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 SHASTA COUNTY 

 PLANNING COMMISSION 

                                                                                                                                                                                          

 

 

MINUTES    Regular Meeting 

 

Date:    November 12, 2015 

Time:    2:00 p.m.   

Place:   Shasta County Administration Center 

Board of Supervisors’ Chambers 

Flag Salute 

 

ROLL CALL Commissioners  

 Present:  

  Patrick Wallner  District 5 

  Roy Ramsey  District 4 

  Gene Parham  District 3 

  Tim MacLean  District 2 

  Jim Chapin  District 1 

  

Staff Present: Bill Walker, Planning Division Manager 

James Ross, Assistant County Counsel 

Kent Hector, Senior Planner 

Lisa Lozier, Senior Planner 

Lio Salazar, Associate Planner 

Ken Henderson, Environmental Health Division 

J.T. Zulliger, Shasta County Fire Department 

Eric Wedemeyer, Public Works/Subdivision Engineer 

Buffy Gray, Agency Staff Services Analyst I, Recording Secretary 

 

         

Note:  All unanimous actions reflect a 5-0 vote. 

 
Key:  California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA): Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND), Negative 

Declaration (ND), Categorically Exempt (CE), Other Exemption from CEQA (OE); Not Subject to CEQA 

(N/A). 

  

OPEN TIME:  No Speakers 
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APPROVAL OF 

MINUTES:  

 October 8, 2015 - Minutes 

 

 By motion made, seconded (Ramsey/MacLean) carried by a 5-0 vote, the Commission 

approved the minutes of October 8, 2015, as submitted. 

 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

DECLARATIONS:  NONE 

 

CONSENT  

ITEMS: NONE  

 

PUBLIC HEARINGS:  

 

R1:              Ex-parte Communications Disclosures:  NONE 

 

  PARCEL MAP 09-001 EOT (Horn): The project is located in the West Anderson area on a 4.82-

acre property at the southwest corner of Hill Street and State Highway 273 (APN 051-180-010 & 

051-180-011). The request is for approval of a 3-year extension of time for approved Parcel Map 

09-001.  Planning Commission approved Parcel Map 09-001 on September 10, 2009, for the 

division of the property into a 1.93-acre parcel and a 2.89-acre parcel. Staff Planner: Kent Hector.  

District:  2. Proposed CEQA Determination: N/A. 

  

 Senior Planner Kent Hector presented the staff report.  The public hearing was opened and there 

being no speakers for or against the project, the public hearing was closed. 

 

ACTION: By motion made, seconded (Chapin/Ramsey), and carried unanimously by Resolution 2015-030, the 

Commission found that the extension of time is not subject to the requirements of CEQA and 

approved a 3-year extension of time for Parcel Map 09-001 (to September 10, 2018) based on the 

findings listed in the Resolution, and subject to the findings listed in the original Resolution of 

approval (Planning Commission Resolution 2009-043). 

 

 

R2:  Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: NONE 

 

TRACT MAP 1863 EOT (Morgan): The project is located in the Centerville area on a 65.43-acre 

property on the east side of Placer Road, approximately 0.1 miles northeast of the intersection of 

Placer Road and Swasey Drive (APN 203-330-001 & 203-330-002). The request is for approval of a 

3-year extension of time for approved Tract Map 1863.  Planning Commission approved Tract Map 

1863 on September 14, 2006, for the subdivision of a 65.43-acre property into thirteen lots ranging 

from 3.0 to 7.95 acres in size. Staff Planner: Kent Hector.  District:  2. Proposed CEQA 

Determination: N/A.  
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  Senior Planner Kent Hector presented the staff report.  The public hearing was opened and there 

being no speakers for or against the project, the public hearing was closed. 

 

  

ACTION: By motion made, seconded (MacLean/Parham), and carried unanimously, by Resolution 2015-031, 

the Commission found that the extension of time is not subject to the requirements of CEQA and 

approved a 3-year extension of time for Tract Map 1863 (to September 14, 2018) based on the 

findings and conditions listed in the Resolution and subject to the findings and conditions listed in 

the original Resolution of approval (Planning Commission Resolution 2006-131). 

 

 

R3: Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: NONE 

 

 ZONE AMENDMENT 14-004 (KRIEG): The project is located in the Hat Creek area near the 

terminus of Hat Creek Lane, approximately 1.2 miles southeast of State Highway 89 and Doty 

Road.  The proposal is a rezone of a 5.7-acre parcel (APN 031-200-006) from Limited Residential 

(R-L) to Limited Residential – 40 acre minimum lot area (R-L-BA-40). The purpose of the rezone is 

to facilitate a property line adjustment between 2 existing parcels (APN 031-200-006 & 031-210-

005) to allow for the separation of an existing home site from the rest of the property, which is 

primarily pastureland. Staff Planner: Kent Hector.  District:  3. Proposed CEQA Determination: CE. 

 

 Senior Planner Kent Hector presented the staff report.  Planner Hector answered a question from 

Commissioner Chapin regarding the amount of acreage that was proposed to be rezoned.   

 

 The public hearing was opened and there being no speakers for or against the project, the public 

hearing was closed. 

 

ACTION: By motion made, seconded (Ramsey/Chapin), and carried unanimously, by Resolution 2015-032, 

the Commission recommends that the Shasta County Board of Supervisors conduct a public hearing 

and find the project Categorically Exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), 

and approve Zone Amendment 14-004 , based on the findings and subject to the condition listed in 

the Resolution. 

 

 

R4:  Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: NONE 

 

USE PERMIT 14-023 (JACOBSON) continued from 10/8/15: The project site is located in the 

east Redding area on the north side of Engineers Lane, approximately 300 feet west of the 

intersection of Engineers Lane and Airport Road (APN 054-400-033).  The request is for a use 

permit for the construction and operation of a wireless communications facility  consisting of a 99-

foot-tall monopine structure (i.e. a cell tower camouflaged to look like a pine tree) containing 8 

antennas, an 18-foot by 18-foot equipment cabinet area; and one 30 kW diesel standby generator 

with a 132-gallon fuel tank.  The proposed improvements would be located within a 40-foot by 40-

foot lease area enclosed by a 6-foot-tall chain link fence on a 1.2-acre property. Staff Planner: Kent 

Hector.  District: 3. Proposed CEQA Determination: MND. 
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  Senior Planner Kent Hector presented the staff report. A memorandum was circulated to the 

Commission regarding the height reduction of the proposed tower from 99 feet high to 95 feet high. 

Planner Hector answered questions from Commissioner Parham regarding whether the property to 

the east of the project site was undeveloped and whether or not Mr. Hector received any objection 

from that particular property owner. Mr. Hector stated he had not received any communication from 

that property owner. Mr. Hector answered questions from Commissioner Wallner in regards to the 

letter from Bryant Garrett, Airport Manager objecting to the project due to navigation hazards.  Mr. 

Hector stated the letter was submitted to the Airport Land Use Commission and the Commission 

considered that letter. 

 

The public hearing was opened and Jenny Blocker, representing the applicant, presented a  

PowerPoint.   Ms. Blocker discussed the benefit of the tower.  She stated it would improve cell 

phone coverage gaps, which are vital to emergency services.  She also stated Verizon chose the least 

intrusive area to place the tower, they would be completely in compliance with the code, and 

reminded the Commission that the Airport Land Use Commission adopted a Resolution supporting 

the project.   Ms. Blocker answered questions from Commissioner Chapin regarding the cost 

difference by using the monopole vs. monopine tower.  Ms. Blocker stated the monopine tower is 

significantly higher in cost than the monopole.  Ms. Blocker spoke in favor of the project and agreed 

to the conditions. 

 

Phil Marquis from the Shasta County Sheriff’s Office spoke in favor of the project.  Mr. Marquis 

stated the increase in coverage helps provide safety for officers and the public.   

 

Ed Godfrey, a Verizon Network Group representative, spoke in favor of the project.  Mr. Godfrey 

stated cell coverage is vital in our daily lives.  He also stated that Verizon’s Crisis response team 

provided Jet Packs and cell phones to Cal Fire during some of the most recent fire emergencies we 

had in the area.  Mr. Godfrey explained how Verizon has complied with all legal obligations and 

conditions. 

 

Derek Jewitt spoke in opposition of the project.  Mr. Jewitt quoted County codes and stated the 

setbacks of the tower from the property lines are inconsistent with the General Plan.  He also had 

concerns regarding aesthetics and decrease in property values.  Mr. Jewitt stated he hasn’t had any 

dropped calls, and Verizon has not shown proof of coverage gaps.  Mr. Jewitt asked that the 

Commission ask the applicant to find a new location for the proposed tower.   

 

Jenny Blocker, representing the applicant, stated that the project is in full compliance with the 

County land use policies.  Ms. Blocker answered questions from Commissioner Parham and 

Commissioner Wallner regarding the percentage of dropped calls and capacity gaps. 

 

Homer Tuazon, the applicant’s engineer, answered questions from Commissioner Chapin regarding 

future technology in regards to replacing the cell towers and whether or not there will be an increase 

in towers needed. 
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  There being no additional speakers for or against the project, the public hearing was closed.  

 

The Commissioners discussed dropped calls, the vote from the Airport Land Use Commission, cell 

phone coverage, capacity gaps, and the letter from the FAA which stated that the proposed cell 

tower would be consistent with federal regulations. 

   

ACTION: By motion made, seconded (Ramsey/Chapin), and carried unanimously by Resolution 2015-033, the 

Commission adopted the CEQA determination of a Mitigated Negative Declaration, approved Use 

Permit 14-023, based on the finding and subject to the conditions listed in the Resolution. 

 

 

R5:  Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: NONE 

 

USE PERMIT 14-017 (KOTCH): The project site is located in the Palo Cedro area approximately 

0.40 miles east of the intersection of Old Alturas Road and Boyle Road (APN 078-140-009).  The 

request is for a use permit for the construction and operation of a wireless communications facility 

consisting of an 83-foot tall monopine structure (i.e. a cell tower camouflaged to look like a pine 

tree) containing 9 antennas, 2 microwave dishes, an 18-foot by 18-foot equipment cabinet area, and 

one 30 KW diesel standby generator with a 132 gallon fuel tank.  The proposed improvements 

would be located within a 50-foot by 50-foot lease area enclosed by a 6-foot tall chain link fence on 

a 19-acre property. Staff Planner: Kent Hector.  District: 4. Proposed CEQA Determination: MND. 

 

  Senior Planner Kent Hector presented the staff report.  Planner Hector answered questions from 

Commissioner Parham, Commissioner Wallner, and Commissioner Maclean regarding setbacks of 

the tower from the property lines, distance between cell towers, potential for co-location, and the 

public comments received on the project.   

 

  The public hearing was opened and Jenny Blocker, representing the applicant, presented a 

PowerPoint.  Ms. Blocker discussed the benefits of the tower.  She stated it would improve cell 

phone coverage, which are vital to emergency services.  She also stated Verizon chose the least 

intrusive area to place the tower, and stated they are completely in compliance with the code.  Ms. 

Blocker answered questions from Commissioner Parham and Commissioner Wallner regarding 

contracts with other providers to co-locate their towers, and whether coverage data provided is for 

Verizon only or all carriers.  Ms. Blocker agrees to the proposed conditions of the Use Permit.   

 

Homer Tuazon, the applicant’s engineer, stated the data provided is for Verizon only. 

 

  Phil Marquis from the Shasta County Sheriff’s Office spoke in favor of the project.  Mr. Marquis 

stated there isn’t any reliable coverage in the area of the proposed tower and therefore he supports 

the project fully. 
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Speaking in opposition to the project were: 

 

  Speaker’s Name  Comments/Questions/Concerns 

 

Barry Zanny   Mr. Zanny expressed concerns of the proposed cell tower causing 

health issues for animals and humans, and a decrease in property 

values.  Mr. Zanny also expressed concerns of vibrations from the 

generator and electro-magnetic fields. 

 

William Humphries  Mr. Humphries expressed concerns of health, safety, and the view 

from his property. Mr. Humphries stated the owner of the property 

on which the cell tower is proposed lives further away from the 

tower than he does.  

 

Vern Ethridge   Mr. Ethridge expressed concerns of potential health issues caused 

from the cell tower.  Mr. Ethridge stated the tower will be very close 

to his property. 

 

  Senior Planner Kent Hector answered questions from Commissioner Parham and Commissioner 

Chapin regarding relocating the tower to another area on the same property, where there is another 

cell tower in the area, and if Verizon could co-locate to another provider’s cell tower in the area. 

 

  Jenny Blocker, Verizon representative stated there are no other cell towers in the area for Verizon to 

co-locate too.  She said Verizon would prefer to attach to an existing cell tower because it would 

significantly cut costs.  Ms. Blocker stated the property owner wants the cell tower in the proposed 

location and the location is closer to utilities for easier hook up. She also responded to questions 

regarding health concerns and questions from Commissioner Wallner regarding microwave 

frequencies and the FCC regulations. 

 

  There being no other speakers for or against the project, the public hearing was closed. 

 

  The Commissioners discussed location of the tower on the property, aesthetics, and options other 

than approving the project. 

 

  James Ross, Assistant County Counsel explained the federal “Shot Clock,” time restriction for 

county action, and that the Commission can deny the project, but they have to follow the FCC 

guidelines. 

 

ACTION: By motion made, seconded (Parham/Ramsey), and carried by a 4-1 vote with Commissioner Chapin 

voting NO, by Resolution 2015-034, the Commission adopted a CEQA determination of a 

Mitigated Negative Declaration and approved Use Permit 14-017, based on the findings and subject 

to the conditions listed in the Resolution. 
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R6:  Ex-parte Communications Disclosures:  

 

Commissioner Wallner recused himself and left the Board Chambers due to his affiliation with 

Sierra Pacific Industries.  Commissioner Wallner did not return to the meeting. 

 

Commissioner MacLean recused himself and left the Board Chambers due to his affiliation with 

Sierra Pacific Industries.  Commissioner MacLean did not return to the meeting. 

 

USE PERMIT 07-021A (SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES): The 121.39-acre project site is an 

existing lumber mill and cogeneration facility located in the Anderson area at the end of Riverside 

Avenue, approximately 0.5 miles west of Interstate 5 (APN’S 050-110-023, 050-110-038, and 050-

110-039). The project is an amendment to Use Permit 07-021 revising condition #52.  Condition 

#52 specifies boiler ash disposal monitoring requirements and prohibits the disking of boiler ash 

into agricultural fields adjacent to the project site.  A site-specific analysis shows the adjacent fields 

are capable of accepting and benefiting from managed ash applications, and adequate monitoring is 

undertaken by the Regional Water Quality Control Board.  Therefore, staff supports revising the 

condition as requested. Staff Planner: Lio Salazar.  District: 2/3.  Proposed CEQA Determination: 

N/A. 

 

Associate Planner Lio Salazar presented the staff report.  The public hearing was opened and Cedric 

Twight, representing the applicant, spoke in favor of the project.  Mr. Twight responded to 

questions from Commissioner Chapin and Commissioner Parham in regards to whether all of the 

ash can be used on the adjacent agricultural property and whether there are toxins in the ash.  Mr. 

Twight stated there will be an ongoing study to monitor how the ash is working within the soil, and 

to make sure there isn’t any toxin build-up over time. 

 

There being no other speakers for or against the project, the public hearing was closed. 

 

ACTION: By motion made, seconded (Chapin/Ramsey), and carried unanimously by Commissioner’s present, 

by Resolution 2015-035, the Commission adopted a Resolution that finds that an addendum has 

been prepared for and has been considered along with the previously certified Sierra Pacific 

Industries Cogeneration Power Project EIR and approve Use Permit 07-021A, based on the findings 

and subject to the conditions listed in the Resolution. 

 

 

Non-Hearing Items:  NONE 

 

 

ADJOURNMENT:  The Planning Commission adjourned at 04:28 p.m. 

 

 

Submitted by: 

 

                                                                     

Buffy Gray, Agency Staff Services Analyst I 

Recording Secretary 


