 0 7 19 26

Insurance1
244 716 960 232 680 912 233 684 917 237 693 930

Maintenance of equipment 5,590 4,389 9,979 2,922 942 3,864 1,953 6,711 8,664 3,488 4,014 7,502

Hardware/software1
24 71 95 19 56 75 24 69 93 22 65 87

Maintenance of structures 0 900 900 0 1,285 1,285 0 15,138 15,138 0 5,774 5,774

Medical/dental/lab supplies 0 549 549 0 1,244 1,244 0 0 0 0 598 598

Memberships1
39 114 153 42 122 164 41 120 161 41 119 159

Postage1
240 704 944 257 752 1,009 239 698 937 245 718 963

Professional/Special services 20,271 1,927 22,198 1,246 7,040 8,286 127 12,681 12,808 7,215 7,216 14,431

Laboratory services1
1,406 4,116 5,522 1,552 4,545 6,097 1,227 3,593 4,820 1,395 4,085 5,480

Maintenance services 35,985 0 35,985 32,817 0 32,817 41,952 0 41,952 36,918 0 36,918

Monitoring services 0 67,066 67,066 0 103,272 103,272 0 101,993 101,993 0 90,777 90,777

Information technology services1
254 744 998 255 747 1,002 257 751 1,008 255 747 1,002

Rent/lease of equipment 0 65 65 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 22 22

Publications/legal notices1
0 0 0 2 5 7 0 0 0 1 2 3

Minor equipment 681 195 876 0 272 272 1,149 579 1,728 610 349 959

Special departmental expense 145 17,472 17,617 657 17,085 17,742 631 17,051 17,682 478 17,203 17,681

Special dept exp permits/licenses 588 0 588 0 0 0 0 0 0 196 0 196

Transportation/travel1 348 1,394 1,742 658 2,630 3,288 660 2,642 3,302 555 2,222 2,777

Utilities1
11,418 33,428 44,846 11,299 33,081 44,380 13,586 39,775 53,361 12,101 35,428 47,529

Bad Debt 0 (29) (29) 0 (25) (25) 0 5 5 0 (16) (16)

A-871
851 2,490 3,341 4,841 14,172 19,013 2,186 6,400 8,586 2,626 7,688 10,314

Depreciation1
24,385 71,393 95,778 24,385 71,393 95,778 24,385 71,393 95,778 24,385 71,393 95,778

  Total 103,134 209,653 312,787 81,893 261,374 343,267 89,350 282,334 371,684 91,459 251,122 342,581

Revenue

Interest 498 1,458 1,956 385 1,126 1,511 479 1,401 1,880 454 1,329 1,783

Special Assessment Delinquent 0 1,315 1,315 0 526 526 0 497 497 0 779 779

Connection Fees 0 1,750 1,750 0 1,750 1,750 0 7,550 7,550 0 3,683 3,683

Charges 27,304 122,810 150,114 29,772 121,350 151,122 28,127 123,562 151,689 28,401 122,574 150,975

Miscellaneous 0 111 111 325 114 439 0 150 150 108 125 233

  Total 27,802 127,444 155,246 30,482 124,866 155,348 28,606 133,160 161,766 28,963 128,490 157,453

Note 1: Expenses in this category are not tracked, so the amounts charged to water and sewer are weighted by total service connections.

EXHIBIT A

CSA #8 Palo Cedro Expenses and Revenues

FY 2014-2015 FY 2015-2016 FY 2016-2017 Average
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EXHIBIT B 

RATE COMPARISONS 

 

Anderson has a per-100 cubic foot fee based on water use.  This is possible in Anderson because the 

water and sewer districts are the same.  CSA 8 average water use of 54,970 gallons was used to calculate 

the Anderson sewer fee. 
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EXHIBIT B 

RATE COMPARISONS 
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 CSA #8 — PALO CEDRO WATER & SEWER RATE INCREASE 
 
 PROPOSITION 218 NOTICE OF PROPOSED WATER & SEWER RATE INCREASE 
 
TO AFFECTED PROPERTY OWNER(S): 
 
YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT THE SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS WILL BE CONSIDERING A 
WATER & SEWER RATE INCREASE FOR COUNTY SERVICE AREA (CSA) #8 – PALO CEDRO.  THIS RATE 
INCREASE IS TO COVER INCREASED EXPENSES IN THE PRODUCTION, TREATMENT AND DELIVERY OF 
WATER AND THE COLLECTION AND DISPOSAL OF WASTEWATER FOR PROPERTIES WITHIN THE CSA.  THIS 
NOTICE IS GIVEN IN ACCORDANCE WITH PROPOSITION 218 AND ARTICLE XIIID OF THE CALIFORNIA 
CONSTITUTION. 
 
THE PROPOSED RATES ARE LISTED BELOW: 
 
CURRENT BI-MONTHLY WATER AND SEWER RATES  Existing 
Water Base Rate (0-12,000 Gallons) $34.00 
Water Rate Per 1,000 Gallons (over 12,000 Gallons) $0.50 
Sewer and Wastewater Per Household Equivalent $42.00 

 
EFFECTIVE DATE: 11/1/2018 BI-MONTHLY BILL  Proposed – Year 1 
Water Base Rate (0-12,000 Gallons) $56.00 
Water Rate Per 100 Cubic Feet (over 12,000 Gallons) $0.55 
Sewer and Wastewater Per Household Equivalent $54.00 

 
EFFECTIVE DATE: 11/1/2019 BI-MONTHLY BILL  Proposed – Year 2 
Water Base Rate (0-12,000 Gallons) $78.00 
Water Rate Per 100 Cubic Feet (over 12,000 Gallons) $0.60 
Sewer and Wastewater Per Household Equivalent $66.00 

 
EFFECTIVE DATE: 11/1/2020 BI-MONTHLY BILL  Proposed – Year 3 
Water Base Rate (0-12,000 Gallons) $100.00 
Water Rate Per 100 Cubic Feet (over 12,000 Gallons) $0.65 
Sewer and Wastewater Per Household Equivalent $72.00 

 
EFFECTIVE DATE: 11/1/2021 BI-MONTHLY BILL  Proposed – Year 4 
Water Base Rate (0-12,000 Gallons) $122.00 
Water Rate Per 100 Cubic Feet (over 12,000 Gallons) $0.70 
Sewer and Wastewater Per Household Equivalent $78.00 

 
THESE RATES ARE NECESSARY TO RECOVER THE COSTS OF OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE REQUIRED 
BY THE CSA’S OPERATING PERMITS. 
 
A DETAILED ACCOUNTING SHOWING THE BASIS OF THE FEES MAY BE VIEWED AND OBTAINED AT THE 
SHASTA COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS AT 1855 PLACER STREET, REDDING, CALIFORNIA. 
 
A PUBLIC HEARING IS SCHEDULED ON SEPTEMBER 18, 2018, IN THE SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
CHAMBERS, LOCATED AT 1450 COURT STREET, ROOM 263, REDDING, CALIFORNIA, AT 9:00 A.M. OR AS SOON 
THEREAFTER AS MAY BE HEARD, TO CONSIDER THE PROPOSED WATER AND SEWER RATE INCREASE AND ANY 
PROTESTS. 
 
Protest Information: 
 
The Shasta County Board of Supervisors will consider the proposed water and sewer service rate increase at a 
public hearing at 9:00 a.m., or as soon thereafter as can be heard, on September 18, 2018, at the Board of 
Supervisors Chambers located at 1450 Court Street, Room 263, Redding, California. Under State law, if you are the 
owner of record of, or a tenant at, a parcel or parcels subject to the proposed rate changes, you may submit a protest 
against the proposed rate changes by filing a written protest with the Clerk of the Board at or before the time set for the 
public hearing. Only one protest per parcel will be counted.  If there is no majority protest the Board will consider and may 
adopt the increased water and sewer service rates. A majority protest exists if written protests against the proposed rate 
increase are presented by a majority of the affected parcels. 
 
A written protest must contain a description of the parcel or parcels in which the party signing the protest has an interest, 
sufficient to identify the parcel(s). If the party signing the protest is not shown on the last equalized assessment role of 
Shasta County as the owner of the parcel(s), the protest must contain or be accompanied by written evidence that such 
party is the owner of the parcel(s) or is a tenant on the parcel(s).  Written protests regarding the proposed rate changes 
may be mailed to: County of Shasta, Clerk of the Board, 1450 Court Street, Suite 308B, Redding, California 96001. 
Written protests may also be personally delivered to the Clerk of the Board at this address.  To be valid, a protest must be 
in writing and received by the Clerk of the Board at or before the time of the protest hearing. Page 214 of 323
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ORDINANCE NO. 

 

ORDINANCE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

OF THE COUNTY OF SHASTA 

COUNTY SERVICE AREA NO. 8-PALO CEDRO SEWER AND WATER 

REPEALING ORDINANCE NO. 633 AND SETTING FORTH THE CHARGES, 

RATES, AND FEES FOR SEWER, WATER, AND RELATED SERVICES 

 

WHEREAS, on July 20, 2018, a written notice describing the proposed rates, fees, and 
charges to be imposed for water and related services was mailed to the affected property owners 
in accordance with the provisions of Cal. Const., art. XIII D, §6; and 

 
WHEREAS, on September 18, 2018, a public hearing was held to provide an opportunity 

to protest the proposed the proposed rates, fees, and charges to be imposed for water and related 
services in accordance with Cal. Const., art. XIII D, §6; and 

 
WHEREAS, the proposed rates, fees, and charges are necessary in providing water 

services, including an appropriate level of reserves, and will not produce revenues in excess of the 
costs of such service; and 
 

WHEREAS, there was not a majority protest to the proposed rates, fees, and charges to be 
imposed for water and related services; and  

 
WHEREAS, this ordinance complies with the legal and procedural requirements for 

setting the charges and rates for water and related services including, but not limited to, Cal. Const., 
art. XIII D, §6 and Government Code section 53750 et seq. 
 

The Board of Supervisors of the County of Shasta ordains as follows: 

 

Section 1. Rate Schedules: The following rate schedules for sewer and water shall be adopted for 
County Service Area No. 8-Palo Cedro Sewer and Water. 
 

A. Water Rate Schedule 

 

Basic Bi-monthly Charge Effective November 1, 2018 

(1) A basic bi-monthly charge of $56.00, which includes the first 12,000 gallons (1,604 
cubic feet) of water consumed (0 - 12,000 gallons consumed); and 
 

(2) A charge of $0.55 for every 1,000 gallons (134 cubic feet) or portion thereof for 
that portion of the total bi-monthly consumption in excess of 12,000 gallons. 

 

Basic Bi-monthly Charge Effective November 1, 2019 

(1) A basic bi-monthly charge of $78.00, which includes the first 12,000 gallons (1,604 
cubic feet) of water consumed (0 - 12,000 gallons consumed); and 
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(2) A charge of $0.60 for every 1,000 gallons (134 cubic feet) or portion thereof for 
that portion of the total bi-monthly consumption in excess of 12,000 gallons. 

 

Basic Bi-monthly Charge Effective November 1, 2020 

(1) A basic bi-monthly charge of $100.00, which includes the first 12,000 gallons 
(1,604 cubic feet) of water consumed (0 - 12,000 gallons consumed); and 
 

(2) A charge of $0.65 for every 1,000 gallons (134 cubic feet) or portion thereof for 
that portion of the total bi-monthly consumption in excess of 12,000 gallons. 

 

Basic Bi-monthly Charge Effective November 1, 2021 

 

(1) A basic bi-monthly charge of $122.00, which includes the first 12,000 gallons 
(1,604 cubic feet) of water consumed (0 - 12,000 gallons consumed); and 
 

(2) A charge of $0.70 for every 1,000 gallons (134 cubic feet) or portion thereof for 
that portion of the total bi-monthly consumption in excess of 12,000 gallons. 

 

Bi-Monthly Standby Charge (Unchanged): $10.00 
 

(1) Not Connected to Water System: A standby charge shall be paid by the owner of 
each parcel in the service area for which delivery of water service is readily' available 
but has not been initiated, whether structures are present on the property or not. The 
Director of Public Works may waive the monthly standby charge if the Director 
determines that service is not readily available to a particular parcel. This determination 
will include factors such as size of the property, the topography of the property, and 
the shape of the property. 
 

(2) Vacation Status: Pursuant to the Shasta County Service Area Ordinance, customers 
with a meter may be charged the applicable standby fee during the months the property 
is vacant, upon request by the customer, if the property is to receive regular water 
service for less than three (3) consecutive months per year. 

 

Water Sales to Out-of-District Users (Short-Term Usage): Persons who are not 
residents or property owners in County Service Area No. 8-Palo Cedro Sewer and Water 
may purchase water where and when available at the rate of twice the amount charged to 
regular customers for the same usage in a two-month period.  County Service Area No. 8-
Palo Cedro Sewer and Water will provide a meter to record water usage upon receipt of a 
$500.00 deposit. A permit will be issued outlining the conditions of use. 
 

B. Sewer Rate Schedule: 

 

Basic Bi-monthly Charge Effective November 1, 2018: The basic bi-monthly charge per 
household equivalent shall be $54.00. 
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Basic Bi-monthly Charge Effective November 1, 2019: The basic bi-monthly charge per 
household equivalent shall be $66.00. 
 
Basic Bi-monthly Charge Effective November 1, 2020: The basic bi-monthly charge per 
household equivalent shall be $72.00. 
 
Basic Bi-monthly Charge Effective November 1, 2021: The basic bi-monthly charge per 
household equivalent shall be $78.00. 
 
For purposes of this Ordinance, one household equivalent will discharge an average 
wastewater flow of approximately 195 gallons per day into the sanitary sewer system. 
 
Bi-Monthly Standby Charge (Unchanged): $10.00 
 
A standby charge shall be paid by the owner of each parcel in the service area for which 
delivery of sewer service is readily available but has not been initiated, whether structures 
are present on the property or not. The Director of Public Works may waive the monthly 
standby charge if the Director determines that service is not readily available to a particular 
parcel. This determination will include factors such as size of the property, the topography 
of the property, and the shape of the property. 
 
Capital Improvement Fees:  For new land uses that will generate wastewater in excess of 
the wastewater quantities used to establish Palo Cedro Assessment District No. 1982-1, the 
property owner shall pay a Capital Improvement Fee of $3,650 for each additional 
household equivalent based on the proposed zoning or use.  Capital improvement fees shall 
be paid as follows: 
 

Category of Property Timing of Payments 

Land within Palo Cedro Sewer Assessment 
District No. 1982-1 and land previously 
annexed to CSA No. 8 and undergoing a 
land use change. 

Prior to issuance of a Use Permit or the 
recording of final documents for the Zone 
change or subdivision map. 

Land being annexed into CSA No. 8 and 
not within Palo Cedro Sewer Assessment 
District No. 1982-1. 

Prior to the filing of the LAFCO Certificate 
of Completion for the annexation to the 
Service Area. 

 
Capital Improvement Fees shall be deposited into the CSA No. 8 capital improvement fund 
for future expansion of the system. 
 
Annexation Fees:  Property being annexed into the this service area shall pay an 
annexation fee prior to the filing of the Certificate of Completion by the Shasta County 
LAFCO in accordance with the following rates: 
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Land Zoning Designation from 1980-1981 Fee Per Acre 

C-2-P $490.50 

R-R-BA-1 $164.00 

R-R-BA-2 $82.00 

R-R-BA-5 $32.80 

 
Annexation Fees shall be deposited into the CSA No. 8 operational fund. 
 
Connection Fees:  Owners of structures that did not have operating on-site sewage 
disposal systems on or before February 4, 1984, shall pay a Connection Fee of $1,750 per 
household equivalent prior to connection to the sewage disposal system.  Owners of 
structures that did have operating on-site sewage disposal systems on or before February 
4, 1984, shall pay a Connection Fee of $1,750 per household equivalent in excess of that 
which was in use in that place on the said date prior to connection to the sewage disposal 
system.  Connection Fees shall be deposited into the CSA No. 8 capital improvement fund 
for future expansion of the system. 
 

Section 2. This Ordinance supersedes those portions of any prior ordinance or resolution setting 
rates or fees for County Service Area No. 8-Palo Cedro Water and Sewer. 
 
Section 3. This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force and effect from and after 30 days 
after its passage. The Clerk shall cause this ordinance to be published as required by law. 
 

DULY PASSED AND ADOPTED this 18th day of September 2018, by the Board of 
Supervisors of the County of Shasta, State of California by the following vote: 
 
 AYES:  
 NOES:  
 ABSENT:  
 ABSTAIN:  
 RECUSE:  
 
     
   LES BAUGH, CHAIRMAN 
   Board of Supervisors 
   County of Shasta 
   State of California 
 
ATTEST: 
LAWRENCE G. LEES 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
 
 
By    
 Deputy 
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REPORT TO SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BOARD MEETING DATE:  September  18, 2018
CATEGORY:  Scheduled Hearings - Resource Management-9.

SUBJECT:

Resolution adopting General Plan Amendment 18-0001 and Ordinance approving Zoning Amendment
ZA18-0002

DEPARTMENT: Resource Management

Supervisorial District No. :  4

DEPARTMENT CONTACT:  Paul A. Hellman, Director of Resource Management (530) 225-5789

STAFF REPORT APPROVED BY:  Paul A. Hellman, Director of Resource Management

Vote Required?

Simple Majority Vote

General Fund Impact?

No Additional General Fund Impact 

RECOMMENDATION

Take the following actions regarding property in the unincorporated area of Shasta County east of and adjoining the City of
Redding in the northwest quadrant of the State Route 299/Old Oregon Trail interchanges area (Assessor Parcel Numbers
076-070-012, 076-070-016, 076-100-018, 076- 060-018 (portion), and 076-100-011): (1) Conduct a public hearing; (2) close
the public hearing; (3) adopt a resolution: (a) finding that GPA18-0001 is not subject to the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) in accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759, (b) approving GPA18-0001 to amend
the land use designations on 47.9 acres of property from Commercial (C) and Suburban Residential (SR) to Urban
Residential-25 dwelling units per acre (UR(25)); (4) find that Zoning Amendment  (ZA) 18-0002 is not subject to CEQA in
accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759; and (5) introduce, waive the reading of, and enact
ordinance ZA18-0002 rezoning 33.3 acres of property from Interim Rural Residential (IR), Commercial Light Industrial (C-
M), and Community Commercial (C-2) to Multiple-Family Residential–25 dwelling units per acre (R-3-25) and Open Space
(OS).

SUMMARY

The project site (Area 1) is located in unincorporated Shasta County, east of and adjoining the City of Redding in the
northwest quadrant of the State Route 299 (SR-299)/Old Oregon Trail interchange area. The Area 1 application is comprised
of five separate parcels which includes a total of 47.9 acres of primarily undeveloped land.   (Assessor’s Parcel Numbers:
076-070-012; 076-070-016; 076-100-018; 076-060-018 (portion); and 076-100-011).
 
This project is a County initiated application to amend the Shasta County General Plan Land Use Maps and the County
Zoning Maps as necessary actions to bring the County’s General Plan into compliance with State Housing Law and a
Stipulation for Judgment by the Shasta County Superior Court. This application is necessary for the County to meet its state
mandated housing obligations. Denial of the application would require the County to find other properties to designate and
rezone within an extremely limited pool of options, and would put the settlement agreement and the success of the County's
Housing Element update program at risk.
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DISCUSSION

The Planning Commission reviewed this application on August 23, 2018. The Commission took action recommending that the
Board of Supervisors approve GPA18-0001 and ZA18-0002 by a vote of 4-0.
The Area 1 application identifies six specific sites (Sites 1-6) as part of the overall Housing Element Rezone Program which
originally included a total of 13 sites to be rezoned to the R-3-25 district. The selection of the 13 sites was based on the sites’
location within designated Town Centers, or adjoining designated Urban Centers, all of which are served by, or have access to,
urban services including community water and sewer. Additionally, the property owners of these sites voluntarily cooperated
with the County and support the project applications.
General Plan & Zoning - The property is designated Commercial (C) and Suburban Residential (SR) by the General Plan
Maps and is zoned Community Commercial (C-2), Commercial Light Industrial (C-M), and Interim Residential (IR). The
property is located within the Redding Urban Center and South Central Planning Area. 

Access & Services - Access to the Area 1 sites are from Collyer Drive (Sites 1-5) and Old Oregon Trail (Site 6). Bella Vista
Water District provides water to the area. The Area 1 project sites adjoin the City of Redding’s sewer main system along
Collyer Drive and Old Oregon Trail. Electricity and natural gas service in the area is provided by Pacific Gas and Electric
Company and Waste Management provides solid waste disposal services.
Project Analysis - The Area 1 sites are in close proximity to, and immediately west of Shasta College, east of the future Bethel
Church campus, and northeast of Simpson University. Area 1 adjoins the City of Redding’s jurisdictional boundary and is
within its designated Sphere of Influence (SOI). The City’s SOI represents the logical pattern of ultimate development within
the City based on the availability of supporting infrastructure. The area is designated by the City of Redding General Plan as
Residential Multiple-Family-10 to 20 units per acre, which indicates the area is planned for high density residential
development. The County's proposed land use designation and zoning are consistent with the City's anticipated build out of
the area.
To provide the required capacity to accommodate affordable housing units as mandated by State housing law, approximately
33.3 acres of undeveloped land on sites 1 through 6 will be rezoned to the R-3-25 district. The potential development of the
33.3-acre site would yield a minimum of 646 multiple- family units based on the realistic capacity of 20 dwelling units per acre
and a maximum of 807.5 multiple-family units based on a maximum density of 25 dwelling units per acre. For the purpose of
meeting the state mandated housing requirements, the County would only be credited for the 646 dwelling units at the realistic
capacity density. 
The designs and locations of future developments within the rezone sites are unknown at this time. The purpose of this project
is to rezone sufficient land to meet the County’s Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA). While future housing
development may occur as a result of the proposed General Plan Land Use Map and Zoning Map Amendments, no specific
development proposals are associated with this project. Future multiple-family housing development will be market-driven and
will be subject to review and compliance with all site development procedures and standards contained in Shasta County Code
Section 17.36.060, and would be undertaken in coordination with the City of Redding.
An area of approximately one acre was identified on site 5 as having slopes exceeding 30 percent. This area is not suitable for
multiple-family housing development and has been excluded from the total acreage for the purpose of accounting for potential
housing units to meet the County’s RHNA. Sites 1 and 3 are currently developed with non-conforming single-family
residences and both parcels have recently transferred ownership to a common owner whose express intent is to relocate or
remove the residences and develop the sites as high density residential.
Environmental Determination - This project is not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance
with the provisions of Government Code section 65759, which establish, in relevant part, that CEQA does not apply to any
action necessary to bring an agency’s general plan or relevant mandatory elements of the plan into compliance with any court
order or judgment. Although this project is not subject to CEQA, an initial study is required to determine the environmental
effects of the proposed project and to prepare an environmental assessment if as a result of the initial study the County
determines that the project may have a significant effect on the environment.
The Planning Division has prepared an initial study in accordance with Government Code section 65759, and determined that
the project may have a significant effect on the environment. Therefore, an Environmental Assessment (EA) has been prepared
for this application, the content of which substantially conforms to the required content for a draft Environmental Impact
Report (EIR). 
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ALTERNATIVES

The following alternatives are available:
1. Deny the General Plan and Zoning Map Amendment request;
2. Modify the General Plan and Zoning Amendment boundaries;
3. Continue review of the application for additional information.

None of these alternatives are recommended.  The boundaries and resulting acreage of the Area 1 application have been
carefully identified by staff and agreed upon by the respective property owners, and are necessary for the County to meet its
legal obligations.  The settlement agreement includes specific timelines for the County to fulfill its obligation to designate and
rezone property and any delay could put these timelines at risk.
 
The Planning Commission resolution is attached for the Board's consideration.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

This application was reviewed by the referral agencies that review all new development applications.
Comments made by those agencies have been incorporated in the project.

FINANCING

No additional General Fund impact would result from approval of the proposal.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Description
Project Location Maps 8/31/2018 Project Location Maps

Planning Commission Staff Report of August 23, 2018 8/31/2018
Planning Commission
Staff Report of August
23, 2018

Planning Commission Resolution 2018-018 8/31/2018 Planning Commission
Resolution 2018-018

Planning Commission Draft Minutes of August 9, 2018 (Cont.
the Item) 8/31/2018

Planning Commission
Draft Minutes of August
9, 2018 (Cont. the Item)

2014-2019 Housing Element Update - Rezone Program
Inventory Sites 8/31/2018

2014-2019 Housing
Element Update - Rezone
Program Inventory Sites

ZA18-0002 Ordinance 9/13/2018 ZA18-0002 Ordinance
GPA 18-0001 Resolution 9/13/2018 GPA 18-0001 Resolution
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 REPORT TO THE SHASTA COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION   
 

 
 PROJECT IDENTIFICATION:          REGULAR AGENDA 
   
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT GPA18-0001 AND 
ZONE AMENDMENT ZA18-0002  
AREA 1 - EAST REDDING: HIGHWAY 299E & OLD OREGON TRAIL 
 CONTINUED FROM AUGUST 9, 2018 

 
 MEETING 

  DATE 

 
 AGENDA 
 ITEM # 

 
 

08/23/18 
 

 
 

R1 
  

 
RECOMMENDATION: That the Planning Commission:  
 

1. Conduct a public hearing.  
2. Close the public hearing.   
3. Adopt a resolution recommending that the Board of Supervisors:  a) find GPA18-0001 and ZA18-0002 

are not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance with the provisions of 
Government Code Section 65759, (CEQA does not apply to any proposed action necessary to comply 
with court order or judgement to bring an agency’s general plan or relevant mandatory elements of the 
plan into compliance with State Law); b) adopt a resolution approving General Plan Map Amendment 
GPA18-0001; and c) introduce, waive the reading of and enact an ordinance amending the Zoning Plan 
maps pursuant to ZA18-0002. 

PROJECT SUMMARY:  The project is a County initiated application to amend the Shasta County General Plan 
Land Use Maps and the County Zoning Maps as necessary actions to bring the County’s General Plan into 
compliance with State Housing Law and a judgement by the Shasta County Superior Court (see Environmental 
Determination section under Background and Discussion below).  The proposed General Plan and Zoning Plan 
Map amendments are not associated with any proposal for the on-site development of any of the sites.      
 
The project site (Area 1) is one of four separate applications in four separate geographical areas of the 
unincorporated County totaling 13 sites, within designated Town Centers, or adjoining designated Urban Centers, 
all of which are served by, or have access to, urban services including community water and sewer. Collectively, 
these four projects will change the General Plan land use designation on 61.5 acres to Urban Residential–25 
dwelling units per acre (UR(25)), and rezone the same 61.5 acres to Multiple-Family Residential–25 dwelling 
units per acre (R-3-25).  
 
Area 1 is located in unincorporated Shasta County, east of and adjoining the City of Redding in the northwest 
quadrant of the State Route 299 (SR-299)/Old Oregon Trail interchange area.  Six sites on five separate parcels 
are included in the Area 1 amendment/rezone project (Table 1), which include a total of 33.3 acres of primarily 
undeveloped land currently designated Commercial (C) and Suburban Residential (SR) on the General Plan Land 
Use Maps, and zoned as Community Commercial (C-2), Commercial Light Industrial (C-M), and Interim 
Residential (IR) on the Zoning Maps.  As proposed, Area 1 will be designated UR(25) and rezoned to R-3-25 
(33.3 acres), with an additional 14.6 acres zoned Open Space. (Assessor’s Parcel Numbers: 076-070-012; 076-
070-016; 076-100-018; 076-060-018 (portion) and 076-100-011).    
 
Table 1. Area 1 Project Information  

Site # Assessor’s Parcel # Current GP/Zoning Proposed GP/Zoning Acres 
1 076-070-012 C/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 3.5  
2 076-070-016 C/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 1.9  
3 076-100-018 C/C-M UR(25)/R-3-25 7.3 
4 076-060-018* SR, C/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 9.4 (portion of parcel) 
5 076-060-018* SR, C/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 9.4  (portion of parcel) 
6 076-100-011 C/C-2 UR(25)/R-3-25 1.8 
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GPA18-0001 & ZA18-0002 (Area 1)  
8/23/18  
Page 2 
 
 
BACKGROUND AND DISCUSSION:  The Area 1 sites are in close proximity to, and immediately west of 
Shasta College, east of the future Bethel Church campus, and northeast of Simpson University.  Area 1 adjoins 
the City of Redding’s jurisdictional boundary and is within its designated Sphere of Influence (SOI).  The area 
has been pre-zoned by the City of Redding to Residential Multiple-Family-10 to 20 units per acre (RM 10-20) 
which indicates the area is planned and zoned for high density residential development.  The County's proposed 
land use designation and zoning are consistent with the City's anticipated build out of the area. 
 
Access & Services – Access to Area 1 sites are from Collyer Drive (Sites 1-5) and Old Oregon Trail (Site 6).  
Bella Vista Water District provides water to the area.  The Area 1 project sites adjoin the City of Redding’s sewer 
main system along Collyer Drive and Old Oregon Trail.  Electricity and natural gas service in the area is provided 
by Pacific Gas and Electric Company and Waste Management provides solid waste disposal services.  
 
The designs and locations of future developments within the rezone sites are unknown at this time.  The purpose 
of this project is to rezone sufficient land to meet the County’s Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA).  
While future housing development may occur as a result of the proposed General Plan Land Use Map and Zoning 
Map Amendments, no specific development proposals are associated with this project. Future multiple-family 
housing development would be subject to review and compliance with all site development procedures and 
standards contained in Shasta County Code Section 17.36.060, and would be undertaken in coordination with the 
City of Redding. 
 
An area of approximately one acre was identified on site 5 as having slopes exceeding 30%.  This area is not 
suitable for multiple-housing development and has been excluded from the total acreage for the purpose of 
accounting for potential housing units to meet the Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA).  Sites 1 and 3 
are currently developed with non-conforming single-family residences and both parcels have recently transferred 
ownership to a common owner whose express intent is to relocate or remove the residences and develop the sites 
as high density residential.   
 
Environmental Determination – This project is not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
in accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759, which establish, in relevant part, that 
CEQA does not apply to any action necessary to bring an agency’s general plan or relevant mandatory elements 
of the plan into compliance with any court order or judgement.  
 
In January 2018, Legal Services of Northern California and The Public Interest Law Project jointly filed a lawsuit 
to compel the County to bring its Housing Element into compliance with State Law and meet the 
unaccommodated Regional Housing Allocation Need (RHNA) assigned by the Department of Housing and 
Community Development.  A judgement was rendered by the Shasta County Superior Court for a Stipulation for 
Judgement in accordance with the terms of a settlement agreement that includes actions that must be completed 
by the County within a defined timeline. As a result of this judgement, in accordance with Government Code 
section 65759, CEQA does not apply to GPA18-0001 and Zone Amendment ZA18-0002.   
 
However, the County is required to prepare an initial study to determine the environmental effects of the proposed 
project and to prepare an environmental assessment if as a result of the initial study the County determines that 
the project may have a significant effect on the environment. The environmental assessment must substantially 
conform to the required content of a draft environmental impact report (Government Code section 65759).   
 
The Planning Division has prepared an initial study in accordance with Government Section 65759, and 
determined that the project may have a significant effect on the environment. Therefore, an Environmental 
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GPAI8-0001 &,ZAl8-0002 (Area l)
8/23t18
Page 3 of4

Assessment (EA) has been prepared, the content of which substantially conforms to the required content for a
draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR). The initial study is attached here for reference. The EA is available
for review at the Planning Division Permit Center or at the link provided as an attachment to this report.

Based on the Initial Study, no impacts of less than significant impacts related to Aesthetics, Agricultural
Resources, Geology and Soils, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Mineral Resources, and Recreation are

anticipated as a result of the proposed project. As such, these resources are not evaluated as part of the EA (refer

to EA Section 9.0, EFFECTS FOLTND NOT TO BE SIGNIFICANT and Appendix A, INITIAL STUDY).

The EA identifies potential impacts that may occur from future development of the rezone sites as a result of
approval of GPAI3-0001 andZA|S-0002, and provides measures to avoid potentially significant impacts. This
EA addresses impacts in the following areas: Air Quality, Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Greenhouse

Gas Emissions, Hydrology and Water Quality, Land Use and Planning, Noise, Population and Housing, Public
Services, Transportation and Traffrc, Tribal Cultural Resources, and Utilities and Service Systems. The EA serves

as the primary reference document in formulating the recommended conditions of rezone approval.

ALTERNATIVES: This proposed General Plan and Zoning Plan amendment is required to bring the County
General Plan into compliance with State housing law and to meet the terms of the court ordered settlement
agreement. Therefore, as explained below, the alternatives to the proposed action are limited:

l. Modify the General Plan Map and Zoning Map amendment boundaries.

2. Continue the public hearing to request additional information.
3. Recommend that Board of Supervisors deny the project.

None of these alternatives are recommended. The boundaries and resulting acreage of each rezone area has been

carefully identified by staff and agreed upon by the respective property owners, and are necessary for the County
to meet its obligations. The settlement agreement includes specific timelines for the County to fulfill its obligation
to rezone property and any delay could put the timeline at risk. As indicated throughout the staff report, this
General Plan and Zoning Plan amendment is necessary for the County to meet its obligations in a timely manner.

Denial of the rezone would require the County to find other properties to rezone within an extremely limited pool
of options, and would put the settlement agreement and the success of the County's Housing Element update
program at risk.

CONCLUSION: Based on the information collected and the analysis completed for this project, staff is of the

opinion that the proposed Area I Project is consistent with the General Plan policies and zoning standards for the

area.

RICHARD W. SIMON, AICP
Director of Resource Manasement

Staff Author: Kim Hunter, Planning Manager

Legal Services of Northem California
Jubilee Management Company LLC
Project File

Copies:
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Attach:  1.  Draft Resolution  

2.  Vicinity Map  
3.  Site Map  
4.  General Plan Map  
5.  Zone District Map  
6.  Proposed General Plan Map  
7.  Proposed Zone District Map  
8.  Initial Study 

  9.  EA link:  https://www.co.shasta.ca.us/index/drm_index/planning_index.aspx 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2018-018

A RESOLUTION OF THE SHASTA COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
RECOMMENDING THAT THE SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

APPROVE GENERAL PLAN MAP AMENDMENT GPATS-OOOI AND ZONING MAP
AMENDMENT 2418,0002 (COUNTY OF SHASTA)

WHEREAS, as part of the state housing law the legislature found, among other findings,
that (l) the availability of housing is of vital statewide importance, (2) local governments, such as
Shasta County, have the responsibility to facilitate the improvement and development of housing
adequate to meet the needs of all economic segments of the community, (3) designating and
maintaining a supply of land that is suitable, feasible and available for the development of housing
to meet the housing need for all income levels is essential to achieving the state's housing goals
(Government Code section 65580); and

WHEREAS, the intent of the state's housing law, among others, is to (l) assure that the
County recognizes its responsibility to contribute to attaining the state's housing goal, (2) assure
that the County prepares and implements a local Housing Element as part of its General Plan, (3)
recognize that the County is best capable of determining what is needed for the County to
contribute to the attainment of the state's housing goal in a manner compatible with the state's
housing goal and the Regional Housing Need Allocation (RHNA) assigned to the County by the
state (Govemment Code section 65581); and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Government Code section 65583.2(c)(3)(B)(iii) and the
United States Census, Shasta County is considered a "suburban jurisdiction" and is assigned a
"default density" of twenty residential units per acre by the state. Default density being the density
at which a site is deemed appropriate for development to accommodate lower income households;
and

WHEREAS, in January 2018, Legal Services of Northem California and The Public
Interest Law Project jointly filed a lawsuit to compel the County to bring its Housing Element into
compliance with State Law and meet its unaccommodated Regional Housing Allocation Need
(RHNA) assigned by the Department of Housing and Community Development, resulting in a
judgement rendered by the Shasta County Superior Court for a Stipulation for Judgement in
accordance with the terms of a settlement agreement that includes actions, including the rezoning
of land to the default density, that must be completed by the County within a defined timeline; and

WHEREAS, to fulfil its obligations under Program 8 of the most recently adopted Z00g-
2014 Shasta County Housing Element committed the County to rezone enough land at the default
density within the unincorporated area of the County, where water, sewer and other urban services
are or will be available, to fully accommodate the County's RHNA obligation for lower income
households; and

WHEREAS, to fulfil its obligations to comply with State housing law and the Stipulated
Judgement the County has initiated four separate General Plan amendment and rezone projects to
re-designate and rezone land to the default density in four separate geographical arias of the
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Resolution No. 201 8-01 8
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unincorporated County, totaling 13 sites and 60.5 acres within designated Town Centers, or
adjoining designated Urban Centers, served by or with access to, urban services including
community water and sewer; and

WHEREAS, the land area affected by GPAI3-0001 andZALS-0002 consists of six sites
on four parcels totaling just over 33 acres of mostly undeveloped land within the City of Redding's
Sphere of Influence, and pre-zoned by the City to Residential Multiple Family-ten to twenty units
per acre; and

WHEREAS, the subject land is cunently designated Commercial (C) and Suburban
Residential (SR) by the County General Plan, and zoned Community Commercial (C-2),
Commercial Light Industrial (C-M), and Interim Residential (IR) by the Shasta County Zoning
Maps; and

WHEREAS, GPAI8-0001 andZAlS-0002 designates the subject lands Urban Residential-
25 units per acre and rezones the subject lands to Multiple-Family Residential-25 units per acre
with an additional 14.6 acres zoned Open Space; and

WHEREAS, duly noticed public hearings to consider GPAI3-0001 andZAl8-0002, were
held before the Planning Commission on August 9,2018, which was continued to August 23,2018,
at which time the Commission received a presentation from staff and considered all written
comments and all testimony from agencies and the public; and

WHEREAS, GPAI8-0001 andZAlS-0002 are not subject to the Califomia Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to a court order judgement rendered by the Shasta County Superior
Court for a Stipulation for Judgement on June 29,2018, which expressly incorporates the
provisions of Government section 65759, which establish that the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) does not apply to any action necessary to bring an agency's general plan or
relevant mandatory elements of the plan into compliance with any court order or judgement; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759, the
County has prepared an initial study to determine the environmental effects of the project and, as
a result of the initial study, has prepared an environmental assessment with content that
substantially conforms to the required content of a draft environmental impact report as set forth
in Article 9 (commencing with section 15140) of Title l4 of the California Code of Regulations.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Shasta County Planning Commission:

l. The foregoing recitals are true and correct and incorporated herein.

2. The Planning Commission makes the following findings with regard to General plan
Amendment GPAI8-0001 and Zoning plan Amendment zArg-0002:

A. State housing law, as codified in Government Code section 65580 et seq., requires
that Shasta County assist in attaining the state's housing goal by, among other
actions: (a) facilitating the improvement and development of housing adequate to
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meet the needs of all economic segments of the community, (b) designating and
maintaining a supply of land that is suitable, feasible and available for the
development of housing to meet the housing need for all income levels, (c)
preparing and implementing a local Housing Element as part of its General Plan,
(d) determining what is needed for the County to contribute to the attainment of
the state's housing goal in a manner compatible with the state's housing goal and
the Regional Housing Need Allocation (RHNA) assigned to the County by the state.

B. In accordance with Government Code 65583.2(c)(3)(B)(iii) and the United States
Census, Shasta County is designated a "suburban jurisdiction" and is assigned a
"default density" of twenty residential units per acre by the state.

C. GPAI8-0001 and ZA|S-0002 are necessary actions to bring the County
General Plan and the mandatory Housing Element of the Plan into compliance
with State housing law, the prior adopted Shasta County Housing Element and
the Stipulated Judgement rendered by Shasta County Superior Court.

D. GPAIS-0001 and ZALS-0002 are not subject to the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to a court order judgement rendered by the Shasta
County Superior Court for a Stipulation for Judgement on June 29, 2018, which
expressly incorporates the provisions of Government section 65759, which
establish that the Califomia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not apply to
any action necessary to bring an agency's general plan or relevant mandatory
elements of the plan into compliance with any court order or judgement.

E. In accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759, the
County has prepared an initial study to determine the environmental effects of
the project and, as a result of the initial study, has prepared an environmental
assessment with content that substantially conforms to the required content of
a draft environmental impact report as set forth in Article 9 (commencing with
section l5 140) of Title l4 of the California Code of Regulations.

F. The proposed amendments to the General Plan and ZoningMaps are consistent
with the objectives and policies in the Community Development Group,
Chapter 7.0 et seq., and with all other elements of the Shasta County General
Plan.

3 ' The Planning Commission recommends that the Shasta County Board of Supervisors take
the following actions with regard to GpAlg-0001 and ZAlg-0002:

Conduct a public hearing.
Close the public hearing.
Find GPAI8-0001 andZA|S-0002 are not subject to the Califomia Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance with the provisions of Govemment Code
Section 65759, (CEQA does not apply to any action necessary to bring an agency,s

A.
B.
C.
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general plan or relevant mandatory elements of the plan into compliance with any
court order or judgement).

D. Adopt a resolution approving the amendments to the Shasta County General Plan
Map pusuant to General Plan Amendment GPAI8-0001.

E. Introduce, waive the reading of and enact an ordinance amending the Shasta County
Zonrng Map pursuant to Zone Amendment ZAIS-0002.

DULY PASSED this 23'd day of August,2018, by the following vote:

AYES: CHAPIN, KERNS, RAMSEY, WALLNER
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:
RECUSE: MACLEAN

PAUL HELLMAN, Secretary
Planning Commission
County of Shasta, State of California

County of Shast4 State of California
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SHASTA COUNTY
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING

DRAFT

MINUTES Meeting

Date: August 9,2018
Time: 2:00 p.m.
Place: Shasta County Administration Center

Board of Supervisors' Chambers
Flag Salute

ROLL CALL Commissioners
Present: Tim Maclean District 2

Jim Chapin District I
Steven Kems District 3

Roy Ramsey District 4
Patrick Wallner District 5

staff Present: Richard w. Simon, Director of Resource Management
James Ross, Assistant County Counsel
Kim Hunter, Planning Division Manager
Luis Topete, Associate Planner
Jimmy Zanotelli, Shasta County Fire Marshal
Eric Wedemeyer, Public Works/Subdivision Engineer
Jessica cunningham-Pappas, staff Services Anaryst IllRecording Secretary

Note: All unanimous actions reflect a 5-0 vote.

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - OPEN TIME: No Speakers.

RI: APPROVAL OF MINUTES:
By motion made, seconded(Wallner/Ramsey) and canied by a4-}vote, the Planning Commission
approved the Minutes of July 12,2018,as submitted. Commissioner Chapin abstained from voting
due to not being in attendance at the July 12, 2018 Planning Commission meeting.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST DECLARATIONS: Chairman Maclean declared a conflict of interest for Item R3
due to his employment association with Shanah Dunlap Sawyer,Inc., who has completed work on
behalf of some of the property owners residing in those *.ur.

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None.

R2: Variance 18-0003 (Kronick): The applicant has requested approval of a variance from the
maximum l5-foot building height limit for residential accessory buitAingr to construct a 90O-square-

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES
August 9,2018
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foot RV garage with a height of l9-feet, 6-inches from the edge of the road easement and a variance
from the 20- foot front yard setback requirement in the National Recreation Area, Shasta unit (NRA-
S) district. Applicant: John and Charlene Kronick; Assessor's Parcel Number(s): 085-320-032-000;
Project Location: Lakehead Area on a 4.14-acre parcel approximately 0.1 miles south of the
intersection of O'Brien Mountain Road and Grey Fawn Trail (17528 Grey Fawn Trail); Supervisor
District: 4; Recommended Environmental Determination: Categorically Exempt; Planner: Luis
Topete, Associate Planner. Simple Majority Vote.

Associate Planner Luis Topete presented the staff report.

Chairman Maclean opened the public hearing.

Soeaker's Name

Tracy Novogrodsky

Erik Mickelsen

C o mme nts/C o n c e r n s/O ue s tio n s

Ms. Novogrodsky expressed concern over the proposed
building's limited distance from the road easement and
potential erosion.

Mr. Mickelsen expressed concems about egress from his
driveway in the event of a fire, erosion and drainage. He
described the steep bank next to the proposed project and his
assertion that if the proposed structure were to catch fire, it
could fall into Grey Fawn Trail. Commissioner Kems asked
Mr. Mickelsen if his concerns would be addressed if the
proposed building was in a different location. Mr. Mickelsen
indicated relocating the building to the west side of the
property would likely address most concems.

$eP's
Chairman Maclean asked if the applicant or their representative was available and called for any
other speakers. There being none, the public hearing was closed.

Commissioner Kerns asked Mr. Topete if the applicant would consider moving the structure to the
west side. Mr. Topete stated he was unsure without speaking with the applicant. Chairman Maclean
asked if the gravel pad was level. Mr. Topete confirmed it was and noted that the project was
compliant with fire safety standards. Chairman Maclean asked if most exceptions for setbacks were
as extreme as the proposed project. Mr. Topete stated that in his experience they vary. Commissioner
Chapin stated he saw no reason to have the building so near the righrof-*uy of th. road when there
were several other options for where the project could be located. Commissioner Wallner agreed
with this thinking given the limited ingress and egress for the project's proposed location.

At Commissioner Kems request, Chairman Maclean reopened the public hearing. Commissioner
Kems asked Ms. Novogrodsky if her concerns would be alleviated with respect to fire, escape, and
aesthetics if it was possible to move the project to the west and north. Ms. Novogodsky siated it
would.

Chairman Maclean closed the public hearing and asked for feedback from Mr. Simon on the
possibility of staff working with the applicant to see if they would consider adjusting the plan. Mr.

PLANNING coMMr;:'rt)#*"rING MINurE s
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Simon commented that because the applicant was absent and they may have rationale unknown to
the Planning Commission, it would be appropriate to consider a continuation.

By motion made, seconded (Kerns/Chapin) and canied unanimously, the Planning Commission
continued Variance I 8'0003 to the September I 3, 20 I 8 Planning Commission meeting to allow staff
time to work with the applicant to explore the possibility of another location for the project.

Chairman Maclean left the room.

Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None.

R3: General Plan Map Amendment GPAIS-0001 and Zoning Plan Man Amendment 2A18-0002
Consider a proposed amendment to the Shasta County General Plan Land Use Map and related
County Zoning Plan Map as part of the 2014-2019 Housing Element Update program to bring the
County's General Plan Housing Element into compliance with State Housing Law. GPAI8-0001 and
ZA|S-0002: East Redding - 299 East Conidor/Collyer Drive and Old Oregon Trait (Area l)
consists of approximately 48 acres currently designated Commercial (C) and Suburban Residential
(SR) in the General Plan, and zoned Community Commercial (C-2),Commercial Light Industrial (C-
M), and Interim Residential (IR). Area I in its entirety would be designated UR(25) and would be
rezoned to R-3-25 on 33.3 acres, and Open Space on 14.6 acres. Assessor's Parcel Numbers: 076-
070-012; 076-070-01 6; 076-100-01 8; and 076-060-01 8.

Planning Manager Kim Hunter stated that due to circumstances related to the Carr Fire, additional
time was needed to complete necessary documents forthe Planning Commission's consideration of
Items R3, R4, R5, and R6. Staff recommended the Planning Commission open the public hearing for
each item as scheduled, accept all testimony and continue the hearing to a Spicial Meeting on
Thursday, August 23'd.

Vice Chairman Chapin opened the public hearing. There being no speakers, the public hearing was
closed.

By motion made, seconded (Kerns/Ramsey) and carried 4-0, the Planning Commission continued
Item R3 to a special Meeting on Thursday, August 23,201g at 2:00 p.m.

Chairman Maclean retumed to the meeting.

Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None.

R4
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Gener,al PIan Map Smen4ment GPAI8:0002 and Zonine PIan Map Amendment ZAlg-0003
Consider a proposed amendment to the Shasta Counfy Gen.
County Zoning Map as part of the2014-2019 Housing Element Update program to bring the
County's General Plan Housing Element into compliance with State Housing iu* GpAl 3-0002 and
ZAl 3-0003 : North Redding - Old Oasis Road/I-S Corridor (Area 2) consists of approxim ately 52
acres cturently designated Suburban Residential (SR) in the General Plan, and zoned Interim
Residential (IR) and Designated Floodway (F-l) and Restrictive Flood (F-2). Area 2 would be
designated UR(25) and rezoned to R-3-25 on 10.2 acres; designated UR on 4l.i acresand rezoned as
follows: R-3-10 on l3.l acres; and Open Space (oS) on 20 acres; the Designated Floodway portion
would be unchanged. Assessor's parcel Number 073-010-006.
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Chairman Maclean opened the public hearing.

Speaker's Name

Michael Elrite

Mose Perizzolo

Richard Janssen

C o mme nts/C o n c e r ns/O ues t io n s

Mr. Elrite expressed concerns about high density housing
being placed in a low-density area and increases in crime.

Mr. Perizzolo stated he didn't think it was a good idea and
that there was already a crime problem.

Mr. Janssen expressed concern about access, traffrc, declining
property values, and a crime rate that he noted was already
high. He pointed out that numerous high speed chases had
occuned in the area.
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Chairman Maclean called for any other speakers. There being none, the public hearing was closed.

Commissioner Kerns inquired about the current size limitation on lots. Mr. Simon stated the property
was designated Suburban Residential (SR) and Interim Residential (IR) zoning with a minimum
parcel size of S-acres, until services were brought to the site. The properfy woulJ be served by City
of Redding water and sewer under an existing agreement. The proposed change would be land use
designation to Urban Residential with a density of 20-25 units pir acre. Coinmissioner Wallner
asked if the City of Redding would be able to serve the property with the increased density. Mr.
Simon stated his understanding was that they would, however, he was not aware on whether this
would require improvements. Chairman Maclean indicated he understood this item was for a zoning
proposal and that there was not a current high density project at this time. Mr. Simon affirmed that
was correct.

Commissioner Kems asked if any analysis had been done on how property values would be affected
for build outs in the proposed areas. Mr. Simon responded, noting information was available that
indicated arguments on both sides. Mr. Simon noted an environmenial analysis (EA) was available to
the public through the department's website and at the department and that planning Manager Kim
Hunter was available as a contact. Commissioner Chapin asked how existing infrastruct'ie (road
system) would handle new traffic generated for a higtr density project. Mr. Jimon responded any
proposed project would be reviewed by Public Works, Environmental Health, and all agencies
involved in approving a project, including any mitigation or constraints identified in the
environmental assessment, which would be the developels responsibility to mitigate.

Chairman Maclean reopened the public hearing. Mr. Elrite questioned why there was a proposed
change in zoning when there was no current project planned. Mr. Perizzolo noted he hasn,t seen the
curye on Old Oasis fixed and he re-asserted his concem about traffic. Mr. Janssen asked ifhe would
have the opportunity to address the Planning Commission again at the next meeting. Chairman
Maclean closed the public hearing.

By motion made, seconded (Ramsey/Wallner) and carried unanimously, the planning Commission
continued Item R4 to a special Meeting on Thursday, August 23,201b at 2:00 p.m.
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R5

Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None. ffirtA$jT'
General Plan Man Amendment GPA18-0003 and Zonine Plan Man Amendment ZAIS-0004
Consider a proposed amendment to the Shasta County General Plan Land Use Map and related
County Zoning Map as part of the2014-2019 Housing Element Update progftrm to bring the
County's General Plan Housing Element into compliance with State Housing Law. GPAI8-0003 and
ZAIS-0004: Southwest Palo Cedro - Gilbert Drive (Area 3) consists of 9.8 acres cunently
designated Commercial (C) in the General Plan and zoned Community Commercial (C-2).Area 3 in
its entirety would be designated UR(25), and would be rezoned to R-3-25 on 8 acres, and Open
Space on 1.8 acres. Assessor's Parcel Number 059-360-019.

Chairman Maclean opened the public hearing. There being no speakers, the public hearing was
closed.

By motion made, seconded (Wallner/Ramsey) and carried unanimously, the Planning Commission
continued Item R5 to a Special Meeting on Thursday, August 23,2018 at 2:00 p.m.

Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None.

AI
Consider a proposed amendment to the Shasta County General Plan Land Use trrtap ana telatea
County Zoning Map as part of the 2014-2019 Housing Element Update program to bring the
County's General Plan Housing Element into compliance with State Housing Law. GpAl8-0004
and ZA18-0005; Southwest Cottonwood/I-S Corridor (Area4) consists of approximately l3 acres
currently designated Urban Residential - 8 dwelling units per acre (UR(S)j and zoned planned
Development (PD). Area 4 would be designated UR(25) and rezoned to R-3-25 on l0 acres;
designated and zoned Open Space on 1.6 acres; and designated Commercial (C) and rezoned to
Community Commercial (C-2) on 1.4 acres. Assessor's Parcel Number: 0g7-270-031.

Chairman Maclean opened the public hearing.
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Speaher's Name

Ralph Adams

James Seale

C o m me nts/C o n c e r n s/O ue s tio n s

Mr. Adams expressed concems about water, drainage, traffic
impacts and the devaluation of subdivision houses he had
built. He referenced a low-income project in Anderson in
which the Anderson Police Department reported seventy-
percent oftheir work was in response to that area. Mr. Adams
noted Cottonwood's lack of law enforcement and concems
related to growth.

Mr. Seale expressed concern over impacts on schools and
water and sewer systems. He questioned where sewer
allotments would come from since Cottonwood's system was
nearing capacity. Mr. Seale expressed concern over increased
traffic on I't Street. Mr. Seale noted Crowley Gulch floods
annually, lack of law enforcement and road access for some of
the property zoned Commercial.
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Kayle Spoon

Tom Semingson

Vickie Wolf

Mr. Spoon asked if there was an existing project. He
expressed concern over lack of sidewalks on I't Street for
pedestrians, flood, sewer and traffic issues. He noted the
safety issues inherent with the current lack of infrastructure
for pedestrians and the existing overpass. Mr. Simon
responded that the proposal was a County initiated rezoning,
that there was no specific proponent for a project, and that
this was an effort to seek out properties that have access to
services (primarily water and sewer) with the potential for
higher density development should a future project be
proposed.

Mr. Semingson expressed concern over traffic on I't Street,
the impact of which he believed would render a project
unfeasible.

Ms. Wolf asked if a developer proposed a different number of
units, would they be allowed to divert from the new zoning.
Chairman Maclean responded, noting any landowner could
propose a project and that zoning was a guideline for
proposals. Ms. Wolfe asked for a definition ofuses in C2. Mr.
Simon responded and referenced Chapter 17.44 ofthe Shasta
County Zoning Plan.

Mr. Simon noted the County was obligated as an arm of the State to participate in the State,s
declared housing crisis and that part of the County's obligation was to adopt a Fiousing Element as
part of the General Plan. He further explained the County was required to accommodate a certain
number of housing units at various income levels by rezoning properties to allow forpotential future
development at the default density. To fulfill this obligation, ihe County is required to rezone
properties where it may be found suitable for higher density development. Commissioner Kerns
commented the difficulty was meeting the County's obligations under state law. He encouraged the
public to stay involved in the process. Commissioners acknowledged public concerns related to the
proposed rezones and encouraged continued public input.

Chairman Maclean closed the public hearing.

By motion made, seconded (Ramsey/Kems) and carried unanimously, the planning Commission
continued Item R6 to a Special Meeting on Thursday, August 23,20i8 at2:00p.m.-

Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None.

R7 ft Shasta Countv 2014_2019 Housins
Element
Shasta County completed the Revised Draft20l4-201g Housing Element Update (Revised Draft)
consisting of five Sections as follows: Section I Introduction, Seclion II Housing Needs Assess-"ni
Section III Housing Constraints, Section IV Regional Housing Needs All-ocation, Section V
Programs; and ten supporting appendices.
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Ms. Hunter noted the Planning Division has completed the Draft20l4-2019 Housing Element. The
Revised Draft was released for a 30-day comment period from July 2nd - July 31't. At the end ofthe
review period, one comment letter was received by Legal Services of Northem California. She
explained the letter required further review to re-assess the draft language and that staff
recommended opening the public hearing, accepting all testimony and continuing the item to a
special meeting on August 23'd.

Chairman Maclean opened the public hearing. There being no speakers, the public hearing was
closed.

By motion made, seconded (Kerns/Chapin) and carried unanimously, the Planning Commission
continued Item R7 to a Special Meeting on Thursday, August 23,2018 at 2:00 p.m.

Plannins Director's Report: Planning Manager Kim Hunter congratulated Resource Management
Director Rick Simon on the occasion of his retirement and his last Planning Commission meeting.
She acknowledged his planning caxeer of 30+ years extending from Southern California to the
Northstate. She noted his professionalism, kindness, patience, and humor.

Mr. Simon expressed his appreciation to planning staff and the department for their professionalism
and dedication. He expressed that it had been a privilege and honor to serve as Secretary to the
Planning Commission and his appreciation to the Commission.

Commissioners expressed their gratitude of Mr. Simon's professionalism, availability,
responsiveness, kindness, assistance and personableness.

Mr. Simon reported that the Board of Supervisors approved GPAI 3-0001 andZlT-}l3 on July l7s.

R8:

NON-HEARING ITEMS: None.

CONSENT ITEMS: None.

ADJOURNMENT: The Planning commission adjoumed at 3:47 p.m.

Submitted by:

Jessica Cunningham-Pappas, Staff Services Anatyst II
Recording Secretary
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2014-2019 HOUSING ELEMENT UPDATE - REZONE PROGRAM 30-Aug-18

Site # APN # RZ Acres Current GP/Zoning Proposed GP/Zoning Water Sewer Realistic Capacity* Maximum Capacity**

1 076-070-012 3.5 C/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 BVWD COR 70 87.5

2 076-070-016 1.9 C/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 BVWD COR 38 47.5

3 076-100-018 7.3 C/C-M UR(25)/R-3-25 BVWD COR 146 182.5

4 076-060-018 9.4 SR,C/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 BVWD COR 188 235

5³ 076-060-018 9.4 SR,C/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 BVWD COR 168 210

6 076-100-011 1.8 C/C-2 UR(25)/R-3-25 BVWD COR 36 45

 646 du at realistic capacity/807.5 du at maximum capacity 

7 073-010-006 2.4 SR/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 COR COR 48 60

8 073-010-006 3 SR/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 COR COR 60 75

9 073-010-006 3.1 SR/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 COR COR 62 77.5

10 073-010-006 1.7 SR/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 COR COR 34 42.5

204 du at realistic capacity/255 du at maximum capacity

11 059-360-019 4.5 C/C-2 UR(25)/R-3-25 BVWD CSA 8 90 112.5

12 059-360-019 3.5 C/C-2 UR(25)/R-3-25 BVWD CSA 8 70 87.5

160 du at realistic capacity/200 du at maximum capacity

13 087-270-031 0 UR-8/PD UR(25), C/R-3-25, C-2 CWD CSA 17 0 0

Totals 50.5 1,010 1,263

Acres Dwelling Units Dwelling Units 

BVWD=Bella Vista Water District COR=City of Redding CWD=Cottonwood Water District

*Realistic Capacity: multiple-family development at a density of 20 dwelling units (du) per acre

CSD 8=County Community Service District 8

Area 1: East Redding Area: 299E Corridor/Collyer Drive & Old Oregon Trail (33.3 acres total)¹

Area 2: North Redding Area: Old Oasis Road/I-5 Corridor (10.2 acres total) ²

Area 3: Southwest Palo Cedro/Gilbert Drive (8 acres total)

Area 4: Southwest Cottonwood/I-5 Corridor -- Site recommended for denial by the Planning Commission on 8/23/18 

2Located within the COR SOI; Sewer and water service agreements in place 

1 Located within the COR Sphere of Influence (SOI) which are pre-zoned RM 10-20 (except for portions of 076-060-018 with are zoned RM 6-10)

**Maximum Capacity: multiple-family development at a density of 25 dwelling units (du) per acre 

CSD 17=County Community Service District 17

³Site 5 of Area 1 contains a one acre area with slope exceeding 30% which cannot be counted towards the RHNA. This is accounted for in the final total acres and 

realistic capacity figures.
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              ORDINANCE NO. 378-        

 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NUMBER 378-, THE ZONING ORDINANCE OF 

THE COUNTY OF SHASTA, A PORTION OF THE ZONING PLAN (ZONE AMENDMENT 18-

0002 – AREA 1 – EAST REDDING: HIGHWAY 299E & OLD OREGON TRAIL)   

 

 WHEREAS, notice of a public hearing before the Board of Supervisorst to consider this matter was 

given in accordance with law; and  

 

 WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors finds that Zone Amendment 18-0002 is not subject to the 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to a court judgement rendered by the Shasta County 

Superior Court for a Stipulation for Judgment on June 29, 2018, which expressly incorporates the provisions 

of Government section 65759, which establish that the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does 

not apply to any action necessary to bring an agency’s general plan or relevant mandatory elements of the 

plan into compliance with any court order or judgment; and   

 

 WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors held a public hearing on September 18, 2018, to consider 

adopting this ordinance.   

 

The Board of Supervisors of the County of Shasta ordains as follows: 

 

SECTION l.  The following described real property is hereby rezoned from the Community 

Commercial (C-2), Commercial Light Industrial (C-M), and Interim Residential (IR) zone districts to the 

Multiple-Family Residential–25 dwelling units per acre (R-3-25) and Open Space (OS) zone districts (as 

shown on Exhibit A). Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 076-070-012, 076-070-016, 076-100-018, 076-060-018, 

076-100-011 (2018 Roll). District Map  T. 32N., R.4W.-E. 

 

East Redding Area - Located in the unincorporated Shasta County, generally east of and adjoining the 

City of Redding in the northwest quadrant of the State Route 299 (SR-299)/Old Oregon Trail 

interchange area. 

 

 SECTION 2.  This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after thirty (30) days after its 

passage.  The clerk shall cause this ordinance to be published as required by law. 
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DULY PASSED AND ADOPTED this 18th day of September, 2018 by the Board of Supervisors of 

the County of Shasta  by the following vote: 

 

 

 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN: 

RECUSE 

 

 

 

                                                            

LES BAUGH, Chairman 

Board of Supervisors, County of Shasta 

State of California 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

LAWRENCE G. LEES 

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

 

 

By:                                                          

             Deputy 
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RESOLUTION NO.  

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF SHASTA 

APPROVING AN AMENDMENT TO THE SHASTA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN LAND 

USE MAPS, GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT (GPA) 18-0001 

 

 WHEREAS, the Shasta County Department of Resource Management, has brought forth 

an application to amend the general plan land use designations on 47.9 acres from Commercial (C) 

and Suburban Residential (SR) to Urban Residential-25 dwelling units per acre (UR(25)). 

 

WHEREAS, the subject land is currently designated Commercial (C) and Suburban 

Residential (SR) by the County General Plan, and zoned Community Commercial (C-2), 

Commercial Light Industrial (C-M), and Interim Rural Residential (IR) by the Shasta County 

Zoning Maps; and  

 

WHEREAS, duly noticed public hearings to consider GPA18-0001 and associated Zone 

Amendment (ZA) 18-0002, were held before the Planning Commission on August 9, 2018, which 

was continued to August 23, 2018, at which time the Commission received a presentation from 

staff and considered all written comments and all testimony from agencies and the public; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the Planning Commission considered GPA18-0001 at a Special Meeting on 

August 23, 2018, and after conducting a public hearing recommended approval by the Board of 

Supervisors; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors of the County of Shasta, after the public hearing on 

September 18, 2018, at which time public input was received, considered the above proposal to 

amend the General Plan Land Use Maps; and 

 

WHEREAS, GPA18-0001 is not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act 

(CEQA) pursuant to a judgment rendered by the Shasta County Superior Court for a Stipulation 

for Judgment on June 29, 2018, which expressly incorporates the provisions of Government Code 

section 65759, which establish that CEQA does not apply to any action necessary to bring an 

agency’s general plan or relevant mandatory elements of the plan into compliance with any court 

order or judgment; and 

 

WHEREAS, in accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759, the 

County has prepared an initial study to determine the environmental effects of the  project and, as 

a result of the initial study, has prepared an environmental assessment with content that 

substantially conforms to the required content of a draft environmental impact report as set forth 

in Article 9 (commencing with section 15140) of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations. 

 

 NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors makes the 

following environmental findings with regard to GPA18-0001: 

 

A.  State housing law, as codified in Government Code section 65580 et seq., requires 

that Shasta County assist in attaining the state's housing goal by, among other 

actions: (a) facilitating the improvement and development of housing adequate to 

meet the needs of all economic segments of the community; (b) designating and 

maintaining a supply of land  that is suitable, feasible and available for the 

development of housing to meet the housing need for all income levels; (c) 

preparing and implementing a local Housing Element as part of its General Plan; 

(d) determining what is needed for the County to contribute to the  attainment of 

the state's housing goal in a manner compatible with the state's housing goal and 

the Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) assigned to the County by the 

state. 

 

 B. In accordance with Government Code 65583.2(c)(3)(B)(iii) and the United States  

  Census, Shasta County is designated a "suburban jurisdiction" and is assigned a  

  "default density" of twenty residential units per acre by the state.  

 

C. GPA18-0001 and ZA18-0002 are necessary actions to bring the County 

General Plan and the mandatory Housing Element of the General Plan into 

compliance with State housing law, the prior adopted Shasta County Housing 

Element and the Stipulation for Judgment rendered by the Shasta County Superior 

Court. 
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D. GPA18-0001 is not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 

pursuant to a court order judgment rendered by the Shasta County Superior Court 

for a Stipulation for Judgment on June 29, 2018, which expressly incorporates the 

provisions of Government section 65759, which establish that CEQA does not 

apply to any action necessary to bring an agency’s general plan or relevant 

mandatory elements of the plan into compliance with any court order or judgment.  

 

E. In accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759, the 

County has prepared an initial study to determine the environmental effects of 

the project and, as a result of the initial study, has prepared an environmental 

assessment with content that substantially conforms to the required content of 

a draft environmental impact report as set forth in Article 9 (commencing with 

section 15140) of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations.  

 

F. The proposed amendments to the General Plan and Zoning Maps are consistent 

with the objectives and policies in the Community Development Group, 

Chapter 7.0 et seq., and with all other elements of the Shasta County General 

Plan.   

 

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors hereby approves GPA18-

0001, on 47.9 acres in the east Redding area (Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 076-070-012, 076-070-

016, 076-100-018, 076-060-018 (portion), and 076-100-011), to amend the general plan land use 

designations on 33.3 acres from Commercial (C) and Suburban Residential (SR) to Urban 

Residential-25 dwelling units per acre (UR(25)) as shown on the attached Exhibit A. 

 

 DULY PASSED AND ADOPTED this 18th day of September, 2018, by the Board of 

Supervisors of the County of Shasta by the following vote: 

 

 AYES:   

 NOES:  

 ABSENT:  

 ABSTAIN:  

 RECUSE:  

 

 

 

        

LES BAUGH, CHAIRMAN 

Board of Supervisors 

County of Shasta 

State of California 

 

ATTEST: 

 

LAWRENCE G. LEES 

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

 

 

By:         

 Deputy 
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REPORT TO SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BOARD MEETING DATE:  September  18, 2018
CATEGORY:  Scheduled Hearings - Resource Management-10.

SUBJECT:

Resolution approving General Plan Amendment 18-0002 and Ordinance approving Zoning Amendment
ZA18-0003

DEPARTMENT: Resource Management

Supervisorial District No. :  1

DEPARTMENT CONTACT:  Paul A. Hellman, Director of Resource Management (530) 225-5789

STAFF REPORT APPROVED BY:  Paul A. Hellman, Director of Resource Management

Vote Required?

Simple Majority Vote

General Fund Impact?

No Additional General Fund Impact 

RECOMMENDATION

Take the following actions regarding property in the unincorporated area of Shasta County north of and adjoining the City of
Redding in the area of Old Oasis Road (portion of Assessor Parcel Number 073-010-006): (1) Conduct a public hearing; (2)
close the public hearing; (3) adopt a resolution: (a) finding that GPA18-0002 is not subject to the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759; (b) approving GPA18-0002 to
amend the land use designation on 51.9 acres of property from Suburban Residential (SR) to Urban Residential-25 dwelling
units per acre (UR(25)) and Urban Residential (UR); (4) find that Zoning Amendment (ZA) 18-0003 is not subject to CEQA
in accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759; and (5) introduce, waive the reading of, and enact
ordinance ZA18-0003 rezoning 51.9 acres of property from Interim Rural Residential (IR) and Designated Floodway (F-1)
to Multiple-Family Residential–25 dwelling units per acre (R-3-25), Multiple-Family Residential–10 dwelling units per acre
(R-3-10), Open Space (OS), and Designated Floodway (F-1).

SUMMARY

The project site (Area 2) is located in unincorporated Shasta County, on one undeveloped 51.9-acre parcel that is immediately
north and east of the City of Redding’s corporate limits.  (Assessor’s Parcel Number: 073-010-006)
 
This project is a County initiated application to amend the Shasta County General Plan Land Use Maps and the County
Zoning Maps as necessary actions to bring the County’s General Plan into compliance with State Housing Law and a
Stipulation for Judgment by the Shasta County Superior Court. This application is necessary for the County to meet its state
mandated housing obligations. Denial of the application would require the County to find other properties to designate and
rezone within an extremely limited pool of options, and would put the settlement agreement and the success of the County's
Housing Element update program at risk.

DISCUSSION
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The Planning Commission reviewed this application on August 23, 2018. The Commission took action recommending that the
Board of Supervisors approve GPA18-002 and ZA18-0003 by a vote of 4-0. 
The Area 2 application identifies four specific sites (Sites 7-10) as part of the overall Housing Element Rezone Program which
originally included a total of 13 sites to be rezoned to the R-3-25 district.  The selection of the 13 sites was based on the site’s
location within designated Town Centers, or adjoining designated Urban Centers, all of which are served by, or have access to,
urban services including community water and sewer. Additionally, the property owners of these sites voluntarily cooperated
with the County and support the project applications.    
General Plan & Zoning - The property is designated Suburban Residential (SR) and is zoned Interim Rural Residential (IR)
and Designated Floodway (F-1). The Area 2 location is within the Redding Urban Center and South Central Planning Area. 
Access & Services - There are three existing access points to the Area 2 project site. Access to the northern portion of the
parcel is from Old Oasis Road at the northwestern corner of the property. Access to the southern portion of the site is from
Charles Drive (at the southwestern corner) and George Drive (southern property boundary).  The City of Redding provides
water, sewer service, electricity, and solid waste disposal to the Area 2 project site.  Natural gas service in the area is provided
by Pacific Gas and Electric Company.  
Project Analysis - The Area 2 sites are located west of Interstate 5 (I-5) and south of Old Oasis Road in unincorporated
Shasta County, within the City of Redding’s Sphere of Influence (SOI). The City’s SOI represents the logical pattern of
ultimate development within the City based on the availability of supporting infrastructure. Areas to the north of the project site
consist of rural single family residential units. Vacant undeveloped land adjoins the site to the east. Land to the south of the
proposed project site consists of the partially built out Mountain Lake Industrial Park. 
A number of site constraints are present within the Area 2 location which limit the developable area of the parcel.  Areas of
100-year and 500-year flood hazards zones along Buckeye Creek are identified on the Federal Emergency Management
Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Maps in the northern portion of the parcel. The area of 100-year flood hazard zone is
identified by the F-1 district and remains unchanged.  To avoid potential development within the 500-year flood hazard zone,
the identified area would be rezoned to the Open Space (OS) district.  In addition, some natural drainages areas are found on
the parcel and steep slopes exceeding 30 percent slopes have been identified and are also within the area that would be rezoned
to the OS district.
To provide the required capacity to accommodate affordable housing units as mandated by State housing law, approximately
10.2 acres of undeveloped land (Sites 7 through 10) to the R-3-25 district. The development on the 10.2-acre proposed project
site would yield a minimum of 204 multiple-family units based at the realistic capacity of 20 dwelling units (du) per acre and a
maximum of 255 multiple-family units based on maximum capacity of 25 dwelling units per acre.  For the purpose of meeting
the state mandated housing requirements, the County would only be credited for the 204 dwelling units at the realistic capacity
density.
The designs and locations of future developments within the Area 2 sites are unknown at this time.  The purpose of this project
is to rezone sufficient land to meet the County’s Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA).  While future housing
development may occur as a result of the proposed general plan and zoning amendments, no specific development proposals
are associated with this project. Future multiple-family housing development would be subject to review and compliance with
all site development procedures and standards contained in Shasta County Code Section 17.36.060, and would be undertaken
in coordination with the City of Redding.
Environmental Determination - This project is not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance
with the provisions of Government Code section 65759, which establish, in relevant part, that CEQA does not apply to any
action necessary to bring an agency’s general plan or relevant mandatory elements of the plan into compliance with any court
order or judgment. Although this project is not subject to CEQA, an initial study is required to determine the environmental
effects of the proposed project and to prepare an environmental assessment if as a result of the initial study the County
determines that the project may have a significant effect on the environment.
The Planning Division has prepared an initial study in accordance with Government Code section 65759, and determined that
the project may have a significant effect on the environment. Therefore, an Environmental Assessment (EA) has been prepared
for this application, the content of which substantially conforms to the required content for a draft Environmental Impact
Report (EIR).
The Planning Commission resolution is attached for the Board’s consideration.

ALTERNATIVES
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The following alternatives are available:
1. Deny the General Plan and Zoning Amendment request;
2. Modify the General Plan and Zoning Amendment boundaries;
3. Continue review of the application for additional information.

None of these alternatives are recommended.  The boundaries and resulting acreage of the Area 2 application have been
carefully identified by staff and agreed upon by the respective property owners, and are necessary for the County to meet its
legal obligations.  The settlement agreement includes specific timelines for the County to fulfill its obligation to designate and
rezone property and any delay could put these timelines at risk.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

This application was reviewed by the referral agencies that review all new development applications. Comments made by those
agencies have been incorporated in the project.

FINANCING

No additional General Fund impact would result from approval of the proposal.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Description
Project Location Maps 8/31/2018 Project Location Maps

Planning Commission Staff Report of August 23, 2018 8/31/2018
Planning Commission
Staff Report of August
23, 2018

Planning Commission Resolution 2018-018 8/31/2018 Planning Commission
Resolution 2018-018

Planning Commission Draft Minutes of August 9, 2018 (Cont.
the Item) 8/31/2018

Planning Commission
Draft Minutes of August
9, 2018 (Cont. the Item)

2014-2019 Housing Element Update - Rezone Program
Inventory Sites 8/31/2018

2014-2019 Housing
Element Update - Rezone
Program Inventory Sites

GPA 18-0002 Resolution 9/13/2018 GPA 18-0002 Resolution
ZA18-0003 Ordinance 9/13/2018 ZA18-0003 Ordinance
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 REPORT TO THE SHASTA COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION   
 

 
 PROJECT IDENTIFICATION:          REGULAR AGENDA 
   
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT GPA18-0002 AND 
ZONE AMENDMENT ZA18-0003  
AREA 2 - NORTH REDDING: OLD OASIS ROAD/I-5 CORRIDOR 
CONTINUED FROM AUGUST 9, 2018  

 
 MEETING 

  DATE 

 
 AGENDA 
 ITEM # 

 
 

08/23/18 
 

 
 

R2 
  

 
RECOMMENDATION: That the Planning Commission:  
 

1. Conduct a public hearing.  
2. Close the public hearing.   
3. Adopt a resolution recommending that the Board of Supervisors:  a) find GPA18-0002 and ZA18-0003 

are not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance with the provisions of 
Government Code Section 65759, (CEQA does not apply to any action necessary to bring an agency’s 
general plan or relevant mandatory elements of the plan into compliance with any court order or 
judgement); b) adopt a resolution approving GPA18-0002; and c) introduce, waive the reading of and 
enact an ordinance amending the Zoning Maps pursuant to ZA18-0003.   

 
PROJECT SUMMARY:  The project is a County initiated application  to amend the Shasta County General 
Plan Land Use Maps and the County Zoning Maps to bring the County’s General Plan  into compliance with State 
Housing Law and a judgement by the Shasta County Superior Court (see Environmental Determination section 
under Background and Discussion below). The proposed General Plan and Zoning Plan Map amendments are not 
associated with any proposal for the on-site development of any of the sites.      
 
This project site (Area 2) is one of four separate projects in four separate geographical areas of the unincorporated 
County totaling 13 sites, within designated Town Centers, or adjoining designated Urban Centers, all of which 
are served by, or have access to, urban services including community water and sewer. Collectively, these four 
projects will change the General Plan land use designation on 61.5 acres to Urban Residential–25 dwelling units 
per acre (UR(25)),  and rezone the same 61.5 acres to Multiple-Family Residential–25 dwelling units per acre (R-
3-25).   
 
Area 2 is located in unincorporated Shasta County immediately north and east of the City of Redding’s corporate 
limits and is comprised of four separate sites (Sites 7 through 10) on one parcel. Area 2 consists of approximately 
52-acres currently designated Suburban Residential (SR) in the General Plan, and zoned Interim Residential (IR) 
and Designated Floodway (F-1).  As proposed, Area 2 (Table 1) will be designated UR(25) and rezoned to R-3-
25 on 10.2 acres; designated UR on 41.7 acres and rezoned as follows: R-3-10 on 13.1 acres; and Open Space 
(OS) on 20 acres; the Designated Floodway portion would be unchanged. (Assessor’s Parcel Number:                   
073-010-006).  
 
Table 1. Area 2 Project Information  

Site # Current GP/Zoning Proposed GP/Zoning Affected 
Acres 

Notes 

7 SR/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 2.4  Required to meet RHNA  
8 SR/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 3.0  Required to meet RHNA 
9 SR/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 3.1 Required to meet RHNA  

10 SR/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 1.7 Required to meet RHNA 
-- SR/IR UR/R-3-10 41.7 Provides for additional future residential uses 
-- F-1 UR/F-1 13.1 100-year Flood Hazard Zone  
-- SR/IR UR/OS  20.0 Areas of <30% Slope and 500-year Flood 

Hazard Zone  
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GPA18-0002 & ZA18-0003 (Area 2)  
8/23/18  
Page 2 of 4 
 
BACKGROUND AND DISCUSSION:   
Court Order -- On January 22, 2018 Legal Services of Northern California and The Public Interest Law Project 
jointly filed a lawsuit pursuant to California Government Code Article 14, Actions or Proceedings (section 65759) 
with the intent to compel the County to bring its Housing Element into compliance with State Laws and meet the 
unaccommodated Regional Housing Allocation Need (RHNA) assigned by the Department of Housing and 
Community Development.  
 
A judgement was rendered by the Shasta County Superior Court for a Stipulation for Judgement in accordance 
with the terms of a settlement agreement that includes actions that must be completed by the County. As a result 
of this judgement, CEQA does not apply to any discretionary actions that are necessary for the County to bring 
the General Plan into compliance with State Law, including GPA18-0001 and Zone Amendment ZA18-0002. 
Should the County not meet the terms of the settlement agreement, judicial action may occur to force substantial 
compliance in accordance with Government Code Section 65755.  Potential substantial compliance measures that 
could be imposed include suspension of building and planning permits, and the granting of land use entitlements 
for development projects. 
 
General Plan Amendment/Rezone Sites – The Area 2 sites are located west of Interstate 5 (I-5) and south of Old 
Oasis Road in unincorporated Shasta County, within the City of Redding’s Sphere of Influence (SOI). The City’s 
SOI represents the logical pattern of ultimate development within the City based on the availability of supporting 
infrastructure. Areas to the north of the project site consist of rural single family residential units. Vacant 
undeveloped land adjoins the site to the east. Land to the south of the proposed project site consists of the partially 
built out Mountain Lake Industrial Park.  
 
Access & Services – There are three existing access points to the Area 2 project site. Access to the northern 
portion of the parcel is from Old Oasis Road at the northwestern corner of the property. Access to the southern 
portion of the site is from Charles Drive (at the southwestern corner) and George Drive (southern property 
boundary).  The City of Redding provides water, sewer service, electrical and solid waste disposal to the Area 2 
project site.  Natural gas service in the area is provided by Pacific Gas and Electric Company.  
 
Project Analysis – To accommodate affordable housing units, approximately 10.2 acres of undeveloped land 
(Sites 7 through 10) to the R-3-25 district. The development on the 10.2-acre proposed project site would yield a 
minimum of 204 multiple-family units based on 20 dwelling units (du) per acre and a maximum of 255 multiple-
family units based on 25 dwelling units per acre.   
 
The designs and locations of future developments within the rezone sites are unknown at this time. The purpose 
of this project is to rezone sufficient land to meet the County’s Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA).  
While future housing development may occur as a result of the proposed General Plan Land Use Map and Zoning 
Map Amendments, no specific development proposals are currently associated with this project. Future multiple-
family housing development would occur subject to review and compliance with all site development procedures 
and standards contained in Shasta County Code Section 17.36.060. 
 
Environmental Determination –  The project is not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
in accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759, which establish, in part, that CEQA does  
not apply to any action necessary to bring an agency’s general plan or relevant mandatory elements of the plan 
into compliance with any court order or judgement. However, the County is required to prepare an initial study 
to determine the environmental effects of the proposed project and to prepare an environmental assessment if, as 
a result of the initial study, the County determines that the project may have a significant effect on the 
environment. The environmental assessment shall substantially conform to the required content of a draft 
environmental impact report (Government Code section 65759).   
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GPAI8-0002 & ZAl8-0003 (Area2)
8t23n8
Page 3 of4

The Planning Division has prepared an initial study in accordance with Government Section 65759, and
determined that the project may have a significant effect on the environment. Therefore, an environmental
assessment (EA) has been prepared, the content of which substantially conforms to the required content for a draft
Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

Based on the Initial Study, no impacts of less than significant impacts related to Aesthetics, Agricultural
Resources, Geology and Soils, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Mineral Resources, and Recreation are
anticipated as a result of the proposed project. As such, these resources are not evaluated as part of the EA (refer
to EA Section 9.0, EFFECTS FOLTND NOT TO BE SIGNIFICANT and Appendix A, INITIAL STUDY).

The EA focuses on the changes in the environment (indirect) that could result from approval of GPAI8-0002 and
ZA l8-0003 if full development of the rezone sites were to occur. The EA identifies potential indirect impacts
resulting from future build-out and provides measures to avoid potentially significant impacts. This EA addresses
impacts in the following areas: Air Quality, Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Greenhouse Gas
Emissions, Hydrology and Water Quality, Land Use and Planning, Noise, Population and Housing, Public
Services, Transportation and Traffic, Tribal Cultural Resources, and Utilities and Service Systems. The EA seryes
as the primary reference document in formulating the recommended conditions of rezone approval.

ALTERNATIVES: This proposed General Plan and Zoning Plan amendment is required to bring the County
General Plan into compliance with State housing law and to meet the terms of the settlement agreement.
Therefore, as explained below, the alternatives to the proposed action are limited:

l. Modify the General Plan Map and zoningMap amendment boundaries.
2. continue the public hearing to request additional information.
3. Recommend that Board of Supervisors deny the project.

None of these alternatives are recommended. The boundaries and resulting acreage of each rezone area has been
carefully identified by staff and agreed upon by the respective property owners, and are necessary for the County
to meet its obligations. The settlement agreement includes specific timelines for the County to fulfill its obligation
to rezone property and any delay could put the timeline at risk. As indicated throughout the staff report, this
General Plan and ZoningPlan amendment is necessary for the County to meet its obligations in a timely manner.
Denial of the rezone would require the County to find other properties to rezone within an extremely limited pool
of options, and would put the settlement agreement and the success of the County's Housing Element update
program at great risk.

CONCLUSION: Based on the information collected and the analysis completed for this project, staff is of the
opinion that the proposed Area2 Project is consistent with the General Plan policies and zoning standards for the
area.

HARD W. SIMON, AICP
Director of Resource Management

Staff Author: Kim Hunter, Planning Manager
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GPA18-0002 & ZA18-0003 (Area 2)  
8/23/18  
Page 4 of 4 
 
Copies:   Legal Services of Northern California  

Meissner Ernest R III Revocable Trust 
Project File 

 
Attach:  1.  Draft Resolution 

2.  Vicinity Map 
3.  Site Map  
4.  General Plan Map 
5.  Zone District Map 
6.  Proposed General Plan Map  
7.  Proposed Zone District Map  

  8.  Initial Study EA link:   https://www.co.shasta.ca.us/index/drm_index/planning_index.aspx 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2OI8-OI9

A RESOLUTION OF THE SHASTA COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
RECOMMENDING THAT THE SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

APPROVE GENERAL PLAN MAP AMENDMENT GPAIS.OOO2 AND ZONING MAP
AMENDMENT ZAIS-0003 (COUNTY OF SHASTA)

WHEREAS, as part of the state housing law the legislature found, among other findings,
that (l) the availability of housing is of vital statewide importance, (2) local goverrrments, such as
Shasta County, have the responsibility to facilitate the improvement and development of housing
adequate to meet the needs of all economic segments of the community, (3) designating and
maintaining a supply of land that is suitable, feasible and available for the development of housing
to meet the housing need for all income levels is essential to achieving the state's housing goals
(Government Code section 65580); and

WHEREAS, the intent of the state's housing law, among others, is to (l) assure that the
County recognizes its responsibility to contribute to attaining the state's housing goal, (2) assure
that the County prepares and implements a local Housing Element as part of its General Plan, (3)
recognize that the County is best capable of determining what is needed for the County to
contribute to the attainment of the state's housing goal in a manner compatible with the state's
housing goal and the Regional Housing Need Allocation (RHNA) assigned to the County by the
state (Government Code section 65581); and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Government Code section 65583.2(c)(3XBXiii) and the
United States Census, Shasta County is considered a "suburban jurisdiction" and is assigned a
"default density" of twenty residential units per acre by the state. Default density being the density
at which a site is deemed appropriate for development to accommodate lower income households;
and

WHEREAS, in January 2018, Legal Services of Northern California and The Public
Interest Law Project jointly filed a lawsuit to compel the County to bring its Housing Element into
compliance with State Law and meet its unaccommodated Regional Housing Allocation Need
(RHNA) assigned by the Department of Housing and Community Development, resulting in a
judgement rendered by the Shasta County Superior Court for a Stipulation for Judgement in
accordance with the terms of a settlement agreement that includes actions, including the rezoning
of land to the default density, that must be completed by the County within a defined timeline; and

WHEREAS, to fulfil its obligations under Program 8 of the most recently adopted 2009-
2014 Shasta County Housing Element committed the County to rezone enough land at the default
density within the unincorporated area of the County, where water, sewer and other urban services
are or will be available, to fully accommodate the County's RHNA obligation for lower income
households; and

WHEREAS, to fulfil its obligations to comply with State housing law and the Stipulated
Judgement the County has initiated four separate General Plan amendment and rezone projects to
re-designate and rezone land to the default density in four separate geographical areas of the
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Resolution No. 201 8-01 9
Page 2

unincorporated County, totaling 13 sites and 60.5 acres within designated Town Centers, or
adjoining designated Urban Centers, served by or with access to, urban services including
community water and sewer; and

WHEREAS, the land area affected by GPAI3-0002 andZAIS-0003 consists of four sites
on one parcel totaling just over 33 acres of undeveloped land within the City of Redding's Sphere
of Influence; and

WHEREAS, the subject land is currently designated Suburban Residential (SR) by the
County General Plan, and zoned Interim Residential (lR) and Designated Floodway (F-l) by the
Shasta County Zoning Maps; and

WHEREAS, GPAI3-0002 andZAlS-0003 designates the subject lands Urban Residential
and Urban Residential-25 units per acre and rezones the subject lands to Multiple-Family
Residential-10 units per acre (13.1 acres), Multiple-Family Residential-25 units per acre (10.2
acres), Open Space (20 acres), with the remaining land zoned as Designated Floodway (F-l); and

WHEREAS, duly noticed public hearings to consider GPAI3-0002 andZAl8-0003, were
held before the Planning Commission on August 9,2018, and continued to August 23,2018, at
which time the Commission received a presentation from staff and considered all written
comments and all testimony from agencies and the public; and

WHEREAS, GPAI 3-0002 andZAlS-0003 are not subject to the Califomia Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to a court order judgement rendered by the Shasta County Superior
Court for a Stipulation for Judgement on June 29,2018, which expressly incorporates the
provisions of Government section 65759, which establish that the Califomia Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) does not apply to any action necessary to bring an agency's general plan or
relevant mandatory elements of the plan into compliance with any court order or judgement; and

WHEREAS, In accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759, the
County has prepared an initial study to determine the environmental effects of the project and, as
a result of the initial study, has prepared an environmental assessment with content that
substantially conforms to the required content of a draft environmental impact report as set forth
in Article 9 (commencing with section 15140) of Title l4 of the California Code of Regulations.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Shasta County Planning Commission:

l. The foregoing recitals are true and correct and incorporated herein.

2. The Planning Commission makes the following findings with regard to General Plan
Amendment GPA I 8-0002 and Zoning Plan Amendment ZA I 8-0003:

A. State housing law, as codified in Government Code section 65580 et seq., requires
that Shasta County assist in attaining the state's housing goal by, among other
actions: (a) facilitating the improvement and development of housing adequate to
meet the needs of all economic segments of the community, (b) designating and
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Resolution No. 201 8-01 9
Page 3

maintaining a supply of land that is suitable, feasible and available for the
development of housing to meet the housing need for all income levels, (c)
preparing and implementing a local Housing Element as part of its General Plan,
(d) determining what is needed for the County to contribute to the attainment of
the state's housing goal in a manner compatible with the state's housing goal and
the Regional Housing Need Allocation (RHNA) assigned to the County by the state.

B. In accordance with Government Code 65583.2(cX3XB)(iii) and the United States
Census, Shasta County is designated a "suburban jurisdiction" and is assigned a
"default density" of twenty residential units per acre by the state.

C. GPAI 3-0002 and Zl8-0003 are necessary actions to bring the County General
Plan and the mandatory Housing Element of the Plan into compliance with
State housing law, the prior adopted Shasta County Housing Element and the
Stipulated Judgement rendered by Shasta County Superior Court.

D. GPAIS-0002 and ZA|S-0003 are not subject to the Califomia Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to a court order judgement rendered by the Shasta
County Superior Court for a Stipulation for Judgement on June 29, 2018, which
expressly incorporates the provisions of Govemment section 65759, which
establish that the Califomia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not apply to
any action necessary to bring an agency's general plan or relevant mandatory
elements of the plan into compliance with any court order or judgement.

E. In accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759, the
County has prepared an initial study to determine the environmental effects of
the project and, as a result of the initial study, has prepared an environmental
assessment with content that substantially conforms to the required content of
a draft environmental impact report as set forth in Article 9 (commencing with
section l5 140) of Title l4 of the California Code of Regulations.

F. The proposed amendments to the General Plan and Zoning Maps are
consistentwith the objectives and policies in the Community Development
Group, Chapter 7.0et seq., and with all other elements of the Shasta County
General Plan.

3' The Planning Commission recommends that the Shasta County Board of Supervisors take
the following actions with regard to GpAl3-0002 andZAlg-0003:

Conduct a public hearing.
Close the public hearing.
Find GPAI3-0002 andZAl8-0003 are not subject to the Califomia Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance with the provisions of Government Code
section 65759, (CEQA does not apply to any action necessary to bring an agency's
general plan or relevant mandatory elements of the plan into compliance with any
court order or judgement).

A.
B.
C.
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D. Adopt a resolution approving the amendments to the Shasta County General Plan
Map pursuant to General Plan Amendment GPAIS-0002.

E. Introduce, waive the reading of and enact an ordinance amending the Shasta County
ZoningMap pursuant to Zone Amendment ZAIS-0003.

DULY PASSED this 23'd day of August, 2018, by the following vote:

AYES: MACLEAN, CHAPIN, RAMSEY, WALLNER
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:
RECUSE: KERNS

TIM MACLEAN, Chairman
Planning Commission
County of Shasta, State of California

ATTEST:

ilmML
PAUL HELLMAN, Secretary
Planning Commission
County of Shasta, State of Califomia
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SHASTA COUNTY
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING

DRAFT

MINUTES Meeting

Date: August 9,2018
Time: 2:00 p.m.
Place: Shasta County Administration Center

Board of Supervisors' Chambers
Flag Salute

ROLL CALL Commissioners
Present: Tim Maclean District 2

Jim Chapin District I
Steven Kems District 3

Roy Ramsey District 4
Patrick Wallner District 5

staff Present: Richard w. Simon, Director of Resource Management
James Ross, Assistant County Counsel
Kim Hunter, Planning Division Manager
Luis Topete, Associate Planner
Jimmy Zanotelli, Shasta County Fire Marshal
Eric Wedemeyer, Public Works/Subdivision Engineer
Jessica cunningham-Pappas, staff Services Anaryst IllRecording Secretary

Note: All unanimous actions reflect a 5-0 vote.

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - OPEN TIME: No Speakers.

RI: APPROVAL OF MINUTES:
By motion made, seconded(Wallner/Ramsey) and canied by a4-}vote, the Planning Commission
approved the Minutes of July 12,2018,as submitted. Commissioner Chapin abstained from voting
due to not being in attendance at the July 12, 2018 Planning Commission meeting.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST DECLARATIONS: Chairman Maclean declared a conflict of interest for Item R3
due to his employment association with Shanah Dunlap Sawyer,Inc., who has completed work on
behalf of some of the property owners residing in those *.ur.

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None.

R2: Variance 18-0003 (Kronick): The applicant has requested approval of a variance from the
maximum l5-foot building height limit for residential accessory buitAingr to construct a 90O-square-

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES
August 9,2018
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foot RV garage with a height of l9-feet, 6-inches from the edge of the road easement and a variance
from the 20- foot front yard setback requirement in the National Recreation Area, Shasta unit (NRA-
S) district. Applicant: John and Charlene Kronick; Assessor's Parcel Number(s): 085-320-032-000;
Project Location: Lakehead Area on a 4.14-acre parcel approximately 0.1 miles south of the
intersection of O'Brien Mountain Road and Grey Fawn Trail (17528 Grey Fawn Trail); Supervisor
District: 4; Recommended Environmental Determination: Categorically Exempt; Planner: Luis
Topete, Associate Planner. Simple Majority Vote.

Associate Planner Luis Topete presented the staff report.

Chairman Maclean opened the public hearing.

Soeaker's Name

Tracy Novogrodsky

Erik Mickelsen

C o mme nts/C o n c e r n s/O ue s tio n s

Ms. Novogrodsky expressed concern over the proposed
building's limited distance from the road easement and
potential erosion.

Mr. Mickelsen expressed concems about egress from his
driveway in the event of a fire, erosion and drainage. He
described the steep bank next to the proposed project and his
assertion that if the proposed structure were to catch fire, it
could fall into Grey Fawn Trail. Commissioner Kems asked
Mr. Mickelsen if his concerns would be addressed if the
proposed building was in a different location. Mr. Mickelsen
indicated relocating the building to the west side of the
property would likely address most concems.

$eP's
Chairman Maclean asked if the applicant or their representative was available and called for any
other speakers. There being none, the public hearing was closed.

Commissioner Kerns asked Mr. Topete if the applicant would consider moving the structure to the
west side. Mr. Topete stated he was unsure without speaking with the applicant. Chairman Maclean
asked if the gravel pad was level. Mr. Topete confirmed it was and noted that the project was
compliant with fire safety standards. Chairman Maclean asked if most exceptions for setbacks were
as extreme as the proposed project. Mr. Topete stated that in his experience they vary. Commissioner
Chapin stated he saw no reason to have the building so near the righrof-*uy of th. road when there
were several other options for where the project could be located. Commissioner Wallner agreed
with this thinking given the limited ingress and egress for the project's proposed location.

At Commissioner Kems request, Chairman Maclean reopened the public hearing. Commissioner
Kems asked Ms. Novogrodsky if her concerns would be alleviated with respect to fire, escape, and
aesthetics if it was possible to move the project to the west and north. Ms. Novogodsky siated it
would.

Chairman Maclean closed the public hearing and asked for feedback from Mr. Simon on the
possibility of staff working with the applicant to see if they would consider adjusting the plan. Mr.

PLANNING coMMr;:'rt)#*"rING MINurE s
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Simon commented that because the applicant was absent and they may have rationale unknown to
the Planning Commission, it would be appropriate to consider a continuation.

By motion made, seconded (Kerns/Chapin) and canied unanimously, the Planning Commission
continued Variance I 8'0003 to the September I 3, 20 I 8 Planning Commission meeting to allow staff
time to work with the applicant to explore the possibility of another location for the project.

Chairman Maclean left the room.

Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None.

R3: General Plan Map Amendment GPAIS-0001 and Zoning Plan Man Amendment 2A18-0002
Consider a proposed amendment to the Shasta County General Plan Land Use Map and related
County Zoning Plan Map as part of the 2014-2019 Housing Element Update program to bring the
County's General Plan Housing Element into compliance with State Housing Law. GPAI8-0001 and
ZA|S-0002: East Redding - 299 East Conidor/Collyer Drive and Old Oregon Trait (Area l)
consists of approximately 48 acres currently designated Commercial (C) and Suburban Residential
(SR) in the General Plan, and zoned Community Commercial (C-2),Commercial Light Industrial (C-
M), and Interim Residential (IR). Area I in its entirety would be designated UR(25) and would be
rezoned to R-3-25 on 33.3 acres, and Open Space on 14.6 acres. Assessor's Parcel Numbers: 076-
070-012; 076-070-01 6; 076-100-01 8; and 076-060-01 8.

Planning Manager Kim Hunter stated that due to circumstances related to the Carr Fire, additional
time was needed to complete necessary documents forthe Planning Commission's consideration of
Items R3, R4, R5, and R6. Staff recommended the Planning Commission open the public hearing for
each item as scheduled, accept all testimony and continue the hearing to a Spicial Meeting on
Thursday, August 23'd.

Vice Chairman Chapin opened the public hearing. There being no speakers, the public hearing was
closed.

By motion made, seconded (Kerns/Ramsey) and carried 4-0, the Planning Commission continued
Item R3 to a special Meeting on Thursday, August 23,201g at 2:00 p.m.

Chairman Maclean retumed to the meeting.

Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None.

R4
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Gener,al PIan Map Smen4ment GPAI8:0002 and Zonine PIan Map Amendment ZAlg-0003
Consider a proposed amendment to the Shasta Counfy Gen.
County Zoning Map as part of the2014-2019 Housing Element Update program to bring the
County's General Plan Housing Element into compliance with State Housing iu* GpAl 3-0002 and
ZAl 3-0003 : North Redding - Old Oasis Road/I-S Corridor (Area 2) consists of approxim ately 52
acres cturently designated Suburban Residential (SR) in the General Plan, and zoned Interim
Residential (IR) and Designated Floodway (F-l) and Restrictive Flood (F-2). Area 2 would be
designated UR(25) and rezoned to R-3-25 on 10.2 acres; designated UR on 4l.i acresand rezoned as
follows: R-3-10 on l3.l acres; and Open Space (oS) on 20 acres; the Designated Floodway portion
would be unchanged. Assessor's parcel Number 073-010-006.
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Chairman Maclean opened the public hearing.

Speaker's Name

Michael Elrite

Mose Perizzolo

Richard Janssen

C o mme nts/C o n c e r ns/O ues t io n s

Mr. Elrite expressed concerns about high density housing
being placed in a low-density area and increases in crime.

Mr. Perizzolo stated he didn't think it was a good idea and
that there was already a crime problem.

Mr. Janssen expressed concern about access, traffrc, declining
property values, and a crime rate that he noted was already
high. He pointed out that numerous high speed chases had
occuned in the area.

8*.'.
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Chairman Maclean called for any other speakers. There being none, the public hearing was closed.

Commissioner Kerns inquired about the current size limitation on lots. Mr. Simon stated the property
was designated Suburban Residential (SR) and Interim Residential (IR) zoning with a minimum
parcel size of S-acres, until services were brought to the site. The properfy woulJ be served by City
of Redding water and sewer under an existing agreement. The proposed change would be land use
designation to Urban Residential with a density of 20-25 units pir acre. Coinmissioner Wallner
asked if the City of Redding would be able to serve the property with the increased density. Mr.
Simon stated his understanding was that they would, however, he was not aware on whether this
would require improvements. Chairman Maclean indicated he understood this item was for a zoning
proposal and that there was not a current high density project at this time. Mr. Simon affirmed that
was correct.

Commissioner Kems asked if any analysis had been done on how property values would be affected
for build outs in the proposed areas. Mr. Simon responded, noting information was available that
indicated arguments on both sides. Mr. Simon noted an environmenial analysis (EA) was available to
the public through the department's website and at the department and that planning Manager Kim
Hunter was available as a contact. Commissioner Chapin asked how existing infrastruct'ie (road
system) would handle new traffic generated for a higtr density project. Mr. Jimon responded any
proposed project would be reviewed by Public Works, Environmental Health, and all agencies
involved in approving a project, including any mitigation or constraints identified in the
environmental assessment, which would be the developels responsibility to mitigate.

Chairman Maclean reopened the public hearing. Mr. Elrite questioned why there was a proposed
change in zoning when there was no current project planned. Mr. Perizzolo noted he hasn,t seen the
curye on Old Oasis fixed and he re-asserted his concem about traffic. Mr. Janssen asked ifhe would
have the opportunity to address the Planning Commission again at the next meeting. Chairman
Maclean closed the public hearing.

By motion made, seconded (Ramsey/Wallner) and carried unanimously, the planning Commission
continued Item R4 to a special Meeting on Thursday, August 23,201b at 2:00 p.m.
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R5

Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None. ffirtA$jT'
General Plan Man Amendment GPA18-0003 and Zonine Plan Man Amendment ZAIS-0004
Consider a proposed amendment to the Shasta County General Plan Land Use Map and related
County Zoning Map as part of the2014-2019 Housing Element Update progftrm to bring the
County's General Plan Housing Element into compliance with State Housing Law. GPAI8-0003 and
ZAIS-0004: Southwest Palo Cedro - Gilbert Drive (Area 3) consists of 9.8 acres cunently
designated Commercial (C) in the General Plan and zoned Community Commercial (C-2).Area 3 in
its entirety would be designated UR(25), and would be rezoned to R-3-25 on 8 acres, and Open
Space on 1.8 acres. Assessor's Parcel Number 059-360-019.

Chairman Maclean opened the public hearing. There being no speakers, the public hearing was
closed.

By motion made, seconded (Wallner/Ramsey) and carried unanimously, the Planning Commission
continued Item R5 to a Special Meeting on Thursday, August 23,2018 at 2:00 p.m.

Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None.

AI
Consider a proposed amendment to the Shasta County General Plan Land Use trrtap ana telatea
County Zoning Map as part of the 2014-2019 Housing Element Update program to bring the
County's General Plan Housing Element into compliance with State Housing Law. GpAl8-0004
and ZA18-0005; Southwest Cottonwood/I-S Corridor (Area4) consists of approximately l3 acres
currently designated Urban Residential - 8 dwelling units per acre (UR(S)j and zoned planned
Development (PD). Area 4 would be designated UR(25) and rezoned to R-3-25 on l0 acres;
designated and zoned Open Space on 1.6 acres; and designated Commercial (C) and rezoned to
Community Commercial (C-2) on 1.4 acres. Assessor's Parcel Number: 0g7-270-031.

Chairman Maclean opened the public hearing.
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Speaher's Name

Ralph Adams

James Seale

C o m me nts/C o n c e r n s/O ue s tio n s

Mr. Adams expressed concems about water, drainage, traffic
impacts and the devaluation of subdivision houses he had
built. He referenced a low-income project in Anderson in
which the Anderson Police Department reported seventy-
percent oftheir work was in response to that area. Mr. Adams
noted Cottonwood's lack of law enforcement and concems
related to growth.

Mr. Seale expressed concern over impacts on schools and
water and sewer systems. He questioned where sewer
allotments would come from since Cottonwood's system was
nearing capacity. Mr. Seale expressed concern over increased
traffic on I't Street. Mr. Seale noted Crowley Gulch floods
annually, lack of law enforcement and road access for some of
the property zoned Commercial.
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Kayle Spoon

Tom Semingson

Vickie Wolf

Mr. Spoon asked if there was an existing project. He
expressed concern over lack of sidewalks on I't Street for
pedestrians, flood, sewer and traffic issues. He noted the
safety issues inherent with the current lack of infrastructure
for pedestrians and the existing overpass. Mr. Simon
responded that the proposal was a County initiated rezoning,
that there was no specific proponent for a project, and that
this was an effort to seek out properties that have access to
services (primarily water and sewer) with the potential for
higher density development should a future project be
proposed.

Mr. Semingson expressed concern over traffic on I't Street,
the impact of which he believed would render a project
unfeasible.

Ms. Wolf asked if a developer proposed a different number of
units, would they be allowed to divert from the new zoning.
Chairman Maclean responded, noting any landowner could
propose a project and that zoning was a guideline for
proposals. Ms. Wolfe asked for a definition ofuses in C2. Mr.
Simon responded and referenced Chapter 17.44 ofthe Shasta
County Zoning Plan.

Mr. Simon noted the County was obligated as an arm of the State to participate in the State,s
declared housing crisis and that part of the County's obligation was to adopt a Fiousing Element as
part of the General Plan. He further explained the County was required to accommodate a certain
number of housing units at various income levels by rezoning properties to allow forpotential future
development at the default density. To fulfill this obligation, ihe County is required to rezone
properties where it may be found suitable for higher density development. Commissioner Kerns
commented the difficulty was meeting the County's obligations under state law. He encouraged the
public to stay involved in the process. Commissioners acknowledged public concerns related to the
proposed rezones and encouraged continued public input.

Chairman Maclean closed the public hearing.

By motion made, seconded (Ramsey/Kems) and carried unanimously, the planning Commission
continued Item R6 to a Special Meeting on Thursday, August 23,20i8 at2:00p.m.-

Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None.

R7 ft Shasta Countv 2014_2019 Housins
Element
Shasta County completed the Revised Draft20l4-201g Housing Element Update (Revised Draft)
consisting of five Sections as follows: Section I Introduction, Seclion II Housing Needs Assess-"ni
Section III Housing Constraints, Section IV Regional Housing Needs All-ocation, Section V
Programs; and ten supporting appendices.
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Ms. Hunter noted the Planning Division has completed the Draft20l4-2019 Housing Element. The
Revised Draft was released for a 30-day comment period from July 2nd - July 31't. At the end ofthe
review period, one comment letter was received by Legal Services of Northem California. She
explained the letter required further review to re-assess the draft language and that staff
recommended opening the public hearing, accepting all testimony and continuing the item to a
special meeting on August 23'd.

Chairman Maclean opened the public hearing. There being no speakers, the public hearing was
closed.

By motion made, seconded (Kerns/Chapin) and carried unanimously, the Planning Commission
continued Item R7 to a Special Meeting on Thursday, August 23,2018 at 2:00 p.m.

Plannins Director's Report: Planning Manager Kim Hunter congratulated Resource Management
Director Rick Simon on the occasion of his retirement and his last Planning Commission meeting.
She acknowledged his planning caxeer of 30+ years extending from Southern California to the
Northstate. She noted his professionalism, kindness, patience, and humor.

Mr. Simon expressed his appreciation to planning staff and the department for their professionalism
and dedication. He expressed that it had been a privilege and honor to serve as Secretary to the
Planning Commission and his appreciation to the Commission.

Commissioners expressed their gratitude of Mr. Simon's professionalism, availability,
responsiveness, kindness, assistance and personableness.

Mr. Simon reported that the Board of Supervisors approved GPAI 3-0001 andZlT-}l3 on July l7s.

R8:

NON-HEARING ITEMS: None.

CONSENT ITEMS: None.

ADJOURNMENT: The Planning commission adjoumed at 3:47 p.m.

Submitted by:

Jessica Cunningham-Pappas, Staff Services Anatyst II
Recording Secretary
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2014-2019 HOUSING ELEMENT UPDATE - REZONE PROGRAM 30-Aug-18

Site # APN # RZ Acres Current GP/Zoning Proposed GP/Zoning Water Sewer Realistic Capacity* Maximum Capacity**

1 076-070-012 3.5 C/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 BVWD COR 70 87.5

2 076-070-016 1.9 C/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 BVWD COR 38 47.5

3 076-100-018 7.3 C/C-M UR(25)/R-3-25 BVWD COR 146 182.5

4 076-060-018 9.4 SR,C/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 BVWD COR 188 235

5³ 076-060-018 9.4 SR,C/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 BVWD COR 168 210

6 076-100-011 1.8 C/C-2 UR(25)/R-3-25 BVWD COR 36 45

 646 du at realistic capacity/807.5 du at maximum capacity 

7 073-010-006 2.4 SR/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 COR COR 48 60

8 073-010-006 3 SR/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 COR COR 60 75

9 073-010-006 3.1 SR/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 COR COR 62 77.5

10 073-010-006 1.7 SR/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 COR COR 34 42.5

204 du at realistic capacity/255 du at maximum capacity

11 059-360-019 4.5 C/C-2 UR(25)/R-3-25 BVWD CSA 8 90 112.5

12 059-360-019 3.5 C/C-2 UR(25)/R-3-25 BVWD CSA 8 70 87.5

160 du at realistic capacity/200 du at maximum capacity

13 087-270-031 0 UR-8/PD UR(25), C/R-3-25, C-2 CWD CSA 17 0 0

Totals 50.5 1,010 1,263

Acres Dwelling Units Dwelling Units 

BVWD=Bella Vista Water District COR=City of Redding CWD=Cottonwood Water District

*Realistic Capacity: multiple-family development at a density of 20 dwelling units (du) per acre

CSD 8=County Community Service District 8

Area 1: East Redding Area: 299E Corridor/Collyer Drive & Old Oregon Trail (33.3 acres total)¹

Area 2: North Redding Area: Old Oasis Road/I-5 Corridor (10.2 acres total) ²

Area 3: Southwest Palo Cedro/Gilbert Drive (8 acres total)

Area 4: Southwest Cottonwood/I-5 Corridor -- Site recommended for denial by the Planning Commission on 8/23/18 

2Located within the COR SOI; Sewer and water service agreements in place 

1 Located within the COR Sphere of Influence (SOI) which are pre-zoned RM 10-20 (except for portions of 076-060-018 with are zoned RM 6-10)

**Maximum Capacity: multiple-family development at a density of 25 dwelling units (du) per acre 

CSD 17=County Community Service District 17

³Site 5 of Area 1 contains a one acre area with slope exceeding 30% which cannot be counted towards the RHNA. This is accounted for in the final total acres and 

realistic capacity figures.
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RESOLUTION NO.  

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF SHASTA 

APPROVING AN AMENDMENT TO THE SHASTA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN LAND 

USE MAPS, GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT (GPA) 18-0002 

 

 WHEREAS, the Shasta County Department of Resource Management, has brought forth 

an application to amend the general plan land use designation on 10.2 acres from Suburban 

Residential (SR) to Urban Residential-25 dwelling units per acre (UR(25)) and on 41.7 acres from 

Suburban Residential (SR) to Urban Residential (UR). 

 

WHEREAS, the subject land is currently designated Suburban Residential (SR) by the 

County General Plan, and zoned Interim Rural Residential (IR) and Designated Floodway (F-1) 

by the Shasta County Zoning Maps; and  

 

WHEREAS, duly noticed public hearings to consider GPA18-0002 and associated Zone 

Amendment (ZA) 18-0003, were held before the Planning Commission on August 9, 2018, which 

was continued to August 23, 2018, at which time the Commission received a presentation from 

staff and considered all written comments and all testimony from agencies and the public; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the Planning Commission considered GPA18-0002 at a Special Meeting on 

August 23, 2018, and after conducting a public hearing recommended approval by the Board of 

Supervisors; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors of the County of Shasta, after the public hearing on 

September 18, 2018, at which time public input was received, considered the above proposal to 

amend the General Plan Land Use Maps; and 

 

WHEREAS, GPA18-0002 is not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act 

(CEQA) pursuant to a judgment rendered by the Shasta County Superior Court for a Stipulation 

for Judgment on June 29, 2018, which expressly incorporates the provisions of Government Code 

section 65759, which establish that CEQA does not apply to any action necessary to bring an 

agency’s general plan or relevant mandatory elements of the plan into compliance with any court 

order or judgment; and 

 

WHEREAS, in accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759, the 

County has prepared an initial study to determine the environmental effects of the  project and, as 

a result of the initial study, has prepared an environmental assessment with content that 

substantially conforms to the required content of a draft environmental impact report as set forth 

in Article 9 (commencing with section 15140) of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations. 

 

 NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors makes the 

following environmental findings with regard to GPA18-0002: 

 

A.  State housing law, as codified in Government Code section 65580 et seq., requires 

that Shasta County assist in attaining the state's housing goal by, among other 

actions: (a) facilitating the improvement and development of housing adequate to 

meet the needs of all economic segments of the community; (b) designating and 

maintaining a supply of land  that is suitable, feasible and available for the 

development of housing to meet the housing need for all income levels; (c) 

preparing and implementing a local Housing Element as part of its General Plan; 

(d) determining what is needed for the County to contribute to the  attainment of 

the state's housing goal in a manner compatible with the state's housing goal and 

the Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) assigned to the County by the 

state. 

 

 B. In accordance with Government Code 65583.2(c)(3)(B)(iii) and the United States  

  Census, Shasta County is designated a "suburban jurisdiction" and is assigned a  

  "default density" of twenty residential units per acre by the state.  

 

C. GPA18-0002 and ZA18-0003 are necessary actions to bring the County 

General Plan and the mandatory Housing Element of the General Plan into 

compliance with State housing law, the prior adopted Shasta County Housing 

Element and the Stipulation for Judgment rendered by the Shasta County Superior 

Court. 
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D. GPA18-0002 is not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 

pursuant to a court order judgment rendered by the Shasta County Superior Court 

for a Stipulation for Judgment on June 29, 2018, which expressly incorporates the 

provisions of Government section 65759, which establish that CEQA does not 

apply to any action necessary to bring an agency’s general plan or relevant 

mandatory elements of the plan into compliance with any court order or judgment.  

 

E. In accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759, the 

County has prepared an initial study to determine the environmental effects of 

the project and, as a result of the initial study, has prepared an environmental 

assessment with content that substantially conforms to the required content of 

a draft environmental impact report as set forth in Article 9 (commencing with 

section 15140) of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations.  

 

F. The proposed amendments to the General Plan and Zoning Maps are consistent 

with the objectives and policies in the Community Development Group, 

Chapter 7.0 et seq., and with all other elements of the Shasta County General 

Plan.   

 

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors hereby approves GPA18-

0002, on 51.9 acres in the north Redding area (Assessor’s Parcel Number 073-010-006), to amend 

the general plan land use designation on 10.2 acres from Suburban Residential (SR) to Urban 

Residential-25 dwelling units per acre (UR (25)) and on 41.7 acres from Suburban Residential 

(SR) to Urban Residential (UR) as shown on the attached Exhibit A. 

 

 DULY PASSED AND ADOPTED this 18th day of September, 2018, by the Board of 

Supervisors of the County of Shasta by the following vote: 

 

 AYES:   

 NOES:  

 ABSENT:  

 ABSTAIN:  

 RECUSE:  

 

 

 

        

LES BAUGH, CHAIRMAN 

Board of Supervisors 

County of Shasta 

State of California 

 

ATTEST: 

 

LAWRENCE G. LEES 

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

 

 

By:         

 Deputy 
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              ORDINANCE NO. 378-           

 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NUMBER 378-, THE ZONING ORDINANCE OF 

THE COUNTY OF SHASTA, A PORTION OF THE ZONING PLAN (ZONE AMENDMENT 18-

0003- AREA 2 – NORTH REDDING: OLD OASIS ROAD/I-5 CORRIDOR)   

 

 WHEREAS, notice of a public hearing before the Board of Supervisors to consider this matter was 

given in accordance with law; and  

 

 WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors finds that Zone Amendment 18-0003 is not subject to the 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to a court judgement rendered by the Shasta County 

Superior Court for a Stipulation for Judgment on June 29, 2018, which expressly incorporates the provisions of 

Government section 65759, which establish that the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not 

apply to any action necessary to bring an agency’s general plan or relevant mandatory elements of the plan into 

compliance with any court order or judgment; and   

 

 WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors held a public hearing on September 18, 2018, to consider 

adopting this ordinance.   

 

The Board of Supervisors of the County of Shasta ordains as follows: 

 

 SECTION l.  The following described real property is hereby rezoned from the Interim Residential (IR) 

to the Multiple-Family Residential–10 dwelling units per acre (R-3-10),  Multiple-Family Residential–25 

dwelling units per acre (R-3-25) and Open Space (OS) zone districts with an  increased area as Designated 

Floodway (F-1) zone district (as Shown on Exhibit A).  Assessor’s Parcel Number 073-010-006 (2018 Roll). 

District Map T. 32N., R.4W.-D. 

 

North Redding Area - Located in the unincorporated Shasta County, generally north and east of the City 

of Redding’s corporate limits and south of Old Oasis Road west of the Interstate 5 corridor.  
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SECTION 2.  This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after thirty (30) days after its 

passage.  The clerk shall cause this ordinance to be published as required by law. 

 

 

DULY PASSED AND ADOPTED this 18th day of September 2018,  by the following vote: 

 

 

 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN: 

RECUSE: 

 

                                                            

LES BAUGH, Chairman 

Board of Supervisors, County of Shasta 

State of California 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

LAWRENCE G. LEES 

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

 

 

By:                                                          

             Deputy 

 

 

 

 

  

Page 272 of 323

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REGULAR MEETING - September 18, 2018



REPORT TO SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BOARD MEETING DATE:  September  18, 2018
CATEGORY:  Scheduled Hearings - Resource Management-11.

SUBJECT:

Resolution approving General Plan Amendment GPA18-0003 and Ordinance approving Zoning
Amendment ZA18-0004

DEPARTMENT: Resource Management

Supervisorial District No. :  3

DEPARTMENT CONTACT:  Paul A. Hellman, Director of Resource Management (530) 225-5789

STAFF REPORT APPROVED BY:  Paul A. Hellman, Director of Resource Management

Vote Required?

Simple Majority Vote

General Fund Impact?

No Additional General Fund Impact 

RECOMMENDATION

Based on comments and input from numerous sources which was received following the Planning Commission meeting on
August 23, 2018, the Resource Management Department withdraws its recommendation to approve General Plan Amendment
(GPA) 18-0003 which would amend the land use designation on 9.8 acres from Commercial (C) to Urban Residential-25
dwelling units per acre (UR(25)), and Zoning Amendment (ZA) 18-0004 which would rezone 9.8 acres of property from
Community Commercial (C-2) to Multiple-Family Residential–25 dwelling units per acre (R-3-25) and Open Space (OS), in
the unincorporated area of Shasta County in the Palo Cedro Town Center south of State Route 44 and west of Deschutes
Road (Assessor Parcel Number 059-360-019).

SUMMARY

The project site (Area 3) is located in unincorporated Shasta County on one undeveloped 9.8-acre parcel southwest of the
intersection of State Highway 44 and west of Deschutes Road in the unincorporated community of Palo Cedro. (Assessor’s
Parcel Number: 059-360-019).
 
This project is a County initiated application to amend the Shasta County General Plan Land Use Maps and the County
Zoning Maps as necessary actions to bring the County’s General Plan into compliance with State Housing Law and a
Stipulation for Judgment by the Shasta County Superior Court. Based on comments and input received since the Planning
Commission adopted its resolution, the Resource Management Department withdraws its recommendation that the Board
approve this General Plan Amendment and Zoning Amendment. However, as discussed further below, if the Board fails to
rezone sufficient property for to meet the needs of the 2014-2019 Housing Element, the Department will have to consider the
available options in order to fulfill that requirement.

DISCUSSION
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The Planning Commission reviewed this application on August 23, 2018. The Commission took action recommending that the
Board of Supervisors approve GPA18-0003 and ZA18-0004 by a vote of 5-0. Since that time, the County has received
numerous letters and comments regarding the proposal and based on that input has reconsidered its recommendation and now
withdraws its recommendation. 

The Area 3 application identified two specific sites (Sites 11-12) as part of the overall Housing Element Rezone Program
which originally included a total of 13 sites to be rezoned to the R-3-25 district. The selection of the 13 sites was based on the
site’s location within designated Town Centers, or adjoining designated Urban Centers, all of which are served by, or have
access to, urban services including community water and sewer. Additionally, the property owners of these sites voluntarily
cooperated with the County and support the project applications.
Based on additional information and input received from numerous sources, the Resource Management Department withdraws
its County initiated request for a general plan amendment and zoning amendment at this time. However, the County’s need to
rezone sufficient sites for high density development to meets its obligations under the 2014-2019 Housing Element remains.
Should sufficient sites not be rezoned as part of other County initiated projects, the Department will have to consider and
identify suitable sites for rezoning that do meet the County’s obligations for the 2014-19 Housing Element.
Four separate applications to amend general plan and zoning classifications in four separate geographical areas of
unincorporated Shasta County to bring the County’s housing element into compliance with State Housing Law and a
Stipulation for Judgment by the Shasta County Superior Court were presented to the Planning Commission; three of the four
applications were recommended for approval by the Board. As a result of the elimination of one of the four applications, a
Zoning Amendment Program (Program H3-J) was added to the draft housing element update to identify and reclassify
approximately 4.5 acres of land elsewhere within unincorporated Shasta County. If the Palo Cedro proposal is not approved,
then the acreage figure in Program H3-J would be required to be increased from approximately 4.5 to 12.5. With or without the
approval of the Palo Cedro proposal, the Resource Management Department will, in the near future, have to identify and
process general plan and zoning amendments for additional sites as necessary to comply with Program H3-J. The processing
of such general plan and zoning amendments may be required to comply fully with CEQA requirements, which would add
substantially to the processing time and expense for such applications. Denial of the Palo Cedro proposal would result in an
approximately three-fold increase in the level of effort and expense necessary to comply with the requirements of Program H3-
J.

ALTERNATIVES

The following alternatives are available:

    1. Approve the General Plan and Zoning Amendment request; 
    2. Modify the General Plan and Zoning Amendment boundaries; 
    3. Continue review of the application for additional information. 
None of these alternatives are recommended. 

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

This application was reviewed by the referral agencies that review all new development applications. Comments made by those
agencies have been incorporated in the project.

FINANCING

No additional General Fund impact would result from approval of the proposal.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Description
Project Location Maps 8/31/2018 Project Location Maps
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Ordinance for Z18-0004 AREA 3 8/31/2018 Ordinance for Z18-0004
AREA 3

Planning Commission Staff Report of August 23, 2018 8/31/2018
Planning Commission
Staff Report of August
23, 2018

Planning Commission Resolution 2018-020 8/31/2018 Planning Commission
Resolution 2018-020

Planning Commission Draft Minutes of August 9, 2018 (Cont.
the Item) 8/31/2018

Planning Commission
Draft Minutes of August
9, 2018 (Cont. the Item)

2014-2019 Housing Element Update - Rezone Program
Inventory Sites 8/31/2018

2014-2019 Housing
Element Update - Rezone
Program Inventory Sites

Project Resolution 9/11/2018 Project Resolution
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              ORDINANCE NO. 378-                           
 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NUMBER 378-, THE ZONING ORDINANCE OF 
THE COUNTY OF SHASTA, A PORTION OF THE ZONING PLAN (ZONE AMENDMENT 18-

0004 - AREA 3 – SOUTHWEST PALO CEDRO: GILBERT DRIVE)   
 

 WHEREAS, notice of a public hearing before the Board of Supervisors to consider this matter was given 
in accordance with law; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors finds that Zone Amendment 18-0004 is not subject to the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to a court judgement rendered by the Shasta County 
Superior Court for a Stipulation for Judgement on June 29, 2018, which expressly incorporates the provisions of 
Government section 65759, which establish that the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not 
apply to any action necessary to bring an agency’s general plan or relevant mandatory elements of the plan into 
compliance with any court order or judgement; and   
 
 WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors held a public hearing on September 11, 2018, to consider adopting 
this ordinance.   
 

The Board of Supervisors of the County of Shasta ordains as follows: 
 
 SECTION l.  The following described real property is hereby rezoned from the Community Commercial 
(C-2) zone district to the Multiple-Family Residential–25 dwelling units per acre (R-3-25) and Open Space (OS) 
zone district (as shown on Exhibit A). Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 059-360-019 (2018 Roll). District Map T. 
31N., R.3W.-A. 
 
 Palo Cedro Area - Located in the unincorporated Shasta County, generally southwest of the intersection 
 of State Highway 44 and Deschutes Road with access from Gilbert Drive in the community of Palo 
 Cedro. 
 
 SECTION 2.  This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after thirty (30) days after its 
passage.  The clerk shall cause this ordinance to be published as required by law. 
 
 

DULY PASSED this day of                                                     ,  by the following vote: 
 
 
 
AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 
RECUSE: 

 
                                                            
LES BAUGH, Chairman 
Board of Supervisors, County of Shasta 
State of California 
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ATTEST: 
 
LAWRENCE G. LEES 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
 
 
By:                                                          
             Deputy 
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 REPORT TO THE SHASTA COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION   
 

 
 PROJECT IDENTIFICATION:          REGULAR AGENDA 
   
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT GPA18-0003 AND 
ZONE AMENDMENT ZA18-0004  
AREA 3 - SOUTHWEST PALO CEDRO: GILBERT DRIVE 
CONTINUED FROM AUGUST 9, 2018 

 
 MEETING 

  DATE 

 
 AGENDA 
 ITEM # 

 
 

08/23/18 
 

 
 

R3 
  

 
RECOMMENDATION: That the Planning Commission:  
 

1. Conduct a public hearing.  
2. Close the public hearing.   
3. Adopt a resolution recommending that the Board of Supervisors:  a) find GPA18-0003 and ZA18-0004 

not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance with the provisions of 
Government Code section 65759, (CEQA does not apply to any action necessary to bring an agency’s 
general plan or relevant mandatory elements of the plan into compliance with any court order or 
judgement); b) adopt a resolution approving GPA18-0003; and c) introduce, waive the reading of and 
enact an ordinance amending the Zoning Maps pursuant to ZA18-0004.   

PROJECT SUMMARY:  The project is a County initiated application which proposes amendments to the Shasta 
County General Plan Land Use Maps the County Zoning Maps as necessary actions to bring the County’s General 
Plan into compliance with State Housing Law and a judgement by the Shasta County Superior Court (see 
Environmental Determination section under Background and Discussion below). The proposed General Plan and 
Zoning Plan Map amendments are not associated with any proposal for the on-site development of any of the 
sites. 
 
This project site (Area 3) is one of four separate project applications in four separate geographical areas of the 
unincorporated County, all of which are served by, or have access to, urban services including community water 
and sewer. Collectively, these four projects will result a change to the General Plan land use designation on  a 
total of 61.5 acres to Urban Residential – 25 dwelling units per acre (UR(25)),  and rezoning the same 61.5 acres 
to Multiple-Family Residential – 25 dwelling units per acre (R-3-25).   
 
Area 3 is located in unincorporated Shasta County southwest of the intersection of State Highway 44 and 
Deschutes Road in the unincorporated community of Palo Cedro. Comprised of two separate sites (Sites 11 and 
12) on one parcel. Area 3 consists of 9.8 acres currently designated Commercial (C) in the General Plan and zoned 
Community Commercial (C-2). Area 3 in its entirety would be designated UR(25), and would be rezoned to R-
3-25 on 8 acres, and Open Space on 1.8 acres. (Assessor’s Parcel Number 059-360-019).  
 
Table 1. Area 3 Project Information  

Site # Current GP/Zoning Proposed GP/Zoning Affected 
Acres 

Notes 

11 C/C-2 UR(25)/R-3-25 4.5 Required to meet RHNA  
12 C/C-2 UR(25)/R-3-25 3.5 Required to meet RHNA 
-- C/C-2 UR(25)/OS 1.8 Wetland area  

 
BACKGROUND AND DISCUSSION:   
Court Order -- On January 22, 2018 Legal Services of Northern California and The Public Interest Law Project 
jointly filed a lawsuit pursuant to California Government Code Article 14, Actions or Proceedings (section 65759) 
with the intent to compel the County to bring its Housing Element into compliance with State Laws and meet the 
unaccommodated Regional Housing Allocation Need (RHNA) assigned by the Department of Housing and 
Community Development.  
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GPA18-0003 & ZA18-0004 (Area 3)  
8/23/18  
Page 2 of 3 
 
A judgement was rendered by the Shasta County Superior Court for a Stipulation for Judgement in accordance 
with the terms of a settlement agreement that includes actions that must be completed by the County. As a result 
of this judgement, CEQA does not apply to any discretionary actions that are necessary for the County to bring 
the General Plan into compliance with State Law, including GPA18-0001 and Zone Amendment ZA18-0002. 
 
General Plan Amendment/Rezone Sites – The Area 3 site is located in the southwestern area of Palo Cedro and 
is bounded by the future planned extension of Topland Drive to the north, with the eastern property boundaries 
adjoining the future extension of Gilbert Drive. Two large undeveloped tracts of land adjoin the site to the west. 
The surrounding vicinity is comprised largely of commercial and light industrial uses, single-family homes, and 
some undeveloped areas. 
 
Access & Services – Access to Area 3 is from Gilbert Drive via Honor Court from Deschutes Road.  Bella Vista 
Water District provides water to the area and wastewater disposal is provided by County Service Area No. 8.  
Electricity and natural gas service in the area is provided by Pacific Gas and Electric Company and Waste 
Management provides solid waste disposal services.  
 
The designs and locations of future developments within the rezone sites are unknown at this time.  The purpose 
of this project is to rezone sufficient land to meet the County’s Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA).  
While future housing development may occur as a result of the proposed General Plan Land Use Map and Zoning 
Map Amendments, no specific development proposals are associated with this project. Future multiple-family 
housing development would occur subject to review and compliance with all site development procedures and 
standards contained in Shasta County Code Section 17.36.060. 
 
Environmental Determination – This project is not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
in accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759, which establish, in part, that CEQA does  
not apply to any action necessary to bring an agency’s general plan or relevant mandatory elements of the plan 
into compliance with any court order or judgement. However, the County is required to prepare an initial study 
to determine the environmental effects of the proposed project and to prepare an environmental assessment if as 
a result of the initial study the County determines that the project may have a significant effect on the environment.  
The environmental assessment shall substantially conform to the required content of a draft environmental impact 
report (Government Code section 65759).   
 
The Planning Division has prepared an initial study in accordance with Government Section 65759, and 
determined that the project may have a significant effect on the environment. Therefore, an Environmental 
Assessment (EA) has been prepared, the content of which substantially conforms to the required content for a 
draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR). 
 
Based on the Initial Study, no impacts or less than significant impacts related to Aesthetics, Agricultural 
Resources, Geology and Soils, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Mineral Resources, and Recreation are 
anticipated as a result of the proposed project. As such, these resources are not evaluated as part of the EA (refer 
to EA Section 9.0, EFFECTS FOUND NOT TO BE SIGNIFICANT and Appendix A, INITIAL STUDY). 
 
The EA focuses on the changes in the environment (indirect) that could result from approval of GPA18-0003 and  
ZA18-0004 if full development of the rezone sites were to occur.  The EA identifies potential indirect impacts 
resulting from future build-out and provides measures to avoid potentially significant impacts. This EA addresses 
impacts in the following areas: Air Quality, Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions, Hydrology and Water Quality, Land Use and Planning, Noise, Population and Housing, Public 
Services, Transportation and Traffic, Tribal Cultural Resources, and Utilities and Service Systems. The EA serves 
as the primary reference document in formulating the recommended conditions of rezone approval. 
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GPAI3-0003 & ZAIS-0004 (Area 3)
8t23n8
Page 3 of3

AI,TERNATIVES: This proposed General Plan and Zoning Plan amendment is required to bring the County
General Plan into compliance with State housing law and to meet the terms of the settlement agreement.
Therefore, as explained below, the altematives to the proposed action are limited:

L Modify the General Plan Map and ZoningMap amendment boundaries.
2. Continue the public hearing to request additional information.
3. Recommend that Board of Supervisors deny the project.

None of these altematives are recommended. The boundaries and resulting acreage of each rezone area has been
carefully identified by staff and agreed upon by the respective property owners, and are necessary for the County
to meet its obligations. The settlement agreement includes specific timelines for the County to fulfill its obligation
to rezone property and any delay could put the timeline at risk. As indicated throughout the staff report, this
General Plan and ZoningPlan amendment is necessary for the County to meet its obligations in a timely manner.
Denial of the rezone would require the County to find other properties to rezone within an extremely limited pool
of options, and would put the settlement agreement and the success of the County's Housing Element update
program at great risk.

CONCLUSION: Based on the information collected and the analysis completed for this project, staff is of the
opinion that the proposed Area 3 Project is consistent with the General Plan policies and zoning standards for the
area.

Staff Author: Kim Hunter, Planning Manager

Copies: Legal Services of Northern California
Shasta Forest Properties LLC
Project File

Attach: l.
2.
aJ.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

Draft Resolution
Vicinity Map
Site Map
General Plan Map
Zone District Map
Proposed General Plan Map
Proposed Zone District Map
Initial Study

ICHARD W. SIMON. AICP
Director of Resource Management

EA link:
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RESOLUTION NO. 2OI8.O2O

A RESOLUTION OF THE SHASTA COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
RECOMMENDING THAT THE SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

APPROVE GENERAL PLAN MAP AMENDMENT GPA18-OOO3 AND ZONING MAP
AMENDMENT 2'A18-0004 (COUNTY OF SHASTA)

WHEREAS, as part of the state housing law the legislature found, among other findings,
that (l) the availability of housing is of vital statewide importance, (2) local goverrrments, such as
Shasta County, have the responsibility to facilitate the improvement and development of housing
adequate to meet the needs of all economic segments of the community, (3) designating and
maintaining a supply of land that is suitable, feasible and available for the development of housing
to meet the housing need for all income levels is essential to achieving the state's housing goals
(Government Code section 65580); and

WHEREAS, the intent of the state's housing law, among others, is to (l) assure that the
County recognizes its responsibility to contribute to attaining the state's housing goal, (2) assure
that the County prepares and implements a local Housing Element as part of its General Plan, (3)
recognize that the County is best capable of determining what is needed for the County to
contribute to the attainment of the state's housing goal in a manner compatible with the state's
housing goal and the Regional Housing Need Allocation (RHNA) assigned to the County by the
state (Government Code section 65581); and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Government Code section 65583.2(c)(3XBXiii) and the
United States Census, Shasta County is considered a "suburban jurisdiction" and is assigned a
"default density" of twenty residential units per acre by the state. Default density being the density
at which a site is deemed appropriate for development to accommodate lower income households;
and

WHEREAS, in January 2018, Legal Services of Northern California and The Public
Interest Law Project jointly frled a lawsuit to compel the County to bring its Housing Element into
compliance with State Law and meet its unaccommodated Regional Housing Allocation Need
(RHNA) assigned by the Department of Housing and Community Development, resulting in a
judgement rendered by the Shasta County Superior Court for a Stipulation for Judgement in
accordance with the terms of a settlement agreement that includes actions, including the rezoning
of land to the default density, that must be completed by the County within a defined timeline; and

WHEREAS, to fulfil its obligations under Program 8 of the most recently adopted 2009-
2014 Shasta County Housing Element committed the County to rezone enough land at the default
density within the unincorporated area of the County, where water, sewer and other urban services
are or will be available, to fully accommodate the County's RHNA obligation for lower income
households; and

WHEREAS, to fulfil its obligations to comply with State housing law and the Stipulated
Judgement the County has initiated four separate General Plan amendment and rezone projects to
re-designate and rezone land to the default density in four separate geographical arial of the
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Resolution No. 20 I 8-020
Page2

unincorporated County, totaling 13 sites and 60.5 acres within designated Town Centers, or
adjoining designated Urban Centers, served by or with access to, urban services including
community water and sewer; and

WHEREAS, the land area affected by GPAI8-0003 andZALS-0004 consists of two sites
on one parcel totalingjust over eight acres ofundeveloped land; and

WHEREAS, the subject land is currently designated Commercial (C) by the County
General Plan, and zoned Community Commercial(C-2) by the Shasta County ZoningMaps; and

WHEREAS, GPAI 3-0003 andZAIS-0004 designates the subject lands Urban Residential-
25 units per acre and rezones the subject lands to Multiple-Family Residential-25 units per acre (8
acres) and Open Space (1.8 acres); and

WHEREAS, duly noticed public hearings to consider GPA l8-0003 and ZAl8-0004, were
held before the Planning Commission on August 9,2018, and continued to August 23,2018, at
which time the Commission received a presentation from staff and considered all written
comments and all testimony from agencies and the public; and

WHEREAS, GPAI3-0003 and ZAl8-0004 are not subject to the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to a court order judgement rendered by the Shasta County Superior
Court for a Stipulation for Judgement on June 29,2018, which expressly incorporates the
provisions of Government section 65759, which establish that the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) does not apply to any action necessary to bring an agency's general plan or
relevant mandatory elements of the plan into compliance with any court order or judgement; and

WHEREAS, In accordance with the provisions of Govemment Code section 65759, the
County has prepared an initial study to determine the environmental effects of the project and, as
a result of the initial study, has prepared an environmental assessment with content that
substantially conforms to the required content of a draft environmental impact report as set forth
in Article 9 (commencing with section 15140) of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Shasta County Planning Commission:

L The foregoing recitals are true and correct and incorporated herein.

2' The Planning Commission makes the following findings with regard to General plan
Amendment GPAI8-0003 and Zoning plan Amendment ZAlS-0004:

A. State housing law, as codified in Government Code section 65580 et seq., requires
that Shasta County assist in attaining the state's housing goal by, among other
actions: (a) facilitating the improvement and development of housing adequate to
meet the needs of all economic segments of the community, (b) deJignating and
maintaining a supply of land that is suitable, feasible and available foi the
development of housing to meet the housing need for all income levels, (c)
preparing and implementing a local Housing Element as part of its General Plan,
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Resolution No. 201 8-020
Page 3

(d) determining what is needed for the County to contribute to the attainment of the
state's housing goal in a manner compatible with the state's housing goal and the
Regional Housing Need Allocation (RHNA) assigned to the County by the state.

B. In accordance with Government Code 65583.2(c)(3xB)(iii) and the United States
Census, Shasta County is designated a "suburban jurisdiction" and is assigned a
"default density" of twenty residential units per acre by the state.

C. GPAIS-0003 and ZAl8-0004 are necessary actions to bring the County
General Plan and the mandatory Housing Element of the Plan into compliance
with State housing law, the prior adopted Shasta County Housing Element and
the Stipulated Judgement rendered by Shasta County Superior Court.

D. GPAIS-0003 and ZAIS-0004 are not subject to the Califomia Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to a court order judgement rendered by the Shasta
County Superior Court for a Stipulation for Judgement on J:ur;re 29,2018, which
expressly incorporates the provisions of Government section 65759, which
establish that the Califomia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not apply to
any action necessary to bring an agency's general plan or relevant mandatory
elements of the plan into compliance with any court order or judgement.

E. In accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759, the
County has prepared an initial study to determine the environmental effects of
the project and, as a result of the initial study, has prepared an environmental
assessment with content that substantially conforms to the required content of
a draft environmental impact report as set forth in Article 9 (commencing with
section l5 140) of Title l4 of the California Code of Regulations.

F. The proposed amendments to the General Plan and ZoningMaps are consistent
with the objectives and policies in the Community Development Group,
Chapter 7.0et seq., and with all other elements of the Shasta Countv General
Plan.

3. The Planning Commission recommends that the Shasta County Board of Supervisors take
the following actions with regard to GpAlg-0003 and zAlg-0004:

Conduct a public hearing.
Close the public hearing.
Find GPAI3-0003 andZA|S-0004 are not subject to the Califomia Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance with the provisions of Govemment Code
section 65759, (CEQA does not apply to any action necessary to bring an agency's
general plan or relevant mandatory elements of the plan into compliance with any
court order or judgement).
Adopt a resolution approving the amendments to the Shasta County General Plan
Map pursuant to General Plan Amendment GpAl3-0003.

A.
B.
C.

D.
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Resolution No. 201 8-020
Page 4

E. Introduce, waive the reading of and enact an ordinance amending the Shasta County
ZoningMap pursuant to Zone Amendment ZAl3-0004.

DULY PASSED this 23'd day of August,2018, by the following vote:

AYES: MACLEAN, CHAPIN, KERNS, RAMSEY, WALLNER
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:
RECUSE:

TIM MACLEAN, Chairman
Planning Commission
County of Shasta, State of Califomia

ATTEST:

Anruz-
PAUL HELLMAN, Secretary
Planning Commission
County of Shasta, State of California
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SHASTA COUNTY
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING

DRAFT

MINUTES Meeting

Date: August 9,2018
Time: 2:00 p.m.
Place: Shasta County Administration Center

Board of Supervisors' Chambers
Flag Salute

ROLL CALL Commissioners
Present: Tim Maclean District 2

Jim Chapin District I
Steven Kems District 3

Roy Ramsey District 4
Patrick Wallner District 5

staff Present: Richard w. Simon, Director of Resource Management
James Ross, Assistant County Counsel
Kim Hunter, Planning Division Manager
Luis Topete, Associate Planner
Jimmy Zanotelli, Shasta County Fire Marshal
Eric Wedemeyer, Public Works/Subdivision Engineer
Jessica cunningham-Pappas, staff Services Anaryst IllRecording Secretary

Note: All unanimous actions reflect a 5-0 vote.

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - OPEN TIME: No Speakers.

RI: APPROVAL OF MINUTES:
By motion made, seconded(Wallner/Ramsey) and canied by a4-}vote, the Planning Commission
approved the Minutes of July 12,2018,as submitted. Commissioner Chapin abstained from voting
due to not being in attendance at the July 12, 2018 Planning Commission meeting.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST DECLARATIONS: Chairman Maclean declared a conflict of interest for Item R3
due to his employment association with Shanah Dunlap Sawyer,Inc., who has completed work on
behalf of some of the property owners residing in those *.ur.

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None.

R2: Variance 18-0003 (Kronick): The applicant has requested approval of a variance from the
maximum l5-foot building height limit for residential accessory buitAingr to construct a 90O-square-

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES
August 9,2018
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foot RV garage with a height of l9-feet, 6-inches from the edge of the road easement and a variance
from the 20- foot front yard setback requirement in the National Recreation Area, Shasta unit (NRA-
S) district. Applicant: John and Charlene Kronick; Assessor's Parcel Number(s): 085-320-032-000;
Project Location: Lakehead Area on a 4.14-acre parcel approximately 0.1 miles south of the
intersection of O'Brien Mountain Road and Grey Fawn Trail (17528 Grey Fawn Trail); Supervisor
District: 4; Recommended Environmental Determination: Categorically Exempt; Planner: Luis
Topete, Associate Planner. Simple Majority Vote.

Associate Planner Luis Topete presented the staff report.

Chairman Maclean opened the public hearing.

Soeaker's Name

Tracy Novogrodsky

Erik Mickelsen

C o mme nts/C o n c e r n s/O ue s tio n s

Ms. Novogrodsky expressed concern over the proposed
building's limited distance from the road easement and
potential erosion.

Mr. Mickelsen expressed concems about egress from his
driveway in the event of a fire, erosion and drainage. He
described the steep bank next to the proposed project and his
assertion that if the proposed structure were to catch fire, it
could fall into Grey Fawn Trail. Commissioner Kems asked
Mr. Mickelsen if his concerns would be addressed if the
proposed building was in a different location. Mr. Mickelsen
indicated relocating the building to the west side of the
property would likely address most concems.

$eP's
Chairman Maclean asked if the applicant or their representative was available and called for any
other speakers. There being none, the public hearing was closed.

Commissioner Kerns asked Mr. Topete if the applicant would consider moving the structure to the
west side. Mr. Topete stated he was unsure without speaking with the applicant. Chairman Maclean
asked if the gravel pad was level. Mr. Topete confirmed it was and noted that the project was
compliant with fire safety standards. Chairman Maclean asked if most exceptions for setbacks were
as extreme as the proposed project. Mr. Topete stated that in his experience they vary. Commissioner
Chapin stated he saw no reason to have the building so near the righrof-*uy of th. road when there
were several other options for where the project could be located. Commissioner Wallner agreed
with this thinking given the limited ingress and egress for the project's proposed location.

At Commissioner Kems request, Chairman Maclean reopened the public hearing. Commissioner
Kems asked Ms. Novogrodsky if her concerns would be alleviated with respect to fire, escape, and
aesthetics if it was possible to move the project to the west and north. Ms. Novogodsky siated it
would.

Chairman Maclean closed the public hearing and asked for feedback from Mr. Simon on the
possibility of staff working with the applicant to see if they would consider adjusting the plan. Mr.

PLANNING coMMr;:'rt)#*"rING MINurE s
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Simon commented that because the applicant was absent and they may have rationale unknown to
the Planning Commission, it would be appropriate to consider a continuation.

By motion made, seconded (Kerns/Chapin) and canied unanimously, the Planning Commission
continued Variance I 8'0003 to the September I 3, 20 I 8 Planning Commission meeting to allow staff
time to work with the applicant to explore the possibility of another location for the project.

Chairman Maclean left the room.

Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None.

R3: General Plan Map Amendment GPAIS-0001 and Zoning Plan Man Amendment 2A18-0002
Consider a proposed amendment to the Shasta County General Plan Land Use Map and related
County Zoning Plan Map as part of the 2014-2019 Housing Element Update program to bring the
County's General Plan Housing Element into compliance with State Housing Law. GPAI8-0001 and
ZA|S-0002: East Redding - 299 East Conidor/Collyer Drive and Old Oregon Trait (Area l)
consists of approximately 48 acres currently designated Commercial (C) and Suburban Residential
(SR) in the General Plan, and zoned Community Commercial (C-2),Commercial Light Industrial (C-
M), and Interim Residential (IR). Area I in its entirety would be designated UR(25) and would be
rezoned to R-3-25 on 33.3 acres, and Open Space on 14.6 acres. Assessor's Parcel Numbers: 076-
070-012; 076-070-01 6; 076-100-01 8; and 076-060-01 8.

Planning Manager Kim Hunter stated that due to circumstances related to the Carr Fire, additional
time was needed to complete necessary documents forthe Planning Commission's consideration of
Items R3, R4, R5, and R6. Staff recommended the Planning Commission open the public hearing for
each item as scheduled, accept all testimony and continue the hearing to a Spicial Meeting on
Thursday, August 23'd.

Vice Chairman Chapin opened the public hearing. There being no speakers, the public hearing was
closed.

By motion made, seconded (Kerns/Ramsey) and carried 4-0, the Planning Commission continued
Item R3 to a special Meeting on Thursday, August 23,201g at 2:00 p.m.

Chairman Maclean retumed to the meeting.

Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None.

R4

F-
[&"
4
M
ffi

F.-
u*o4
M
ffi

Gener,al PIan Map Smen4ment GPAI8:0002 and Zonine PIan Map Amendment ZAlg-0003
Consider a proposed amendment to the Shasta Counfy Gen.
County Zoning Map as part of the2014-2019 Housing Element Update program to bring the
County's General Plan Housing Element into compliance with State Housing iu* GpAl 3-0002 and
ZAl 3-0003 : North Redding - Old Oasis Road/I-S Corridor (Area 2) consists of approxim ately 52
acres cturently designated Suburban Residential (SR) in the General Plan, and zoned Interim
Residential (IR) and Designated Floodway (F-l) and Restrictive Flood (F-2). Area 2 would be
designated UR(25) and rezoned to R-3-25 on 10.2 acres; designated UR on 4l.i acresand rezoned as
follows: R-3-10 on l3.l acres; and Open Space (oS) on 20 acres; the Designated Floodway portion
would be unchanged. Assessor's parcel Number 073-010-006.
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Chairman Maclean opened the public hearing.

Speaker's Name

Michael Elrite

Mose Perizzolo

Richard Janssen

C o mme nts/C o n c e r ns/O ues t io n s

Mr. Elrite expressed concerns about high density housing
being placed in a low-density area and increases in crime.

Mr. Perizzolo stated he didn't think it was a good idea and
that there was already a crime problem.

Mr. Janssen expressed concern about access, traffrc, declining
property values, and a crime rate that he noted was already
high. He pointed out that numerous high speed chases had
occuned in the area.
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Chairman Maclean called for any other speakers. There being none, the public hearing was closed.

Commissioner Kerns inquired about the current size limitation on lots. Mr. Simon stated the property
was designated Suburban Residential (SR) and Interim Residential (IR) zoning with a minimum
parcel size of S-acres, until services were brought to the site. The properfy woulJ be served by City
of Redding water and sewer under an existing agreement. The proposed change would be land use
designation to Urban Residential with a density of 20-25 units pir acre. Coinmissioner Wallner
asked if the City of Redding would be able to serve the property with the increased density. Mr.
Simon stated his understanding was that they would, however, he was not aware on whether this
would require improvements. Chairman Maclean indicated he understood this item was for a zoning
proposal and that there was not a current high density project at this time. Mr. Simon affirmed that
was correct.

Commissioner Kems asked if any analysis had been done on how property values would be affected
for build outs in the proposed areas. Mr. Simon responded, noting information was available that
indicated arguments on both sides. Mr. Simon noted an environmenial analysis (EA) was available to
the public through the department's website and at the department and that planning Manager Kim
Hunter was available as a contact. Commissioner Chapin asked how existing infrastruct'ie (road
system) would handle new traffic generated for a higtr density project. Mr. Jimon responded any
proposed project would be reviewed by Public Works, Environmental Health, and all agencies
involved in approving a project, including any mitigation or constraints identified in the
environmental assessment, which would be the developels responsibility to mitigate.

Chairman Maclean reopened the public hearing. Mr. Elrite questioned why there was a proposed
change in zoning when there was no current project planned. Mr. Perizzolo noted he hasn,t seen the
curye on Old Oasis fixed and he re-asserted his concem about traffic. Mr. Janssen asked ifhe would
have the opportunity to address the Planning Commission again at the next meeting. Chairman
Maclean closed the public hearing.

By motion made, seconded (Ramsey/Wallner) and carried unanimously, the planning Commission
continued Item R4 to a special Meeting on Thursday, August 23,201b at 2:00 p.m.
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R5

Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None. ffirtA$jT'
General Plan Man Amendment GPA18-0003 and Zonine Plan Man Amendment ZAIS-0004
Consider a proposed amendment to the Shasta County General Plan Land Use Map and related
County Zoning Map as part of the2014-2019 Housing Element Update progftrm to bring the
County's General Plan Housing Element into compliance with State Housing Law. GPAI8-0003 and
ZAIS-0004: Southwest Palo Cedro - Gilbert Drive (Area 3) consists of 9.8 acres cunently
designated Commercial (C) in the General Plan and zoned Community Commercial (C-2).Area 3 in
its entirety would be designated UR(25), and would be rezoned to R-3-25 on 8 acres, and Open
Space on 1.8 acres. Assessor's Parcel Number 059-360-019.

Chairman Maclean opened the public hearing. There being no speakers, the public hearing was
closed.

By motion made, seconded (Wallner/Ramsey) and carried unanimously, the Planning Commission
continued Item R5 to a Special Meeting on Thursday, August 23,2018 at 2:00 p.m.

Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None.

AI
Consider a proposed amendment to the Shasta County General Plan Land Use trrtap ana telatea
County Zoning Map as part of the 2014-2019 Housing Element Update program to bring the
County's General Plan Housing Element into compliance with State Housing Law. GpAl8-0004
and ZA18-0005; Southwest Cottonwood/I-S Corridor (Area4) consists of approximately l3 acres
currently designated Urban Residential - 8 dwelling units per acre (UR(S)j and zoned planned
Development (PD). Area 4 would be designated UR(25) and rezoned to R-3-25 on l0 acres;
designated and zoned Open Space on 1.6 acres; and designated Commercial (C) and rezoned to
Community Commercial (C-2) on 1.4 acres. Assessor's Parcel Number: 0g7-270-031.

Chairman Maclean opened the public hearing.
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Speaher's Name

Ralph Adams

James Seale

C o m me nts/C o n c e r n s/O ue s tio n s

Mr. Adams expressed concems about water, drainage, traffic
impacts and the devaluation of subdivision houses he had
built. He referenced a low-income project in Anderson in
which the Anderson Police Department reported seventy-
percent oftheir work was in response to that area. Mr. Adams
noted Cottonwood's lack of law enforcement and concems
related to growth.

Mr. Seale expressed concern over impacts on schools and
water and sewer systems. He questioned where sewer
allotments would come from since Cottonwood's system was
nearing capacity. Mr. Seale expressed concern over increased
traffic on I't Street. Mr. Seale noted Crowley Gulch floods
annually, lack of law enforcement and road access for some of
the property zoned Commercial.
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Kayle Spoon

Tom Semingson

Vickie Wolf

Mr. Spoon asked if there was an existing project. He
expressed concern over lack of sidewalks on I't Street for
pedestrians, flood, sewer and traffic issues. He noted the
safety issues inherent with the current lack of infrastructure
for pedestrians and the existing overpass. Mr. Simon
responded that the proposal was a County initiated rezoning,
that there was no specific proponent for a project, and that
this was an effort to seek out properties that have access to
services (primarily water and sewer) with the potential for
higher density development should a future project be
proposed.

Mr. Semingson expressed concern over traffic on I't Street,
the impact of which he believed would render a project
unfeasible.

Ms. Wolf asked if a developer proposed a different number of
units, would they be allowed to divert from the new zoning.
Chairman Maclean responded, noting any landowner could
propose a project and that zoning was a guideline for
proposals. Ms. Wolfe asked for a definition ofuses in C2. Mr.
Simon responded and referenced Chapter 17.44 ofthe Shasta
County Zoning Plan.

Mr. Simon noted the County was obligated as an arm of the State to participate in the State,s
declared housing crisis and that part of the County's obligation was to adopt a Fiousing Element as
part of the General Plan. He further explained the County was required to accommodate a certain
number of housing units at various income levels by rezoning properties to allow forpotential future
development at the default density. To fulfill this obligation, ihe County is required to rezone
properties where it may be found suitable for higher density development. Commissioner Kerns
commented the difficulty was meeting the County's obligations under state law. He encouraged the
public to stay involved in the process. Commissioners acknowledged public concerns related to the
proposed rezones and encouraged continued public input.

Chairman Maclean closed the public hearing.

By motion made, seconded (Ramsey/Kems) and carried unanimously, the planning Commission
continued Item R6 to a Special Meeting on Thursday, August 23,20i8 at2:00p.m.-

Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None.

R7 ft Shasta Countv 2014_2019 Housins
Element
Shasta County completed the Revised Draft20l4-201g Housing Element Update (Revised Draft)
consisting of five Sections as follows: Section I Introduction, Seclion II Housing Needs Assess-"ni
Section III Housing Constraints, Section IV Regional Housing Needs All-ocation, Section V
Programs; and ten supporting appendices.
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Ms. Hunter noted the Planning Division has completed the Draft20l4-2019 Housing Element. The
Revised Draft was released for a 30-day comment period from July 2nd - July 31't. At the end ofthe
review period, one comment letter was received by Legal Services of Northem California. She
explained the letter required further review to re-assess the draft language and that staff
recommended opening the public hearing, accepting all testimony and continuing the item to a
special meeting on August 23'd.

Chairman Maclean opened the public hearing. There being no speakers, the public hearing was
closed.

By motion made, seconded (Kerns/Chapin) and carried unanimously, the Planning Commission
continued Item R7 to a Special Meeting on Thursday, August 23,2018 at 2:00 p.m.

Plannins Director's Report: Planning Manager Kim Hunter congratulated Resource Management
Director Rick Simon on the occasion of his retirement and his last Planning Commission meeting.
She acknowledged his planning caxeer of 30+ years extending from Southern California to the
Northstate. She noted his professionalism, kindness, patience, and humor.

Mr. Simon expressed his appreciation to planning staff and the department for their professionalism
and dedication. He expressed that it had been a privilege and honor to serve as Secretary to the
Planning Commission and his appreciation to the Commission.

Commissioners expressed their gratitude of Mr. Simon's professionalism, availability,
responsiveness, kindness, assistance and personableness.

Mr. Simon reported that the Board of Supervisors approved GPAI 3-0001 andZlT-}l3 on July l7s.

R8:

NON-HEARING ITEMS: None.

CONSENT ITEMS: None.

ADJOURNMENT: The Planning commission adjoumed at 3:47 p.m.

Submitted by:

Jessica Cunningham-Pappas, Staff Services Anatyst II
Recording Secretary
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2014-2019 HOUSING ELEMENT UPDATE - REZONE PROGRAM 30-Aug-18

Site # APN # RZ Acres Current GP/Zoning Proposed GP/Zoning Water Sewer Realistic Capacity* Maximum Capacity**

1 076-070-012 3.5 C/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 BVWD COR 70 87.5

2 076-070-016 1.9 C/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 BVWD COR 38 47.5

3 076-100-018 7.3 C/C-M UR(25)/R-3-25 BVWD COR 146 182.5

4 076-060-018 9.4 SR,C/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 BVWD COR 188 235

5³ 076-060-018 9.4 SR,C/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 BVWD COR 168 210

6 076-100-011 1.8 C/C-2 UR(25)/R-3-25 BVWD COR 36 45

 646 du at realistic capacity/807.5 du at maximum capacity 

7 073-010-006 2.4 SR/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 COR COR 48 60

8 073-010-006 3 SR/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 COR COR 60 75

9 073-010-006 3.1 SR/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 COR COR 62 77.5

10 073-010-006 1.7 SR/IR UR(25)/R-3-25 COR COR 34 42.5

204 du at realistic capacity/255 du at maximum capacity

11 059-360-019 4.5 C/C-2 UR(25)/R-3-25 BVWD CSA 8 90 112.5

12 059-360-019 3.5 C/C-2 UR(25)/R-3-25 BVWD CSA 8 70 87.5

160 du at realistic capacity/200 du at maximum capacity

13 087-270-031 0 UR-8/PD UR(25), C/R-3-25, C-2 CWD CSA 17 0 0

Totals 50.5 1,010 1,263

Acres Dwelling Units Dwelling Units 

BVWD=Bella Vista Water District COR=City of Redding CWD=Cottonwood Water District

*Realistic Capacity: multiple-family development at a density of 20 dwelling units (du) per acre

CSD 8=County Community Service District 8

Area 1: East Redding Area: 299E Corridor/Collyer Drive & Old Oregon Trail (33.3 acres total)¹

Area 2: North Redding Area: Old Oasis Road/I-5 Corridor (10.2 acres total) ²

Area 3: Southwest Palo Cedro/Gilbert Drive (8 acres total)

Area 4: Southwest Cottonwood/I-5 Corridor -- Site recommended for denial by the Planning Commission on 8/23/18 

2Located within the COR SOI; Sewer and water service agreements in place 

1 Located within the COR Sphere of Influence (SOI) which are pre-zoned RM 10-20 (except for portions of 076-060-018 with are zoned RM 6-10)

**Maximum Capacity: multiple-family development at a density of 25 dwelling units (du) per acre 

CSD 17=County Community Service District 17

³Site 5 of Area 1 contains a one acre area with slope exceeding 30% which cannot be counted towards the RHNA. This is accounted for in the final total acres and 

realistic capacity figures.
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RESOLUTION NO.  

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF SHASTA 

APPROVING AN AMENDMENT TO THE SHASTA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN LAND 

USE MAPS, GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT (GPA) 18-0003 

 

 WHEREAS, the Shasta County Department of Resource Management, has brought forth 

an application to amend the general plan land use designation on 9.8 acres from Commercial (C) 

to Urban Residential-25 dwelling units per acre (UR(25)). 

 

WHEREAS, the subject land is currently designated Commercial (C) by the County 

General Plan, and zoned Community Commercial (C-2) by the Shasta County Zoning Maps; and  

 

WHEREAS, duly noticed public hearings to consider GPA18-0003 and associated Zone 

Amendment (ZA) 18-0004, were held before the Planning Commission on August 9, 2018, which 

was continued to August 23, 2018, at which time the Commission received a presentation from 

staff and considered all written comments and all testimony from agencies and the public; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the Planning Commission considered GPA18-0003 at a Special Meeting on 

August 23, 2018, and after conducting a public hearing recommended approval by the Board of 

Supervisors; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors of the County of Shasta, after the public hearing on 

September 18 2018, at which time public input was received, considered the above proposal to 

amend the General Plan Land Use Maps; and 

 

WHEREAS, GPA18-0003 is not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act 

(CEQA) pursuant to a judgment rendered by the Shasta County Superior Court for a Stipulation 

for Judgment on June 29, 2018, which expressly incorporates the provisions of Government Code 

section 65759, which establish that CEQA does not apply to any action necessary to bring an 

agency’s general plan or relevant mandatory elements of the plan into compliance with any court 

order or judgment; and 

 

WHEREAS, in accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759, the 

County has prepared an initial study to determine the environmental effects of the  project and, as 

a result of the initial study, has prepared an environmental assessment with content that 

substantially conforms to the required content of a draft environmental impact report as set forth 

in Article 9 (commencing with section 15140) of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations. 

 

 NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors makes the 

following environmental findings with regard to GPA18-0003: 

 

A.  State housing law, as codified in Government Code section 65580 et seq., requires 

that Shasta County assist in attaining the state's housing goal by, among other 

actions: (a) facilitating the improvement and development of housing adequate to 

meet the needs of all economic segments of the community; (b) designating and 

maintaining a supply of land  that is suitable, feasible and available for the 

development of housing to meet the housing need for all income levels; (c) 

preparing and implementing a local Housing Element as part of its General Plan; 

(d) determining what is needed for the County to contribute to the  attainment of 

the state's housing goal in a manner compatible with the state's housing goal and 

the Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) assigned to the County by the 

state. 

 

 B. In accordance with Government Code 65583.2(c)(3)(B)(iii) and the United States  

  Census, Shasta County is designated a "suburban jurisdiction" and is assigned a  

  "default density" of twenty residential units per acre by the state.  

 

C. GPA18-0003 and ZA18-0004 are necessary actions to bring the County 

General Plan and the mandatory Housing Element of the General Plan into 

compliance with State housing law, the prior adopted Shasta County Housing 

Element and the Stipulation for Judgment rendered by the Shasta County Superior 

Court. 

 

D. GPA18-0003 is not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 

pursuant to a court order judgment rendered by the Shasta County Superior Court 
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for a Stipulation for Judgment on June 29, 2018, which expressly incorporates the 

provisions of Government section 65759, which establish that CEQA does not 

apply to any action necessary to bring an agency’s general plan or relevant 

mandatory elements of the plan into compliance with any court order or judgment.  

 

E. In accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759, the 

County has prepared an initial study to determine the environmental effects of 

the project and, as a result of the initial study, has prepared an environmental 

assessment with content that substantially conforms to the required content of 

a draft environmental impact report as set forth in Article 9 (commencing with 

section 15140) of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations.  

 

F. The proposed amendments to the General Plan and Zoning Maps are consistent 

with the objectives and policies in the Community Development Group, 

Chapter 7.0 et seq., and with all other elements of the Shasta County General 

Plan.   

 

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors hereby approves GPA18-

0003, on 9.8 acres in the southwest Palo Cedro area (Assessor’s Parcel Number 059-360-019), to 

amend the general plan land use designation on 9.8 acres from Commercial (C) to Urban 

Residential-25 dwelling units per acre (UR(25)) as shown on the attached Exhibit A. 

 

 DULY PASSED AND ADOPTED this 18th day of September, 2018, by the Board of 

Supervisors of the County of Shasta by the following vote: 

 

 AYES:   

 NOES:  

 ABSENT:  

 ABSTAIN:  

 RECUSE:  

 

 

 

        

LES BAUGH, CHAIRMAN 

Board of Supervisors 

County of Shasta 

State of California 

 

ATTEST: 

 

LAWRENCE G. LEES 

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

 

 

By:         

 Deputy 
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REPORT TO SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BOARD MEETING DATE:  September  18, 2018
CATEGORY:  Scheduled Hearings - Resource Management-12.

SUBJECT:

Resolution approving the 2014-2019 Shasta County Housing Element Update, General Plan Amendment
GPA13-003

DEPARTMENT: Resource Management

Supervisorial District No. :  All

DEPARTMENT CONTACT:  Paul A. Hellman, Director of Resource Management (530) 225-5789

STAFF REPORT APPROVED BY:  Paul A. Hellman

Vote Required?

Simple Majority Vote

General Fund Impact?

No Additional General Fund Impact 

RECOMMENDATION

Take the following actions regarding General Plan Amendment GPA13-003, to submit the Draft 2014-2019 Shasta County
Housing Element Update to the California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD): (1) Conduct a
public hearing; (2) close the public hearing; and adopt a resolution: (a)  finding that GPA13-003 is not subject to the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759 (CEQA does not
apply to any action necessary to bring an agency’s general plan or relevant mandatory elements of the plan into compliance
with any court order or judgment); and (b) directing the Resource Management Department to submit the Draft 2014-2019
Shasta County Housing Element to HCD for review and comment pursuant to Government Code section 65754(a).

SUMMARY

The State of California requires each city and county to adopt a General Plan consisting of at least seven mandatory elements: 
Land Use, Open Space, Conservation, Safety, Noise, Transportation, and Housing. Because housing availability is a statewide
concern, unlike other elements of the General Plan the Housing Element must be periodically updated in accordance with a
timeline prescribed by the State. State requirements for housing elements are more detailed and exacting than for any other
general plan elements. The Draft 2014-2019 Shasta County Housing Element Update (Update) was prepared in accordance
with all State requirements and addresses the County’s housing needs as defined by the State for the 2014-2019 planning
period.
The Update is the County’s major policy document regarding the development of housing and housing conditions in the
unincorporated area and takes into consideration current demographics, housing needs by income group, housing stock and
conditions, housing resources, and governmental and non-governmental constraints to housing maintenance, improvement, and
development. The County is also required to assess how it is addressing its Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA), as
prescribed by the State Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD).
The Shasta County Board of Supervisors must independently approve the Update and HCD must certify it. Once approved
and certified, the Update for the 2014-2019 planning period will become part of the County’s General Plan. A previous draft of
the Update was brought before the Planning Commission on May 11, 2017, and was subsequently submitted to HCD for
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review. A response letter received by HCD on July 18, 2017, required significant revisions. The proposed revised Update has
been completed in response to the letter received from HCD, the terms of a court-ordered stipulated agreement, comments
received from the public as well as changes in State law since 2014. A number of key changes are included in this revised draft
in order to bring the County’s housing element into compliance with State law. These changes are further explained in the
Background and Discussion section of the attached August 23, 2018, Staff Report to the Planning Commission.
 
A�er holding a public hearing on August 9, 2018, the Planning Commission continued GPA13-003 to a special meeting held
on August 23, 2018. At the special meeting, the commission conducted a public hearing and then took action recommending
that, with a recommended change to the draft version, the Board of Supervisors approve GPA13-003.
 
The Planning Commission resolution is attached for the Board’s consideration.
 

DISCUSSION

As required by State law, the Update identifies residential sites adequate to accommodate a variety of housing types for all
income levels; analyzes governmental and non-governmental constraints to housing maintenance, improvement, and
development; addresses conservation and improvement of the condition of the existing affordable housing stock; and outlines
policies to promote housing opportunities for all persons.  The Update consists of five main sections and ten supporting
appendices. Refer to the Planning Commission Staff Report for a summary of changes included in the Update and refer to the
Planning Division website for the full text of the Update and Appendices at:
https://www.co.shasta.ca.us/index/drm_index/planning_index/plng_general_plan/2014-2019-draft-housing-element
 
Shasta County is not required to construct or ensure that others construct the housing units prescribed by the RHNA
process.  Rather, the County must ensure that it is possible for these units to be built by others based on market conditions,
demand and available funding, by zoning sufficient land to accommodate the RHNA, and through the implementation of goals,
policies and programs of the housing element aimed at reducing constraints to the development of affordable housing.
Demonstrating affordability for all income levels is achieved with a default density assigned by the State (minimum of 20
dwelling units per acre). The default density accounts for economies of scale in which case development that would
theoretically allow for multi-family housing units to be built and offered on the market without any subsidies or financing
assurances and yet be affordable to all income levels.
 
Pursuant to Government Code Section 65584.09, the County is required to rezone to the default density for the previously
identified unmet need carried over from the 2009-2014 Housing Element of 783 very low income units. Beyond rezoning for
these 783 units, the County must ensure that there is enough land adequately zoned for the unaccommodated need combined
with the current cycle RHNA. With other data analyzed and factored in, this amounts to an additional 323 (245 very low-
income units and 78 low-income units) units that must be accommodated through rezoning to the default density.
 
The Update concludes that, with the associated rezoning efforts (GPA18-0001, GPA18-0002, GPA18-0003, ZA18-0002,
ZA18-0003 and ZA18-0004), and the program to rezone enough land to accommodate housing needs of all income levels, the
County has an adequate number of sites to meet the 2014-2019 RHNA combined with the previously unaccommodated need
from the 2009-2014 housing element cycle.
 
Environmental Determination – This project is not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance
with the provisions of Government Code section 65759, which establish, in relevant part, that CEQA does not apply to any
action necessary to bring an agency’s general plan or relevant mandatory elements of the plan into compliance with any court
order or judgment. In January 2018, Legal Services of Northern California and The Public Interest Law Project jointly filed a
lawsuit to compel the County to bring its Housing Element into compliance with State Law and meet the unaccommodated
Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) assigned by the Department of Housing and Community Development.  A
judgment was rendered by the Shasta County Superior Court for a Stipulation for Judgment in accordance with the terms of a
settlement agreement that includes actions that must be completed by the County within a defined timeline. As a result of this
judgment, in accordance with Government Code section 65759, CEQA does not apply to GPA13-003. However, the County
is required to prepare an initial study to determine the environmental effects of the proposed project. The Planning Division has
prepared an initial study in accordance with Government Section 65759, and determined that the project would not have a
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significant effect on the environment. The Housing Element is a policy document which does not approve any actual
development projects which could have an effect on the environment.
 
If approved, the 2014-2019 Housing Element Update will be forwarded to HCD for a 45-day review and comment period
pursuant to Government Code section 65754(a).  Any required revisions, if necessary, will be made based on these HCD
comments and the Housing Element will be submitted to the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors for final
adoption. Following final adoption, the Housing Element will be sent to HCD for certification.

ALTERNATIVES

The following alternatives are available:
1.         Do not approve the Draft 2014-2019 Housing Element Update; failure to approve a housing element that
meets State requirements would jeopardize the County’s ability to meet requirements set forth by the settlement
agreement as a result of the court-ordered Stipulation for Judgment and could also render the County ineligible
for certain housing-related grant programs.
2.         Modify the Draft 2014-2019 Housing Element Update; substantive modifications could potentially
require referral back to the Planning Commission and delay review of the revised draft by HCD. A delay could
foreclose the County’s ability to pursue grant applications that are due in December and could cause the County
to violate requirements of the settlement agreement as a result of the court-ordered Stipulation for Judgment;
3.         Continue the public hearing to request additional specific information.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

The preparation of the Draft 2014-2019 Housing Element Update was a collaborative effort involving several Shasta County
departments along with private and public agencies which have a direct interest in community development and housing
programs and the development of affordable and adequate housing for various income households and special needs groups.
For a complete list of participants, see Appendix D.  This revised draft incorporates comments and guidance from HCD,
comments from the public, and the terms of the court-ordered settlement agreement. Staff has also prepared brief responses to
comments received by the County on the Draft 2014-2019 Housing Element Update, see Appendix F.

FINANCING

The timely adoption and certification of the Draft 2014-2019 Housing Element Update will maintain the County’s eligibility for
a number of housing-related grants. Because the County is behind schedule, it is important to complete the public review and
adoption process as soon as possible and before the next round of grant applications for housing-related funding come due in
December 2018.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Description

Planning Commission Staff Report of August 23, 2018 8/31/2018
Planning Commission
Staff Report of August
23, 2018

Planning Commission Draft Minutes of August 9, 2018 (Cont.
the Item) 8/31/2018

Planning Commission
Draft Minutes of August
9, 2018 (Cont. the Item)

Planning Commission Resolution 2018-022 8/31/2018 Planning Commission
Resolution 2018-022

Board of Supervisors Resolution 9/4/2018 Board of Supervisors
Resolution
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 REPORT TO THE SHASTA COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION   
 

 
 PROJECT IDENTIFICATION:          REGULAR AGENDA 
   
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT 13-003  
2014-2019 HOUSING ELEMENT UPDATE 
CONTINUED FROM AUGUST 9, 2018 

 
 MEETING 

  DATE 

 
 AGENDA 
 ITEM # 

 
   

08/23/2018 
 

 
 

R5 
  

 
RECOMMENDATION: That the Planning Commission:  
 

1. Conduct a public hearing. 
2. Close the public hearing.  
3. Adopt Resolution 2018-022 recommending that the Board of Supervisors:  a) find GPA13-003 is not 

subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance with the provisions of 
Government Code section 65759 (CEQA does not apply to any proposed action necessary to comply with 
court order or judgement to bring an agency’s general plan or relevant mandatory elements of the plan 
into compliance with State Law); b) adopt a resolution approving GPA13-003. 

 
PROJECT SUMMARY: The Revised Draft Housing Element updates the current Housing Element found in 
the Shasta County General Plan. The State of California requires each city and county to adopt a General Plan 
consisting of at least seven elements:  Land Use, Open Space, Conservation, Safety, Noise, Transportation and 
Housing. Unlike other elements of the General Plan, which may be updated at the jurisdiction’s discretion, and 
because housing availability is a statewide concern, the Housing Element must be updated in accordance with a 
timeline prescribed by the State.  State requirements for Housing Elements are more detailed and exacting than 
for any other General Plan element. California Government Code sections 65580 through 65589 require that 
Housing Elements contain: 
 

• An assessment of housing needs and an inventory of resources and constraints relevant to meeting those 
needs; 

• A statement of the community’s goals, quantified objectives, and policies relevant to the maintenance, 
improvement, and development of housing; and 

• A program that sets forth a 5-year schedule of actions that the local government is undertaking or intends 
to undertake to implement the policies to achieve the goals and objectives of its Housing Element. 

 
Shasta County’s current certified Housing Element covers the planning period from 2009-2014.  The Housing 
Element update (5th cycle update) covers a five year period from 2014-2019 and includes: 1) an analysis of both 
the constraints that may impact housing development as well the resources available to facilitate it, 2) a summary 
of past accomplishments from the County’s 2009-2014 Housing Element, and 3) goals, policies, and 
implementation programs to achieve the County’s share of the regional housing needs for the 2014-2019 planning 
period. The California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) must review and the Shasta 
County Board of Supervisors must independently approve this Housing Element.  Once approved, the updated 5th 
Cycle Housing Element for the 2014-2019 planning period becomes part of the County’s General Plan. A previous 
draft of this Housing Element update was brought before the Planning Commission on May 11, 2017 and was 
subsequently submitted to HCD for review. A response letter received by HCD on July 18, 2017 required 
significant changes to the previous version. This Revised Draft Housing Element update has been completed in 
response to the letter received from HCD, the terms of a court-ordered stipulated agreement, and comments 
received from the public. A number of key changes are included in this revised draft in order to bring Shasta 
County’s Housing Element into compliance with State law. These changes are further explained in the 
Background and Discussion section. 
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BACKGROUND AND DISCUSSION:  As required by state law, the draft 2014-2019 Housing Element update 
identifies residential sites adequate to accommodate a variety of housing types for all income levels; analyzes 
governmental and non-governmental constraints to housing maintenance, improvement, and development; 
addresses conservation and improvement of the condition of the existing affordable housing stock; and outlines 
policies to promote housing opportunities for all persons.  The Revised Draft consists of five main sections and 
ten supporting appendices as follows, with a summary of changes to each main section in the Revised Draft.  
Refer to the Planning Division website for the full text of the Revised Draft and Appendices 
at: https://www.co.shasta.ca.us/index/drm_index/planning_index/plng_general_plan/2014-2019-draft-housing-
element 
 
Section I: Introduction 
 

• The housing Element is specifically identified as section 7.3 of the County General Plan. 
• Reorganized to better convey how each section of the Revised Draft is tied to State housing element law. 
• Cites recent legislation affecting housing and how the Revised Draft complies with the law. 
• Cites the County's current assigned Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) and explains that the 

County must also accommodate the RHNA carried over from the previous Housing Element. 
• Explains the County's program to amend the General Plan and Zoning Plan and rezone land to 

accommodate the County's RHNA for lower income households. 
• Updates the public participation program. 

 
Section II: Housing Needs Assessment 
 

• Includes a section on data collection and methodology that identifies the primary sources for Shasta 
County demographic and housing data as HCD's Shasta County 2014 Housing Element Data Package, US 
Census, American Community Survey, California Department of Finance, California Employment 
Development Department, and others identified in the document.  

• Updates and revises various tables and statistics to reflect the primary data. 
• Updates and revises references to programs to reflect the revised organization numbering in the Revised 

Draft. 
• Expands and updates the narrative in the Female Heads of Households, Persons with Disabilities and 

Farmworkers sections. 
• Explains the County's program providing for Emergency Shelters in the Commercial-Light Industrial zone 

district. 
• Explains the addition of the mobile home park conversion provisions added to the Zoning Plan. 
• Adds new manufactured homes on vacant residential lots as an affordable housing option based on data 

and analysis. 
• Updates numbers on County-provided housing assistance through housing Choice Vouchers, Veterans 

Housing Vouchers and Down Payment Assistance. 
• Includes updated numbers for the County's RHNA.     

 
Section III: Housing Constraints 
 

• Updates statistics on available land for residential development based on data and analysis. 
• Updates potential residential density tables and programs designed to reduce housing development 

constraints consistent with recommended amendments to the Zoning Plan and General Plan. 
• Explains recent recommended amendments to the General Plan and Zoning Plan related to Planned 
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Development zones, Density Bonus provisions, Agricultural Worker and Employee, Single Room 
Occupancy in Boarding Houses, and Reasonable Accommodation. 

• Adds an explanation of the environmental review process under the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) and Native American Consultation requirements as potential constraints to housing development 
in the County. 

• Provides more detailed explanation of the various permit approval procedures and associated costs, 
includes the process for requesting and granting Reasonable Accommodation. 

• Provides a detailed breakdown of the estimated total costs of new home construction and manufactured 
home installation based on data and analysis. 

• Combines the Housing Resources Section into Section III and expands the narrative with reference to 
Housing Element programs designed to reduce constraints, and educate the public on what is available.  

 
Section IV: Achieving Regional Housing Needs Allocation 
 

• Updates text and tables related to the RHNA to include the carryover from the previous housing element 
as well as the credits toward meeting the County's RHNA through units built according to income level 
and the remaining unmet need.  

• Refers to Appendix B for supporting data and analyses. 
 

Section V: Housing Plan 
 

• Reformats Objectives and Policies (Section A) to be consistent with General Plan format.  
• Refers to and summarizes the General Plan amendments recommended in GPA18-001. 
• Reformats, eliminates, updates and consolidates programs for the 2014-2019 planning period. 
• Adds an "objective" and timetable to each program with a quantifiable objective where feasible. 
 

Included in the document are the following appendices: 
 

• Appendix A is an evaluation of the previous Housing Element. 
• Appendix B contains the residential land inventories and supporting information related to the developing 

the Housing Capacity Analysis. 
• Appendix C contains the Public Works Department’s Fee Schedule. 
• Appendix D documents the people and organizations who were contacted as part of this Housing Element 

update. 
• Appendix E summarizes amendments made to the Zoning Plan, Zoning Map and other sections of the 

General Plan to comply with State housing law and to implement the previous Housing Element. 
• Appendix F Public Participation Program. 
• Appendix G Emergency Shelters Land Capacity Analysis. 
• Appendix H Public Property Analysis. 
• Appendix I Multiple Listing Services House Sales Information. 
• Appendix J Shasta County Resource Guide. 

 
A critical component of HCD’s review of the Housing Element is the local jurisdiction’s policies and programs 
to accommodate its RHNA. HCD allocates and distributes the RHNA to each jurisdiction. The State assigned 
RHNA covering the 5th Cycle of the Housing Element (January 1, 2014 - June 30, 2019) is as shown below by 
the following income categories: 
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• 189 Units - Very Low - Households with incomes that do not exceed 50% of the median family income 
within the County. (This category includes and is combined with the Extremely-Low income category for 
households with incomes that do not exceed 30% of the median family income). 

• 117 Units - Low - Households with incomes greater than 50% but less than 80% of the median family 
income within the County. 

• 128 Units - Moderate - Households with incomes greater than 80% but less than 120% of the median 
family income within the County. 

• 321 Units - Above Moderate - Households with incomes greater than 120% of the median family income 
within the County. 

 
The RHNA for Shasta County incorporates objectives as follows: 
 

1. Increases the housing supply and the mix of housing types, tenure, and affordability in all cities and 
Counties within the region in an equitable manner. 

2. Promotes infill development and socioeconomic, equity, and the protection of environmental and 
agricultural resources, and the encouragement of efficient development patterns. 

3. Encourages an improved balance between jobs and housing. 
 
Shasta County is not required to construct or ensure that others construct the housing units prescribed by the 
RHNA process.  Rather, the County is to ensure that it is possible for these units to be built by others based on 
market conditions, demand and available funding, by zoning sufficient land to accommodate the RHNA, and 
through the implementation of goals, policies and programs of the Housing Element aimed at reducing constraints 
to the development of affordable housing.  
 
The Housing Element is not a development project per se, nor does it allow or commit the County to a particular 
course of action relative to any specific development project in the future. The Housing Element update includes 
programs that are designed to create an environment within the County conducive to development of housing for 
all income groups. 
 
In May of 2017, a prior draft version of the Housing Element update was submitted to the HCD for review 
following a public workshop before the Planning Commission. HCD responded with a letter in July of 2017 that 
identified an extensive list of necessary revisions to comply with State housing element law. The current draft is 
being presented for review after being revised in response to HCD’s comments and guidance, public comments 
received during the review period, and to comply with the terms of a judgement rendered by the Shasta County 
Superior Court in accordance with a settlement agreement with Legal Services of Northern California and The 
Public Interest Law Project.  The settlement agreement includes specific actions related to the Housing Element 
update that must be completed by the County within a defined timeline which are included in this revised draft. 
   
Pursuant to Government Code Section 65584.09, the County is required to rezone for the previously identified 
unmet need carried over from the 2009-2014 Housing Element RHNA of 783 very low income units. 
Additionally, The County must determine the unaccommodated housing needs from the 2009-2014 Housing 
Element by evaluating what has been constructed and what previously identified adequate sites are still available. 
In addition to those units, some key programs that were not completed, will carry over to the 2014-2019 planning 
cycle for addressing the overall housing needs of the County which have not been met. Some key changes for this 
current update are listed below: 
 

• Unmet Housing Needs. The County had an assigned RHNA number of 970 very low-income units from 
the 2009-2014 planning period. The unaccommodated need from that planning period is 64 very low-
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income units and 520 low-income units.  In addition to the RHNA for the 2014-2019 Housing Element 
Update, the County needs to demonstrate that it has adequate sites to accommodate these very low and 
low-income units. This amounts to a total housing need of 253 very low-income units and 637 low-income 
units when the current RHNA and the carryover from the previous RHNA are combined. 

• Default Density.  The County’s default density is a minimum of 20-units per acre because it is located 
within a Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) with a population of less than two million.  The Revised 
Draft refers to the County's recently adopted General Plan and the Zoning Plan amendments increasing 
maximum residential density on sites identified in the Housing Element for affordable housing from 16 to 
25 as necessary to meet the density requirements established by the State.  Emergency Shelters, 
Transitional Housing and Supportive Housing.  Housing Element Law specifically requires zoning for 
emergency shelters under Government Code Section 65583 as a result of requirements established by 
Senate Bill 2.  The County's rezone program addresses this requirement in Z17-003 by allowing 
emergency shelters by right in the commercial-Light Industrial zone and allowing transitional and 
supportive housing in residential zones subject to the same requirements as other residential uses.  The 
Revised Draft acknowledges this.  

 
Other Changes in Housing Element Law – Recent changes to State Housing Element Law have occurred since 
2014 and must also be addressed. Senate Bill 812 modified Government Code Section 65583 to require the 
analysis of the special housing needs of persons with developmental disabilities. This analysis asks jurisdictions 
to include an estimate of the number of persons with developmental disabilities, an assessment of the housing 
need, and a discussion of potential resources.  The Revised Draft includes the necessary discussion and analysis, 
and acknowledges the addition of Reasonable Accommodation provisions in Chapter 17.100 of the Zoning Plan 
recommended in Z17-003. 
 
Other key items in the 2014-2019 Housing Element Update – In addition to the changes in the Revised Draft 
described above, the following are important components of the 2014-2019 update: 
 

• The County administered a comprehensive survey targeting agencies, organizations, advocates and the 
public to gain a deeper understanding of resident housing needs, available programs and effectiveness of 
existing policy at addressing affordable housing, homelessness and special needs housing in the County.  
The Planning Commission held two public workshops and two noticed public hearings on the program to 
amend the General Plan and Zoning Plan in accordance with the 2009-2014 Housing Element, and the 
Board of Supervisors approved the proposed amendments following its own public hearing. 

• The Revised Draft updated population, household characteristics, housing stock, housing cost, and 
housing need information based on current data and analysis in support of the revised housing needs 
calculation in the Revised Draft. 

• The Revised Draft updated the land use inventory, including the availability of undeveloped land suitable 
for housing for all income levels and shows how this inventory addresses the combined 2014-2019 RHNA 
and the carryover from the 2009-2014 Housing Element. 

• Consolidated programs to focus on those with the most impact that can be implemented. 
• The 2014-2019 Housing Element Update concludes that with the approval of the rezone program 

underway, the County has an adequate number of sites to meet the 2014-2019 Regional Housing Needs 
Allocation and the carryover from the 2009-2014 Housing Element. 

 
Environmental Determination – This project is not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
in accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759, which establish, in relevant part, that 
CEQA does not apply to any action necessary to bring an agency’s general plan or relevant mandatory elements 
of the plan into compliance with any court order or judgement.  
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In January 2018, Legal Services of Northem California and The Public Interest Law Project jointly filed a lawsuit
to compel the County to bring its Housing Element into compliance with State Law and meet the
unaccommodated Regional Housing Allocation Need (RHNA) assigned by the Department of Housing and
Community Development. A judgement was rendered by the Shasta County Superior Court for a Stipulation for
Judgement in accordance with the terms of a settlement agreement that includes actions that must be completed
by the County within a defined timeline. As a result of this judgement, in accordance with Government Code
section 65759, CEQA does not apply to GPAI3-003. However, the County is required to prepare an initial study
to determine the environmental effects of the proposed project. The Planning Division has prepared an initial
study in accordance with Government Section 65759,and determined that the project would not have a significant
effect on the environment.

ALTERNATIVES: The following alternatives are available:

l. Recommend one or more modifications to the 2014-2019 Housins Element.
2. Continue the public hearing to request additional information.

NEXT STEPS: Staff will forward the Planning Commission's recommendation to the Board of Supervisors.
The Board will conduct a public hearing and render its decision on GPAI3-003. When approved, the Revised
Draft Housing Element will be forwarded to HCD for a 45-day review and comment period. Any required
revisions will be made based on HCD comments and the Revised Housing Element will be submitted to the
Planning Commission and Board for final adoption. Following final adoption the Housing Element will be sent
to HCD for certification.

CONCLUSION: The 2014'2019 Housing Element was a collaborative effort involving several Shasta County
departments along with private and public agencies which have a direct interest in community development and
housing programs, and the development of affordable and adequate housing for various income households and
special needs groups. For a complete listing of participants, see Appendix D. This Revised Draft incorporates the
2017 comments from HCD, comments from the public and the terms of the court-ordered settlement agreement.
The timely adoption of an updated Housing Element which meets State requirements will maintain the County's
eligibility for a number of State and Federal housing-related grants. Because the County is behind schedule ii is
important to complete the public review and adoption process as soon as possible and before the next round of
grant applications for housing-related funding come due in December 2018.

Staff Author: David Schlegel, AICP, Associate planner

Copies:

Attach:

Legal Services of Northern California
Project File

l.
2.

Draft Resolution
Initial Study Link: https://www.co.shasta.oa.us/docs/librarieslresource-management-
rlcrcs/5taft:rerrorts/201 8/auqust/auuust-23-201 8-snecial-rn tqv D01 4-)o1g-ho-iniriet-ctrrrt' ndf

CHARD W. SIMON. AICP
Director of Resource Management

1 Housing Element Link (Located Below Update of General Plan Housing Element):
hltps ://wrvrv. co. shasta.ca. us/index/drm index/plannin u i n<Jex.asnx
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SHASTA COUNTY
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING

DRAFT

MINUTES Meeting

Date: August 9,2018
Time: 2:00 p.m.
Place: Shasta County Administration Center

Board of Supervisors' Chambers
Flag Salute

ROLL CALL Commissioners
Present: Tim Maclean District 2

Jim Chapin District I
Steven Kems District 3

Roy Ramsey District 4
Patrick Wallner District 5

staff Present: Richard w. Simon, Director of Resource Management
James Ross, Assistant County Counsel
Kim Hunter, Planning Division Manager
Luis Topete, Associate Planner
Jimmy Zanotelli, Shasta County Fire Marshal
Eric Wedemeyer, Public Works/Subdivision Engineer
Jessica cunningham-Pappas, staff Services Anaryst IllRecording Secretary

Note: All unanimous actions reflect a 5-0 vote.

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - OPEN TIME: No Speakers.

RI: APPROVAL OF MINUTES:
By motion made, seconded(Wallner/Ramsey) and canied by a4-}vote, the Planning Commission
approved the Minutes of July 12,2018,as submitted. Commissioner Chapin abstained from voting
due to not being in attendance at the July 12, 2018 Planning Commission meeting.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST DECLARATIONS: Chairman Maclean declared a conflict of interest for Item R3
due to his employment association with Shanah Dunlap Sawyer,Inc., who has completed work on
behalf of some of the property owners residing in those *.ur.

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None.

R2: Variance 18-0003 (Kronick): The applicant has requested approval of a variance from the
maximum l5-foot building height limit for residential accessory buitAingr to construct a 90O-square-

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES
August 9,2018
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foot RV garage with a height of l9-feet, 6-inches from the edge of the road easement and a variance
from the 20- foot front yard setback requirement in the National Recreation Area, Shasta unit (NRA-
S) district. Applicant: John and Charlene Kronick; Assessor's Parcel Number(s): 085-320-032-000;
Project Location: Lakehead Area on a 4.14-acre parcel approximately 0.1 miles south of the
intersection of O'Brien Mountain Road and Grey Fawn Trail (17528 Grey Fawn Trail); Supervisor
District: 4; Recommended Environmental Determination: Categorically Exempt; Planner: Luis
Topete, Associate Planner. Simple Majority Vote.

Associate Planner Luis Topete presented the staff report.

Chairman Maclean opened the public hearing.

Soeaker's Name

Tracy Novogrodsky

Erik Mickelsen

C o mme nts/C o n c e r n s/O ue s tio n s

Ms. Novogrodsky expressed concern over the proposed
building's limited distance from the road easement and
potential erosion.

Mr. Mickelsen expressed concems about egress from his
driveway in the event of a fire, erosion and drainage. He
described the steep bank next to the proposed project and his
assertion that if the proposed structure were to catch fire, it
could fall into Grey Fawn Trail. Commissioner Kems asked
Mr. Mickelsen if his concerns would be addressed if the
proposed building was in a different location. Mr. Mickelsen
indicated relocating the building to the west side of the
property would likely address most concems.

$eP's
Chairman Maclean asked if the applicant or their representative was available and called for any
other speakers. There being none, the public hearing was closed.

Commissioner Kerns asked Mr. Topete if the applicant would consider moving the structure to the
west side. Mr. Topete stated he was unsure without speaking with the applicant. Chairman Maclean
asked if the gravel pad was level. Mr. Topete confirmed it was and noted that the project was
compliant with fire safety standards. Chairman Maclean asked if most exceptions for setbacks were
as extreme as the proposed project. Mr. Topete stated that in his experience they vary. Commissioner
Chapin stated he saw no reason to have the building so near the righrof-*uy of th. road when there
were several other options for where the project could be located. Commissioner Wallner agreed
with this thinking given the limited ingress and egress for the project's proposed location.

At Commissioner Kems request, Chairman Maclean reopened the public hearing. Commissioner
Kems asked Ms. Novogrodsky if her concerns would be alleviated with respect to fire, escape, and
aesthetics if it was possible to move the project to the west and north. Ms. Novogodsky siated it
would.

Chairman Maclean closed the public hearing and asked for feedback from Mr. Simon on the
possibility of staff working with the applicant to see if they would consider adjusting the plan. Mr.
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Simon commented that because the applicant was absent and they may have rationale unknown to
the Planning Commission, it would be appropriate to consider a continuation.

By motion made, seconded (Kerns/Chapin) and canied unanimously, the Planning Commission
continued Variance I 8'0003 to the September I 3, 20 I 8 Planning Commission meeting to allow staff
time to work with the applicant to explore the possibility of another location for the project.

Chairman Maclean left the room.

Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None.

R3: General Plan Map Amendment GPAIS-0001 and Zoning Plan Man Amendment 2A18-0002
Consider a proposed amendment to the Shasta County General Plan Land Use Map and related
County Zoning Plan Map as part of the 2014-2019 Housing Element Update program to bring the
County's General Plan Housing Element into compliance with State Housing Law. GPAI8-0001 and
ZA|S-0002: East Redding - 299 East Conidor/Collyer Drive and Old Oregon Trait (Area l)
consists of approximately 48 acres currently designated Commercial (C) and Suburban Residential
(SR) in the General Plan, and zoned Community Commercial (C-2),Commercial Light Industrial (C-
M), and Interim Residential (IR). Area I in its entirety would be designated UR(25) and would be
rezoned to R-3-25 on 33.3 acres, and Open Space on 14.6 acres. Assessor's Parcel Numbers: 076-
070-012; 076-070-01 6; 076-100-01 8; and 076-060-01 8.

Planning Manager Kim Hunter stated that due to circumstances related to the Carr Fire, additional
time was needed to complete necessary documents forthe Planning Commission's consideration of
Items R3, R4, R5, and R6. Staff recommended the Planning Commission open the public hearing for
each item as scheduled, accept all testimony and continue the hearing to a Spicial Meeting on
Thursday, August 23'd.

Vice Chairman Chapin opened the public hearing. There being no speakers, the public hearing was
closed.

By motion made, seconded (Kerns/Ramsey) and carried 4-0, the Planning Commission continued
Item R3 to a special Meeting on Thursday, August 23,201g at 2:00 p.m.

Chairman Maclean retumed to the meeting.

Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None.

R4
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Gener,al PIan Map Smen4ment GPAI8:0002 and Zonine PIan Map Amendment ZAlg-0003
Consider a proposed amendment to the Shasta Counfy Gen.
County Zoning Map as part of the2014-2019 Housing Element Update program to bring the
County's General Plan Housing Element into compliance with State Housing iu* GpAl 3-0002 and
ZAl 3-0003 : North Redding - Old Oasis Road/I-S Corridor (Area 2) consists of approxim ately 52
acres cturently designated Suburban Residential (SR) in the General Plan, and zoned Interim
Residential (IR) and Designated Floodway (F-l) and Restrictive Flood (F-2). Area 2 would be
designated UR(25) and rezoned to R-3-25 on 10.2 acres; designated UR on 4l.i acresand rezoned as
follows: R-3-10 on l3.l acres; and Open Space (oS) on 20 acres; the Designated Floodway portion
would be unchanged. Assessor's parcel Number 073-010-006.

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES
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Chairman Maclean opened the public hearing.

Speaker's Name

Michael Elrite

Mose Perizzolo

Richard Janssen

C o mme nts/C o n c e r ns/O ues t io n s

Mr. Elrite expressed concerns about high density housing
being placed in a low-density area and increases in crime.

Mr. Perizzolo stated he didn't think it was a good idea and
that there was already a crime problem.

Mr. Janssen expressed concern about access, traffrc, declining
property values, and a crime rate that he noted was already
high. He pointed out that numerous high speed chases had
occuned in the area.

8*.'.
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Chairman Maclean called for any other speakers. There being none, the public hearing was closed.

Commissioner Kerns inquired about the current size limitation on lots. Mr. Simon stated the property
was designated Suburban Residential (SR) and Interim Residential (IR) zoning with a minimum
parcel size of S-acres, until services were brought to the site. The properfy woulJ be served by City
of Redding water and sewer under an existing agreement. The proposed change would be land use
designation to Urban Residential with a density of 20-25 units pir acre. Coinmissioner Wallner
asked if the City of Redding would be able to serve the property with the increased density. Mr.
Simon stated his understanding was that they would, however, he was not aware on whether this
would require improvements. Chairman Maclean indicated he understood this item was for a zoning
proposal and that there was not a current high density project at this time. Mr. Simon affirmed that
was correct.

Commissioner Kems asked if any analysis had been done on how property values would be affected
for build outs in the proposed areas. Mr. Simon responded, noting information was available that
indicated arguments on both sides. Mr. Simon noted an environmenial analysis (EA) was available to
the public through the department's website and at the department and that planning Manager Kim
Hunter was available as a contact. Commissioner Chapin asked how existing infrastruct'ie (road
system) would handle new traffic generated for a higtr density project. Mr. Jimon responded any
proposed project would be reviewed by Public Works, Environmental Health, and all agencies
involved in approving a project, including any mitigation or constraints identified in the
environmental assessment, which would be the developels responsibility to mitigate.

Chairman Maclean reopened the public hearing. Mr. Elrite questioned why there was a proposed
change in zoning when there was no current project planned. Mr. Perizzolo noted he hasn,t seen the
curye on Old Oasis fixed and he re-asserted his concem about traffic. Mr. Janssen asked ifhe would
have the opportunity to address the Planning Commission again at the next meeting. Chairman
Maclean closed the public hearing.

By motion made, seconded (Ramsey/Wallner) and carried unanimously, the planning Commission
continued Item R4 to a special Meeting on Thursday, August 23,201b at 2:00 p.m.

PLANNING COMMISSITO9NTIEETING MINUTE S

4of7Page 311 of 323

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REGULAR MEETING - September 18, 2018



R5

Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None. ffirtA$jT'
General Plan Man Amendment GPA18-0003 and Zonine Plan Man Amendment ZAIS-0004
Consider a proposed amendment to the Shasta County General Plan Land Use Map and related
County Zoning Map as part of the2014-2019 Housing Element Update progftrm to bring the
County's General Plan Housing Element into compliance with State Housing Law. GPAI8-0003 and
ZAIS-0004: Southwest Palo Cedro - Gilbert Drive (Area 3) consists of 9.8 acres cunently
designated Commercial (C) in the General Plan and zoned Community Commercial (C-2).Area 3 in
its entirety would be designated UR(25), and would be rezoned to R-3-25 on 8 acres, and Open
Space on 1.8 acres. Assessor's Parcel Number 059-360-019.

Chairman Maclean opened the public hearing. There being no speakers, the public hearing was
closed.

By motion made, seconded (Wallner/Ramsey) and carried unanimously, the Planning Commission
continued Item R5 to a Special Meeting on Thursday, August 23,2018 at 2:00 p.m.

Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None.

AI
Consider a proposed amendment to the Shasta County General Plan Land Use trrtap ana telatea
County Zoning Map as part of the 2014-2019 Housing Element Update program to bring the
County's General Plan Housing Element into compliance with State Housing Law. GpAl8-0004
and ZA18-0005; Southwest Cottonwood/I-S Corridor (Area4) consists of approximately l3 acres
currently designated Urban Residential - 8 dwelling units per acre (UR(S)j and zoned planned
Development (PD). Area 4 would be designated UR(25) and rezoned to R-3-25 on l0 acres;
designated and zoned Open Space on 1.6 acres; and designated Commercial (C) and rezoned to
Community Commercial (C-2) on 1.4 acres. Assessor's Parcel Number: 0g7-270-031.

Chairman Maclean opened the public hearing.
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Speaher's Name

Ralph Adams

James Seale

C o m me nts/C o n c e r n s/O ue s tio n s

Mr. Adams expressed concems about water, drainage, traffic
impacts and the devaluation of subdivision houses he had
built. He referenced a low-income project in Anderson in
which the Anderson Police Department reported seventy-
percent oftheir work was in response to that area. Mr. Adams
noted Cottonwood's lack of law enforcement and concems
related to growth.

Mr. Seale expressed concern over impacts on schools and
water and sewer systems. He questioned where sewer
allotments would come from since Cottonwood's system was
nearing capacity. Mr. Seale expressed concern over increased
traffic on I't Street. Mr. Seale noted Crowley Gulch floods
annually, lack of law enforcement and road access for some of
the property zoned Commercial.
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Kayle Spoon

Tom Semingson

Vickie Wolf

Mr. Spoon asked if there was an existing project. He
expressed concern over lack of sidewalks on I't Street for
pedestrians, flood, sewer and traffic issues. He noted the
safety issues inherent with the current lack of infrastructure
for pedestrians and the existing overpass. Mr. Simon
responded that the proposal was a County initiated rezoning,
that there was no specific proponent for a project, and that
this was an effort to seek out properties that have access to
services (primarily water and sewer) with the potential for
higher density development should a future project be
proposed.

Mr. Semingson expressed concern over traffic on I't Street,
the impact of which he believed would render a project
unfeasible.

Ms. Wolf asked if a developer proposed a different number of
units, would they be allowed to divert from the new zoning.
Chairman Maclean responded, noting any landowner could
propose a project and that zoning was a guideline for
proposals. Ms. Wolfe asked for a definition ofuses in C2. Mr.
Simon responded and referenced Chapter 17.44 ofthe Shasta
County Zoning Plan.

Mr. Simon noted the County was obligated as an arm of the State to participate in the State,s
declared housing crisis and that part of the County's obligation was to adopt a Fiousing Element as
part of the General Plan. He further explained the County was required to accommodate a certain
number of housing units at various income levels by rezoning properties to allow forpotential future
development at the default density. To fulfill this obligation, ihe County is required to rezone
properties where it may be found suitable for higher density development. Commissioner Kerns
commented the difficulty was meeting the County's obligations under state law. He encouraged the
public to stay involved in the process. Commissioners acknowledged public concerns related to the
proposed rezones and encouraged continued public input.

Chairman Maclean closed the public hearing.

By motion made, seconded (Ramsey/Kems) and carried unanimously, the planning Commission
continued Item R6 to a Special Meeting on Thursday, August 23,20i8 at2:00p.m.-

Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None.

R7 ft Shasta Countv 2014_2019 Housins
Element
Shasta County completed the Revised Draft20l4-201g Housing Element Update (Revised Draft)
consisting of five Sections as follows: Section I Introduction, Seclion II Housing Needs Assess-"ni
Section III Housing Constraints, Section IV Regional Housing Needs All-ocation, Section V
Programs; and ten supporting appendices.

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES
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Ms. Hunter noted the Planning Division has completed the Draft20l4-2019 Housing Element. The
Revised Draft was released for a 30-day comment period from July 2nd - July 31't. At the end ofthe
review period, one comment letter was received by Legal Services of Northem California. She
explained the letter required further review to re-assess the draft language and that staff
recommended opening the public hearing, accepting all testimony and continuing the item to a
special meeting on August 23'd.

Chairman Maclean opened the public hearing. There being no speakers, the public hearing was
closed.

By motion made, seconded (Kerns/Chapin) and carried unanimously, the Planning Commission
continued Item R7 to a Special Meeting on Thursday, August 23,2018 at 2:00 p.m.

Plannins Director's Report: Planning Manager Kim Hunter congratulated Resource Management
Director Rick Simon on the occasion of his retirement and his last Planning Commission meeting.
She acknowledged his planning caxeer of 30+ years extending from Southern California to the
Northstate. She noted his professionalism, kindness, patience, and humor.

Mr. Simon expressed his appreciation to planning staff and the department for their professionalism
and dedication. He expressed that it had been a privilege and honor to serve as Secretary to the
Planning Commission and his appreciation to the Commission.

Commissioners expressed their gratitude of Mr. Simon's professionalism, availability,
responsiveness, kindness, assistance and personableness.

Mr. Simon reported that the Board of Supervisors approved GPAI 3-0001 andZlT-}l3 on July l7s.

R8:

NON-HEARING ITEMS: None.

CONSENT ITEMS: None.

ADJOURNMENT: The Planning commission adjoumed at 3:47 p.m.

Submitted by:

Jessica Cunningham-Pappas, Staff Services Anatyst II
Recording Secretary
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RESOLUTTON NO. 2018-022

A RESOLUTION OF THE SHASTA COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
RECOMMENDING THAT THE SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

APPROVE GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT GPA13-003 (COUNTY OF SHASTA)

WHEREAS, the State of California requires all local jurisdictions to adopt a Housing
Element and to revise this document as appropriate, but not less than, every five years as one of
seven mandated elements required in the General Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Shasta County General Plan establishes goals and policies that recognize
the importance of housing and so the County has prepared a draft 2014-2019 Housing Element in
accordance with the requirements of State housing element law (Govemment Code sections 65580
et seq.); and

WHEREAS, the 2014-2019 Housing Element has been prepared, consisting of General
Plan Amendment GPAI3-003, and contains goals, policies, programs, and quantified objectives
to meet projected housing needs to comply with the California Government Code Sections 66580-
65589.8; and

WHEREAS, as part of the state housing law the legislature found, among other findings,
that (l) the availability of housing is of vital statewide importance , (2)local governments, such as
Shasta County, have the responsibility to facilitate the improvement and development of housing
adequate to meet the needs of all economic segments of the community, (3) designating and
maintaining a supply of land that is suitable, feasible and available for the development of housing
to meet the housing need for all income levels is essential to achieving the state's housing goals;
and

WHEREAS, the intent of the state's housing law, among others, is to (l) assure that the
County recognizes its responsibility to contribute to attaining the state's housing goal, (2) assrue
that the County prepares and implements a local Housing Element as part of its General Plan, (3)
recognize that the County is best capable of determining what is needed for the County to
contribute to the attainment of the state's housing goal in a manner compatible with the state's
housing goal and the Regional Housing Need Allocation (RHNA) assigned to the County by the
state (Government Code section 65581); and

WHEREAS, on May 11,2017, the Planning Commission held a noticed public workshop
to receive comments on a draft of the 2014-2019 Housing Element which was submitted to the
Department of Housing and Community Development for review on May 17,2017; and

WHEREAS, based on the comments received from the Department of Housing and
Community Development on July 18, 2017,the draft 2014-2019 Housing Element was extensively
revised and the County initiated amendments to the General Plan and Zoning Plan deemei
necessary to comply with State housing law; and

Page 315 of 323

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REGULAR MEETING - September 18, 2018



Resolution No. 201 8-022
Page2

WHEREAS, on October I l, 2017,the Planning Commission held a noticed public hearing
on proposed amendments to the Zoning PlanZlT-003 required to comply with State housing law
and receive public comment and continued that hearing to a later date upon the determination that
further amendments were needed: and

WHEREAS, in January 2018, Legal Services of Northern Califomia and The Public
lnterest Law Project jointly filed a lawsuit to compel the County to bring its Housing Element into
compliance with State Law and meet its unaccommodated Regional Housing Allocation Need
(RHNA) assigned by the Department of Housing and Community Development, resulting in a
judgement rendered by the Shasta County Superior Court for a Stipulation for Judgement in
accordance with the terms of a settlement agreement that includes actions, including the rezoning
of land to the default density, that must be completed by the County within a defined timeline; and

WHEREAS, on February 8, 2018, May 10, 2018 and June 14, 2018, the Planning
Commission held noticed public workshops on proposed housing element related amendments to
the Zoning Plan (Zl7-003) and the General Plan (GPAI8-001); and

WHEREAS, a noticed 30-day review of the Draft Housing Element occurred from July 2,
2018 to July 31,2018; and

WHEREAS, on July 12,2018, the Planning Commission held a noticed public workshop
on the revised Draft20l4-2019 Housing Element; and

WHEREAS, on July 17,2018, the Board of Supervisors held a noticed public hearing on
the recommended housing related text amendments and adopted a resolution pursuant to General
Plan Amendment GPAI8-001 and enacted an ordinance pursuantto Zone Amendment Zl7-003;
and

WHEREAS, on July 24,2018, the Board of Supervisors, held a noticed public workshop
to receive an update from the Planning Division staff and accept public comment on the revised
draft 2014-20 I 9 Housing Element; and

WHEREAS, on August 9, 2018, the Planning Commission held a noticed public hearing
to consider formal public comments on the Housing Element update process and a
recommendation to the Board of Supervisors to adopt the 2014-2019 Housing Element as revised
based on the comments and guidance from the Department of Housing and Community
Development and continued that public hearing to a Special Meeting on August 23,2018; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a public hearing at the continued Special
Meeting on August 23,2018 and is recommending a change to GPAI3-003 to delete Area4bf tn"
proposed rezone program and add program H3-J in Section V of the 2014-2019 Housing Element
to require that the County complete rezoning of properties in the future to meet the RHNA for the
current cycle; and
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Resolution No. 201 8-022
Page 3

WHEREAS, GPAI3-003 is not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) pursuant to a judgement rendered by the Shasta County Superior Court for a Stipulation
for Judgement on June 29, 2018, which expressly incorporates the provisions of Govemment Code
section 65759, which establish that the Califomia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not
apply to any action necessary to bring an agency's general plan or relevant mandatory elements of
the plan into compliance with any court order or judgement; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759, the
County has prepared an initial study with content that substantially conforms to the required
content of an initial study as set forth in subdivision (c) of Section 15080 of Title 14 of the
California Code of Regulations.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Shasta County Planning Commission:

l. The foregoing recitals are true and correct and incorporated herein.

2. The Planning Commission makes the following findings with regard to General Plan
Amendment GPAI3-003:

State housing law, as codified in Government Code section 65580 et seq., requires
that Shasta County assist in attaining the state's housing goal by, among other
actions: (a) facilitating the improvement and development of housing adequate to
meet the needs of all economic segments of the community, (b) designating and
maintaining a supply of land that is suitable, feasible and available for the
development of housing to meet the housing need for all income levels, (c)
preparing and implementing a local Housing Element as part of its General Plan,
(d) determining what is needed for the County to contribute to the attainment of
the state's housing goal in a manner compatible with the state's housing goal and
the Regional Housing Need Allocation (RHNA) assigned to the County by the state.

In accordance with Government Code 65583.2(cX3XB)(iii) and the United States
Census, Shasta County is designated a "suburban jurisdiction" and is assigned a
"default density" of twenty residential units per acre by the state.

GPAI3-003 is a necessary action to bring the County General Plan and the
mandatory Housing Element of the Plan into compliance with State housing
law, the prior adopted shasta county Housing Element and the Stipulated
Judgement rendered by Shasta County Superior Court.

GPAI3-003 is not subject to the Califomia Environmental Quality Act (cEeA)
pursuant to a judgement rendered by the Shasta County Superior Court for a
Stipulation for Judgement on June 29,2018, which expressly incorporates the
provisions of Government Code section 65759, which establish that the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not apply to any action necessily to bring
an agency's general plan or relevant mandatory elements of the plan into
compliance with any court order or judgement.

A.

B.

C.

D.
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Page 4

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:
RECUSE:

3.

E. In accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759, the
County has prepared an initial study with content that substantially conforms
to the required content of an initial study as set forth in subdivision (c) of
Section 15080 of Title l4 of the California Code of Regulations.

F. The proposed20l4-2019 Housing Element, as amended to delete Area 4 of the
proposed rezone program and add program H3-J in Section V of the 2014-2019
Housing Element to require that the County complete rezoning of properties
in the future to meet the RHNA for the current cvcle. is consistent with
Government Code Sections 65580-65589.8; and

G. The proposed2014-2019 Housing Element, as amended to delete Area 4 of the
proposed rezone program and add program H3-J in Section V of the 2014-2019
Housing Element to require that the County complete rezoning of properties
in the future to meet the RHNA for the current cycle, is consistent with the
objectives and policies in the Community Development Group, Chapter 7.0 et
seq., and with all other elements and the objectives and policies of the Shasta
County General Plan.

The Planning Commission recommends that the Shasta County Board of Supervisors take
the following actions with regard to GpAl3-003:

Conduct a public hearing.
Close the public hearing.
Find GPAI3-003 is not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) in accordance with the provisions of Government Code Section 65759,
(CEQA does not apply to any action necessary to bring an agency's general plan or
relevant mandatory elements of the plan into compliance with any court order or
judgement).
Adopt a resolution approving the Shasta County 2014-2019 Housing Element, as
amended.

DULY PASSED this 23'd day of August, 2018, by the following vote:

A.
B.
C.

D.

MACLEAN, CHAPIN, KERNS, RAMSEY, WALLNER

TIM MACLEAN, Chairman
Planning Commission
County of Shasta, State of California

Page 318 of 323

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REGULAR MEETING - September 18, 2018



Resolution No. 201 8-022
Pase 5

ATTEST:

PAUL A. HELLMAN, Secretary
Planning Commission
County of Shasta, State of California
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RESOLUTION NO. 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF SHASTA  

FINDING THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE SHASTA COUNTY GENERAL 

PLAN, DRAFT 2014-2019 SHASTA COUNTY HOUSING ELEMENT UPDATE, 

GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT GPA13-003, SUBSTANTIALLY COMPLIES WITH 

STATE HOUSING LAW AND DIRECTING THE DEPARTMENT OF RESOURCE 

MANAGEMENT TO SUBMIT THE DRAFT 2014-2019 SHASTA COUNTY HOUSING 

ELEMENT UPDATE TO THE CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FOR REVIEW AND COMMENT  

 

 WHEREAS, the State of California requires all local jurisdictions to adopt a Housing 

Element and to revise this document as appropriate, but not less than every five years as one of 

seven mandated elements of a jurisdiction’s General Plan; and   

 

 WHEREAS, the Shasta County General Plan establishes goals and policies that recognize 

the importance of housing and so the County has prepared the Draft 2014-2019 Shasta County 

Housing Element Update (Housing Element) in accordance with the requirements of State housing 

element law (Government Code sections 65580 et seq.); and  

 

 WHEREAS, the Housing Element has been prepared, consisting of General Plan 

Amendment GPA13-003, and contains goals, policies, programs, and quantified objectives to meet 

projected housing needs to comply with California Government Code Sections 66580-65589.8; 

and  

 

 WHEREAS, as part of the State housing law the legislature found, among other findings, 

that (1) the availability of housing is of vital statewide importance, (2) local governments, such as 

Shasta County, have the responsibility to facilitate the improvement and development of housing 

adequate to meet the needs of all economic segments of the community, (3) designating and 

maintaining a supply of land that is suitable, feasible and available for the development of housing 

to meet the housing need for all income levels is essential to achieving the state's housing goals; 

and 

 

 WHEREAS, the intent of the state's housing law, among others, is to (1) assure that the 

County recognizes its responsibility to contribute to attaining the state's housing goal, (2) assure 

that the County prepares and implements a local Housing Element as part of its General Plan, (3) 

recognize that the County is best capable of determining what is needed for the County to 

contribute to the attainment of the state's housing goal in a manner compatible with the state's 

housing goal and the Regional Housing Need Allocation (RHNA) assigned to the County by the 

state (Government Code section 65581); and 

 

 WHEREAS, on May 11, 2017, the Planning Commission held a noticed public workshop 

to receive comments on the Housing Element which was submitted to the Department of Housing 

and Community Development (HCD) for review on May 17, 2017; and  
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  WHEREAS, based on the comments received from HCD on July 18, 2017, the Housing 

Element was extensively revised and the County initiated amendments to the General Plan Land 

Use Maps and Zoning Maps deemed necessary to comply with State housing law; and 

 

  WHEREAS, in January 2018, Legal Services of Northern California and The Public 

Interest Law Project jointly filed a lawsuit to compel the County to bring its housing element into 

compliance with State Law and meet its unaccommodated Regional Housing Needs Allocation 

(RHNA) assigned by HCD, resulting in a judgment rendered by the Shasta County Superior Court 

for a Stipulation for Judgment in accordance with the terms of a settlement agreement that includes 

actions, including the rezoning of land to the default density, that must be completed by the County 

within a defined timeline; and 

 

 WHEREAS, a noticed 30-day review of the Housing Element occurred from July 2, 2018, 

to July 31, 2018; and   

   

 WHEREAS, on July 12, 2018, the Planning Commission held a noticed public workshop 

on the Housing Element; and  

 

 WHEREAS, on July 24, 2018, the Board of Supervisors, held a noticed public workshop 

to receive an update from Planning Division staff and accept public comment on the Housing 

Element; and  

 

 WHEREAS, on August 9, 2018, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed public 

hearing to consider formal public comments on the Housing Element and a recommendation to the 

Board of Supervisors to approve the Housing Element as revised based on the comments and 

guidance from HCD and continued that public hearing to a Special Meeting on August 23, 2018; 

and  

 

 WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a public hearing at the continued Special 

Meeting on August 23, 2018, and is recommending a change to GPA13-003 to delete Area 4 of 

the proposed rezone program and add program H3-J in Section V of the Housing Element to 

require that the County complete rezoning of properties in the future to meet the RHNA for the 

current cycle; and 

 

 WHEREAS, GPA13-003 is not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act 

(CEQA) pursuant to a judgment rendered by the Shasta County Superior Court for a Stipulation 

for Judgment on June 29, 2018, which expressly incorporates the provisions of Government Code 

section 65759, which establish that the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not 

apply to any action necessary to bring an agency’s general plan or relevant mandatory elements of 

the plan into compliance with any court order or judgment; and   

 

 WHEREAS, in accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759, the 

County has prepared an initial study with content that substantially conforms to the required 

content of an initial study as set forth in subdivision (c) of Section 15080 of Title 14 of the 

California Code of Regulations which determined that there would be no significant environmental 

effects that result from implementation of the Housing Element.  
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 NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors makes the 

following findings with regard to GPA13-003: 

 

A. State housing law, as codified in Government Code section 65580 et seq., requires 

that Shasta County assist in attaining the state's housing goal by, among other 

actions: (a) facilitating the improvement and development of housing adequate to 

meet the needs of all economic segments of the community, (b) designating and 

maintaining a supply of land that is suitable, feasible and available for the 

development of housing to meet the housing need for all income levels, (c) 

preparing and implementing a local housing element as part of its General Plan, (d) 

determining what is needed for the County to contribute to the attainment of the 

state's housing goal in a manner compatible with the state's housing goal and the 

RHNA assigned to the County by the state. 

 

B. In accordance with Government Code 65583.2(c)(3)(B)(iii) and the United States 

Census, Shasta County is designated a "suburban jurisdiction" and is assigned a 

"default density" of twenty residential units per acre by the State.  

 

C. GPA13-003 is a necessary action to bring the Shasta County General Plan and 

the mandatory housing element into compliance with State housing law, the 

2009-2014 Shasta County Housing Element, and the Stipulation for Judgment 

rendered by the Shasta County Superior Court. 

 

D. GPA13-003 is not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 

pursuant to a judgment rendered by the Shasta County Superior Court for a 

Stipulation for Judgment on June 29, 2018, which expressly incorporates the 

provisions of Government Code section 65759, which establish that the California 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not apply to any action necessary to bring 

an agency’s general plan or relevant mandatory elements of the plan into 

compliance with any court order or judgment.  

 

E. In accordance with the provisions of Government Code section 65759, the 

County has prepared an initial study with content that substantially conforms 

to the required content of an initial study as set forth in subdivision (c) of 

Section 15080 of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations which has 

determined that implementation of the Housing Element will not have a 

significant effect on the environment.  

 

F. The proposed Housing Element, as amended to delete Area 4 of the proposed 

rezone program and add program H3-J in Section V of the Housing Element 

to require that the County complete rezoning of properties in the future to meet 

the RHNA for the current cycle, substantially complies with the requirements 

of Government Code Sections 65580-65589.8; and  
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G.  The proposed Housing Element, as amended to delete Area 4 of the proposed 

rezone program and add program H3-J in Section V of the Housing Element 

to require that the County complete rezoning of properties in the future to meet 

the RHNA for the current cycle, is consistent with the objectives and policies 

in the Community Development Group, Chapter 7.0 et seq., and with all other 

elements and the objectives and policies of the Shasta County General Plan.   

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Shasta County Board of Supervisors 

authorizes the Director of Resource Management to make minor grammatical and format 

changes to the Housing Element, as may be necessary prior to printing, which would not change 

or affect adopted goals, objectives, policies, or programs, and directs that the Housing Element be 

sent to HCD for their review and comment pursuant to Government Code section 65754(a). 

 

 DULY PASSED AND ADOPTED this 11th day of September, 2018 by the Board of 

Supervisors of the County of Shasta by the following vote: 

 

 AYES:   

 NOES:  

 ABSENT:  

 ABSTAIN:  

 RECUSE:  

 

 

 

        

LES BAUGH, CHAIRMAN 

Board of Supervisors 

County of Shasta 

State of California 

 

ATTEST: 

 

LAWRENCE G. LEES 

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

 

 

By:         

 Deputy 
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