SHASTA COUNTY

PLANNING COMMISSION

MINUTES

Flag Salute

ROLL CALL

Regular Meeting

Date: July 11, 2013
Time: 2:00 p.m.
Place: Shasta County Administration Center

Board of Supervisors’ Chambers

Commissioners
Present:

Commissioners
Absent:

Staff Present:

Note:

Key: California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA): Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND), Negative Declaration (ND), Categorically Exempt (CE), Other

Darren Simmons
Jim Chapin
Gene Parham
Roy Ramsey

Dick Franks

Richard Simon, Director of Resource Management

District 5
District 1
District 3
District 4

District 2

James Ross, Assistant County Counsel

Lisa Lozier, Senior Planner
Kent Hector, Senior Planner

Mark Cramer, Environmental Health Division

John Sandhofner, Public Works/Subdivision Engineer
Dawn Duckett, Staff Services Manager, Recording Secretary

All unanimous actions reflect a 4-0 vote.

Exemption from CEQA (OE); Not Subject to CEQA (N/A).

CONFLICT OF INTEREST
DECLARATIONS: None.

OPEN TIME:

APPROVAL OF
MINUTES:

CONSENT
ITEMS:

July 11, 2013

No Speakers.

By motion made, seconded (Ramsey Chapin), and carried unanimously, the Commission

approved the minutes of May 9, 2013, as submitted.

By motion made, seconded (Ramsey/Parham), and carried unanimously, the Commission

approved the minutes of June 13, as submitted.

None.
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PUBLIC HEARINGS:

R1:

ACTION:

R2:

Use Permit 13-003 (SK Construction): The project is located in the Anderson area on a 1-acre
parcel on the west side and adjacent to State Highway 273, approximately 200 feet south of Rona
Lane. The request is for a new construction yard consisting of a 4,800-square-foot warehouse and
shop building with a 1,800-square-foot covered storage, and a 3,420-square-foot office building
with 3,420-square-foot second story designated for storage only. Staff Planner: Lozier. District: 2.
Proposed CEQA Determination: ND. Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None.

Senior Planner Lisa Lozier presented a memorandum to the Commission and recommended that the
public hearing be opened and continued to the August 8, 2013 Planning Commission meeting. The
public hearing was opened and there being no speakers for or against the project, the public hearing
was closed.

By motion made, seconded (Chapin/Parham), and carried unanimously, the Commission continued
the public hearing for Use Permit 13-003 to the August 8, 2013 Planning Commission meeting.

Use Permit 13-004 (Baker): The project is located in the east Redding area on a 40-acre parcel at
the southeastern corner of the intersection of Barrow Road and Whispering Oaks Road. The
request is for a wine tasting room, food service of pre-packaged foods, and retail sales of wine
products in conjunction with an existing winery operation. Staff Planner: Hector. District: 3.
Proposed CEQA Determination: ND. Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None.

Senior Planner Kent Hector presented the staff report. A memorandum was distributed to the
Commission containing a public comment letter and recommending revisions to Condition 2 and
deletion of Conditions 13, 22, and 26. Commissioner Chapin had questions and concerns regarding
the applicant’s right to use private roads for access to the project site. Commissioner Parham
expressed concerns regarding the 24-person limit during wine tasting events and the difficulties in
enforcing that limit.

The public hearing was opened and the applicant, Mike Baker spoke in favor of the project and
responded to questions from the Commission. Mr. Baker indicated that the project had been scaled
back to the 24-person occupancy and that the proposed tasting room would cater to small tasting
parties who would sample the wines, make a purchase and then leave the premises.

Speaking in opposition to the project were:

Speaker’s Name Comments/Concerns/Questions

Ken Powers Mr. Powers, a neighboring property owner, told the
Commission that he was not in support of the project unless
additional conditions were added to require the applicant to
provide road maintenance along the one-mile private road
that served as access to the project site.
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Allen Kost

Charlie Hoisington

Steven Parry

Loren Asmus

Ken Powers

Tom Schreiber

Mr. Kost reported that he and other neighbors had not
received a legal notice for the project and voiced concerns
regarding: 1) fire/lemergency access; 2) the number of
vehicle accidents at the intersection of Highway 44 and
Stillwater Road; 3) road safety on the private road leading
into the project site; 4) road maintenance costs and wear-
and-tear on the private road due to increased traffic; and 5)
right-of way and whether or not the applicant had deeded
access to use the road.

Mr. Hoisington stated that the Commission would be setting
a precedent by approving a commercial wine tasting room on
a private road. He also discussed road conditions, road
maintenance issues and asked that the neighbors be allowed
additional time to evaluate the impacts of the project to the
neighborhood and the road.

Mr. Parry agreed with the previous speakers and discussed
road conditions and maintenance issues.

Mr. Asmus agreed with the previous speakers and discussed
road maintenance stating that it was unfair for the
homeowners in the neighborhood to bear the financial
burden of maintaining a private road being used by a
business.

Mr. Powers asked that the County review its policies
regarding legal notices for projects.

Mr. Schreiber agreed with the previous speakers.

The applicant, Mike Baker told the Commission that he agreed with the conditions of approval for
the project. There being no other speakers for or against the project, the public hearing was closed.

John Sandhofner, from the Department of Public Works explained that right-of-way is not typically
researched for proposed use permits and that commercial uses are not usually located on private
roads. He also discussed Permanent Road Divisions (PRD) and stated that PRD’s are typically
required as a condition for new subdivisions. Assistant County Counsel James Ross added that
property owners may petition the County for a PRD but the County can not require them to do so.

Commissioner Chapin stated that all land owners along a private road should be notified of a
proposed commercial use. He added that he could not support the project without proof of legal
right-of-way from the applicant. Commissioner Parham agreed and said he wasn’t comfortable
with the County’s ability to enforce the 24-person limit.

MOTION/ACTION:
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RECESS:

R3:

ACTION:

Commissioner Chapin made a motion to deny the Use Permit, and the motion was seconded by
Commissioner Parham. Upon further discussion among the Commissioners, County Counsel, and
the Director of Resource Management, Commissioner Chapin withdrew the motion and made a new
motion to continue the public hearing to a date uncertain to allow the applicant additional time to
provide options regarding maintenance of the private road. Commissioner Parham seconded and
the motion was carried unanimously.

The Commission announced a recess at 3:08 p.m., and reconvened at 3:19 p.m.

Parcel Map 11-003 (Reynolds): The parcel is located in the Bella Vista area, at the end of Gordon
Drive, approximately 1.2 miles north of the intersection of Holiday Way and State Highway 299E.
The request is to divide a 139.6-acre property into a 79.3-acre parcel and a 60.3-acre parcel. Also
being requested is an exception to the County’s Development Standards for the emergency access
road. Staff Planner: Hector. District: 3. Proposed CEQA Determination: MND. Ex-parte
Communications Disclosures: None.

Senior Planner Kent Hector presented a brief staff report and recommended that the public hearing
be opened and continued to August 8, 2013, at the request of the Shasta County Fire Department
(and with concurrence from the applicant). The public hearing was opened and there being no
speakers for or against the project, the public hearing was closed. NOTE: Prior to the public
hearing being closed, Vice-Chairman Simmons further solicited public comments specific to the
proposed exception from the County’s Development Standards. There were none.

By motion made, seconded (Ramsey/Chapin), and carried unanimously, Parcel Map 11-003 was
continued to the August 8, 2013 Planning Commission meeting.

NON-HEARING ITEMS: None.

ADJOURNMENT: The Planning Commission adjourned at 3:30 p.m.

Submitted by:

Dawn Duckett, Staff Services Manager
Recording Secretary
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