
Siskiyou County 
Planning Commission Supplemental Staff Report 

February 19, 2025 

New Business Agenda Item No. 1 
Shasta Way (2M082) Road Abandonment (RA-24-01) 

Applicant: Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company 

Property Owners: Siskiyou County Roads Department 
1312 Fairlane Road 
Yreka, CA 96097 

Project Summary The applicant is requesting approval of the following: 
• General Plan conformity determination regarding a proposed

abandonment of a portion of Shasta Way (County Road 2M082) by
Board Resolution 86-273 on July 9, 1986.

Location: The project site is located in a portion of the northwest quarter of Section 
14, Township 40N, Range 4W, Section 14, M.D.M; APN: 037-340-500  

General Plan: Building Foundation Limitations, Wildfire Hazard, Woodland Productivity 

Zoning: Rural Residential Agricultural, one-acre minimum parcel size (R-R-B-1) 

Exhibits: A. Draft Resolution PC 2024-023
A Resolution of the Planning Commission of the County of Siskiyou,
State of California, Recommending that the Board of Supervisors
Approve the Road Abandonment (RA-24-01) – Shasta Way (2M082)

A-1. Recommended Findings
B. September 18, 2024, Planning Commission Staff Report Package
C. December 10, 2024, Board of Supervisors Staff Report Package
D. Comments
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Background 
Planning staff presented this project during the September 18, 2024, Planning Commission meeting. 
After the chair opened up the public hearing and discussion was held regarding the project, the 
Commission closed the public hearing and asked staff to come back at a later date to provide 
information regarding what the process would look like for how the property would be sold, should the 
road abandonment be approved. At that time, staff decided to take a step back after receiving notice 
that the adjoining neighbor (Martin and Olga Schwartz) opposed the project. Given the neighbor 
opposition, staff elevated the issue to the Board of Supervisors to see if they wanted to proceed with 
the project. Streets and Highway Code Section 8320 states that the legislative body “may” initiate an 
abandonment proceeding; meaning that a public entity cannot be forced to abandon its deeded road 
system if it does not want to.    

During December 10, 2024, the Board of Supervisors meetings, the Board directed staff to proceed 
with the project.  (Ultimately, how the property were to be disposed of, were it to be approved for 
abandonment, would be on the terms and conditions set forth by the Board of Supervisors as provided 
under Streets and Highways Code Section 8355, with a potential condition it be sold as a boundary line 
adjustment to one of the adjoining private properties.  And if it were to be developed for a solar power 
site for a utility use, it would likely return to the Planning Commission for consideration of a conditional 
use permit.) 

Presently the project is before the Planning Commission for the purpose of recommendation to the 
Board of Supervisors as to whether the proposed abandonment conforms with the general plan or not. 

 

Figure 1: Portion of Road to be Abandoned 

Distance= 0.02 
miles (115 feet) 
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Analysis 
Staff has evaluated the Siskiyou County General Plan relative to the proposed road abandonment and 
has determined that the project does not conflict with the General Plan. However, this abandonment 
conflicts with the Zoning Code in terms of minimum lot size and a boundary line adjustment would need 
to occur were the abandonment to be approved. 

The Land Use Element of the Siskiyou County General Plan identifies the project site as being within 
the mapped resource overlay areas for Building Foundation Limitations, Wildfire Hazard, and Woodland 
Productivity. In addition, Planning staff has identified that Composite Overall Policies 41.9, and 41.18 
apply to the proposed project. 

The recommended findings are detailed in Exhibit A-1 attached to this staff report and are submitted for 
the Commission’s review, consideration, and approval. 

Comments 
A Notice of Public Hearing was published in the Siskiyou Daily News on February 5. 2025, and mailed 
to property owners within 300 feet of the subject property. Four public comments were received at the 
time this staff report was written. Martin and Olga Schwartz submitted two public comment letters and 
Mike Gentile submitted one public comment letter in opposition to the project. Brandy Caporaso 
submitted one public comment letter in support of the project. Additionally, pursuant to Section 8323 of 
the Streets and Highways Code, a Notice of Intention to Vacate and Public Hearing was posted on the 
road on February 5, 2025. 

Siskiyou County Roads Department-January 2025 

The Public Works Department determined that they would open up a competitive bid to the 
adjoining property owners only, Gaylord Briggs and Martin and Olga Schwartz if the Board of 
Supervisors so placed that condition or as otherwise directed. 

Environmental Review 
The proposed road abandonment is exempt from environmental review pursuant to Section 15061(b)(3) 
of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines under the general rule that CEQA only 
applies to projects which have the potential for causing a significant effect on the environment. Because 
it can be seen with certainty that there is no potential for the proposed road abandonment to have a 
significant effect on the environment, staff is recommending the “common sense exemption” be adopted 
in accordance with Section 15061(b)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines. As such, the Board of Supervisors 
would need to adopt the common sense exemption prior to approving the proposed Road Abandonment 
(RA-24-01) – Shasta Way. 

The proposed CEQA exemption must be considered together with any comments received during the 
public review process. Further, the exemption can only be approved if the finding is made, based on the 
whole record before it, that there is not substantial evidence that there are unusual circumstances 
(including future activities) which might reasonably result in the project having a significant effect on the 
environment. 
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Planning Staff Recommendations 
Adopt Resolution PC 2024-023 taking the following actions: 

• Recommend the Board of Supervisors approve the proposed road abandonment (RA-24-01) 
based on the recommended findings; and 

• Recommend the Board of Supervisors determine the project exempt from the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance with Section 15061(b)(3) of the CEQA 
Guidelines.  

Preparation 
Prepared by the Siskiyou County Planning Division. 

For project specific information or to obtain copies for your review, please contact: 

Hailey Lang, Planning Director 
Siskiyou County Planning Division 
806 S. Main Street 
Yreka, CA 96097 
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Resolution PC 2024-023 

A Resolution of the Planning Commission of the County of Siskiyou,  
State of California, Recommending the Board of Supervisors Approve  

the Shasta Way (2M082) Road Abandonment (RA-24-01) 

Whereas, pursuant to Government Code Section 65402, the Planning Commission must 
first review the proposed road abandonment for consistency with the General Plan and make a 
recommendation to the Board; and 

Whereas, the County of Siskiyou wishes to vacate a certain undeveloped street, as 
named by the Board of Supervisors Resolution 86-273 on July 9, 1986; and 

Whereas, the undeveloped right-of-way that is proposed to be vacated includes Shasta 
Way (2M082); and 

Whereas, the Planning Division presented its oral and written staff report on the 
proposed Shasta Way (2M082) Road Abandonment (RA-24-01) at a regular meeting of the 
Planning Commission on February 19, 2025; and  

Whereas, the Planning Division recommended road abandonment RA-24-01 be 
considered exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Section 
15601(b)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines because it can be seen with certainty that there would not 
be any significant impacts to the environment resulting from the project; and 

 Whereas, the Planning Division recommended approval of road abandonment RA-24-01 
subject to the findings contained in Exhibit A-1 to the written staff report; and  

Whereas, a Notice of Public Hearing was published in the Siskiyou Daily News on 
February 5, 2025; and 

Whereas, a Notice of Intention to Vacate and the Public Hearing was posted on Shasta 
Way pursuant to Section 8323 of the Streets and Highways Code on February 5, 2025; and 

Whereas, on February 19, 2025, the Chair of the Planning Commission opened the duly 
noticed public hearing on road abandonment RA-24-01 to receive testimony, both oral and 
written, following which the Chair closed the public hearing, and the Commission discussed road 
abandonment RA-24-01 prior to reaching its decision. 

Now, Therefore, Be It Resolved that the Planning Commission adopts the 
recommended findings set forth in Exhibit A of the written staff report; and 

Be It Further Resolved that the Planning Commission recommends the Board of 
Supervisors adopt the "common sense exemption" from CEQA and that the Board of 
Supervisors approve the proposed Shasta Way (2M082) Road Abandonment (RA-24-01). 
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It Is Hereby Certified that the foregoing Resolution PC 2024-023 was duly adopted on a 
motion by Commissioner ______________ and seconded by Commissioner _____________, at 
the regular meeting of the Siskiyou County Planning Commission held on the 19th day of 
February 2025, by the following vote: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN:  
SISKIYOU COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 

_______________________________________ 
Jeff Fowle, Chair 

WITNESS, my hand and seal this 19th day of February 2025. 

____________________________________ 
Hailey Lang, Secretary of the Commission 
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Findings 

General Plan Consistency Findings 

Composite Overall Policies 
Policy 41.9 - Buildable, safe access must exist to all proposed uses of land. The access must 
also be adequate to accommodate the immediate and cumulative traffic impacts of the proposed 
development. 

The proposed roadway abandonment will not impede any developable land surrounding 
the road to be vacated. 

Policy 41.18 – Conformance with all policies in the Land Use Element shall be provided, 
documented, and demonstrated before the County may make a decision on any proposed 
development. 

Staff has reviewed all Land Use Element policies and has determined that the proposed 
conforms to the General Plan. 

Map 3: Building Foundation Limitations 

Policy 8 – Enforce building construction standards (Uniform Building Code) and public works 
requirements. 

No building is proposed as part of this project. 

Map 10: Wildfire Hazard 

Policy 30 – All development proposed within a wildfire hazard area shall be designed to provide 
safe ingress, egress, and have an adequate water supply for fire suppression purposes in 
accordance with t11e degree of wildfire hazard. 

No building is proposed as part of this project. 

Map 11:  Woodland Productivity 

Policy 31 – The minimum parcel size shall be one acre on 0-15% slope, and 5 acres on 16-
29% slope. 

No new parcels are proposed to be created as part of this project. 

Policy 32 – Single family residential, light commercial, light industrial, open space, non-profit 
and non-organizational in nature recreational uses, commercial/recreational uses, and public 
or quasi-public uses only may be permitted. The permitted uses will not create erosion or 
sedimentation problems. 
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The permitted density will not create erosion of sedimentation problems. 

Policy 33 – All land uses and densities shall be designed so as not to destroy timber 
productivity on large parcels of high suitability woodland soils. (Class I and II.) 

No new parcels are proposed as part of this project.  
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California Environmental Quality Act Findings 

1. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15061(b)(3), because there is not substantial 
evidence, in light of the whole record before the County, that the project would have a 
significant effect on the environment, this road abandonment project is exempt pursuant 
to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance with Section 
15061(b)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines. 

California Streets and Highways Code (SHC) Road Abandonment Findings 

1. Road abandonment does not conflict with the General Plan (SHC Section 8313 [a]). 

The proposed road abandonment meets the policies contained in the General Plan. 



Siskiyou County 
Planning Commission Staff Report 

September 18, 2024 

New Business Agenda Item No. 1 
Shasta Way (2M082) Road Abandonment (RA-24-01) 

Applicant: Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company 

Property Owners: Siskiyou County Roads Department 
1312 Fairlane Road 
Yreka, CA 96097 

Project Summary The applicant is requesting approval of the following: 
• General Plan conformity determination regarding a proposed

abandonment of a portion of Shasta Way (County Road 2M082) by
Board Resolution 86-273 on July 9, 1986.

Location: The project site is located in a portion of the northwest quarter of Section 
14, Township 40N, Range 4W, Section 14, M.D.M; APN: 037-340-500  

General Plan: Building Foundation Limitations, Wildfire Hazard, Woodland Productivity 

Zoning: Rural Residential Agricultural, one-acre minimum parcel size (R-R-B-1) 

Exhibits: A. Draft Resolution PC 2024-023
A Resolution of the Planning Commission of the County of Siskiyou,
State of California, Recommending that the Board of Supervisors
Approve the Road Abandonment (RA-24-01) – Shasta Way (2M082)

A-1. Recommended Findings
B. Draft Resolution PC 2024-025

A Resolution of the Planning Commission of the County of Siskiyou,
State of California, Recommending that the Board of Supervisors Deny
the Road Abandonment (RA-24-01) – Shasta Way (2M082)

A-1. Recommended Findings
C. California Streets and Highway Code (Sections 8300-8362) for Road

Abandonment

EXHIBIT B - 9/18/2024 PC STAFF REPORT PACKET
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Background 

The project is a proposed abandonment of a portion of a Siskiyou County Road named Shasta Way 
(County Road 2M082), named by Board Resolution 86-273 on July 9, 1986. The public hearing for this 
project was originally scheduled and noticed for the August 21, 2024, Planning Commission meeting, 
where it was continued without being heard to the September 18, 2024, Planning Commission meeting. 
The proposed purpose of this road abandonment is so that Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company may 
utilize the land to install a solar array to offset electricity costs for the water pumping system that serves 
the subdivision’s 45 residents. 

The area proposed for abandonment is an unpaved portion of road approximately 0.02 miles in length. 
The property was deeded to the County on July 11, 1986 (Document No. 1986-0008011). This 0.02 
miles of roadway was recently dropped from the maintained mileage system on May 27, 2024, via 
Board of Supervisors Resolution 24-78.  

Shasta Way was originally named by Board Resolution 86-273 on July 9, 1986. The road currently 
serves the Mont Shasta Subdivision in the community of Mount Shasta. However, this portion of road to 
be vacated is a dead-end road and no motorized vehicles utilize it to access adjacent properties. There 
is a well-used pedestrian and bicycle path entering from Shasta Way, running south along the 
unimproved portion of Monroe Drive, which is held via fee title along with the rest of the roads in the 
subdivision. The grant deed states that the portion of RSB 2, pages 125 and 125-A described as, ‘Lotus 
Lane, Shasta Way, Alpine Drive, and a “Reserved for Future Road” strip along the Westerly subdivision 
boundary’. It is the ‘Reserved for Future Road’ that is labeled as Monroe Drive. The portion of Monroe 
Drive that is west of APN 037-350-020 was mapped in TMB 2 Pg 37-A as a “Monroe Drive (County 
Road)” with a note that states, “Reserved for Future Road”, but it doesn’t appear that the County ever 
took ownership of that portion. Instead, it was transferred from a private owner to another private 
owner, who is the adjacent property owner of APN 037-350-020. It is possible that that portion which is 
privately owned has an easement. 

No above-ground utilities are present. An Underground Service Alert (USA) Utility Locate has not yet 
been completed. It has been indicated that the following utility companies may have underground 
utilities within that portion of roadway: 

• AT&T Distribution- California 

• Northland Cable TV- Mt. Shasta 

• Pacific Power & Light Company- Yreka 

• Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company- Mt. Shasta 

A preliminary title report has not been provided to determine if the portion of road proposed to be 
vacated is encumbered by any easements of record. Given the fact that this road lies within a 
subdivision, private unrecorded easements likely exist. 

EXHIBIT B - 9/18/2024 PC STAFF REPORT PACKET



Planning Commission Staff Report 
September 18, 2024 
 

 
Shasta Way (2M082) Road Abandonment (RA-24-01) 3 

The Siskiyou County Board of Supervisors will ultimately determine whether to approve the proposed 
road abandonment. However, pursuant to Government Code Section 65402, the Planning Commission 
must first review the proposed road abandonment for consistency with the General Plan and make a 
recommendation to the Board. Additionally, for the Board of Supervisors to approve the proposed 
vacation of right-of-way, specific findings are required pursuant to Sections 892 and 8324 of the California 
Streets and Highways Code. In order to make these findings, the Board of Supervisors must determine 
whether the undeveloped right-of-way is useful as a non-motorized transportation facility and whether 
the undeveloped right-of-way is necessary for any present or prospective public use. 

Figure 1: Project Location 

EXHIBIT B - 9/18/2024 PC STAFF REPORT PACKET
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Figure 2: Portion of Road to be Abandoned 

Figure 3: Exhibit Map from Public Works 

Distance= 0.02 
miles (115 feet) 

Only this portion of property is 
potentially a County easement. 

EXHIBIT B - 9/18/2024 PC STAFF REPORT PACKET
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Analysis 
Staff has evaluated the Siskiyou County General Plan relative to the proposed road abandonment and 
has determined that the project does not conflict with the General Plan. However, this abandonment 
conflicts with the Zoning Code. 

The Land Use Element of the Siskiyou County General Plan identifies the project site as being within 
the mapped resource overlay areas for Building Foundation Limitations, Wildfire Hazard, and Woodland 
Productivity. In addition, Planning staff has identified that Composite Overall Policies 41.9, and 41.18 
apply to the proposed project. 

In addition, staff has evaluated the proposed road abandonment relative to the findings required pursuant 
to California Streets and Highways Code Sections 8313 (a), 8313, and 8324 and found that the 
abandonment can either potentially be approved or denied, depending on how the Commission views 
the findings. The proposed road abandonment is useful for pedestrians and bicyclists. However, the 
County is proposing for a portion of the easement to be reserved for bicycles and pedestrians to preserve 
access to a nearby trail in order to meet this finding. The Commission may view that this will be considered 
necessary (or unnecessary) for present or prospective use, as stated in Finding #3. 

Analyzing the County’s Zoning Code in relation to a road abandonment is not required. However, should 
the road abandonment be approved, the land associated with the abandonment will create an 
undevelopable lot (though, a legislative body may sell the property as provided under Streets and 
Highways Code Section 8356). Public Works is proposing for a portion of the easement to be reserved 
for bicycles and pedestrians to preserve access to a nearby trail. This potential reservation would help 
make the required findings for bicycles and pedestrian access contained in Exhibit A-1.  

The recommended findings are detailed in Exhibit A-1 attached to this staff report and are submitted for 
the Commission’s review, consideration, and approval. 

Comments 
A Notice of Public Hearing was published in the Siskiyou Daily News on August 7, 2024, and mailed to 
property owners within 300 feet of the subject property. No public comments were received at the time 
this staff report was written. Additionally, pursuant to Section 8323 of the Streets and Highways Code, a 
Notice of Intention to Vacate and Public Hearing was posted on the road on September 3, 2024. 

Siskiyou County Roads Department 

The Public Works Department is waiting to determine several items, such as who will be given 
the portion of road to be abandoned. All these items are with County Counsel. 

Environmental Review 
The proposed road abandonment is exempt from environmental review pursuant to Section 15061(b)(3) 
of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines under the general rule that CEQA only 
applies to projects which have the potential for causing a significant effect on the environment. Because 
it can be seen with certainty that there is no potential for the proposed road abandonment to have a 
significant effect on the environment, staff is recommending the “common sense exemption” be adopted 
in accordance with Section 15061(b)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines. As such, the Board of Supervisors 

EXHIBIT B - 9/18/2024 PC STAFF REPORT PACKET
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would need to adopt the common sense exemption prior to approving the proposed Road Abandonment 
(RA-24-01) – Shasta Way. 

The proposed CEQA exemption must be considered together with any comments received during the 
public review process. Further, the exemption can only be approved if the finding is made, based on the 
whole record before it, that there is not substantial evidence that there are unusual circumstances 
(including future activities) which might reasonably result in the project having a significant effect on the 
environment. 

Planning Staff Recommendations 
Adopt Resolution PC 2024-023 taking the following actions: 

• Recommend the Board of Supervisors approve the proposed road abandonment (RA-24-01) 
based on the recommended findings; and 

• Recommend the Board of Supervisors determine the project exempt from the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance with Section 15061(b)(3) of the CEQA 
Guidelines.  

Adopt Resolution PC 2024-025 taking the following actions: 

• Recommend the Board of Supervisors deny the proposed road abandonment (RA-24-01) 
based on the recommended findings; and 

• Recommend the Board of Supervisors determine the project exempt from the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance with Section 15061(b)(3) of the CEQA 
Guidelines.  

Preparation 
Prepared by the Siskiyou County Planning Division. 

For project specific information or to obtain copies for your review, please contact: 

Hailey Lang, Planning Director 
Siskiyou County Planning Division 
806 S. Main Street 
Yreka, CA 96097 

EXHIBIT B - 9/18/2024 PC STAFF REPORT PACKET
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Resolution PC 2024-023 

A Resolution of the Planning Commission of the County of Siskiyou,  
State of California, Recommending the Board of Supervisors Approve  

the Shasta Way (2M082) Road Abandonment (RA-24-01) 

Whereas, pursuant to Government Code Section 65402, the Planning Commission must 
first review the proposed road abandonment for consistency with the General Plan and make a 
recommendation to the Board; and 

Whereas, the County of Siskiyou wishes to vacate a certain undeveloped street, as 
named by the Board of Supervisors Resolution 86-273 on July 9, 1986; and 

Whereas, the undeveloped right-of-way that is proposed to be vacated includes Shasta 
Way (2M082); and 

Whereas, the Planning Division presented its oral and written staff report on the 
proposed Shasta Way (2M082) Road Abandonment (RA-24-01) at a regular meeting of the 
Planning Commission on September 18, 2024; and  

Whereas, the Planning Division recommended road abandonment RA-24-01 be 
considered exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Section 
15601(b)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines because it can be seen with certainty that there would not 
be any significant impacts to the environment resulting from the project; and 

 Whereas, the Planning Division recommended approval of road abandonment RA-24-01 
subject to the findings contained in Exhibit A-1 to the written staff report; and  

Whereas, a Notice of Public Hearing was published in the Siskiyou Daily News on 
August 7, 2024; and 

Whereas, a Notice of Intention to Vacate and the Public Hearing was posted on Shasta 
Way pursuant to Section 8323 of the Streets and Highways Code on September 3, 2024; and 

Whereas, on September 18, 2024, the Chair of the Planning Commission opened the 
duly noticed public hearing on road abandonment RA-24-01 to receive testimony, both oral and 
written, following which the Chair closed the public hearing, and the Commission discussed road 
abandonment RA-24-01 prior to reaching its decision. 

Now, Therefore, Be It Resolved that the Planning Commission adopts the 
recommended findings set forth in Exhibit A of the written staff report; and 

Be It Further Resolved that the Planning Commission recommends the Board of 
Supervisors adopt the "common sense exemption" from CEQA and that the Board of 
Supervisors approve the proposed Shasta Way (2M082) Road Abandonment (RA-24-01). 

EXHIBIT B - 9/18/2024 PC STAFF REPORT PACKET
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It Is Hereby Certified that the foregoing Resolution PC 2024-023 was duly adopted on a 
motion by Commissioner ______________ and seconded by Commissioner _____________, at 
the regular meeting of the Siskiyou County Planning Commission held on the 18th day of 
September 2024, by the following vote: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN:  
SISKIYOU COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 

_______________________________________ 
Jeff Fowle, Chair 

WITNESS, my hand and seal this 18th day of September 2024. 

____________________________________ 
Hailey Lang, Secretary of the Commission 

EXHIBIT B - 9/18/2024 PC STAFF REPORT PACKET
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Findings 

General Plan Consistency Findings 

Composite Overall Policies 
Policy 41.9 - Buildable, safe access must exist to all proposed uses of land. The access must 
also be adequate to accommodate the immediate and cumulative traffic impacts of the proposed 
development. 

The proposed roadway abandonment will not impede any developable land surrounding 
the road to be vacated. 

Policy 41.18 – Conformance with all policies in the Land Use Element shall be provided, 
documented, and demonstrated before the County may make a decision on any proposed 
development. 

Staff has reviewed all Land Use Element policies and has determined that the proposed 
conforms to the General Plan. 

Map 3: Building Foundation Limitations 

Policy 8 – Enforce building construction standards (Uniform Building Code) and public works 
requirements. 

No building is proposed as part of this project. 

Map 10: Wildfire Hazard 

Policy 30 – All development proposed within a wildfire hazard area shall be designed to provide 
safe ingress, egress, and have an adequate water supply for fire suppression purposes in 
accordance with t11e degree of wildfire hazard. 

No building is proposed as part of this project. 

Map 11:  Woodland Productivity 

Policy 31 – The minimum parcel size shall be one acre on 0-15% slope, and 5 acres on 16-
29% slope. 

No new parcels are proposed to be created as part of this project. 

Policy 32 – Single family residential, light commercial, light industrial, open space, non-profit 
and non-organizational in nature recreational uses, commercial/recreational uses, and public 
or quasi-public uses only may be permitted. The permitted uses will not create erosion or 
sedimentation problems. 

EXHIBIT B - 9/18/2024 PC STAFF REPORT PACKET
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The permitted density will not create erosion of sedimentation problems. 

Policy 33 – All land uses and densities shall be designed so as not to destroy timber 
productivity on large parcels of high suitability woodland soils. (Class I and II.) 

No new parcels are proposed as part of this project.  
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California Environmental Quality Act Findings 

1. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15061(b)(3), because there is not substantial 
evidence, in light of the whole record before the County, that the project would have a 
significant effect on the environment, this road abandonment project is exempt pursuant 
to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance with Section 
15061(b)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines. 

2. The Planning Commission has reviewed and considered the proposed project, and all 
comments submitted and has determined that the record, as a whole, demonstrates that 
there is no evidence that the proposed project will have an individually or cumulatively 
significant effect. 

3. The Planning Commission has determined that the custodian of all documents and 
material which constitute the record of proceedings shall rest with the County of 
Siskiyou Community Development Department. 

California Streets and Highways Code (SHC) Road Abandonment Findings 

1. Road abandonment does not conflict with the General Plan (SHC Section 8313 [a]). 

The proposed road abandonment meets the policies contained in the General Plan. 

2. The right-of-way is not useful for pedestrians, bicyclists or equestrians (SHC Section 
8314). 

The proposed road abandonment is useful for pedestrians, the County is proposing for 
a portion of the easement to be reserved for bicycles and pedestrians to preserve 
access to a nearby trail in order to meet this finding. 

3. The road is unnecessary for present or prospective public use (SHC Section 8324). 

The proposed road abandonment is unnecessary for present or prospective public use. 

EXHIBIT B - 9/18/2024 PC STAFF REPORT PACKET
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Resolution PC 2024-025 

A Resolution of the Planning Commission of the County of Siskiyou,  
State of California, Recommending the Board of Supervisors Deny 

the Shasta Way (2M082) Road Abandonment (RA-24-01) 

Whereas, pursuant to Government Code Section 65402, the Planning Commission must 
first review the proposed road abandonment for consistency with the General Plan and make a 
recommendation to the Board; and 

Whereas, the County of Siskiyou wishes to vacate a certain undeveloped street, as 
named by the Board of Supervisors Resolution 86-273 on July 9, 1986; and 

Whereas, the undeveloped right-of-way that is proposed to be vacated includes Shasta 
Way (2M082); and 

Whereas, the Planning Division presented its oral and written staff report on the 
proposed Shasta Way (2M082) Road Abandonment (RA-24-01) at a regular meeting of the 
Planning Commission on September 18, 2024; and  

Whereas, the Planning Division recommended road abandonment RA-24-01 be 
considered exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Section 
15601(b)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines because it can be seen with certainty that there would not 
be any significant impacts to the environment resulting from the project; and 

 Whereas, the Planning Division recommended approval of road abandonment RA-24-01 
subject to the findings contained in Exhibit A-1 to the written staff report; and  

Whereas, a Notice of Public Hearing was published in the Siskiyou Daily News on 
August 7, 2024; and 

Whereas, a Notice of Intention to Vacate and the Public Hearing was posted on Shasta 
Way pursuant to Section 8323 of the Streets and Highways Code on September 3, 2024; and 

Whereas, on September 18, 2024, the Chair of the Planning Commission opened the 
duly noticed public hearing on road abandonment RA-24-01 to receive testimony, both oral and 
written, following which the Chair closed the public hearing, and the Commission discussed road 
abandonment RA-24-01 prior to reaching its decision. 

Now, Therefore, Be It Resolved that the Planning Commission adopts the 
recommended findings set forth in Exhibit A of the written staff report; and 

Be It Further Resolved that the Planning Commission recommends the Board of 
Supervisors adopt the "common sense exemption" from CEQA and that the Board of 
Supervisors deny the proposed Shasta Way (2M082) Road Abandonment (RA-24-01). 
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It Is Hereby Certified that the foregoing Resolution PC 2024-025 was duly adopted on a 
motion by Commissioner _____________ and seconded by Commissioner _____________, at 
the regular meeting of the Siskiyou County Planning Commission held on the 18th day of 
September 2024, by the following vote: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN:  

SISKIYOU COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 

_______________________________________ 
Jeff Fowle, Chair 

WITNESS, my hand and seal this 18th day of September 2024. 

____________________________________ 
Hailey Lang, Secretary of the Commission 
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Findings 

General Plan Consistency Findings 

Composite Overall Policies 
Policy 41.9 - Buildable, safe access must exist to all proposed uses of land. The access must 
also be adequate to accommodate the immediate and cumulative traffic impacts of the proposed 
development. 

The proposed roadway abandonment will not impede any developable land surrounding 
the road to be vacated. 

Policy 41.18 – Conformance with all policies in the Land Use Element shall be provided, 
documented, and demonstrated before the County may make a decision on any proposed 
development. 

Staff has reviewed all Land Use Element policies and has determined that the proposed 
conforms to the General Plan. 

Map 3: Building Foundation Limitations 

Policy 8 – Enforce building construction standards (Uniform Building Code) and public works 
requirements. 

No building is proposed as part of this project. 

Map 10: Wildfire Hazard 

Policy 30 – All development proposed within a wildfire hazard area shall be designed to provide 
safe ingress, egress, and have an adequate water supply for fire suppression purposes in 
accordance with t11e degree of wildfire hazard. 

No building is proposed as part of this project. 

Map 11:  Woodland Productivity 

Policy 31 – The minimum parcel size shall be one acre on 0-15% slope, and 5 acres on 16-
29% slope. 

No new parcels are proposed to be created as part of this project. 

Policy 32 – Single family residential, light commercial, light industrial, open space, non-profit 
and non-organizational in nature recreational uses, commercial/recreational uses, and public 
or quasi-public uses only may be permitted. The permitted uses will not create erosion or 
sedimentation problems. 
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The permitted density will not create erosion of sedimentation problems. 

Policy 33 – All land uses and densities shall be designed so as not to destroy timber 
productivity on large parcels of high suitability woodland soils. (Class I and II.) 

No new parcels are proposed as part of this project.  

  

EXHIBIT B - 9/18/2024 PC STAFF REPORT PACKET



 

 
Exhibit A-1 – Recommended Findings 
Shasta Way (2M082) Road Abandonment (RA-24-01) Page 3 of 3 

California Environmental Quality Act Findings 

1. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15061(b)(3), because there is not substantial 
evidence, in light of the whole record before the County, that the project would have a 
significant effect on the environment, this road abandonment project is exempt pursuant 
to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance with Section 
15061(b)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines. 

2. The Planning Commission has reviewed and considered the proposed project, and all 
comments submitted and has determined that the record, as a whole, demonstrates that 
there is no evidence that the proposed project will have an individually or cumulatively 
significant effect. 

3. The Planning Commission has determined that the custodian of all documents and 
material which constitute the record of proceedings shall rest with the County of 
Siskiyou Community Development Department. 

California Streets and Highways Code (SHC) Road Abandonment Findings 

1. Road abandonment does not conflict with the General Plan (SHC Section 8313 [a]). 

The proposed road abandonment meets the policies contained in the General Plan. 

2. The right-of-way is not useful for pedestrians, bicyclists or equestrians (SHC Section 
8314). 

The proposed road abandonment is useful for pedestrians, the County is proposing for 
a portion of the easement to be reserved for bicycles and pedestrians to preserve 
access to a nearby trail in order to meet this finding. 

3. The road is unnecessary for present or prospective public use (SHC Section 8324). 

The proposed road abandonment is potentially necessary for present or prospective 
public use. 
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ROAD ABANDONMENT PROCEDURES 

The law governing roau 11uandonment is located in the Public Streets, Highways, and 
Service Easements Vacation Law (Streets and Highways Code Sections 8300-8363). 
Requests for abandonment are directed to the Public Works Department, who then 
handle the proceedings. The standard procedure for o.bandoning mads is summarized 
as follows: 

1. A rcpo11 is prepared for Planning Commis�ion review and recommendation.
The Commission must report on the abandonment's conformity to the General
Plan, !3 outlined in item 4 bdow. This may include inspection of Title Reports
(not required), detailed maps, and a field inspection to verify the aftectoo
properties. These il<!ms are provided by Public Worlcs. The Commission then
forwards their reconunenc.lation to the Board of Supervisors (Government Code
Section 65402 - Planning and Zoning Law) & (Section 83 l 3(b]). Not.:: mu be 
categorically exempt proj.:ct - CEQA Section 1506l(b)(3).

2. TI1e Board of Supervisors must pass a Resolution of (nlention to Vaca!.! the
road (Section 8320).

3. A Notice of Intention to Vacate and Public Hearing must be published and the
road posted (Section 8322-8323).

4. A public hearing must be held to determine the following:

a) Road abandonment does not conflict with the General Plan
(Section 8313 [a]).

l,) The right-of-way is not useful for pedestrians, bicyclists, or equestrians
(Section 83 I 4).

c) The road is unnecesslll")' for present or prospective public use
(Section 8324).

5. If the Board malces all of the required findings, it may pass a resolution
11bandoning the road. The resolution may make tl1e abandoument con<litionll
(Section 8324).

6. The Board may reserve from the abandonment, an easement or right-of-way for
public utilities or future rights-of-way (Section 8340).

7. The resolution is then recorded without acknowledgment.

lJpJ.ie-2/16/-)o - o \\pc, snoullwv 

Exhibit C - California Streets and Highway Code (Sections 8300-8362) for Road AbandonmentEXHIBIT B - 9/18/2024 PC STAFF REPORT PACKET



Page 1 

StaƯ Report 

Meeting Date: December 10, 2024 

To: Siskiyou County Board of Supervisors 

From: Hailey Lang, Planning Director and Tom Deany, Public Works Director 

Subject: Shasta Way (2M092) Road Abandonment (RA-24-01)  

Background 
The project is a proposed abandonment of a portion of a Siskiyou County Road named Shasta 
Way (County Road 2M082), named by Board Resolution 86-273 on July 9, 1986. The proposed 
purpose of this road abandonment is so that Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company may utilize 
the land to install a solar array to oƯset electricity costs for the water pumping system that 
serves the subdivision’s 45 residents. 

The area proposed for abandonment is an unpaved portion of road approximately 0.02 miles in 
length. The property was deeded to the County on July 11, 1986 (Document No. 1986-0008011). 
This 0.02 miles of roadway was recently dropped from the maintained mileage system on May 
27, 2024, via Board of Supervisors Resolution 24-78. 

Shasta Way was originally named by Board Resolution 86-273 on July 9, 1986. The road currently 
serves the Monte Shasta Subdivision in the community of Mount Shasta. However, this portion of 
road to be vacated is a dead-end road and no motorized vehicles utilize it to access adjacent 
properties. There is a well-used pedestrian and bicycle path entering from Shasta Way, running 
south along the unimproved portion of Monroe Drive, which is held via fee title along with the rest 
of the roads in the subdivision. The grant deed states that the portion of RSB 2, pages 125 and 
125-A described as, ‘Lotus Lane, Shasta Way, Alpine Drive, and a “Reserved for Future Road” 
strip along the Westerly subdivision boundary’. It is the ‘Reserved for Future Road’ that is labeled
as Monroe Drive. The portion of Monroe Drive that is west of APN 037-350-020 was mapped in
TMB 2 Pg 37-A as a “Monroe Drive (County Road)” with a note that states, “Reserved for Future
Road”, but it doesn’t appear that the County ever took ownership of that portion. Instead, it was
transferred from a private owner to another private owner, who is the adjacent property owner of
APN 037-350-020. It is possible that that portion which is privately owned has an easement.

No above-ground utilities are present. An Underground Service Alert (USA) Utility Locate has not 
yet been completed. It has been indicated that the following utility companies may have 
underground utilities within that portion of roadway:  

• AT&T Distribution- California
• Northland Cable TV- Mt. Shasta
• Pacific Power & Light Company- Yreka
• Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company- Mt. Shasta
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The Siskiyou County Board of Supervisors ultimately determine whether to approve the proposed 
road abandonment. However, pursuant to Government Code Section 65402, the Planning 
Commission must first review the proposed road abandonment for consistency with the General 
Plan and make a recommendation to the Board. Additionally, for the Board of Supervisors to 
approve the proposed vacation of right-of-way, specific findings are required pursuant to 
Sections 892 and 8324 of the California Streets and Highways Code. In order to make these 
findings, the Board of Supervisors must determine whether the undeveloped right-of-way is 
useful as a non-motorized transportation facility and whether the undeveloped right-of-way is 

necessary for any present or prospective public use. 

Figure 1: Project Location 
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Figure 2: Portion of Road to be Abandoned 

Figure 3: Exhibit Map from Public Works 

 

Distance= 0.02 
miles (115 feet) 

Only this portion of property 
is potentially a County 
easement. 
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Planning Commission 
At the September 19, 2024, Planning Commission meeting, the Planning Commission requested 
that the applicant meet with the County to discuss the process for selling the area proposed to 
be abandoned to one of the adjacent neighbors, Mr. Gaylord Briggs. The Commission wanted to 
be sure that there were not going to create an undevelopable lot and that the land would be sold 
to one of the adjacent property owners. The other adjacent property owners, Martin and Olga 
Schwartz, contacted the County to let them know their opposition to this project as they are 
planning to build a secondary ingress/egress on Shasta Way exiting their property.  The Planning 
Commission declined to make findings recommending the abandonment, or not, until the 
County had a clear proposed plan of disposing of the property. 

On October 22, 20224, the County Administration OƯice, County Counsel, the Public Works 
Department, and the Planning Department met to discuss the project. Public Works voiced 
concerns over not having complete support from the property owners and can no longer support 
the road abandonment. Additionally, Public Works is not agreeable for taking away an existing 
right from an existing property owner to facilitate the road abandonment. Ultimately, it was 
decided that staƯ could no longer recommend the project for approval due to the neighbor 
opposition.  

StaƯ now brings this project to the Board of Supervisors for direction given the considerations 
that are not directly within the road abandonment process, specifically neighborhood 
opposition.  If the Board directs the project to proceed, then the project will have two major 
components: (1) the formal road abandonment process whereby findings have to be made as to 
the general plan and other findings as describe above; and (2) then enter property sale 
negotiations should the Board approve the abandonment (probably contingent on a property 
sale being finalized.  If the Board does not want to proceed with road abandonment over 
neighborhood opposition, then staƯ would proceed no further and return any application fee. 

Under Section 8320 of the Streets and Highways Code, the Board of Supervisors “may” initiate 
proceedings to vacate a public street at the request of an interested person.  StaƯ, as discussed 
above, is recommending not to initiate abandonment proceedings due to neighbor opposition as 
detailed above.  If instead the Board instructs staƯ to proceed with the application and should 
the Board eventually approve abandonment, it is anticipated that staƯ will recommend that a 
condition of the abandonment be completion of a sale of the street (probably by boundary line 
adjustment).   

Comments 
The adjacent property owner, Martin and Olga Schwartz, submitted emails detailing their 
opposition to the project and the main reasoning being that they plan to build an access from 
their property onto Shasta Way.  

Recommended Motion 
• Provide direction to staƯ on whether or not to proceed with the Shasta Road 

Abandonment project and commence formal road abandonment proceedings. 
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Attachments 
A. Resolution 
B. Planning Commission packet and draft minutes 
C. Comment from adjacent property owner Olga (and Martin) Schwartz 
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Siskiyou County 
Planning Commission Staff Report 

September 18, 2024 

New Business Agenda Item No. 1 
Shasta Way (2M082) Road Abandonment (RA-24-01) 

Applicant: Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company 

Property Owners: Siskiyou County Roads Department 
1312 Fairlane Road 
Yreka, CA 96097 

Project Summary The applicant is requesting approval of the following: 
• General Plan conformity determination regarding a proposed

abandonment of a portion of Shasta Way (County Road 2M082) by
Board Resolution 86-273 on July 9, 1986.

Location: The project site is located in a portion of the northwest quarter of Section 
14, Township 40N, Range 4W, Section 14, M.D.M; APN: 037-340-500  

General Plan: Building Foundation Limitations, Wildfire Hazard, Woodland Productivity 

Zoning: Rural Residential Agricultural, one-acre minimum parcel size (R-R-B-1) 

Exhibits: A. Draft Resolution PC 2024-023
A Resolution of the Planning Commission of the County of Siskiyou,
State of California, Recommending that the Board of Supervisors
Approve the Road Abandonment (RA-24-01) – Shasta Way (2M082)

A-1. Recommended Findings
B. Draft Resolution PC 2024-025

A Resolution of the Planning Commission of the County of Siskiyou,
State of California, Recommending that the Board of Supervisors Deny
the Road Abandonment (RA-24-01) – Shasta Way (2M082)

A-1. Recommended Findings
C. California Streets and Highway Code (Sections 8300-8362) for Road

Abandonment
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Background 

The project is a proposed abandonment of a portion of a Siskiyou County Road named Shasta Way 
(County Road 2M082), named by Board Resolution 86-273 on July 9, 1986. The public hearing for this 
project was originally scheduled and noticed for the August 21, 2024, Planning Commission meeting, 
where it was continued without being heard to the September 18, 2024, Planning Commission meeting. 
The proposed purpose of this road abandonment is so that Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company may 
utilize the land to install a solar array to offset electricity costs for the water pumping system that serves 
the subdivision’s 45 residents. 

The area proposed for abandonment is an unpaved portion of road approximately 0.02 miles in length. 
The property was deeded to the County on July 11, 1986 (Document No. 1986-0008011). This 0.02 
miles of roadway was recently dropped from the maintained mileage system on May 27, 2024, via 
Board of Supervisors Resolution 24-78.  

Shasta Way was originally named by Board Resolution 86-273 on July 9, 1986. The road currently 
serves the Mont Shasta Subdivision in the community of Mount Shasta. However, this portion of road to 
be vacated is a dead-end road and no motorized vehicles utilize it to access adjacent properties. There 
is a well-used pedestrian and bicycle path entering from Shasta Way, running south along the 
unimproved portion of Monroe Drive, which is held via fee title along with the rest of the roads in the 
subdivision. The grant deed states that the portion of RSB 2, pages 125 and 125-A described as, ‘Lotus 
Lane, Shasta Way, Alpine Drive, and a “Reserved for Future Road” strip along the Westerly subdivision 
boundary’. It is the ‘Reserved for Future Road’ that is labeled as Monroe Drive. The portion of Monroe 
Drive that is west of APN 037-350-020 was mapped in TMB 2 Pg 37-A as a “Monroe Drive (County 
Road)” with a note that states, “Reserved for Future Road”, but it doesn’t appear that the County ever 
took ownership of that portion. Instead, it was transferred from a private owner to another private 
owner, who is the adjacent property owner of APN 037-350-020. It is possible that that portion which is 
privately owned has an easement. 

No above-ground utilities are present. An Underground Service Alert (USA) Utility Locate has not yet 
been completed. It has been indicated that the following utility companies may have underground 
utilities within that portion of roadway: 

• AT&T Distribution- California 

• Northland Cable TV- Mt. Shasta 

• Pacific Power & Light Company- Yreka 

• Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company- Mt. Shasta 

A preliminary title report has not been provided to determine if the portion of road proposed to be 
vacated is encumbered by any easements of record. Given the fact that this road lies within a 
subdivision, private unrecorded easements likely exist. 
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The Siskiyou County Board of Supervisors will ultimately determine whether to approve the proposed 
road abandonment. However, pursuant to Government Code Section 65402, the Planning Commission 
must first review the proposed road abandonment for consistency with the General Plan and make a 
recommendation to the Board. Additionally, for the Board of Supervisors to approve the proposed 
vacation of right-of-way, specific findings are required pursuant to Sections 892 and 8324 of the California 
Streets and Highways Code. In order to make these findings, the Board of Supervisors must determine 
whether the undeveloped right-of-way is useful as a non-motorized transportation facility and whether 
the undeveloped right-of-way is necessary for any present or prospective public use. 

Figure 1: Project Location 
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Figure 2: Portion of Road to be Abandoned 

Figure 3: Exhibit Map from Public Works 

Distance= 0.02 
miles (115 feet) 

Only this portion of property is 
potentially a County easement. 
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Analysis 
Staff has evaluated the Siskiyou County General Plan relative to the proposed road abandonment and 
has determined that the project does not conflict with the General Plan. However, this abandonment 
conflicts with the Zoning Code. 

The Land Use Element of the Siskiyou County General Plan identifies the project site as being within 
the mapped resource overlay areas for Building Foundation Limitations, Wildfire Hazard, and Woodland 
Productivity. In addition, Planning staff has identified that Composite Overall Policies 41.9, and 41.18 
apply to the proposed project. 

In addition, staff has evaluated the proposed road abandonment relative to the findings required pursuant 
to California Streets and Highways Code Sections 8313 (a), 8313, and 8324 and found that the 
abandonment can either potentially be approved or denied, depending on how the Commission views 
the findings. The proposed road abandonment is useful for pedestrians and bicyclists. However, the 
County is proposing for a portion of the easement to be reserved for bicycles and pedestrians to preserve 
access to a nearby trail in order to meet this finding. The Commission may view that this will be considered 
necessary (or unnecessary) for present or prospective use, as stated in Finding #3. 

Analyzing the County’s Zoning Code in relation to a road abandonment is not required. However, should 
the road abandonment be approved, the land associated with the abandonment will create an 
undevelopable lot (though, a legislative body may sell the property as provided under Streets and 
Highways Code Section 8356). Public Works is proposing for a portion of the easement to be reserved 
for bicycles and pedestrians to preserve access to a nearby trail. This potential reservation would help 
make the required findings for bicycles and pedestrian access contained in Exhibit A-1.  

The recommended findings are detailed in Exhibit A-1 attached to this staff report and are submitted for 
the Commission’s review, consideration, and approval. 

Comments 
A Notice of Public Hearing was published in the Siskiyou Daily News on August 7, 2024, and mailed to 
property owners within 300 feet of the subject property. No public comments were received at the time 
this staff report was written. Additionally, pursuant to Section 8323 of the Streets and Highways Code, a 
Notice of Intention to Vacate and Public Hearing was posted on the road on September 3, 2024. 

Siskiyou County Roads Department 

The Public Works Department is waiting to determine several items, such as who will be given 
the portion of road to be abandoned. All these items are with County Counsel. 

Environmental Review 
The proposed road abandonment is exempt from environmental review pursuant to Section 15061(b)(3) 
of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines under the general rule that CEQA only 
applies to projects which have the potential for causing a significant effect on the environment. Because 
it can be seen with certainty that there is no potential for the proposed road abandonment to have a 
significant effect on the environment, staff is recommending the “common sense exemption” be adopted 
in accordance with Section 15061(b)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines. As such, the Board of Supervisors 
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would need to adopt the common sense exemption prior to approving the proposed Road Abandonment 
(RA-24-01) – Shasta Way. 

The proposed CEQA exemption must be considered together with any comments received during the 
public review process. Further, the exemption can only be approved if the finding is made, based on the 
whole record before it, that there is not substantial evidence that there are unusual circumstances 
(including future activities) which might reasonably result in the project having a significant effect on the 
environment. 

Planning Staff Recommendations 
Adopt Resolution PC 2024-023 taking the following actions: 

• Recommend the Board of Supervisors approve the proposed road abandonment (RA-24-01) 
based on the recommended findings; and 

• Recommend the Board of Supervisors determine the project exempt from the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance with Section 15061(b)(3) of the CEQA 
Guidelines.  

Adopt Resolution PC 2024-025 taking the following actions: 

• Recommend the Board of Supervisors deny the proposed road abandonment (RA-24-01) 
based on the recommended findings; and 

• Recommend the Board of Supervisors determine the project exempt from the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance with Section 15061(b)(3) of the CEQA 
Guidelines.  

Preparation 
Prepared by the Siskiyou County Planning Division. 

For project specific information or to obtain copies for your review, please contact: 

Hailey Lang, Planning Director 
Siskiyou County Planning Division 
806 S. Main Street 
Yreka, CA 96097 
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Resolution PC 2024-023 

A Resolution of the Planning Commission of the County of Siskiyou,  
State of California, Recommending the Board of Supervisors Approve  

the Shasta Way (2M082) Road Abandonment (RA-24-01) 

Whereas, pursuant to Government Code Section 65402, the Planning Commission must 
first review the proposed road abandonment for consistency with the General Plan and make a 
recommendation to the Board; and 

Whereas, the County of Siskiyou wishes to vacate a certain undeveloped street, as 
named by the Board of Supervisors Resolution 86-273 on July 9, 1986; and 

Whereas, the undeveloped right-of-way that is proposed to be vacated includes Shasta 
Way (2M082); and 

Whereas, the Planning Division presented its oral and written staff report on the 
proposed Shasta Way (2M082) Road Abandonment (RA-24-01) at a regular meeting of the 
Planning Commission on September 18, 2024; and  

Whereas, the Planning Division recommended road abandonment RA-24-01 be 
considered exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Section 
15601(b)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines because it can be seen with certainty that there would not 
be any significant impacts to the environment resulting from the project; and 

 Whereas, the Planning Division recommended approval of road abandonment RA-24-01 
subject to the findings contained in Exhibit A-1 to the written staff report; and  

Whereas, a Notice of Public Hearing was published in the Siskiyou Daily News on 
August 7, 2024; and 

Whereas, a Notice of Intention to Vacate and the Public Hearing was posted on Shasta 
Way pursuant to Section 8323 of the Streets and Highways Code on September 3, 2024; and 

Whereas, on September 18, 2024, the Chair of the Planning Commission opened the 
duly noticed public hearing on road abandonment RA-24-01 to receive testimony, both oral and 
written, following which the Chair closed the public hearing, and the Commission discussed road 
abandonment RA-24-01 prior to reaching its decision. 

Now, Therefore, Be It Resolved that the Planning Commission adopts the 
recommended findings set forth in Exhibit A of the written staff report; and 

Be It Further Resolved that the Planning Commission recommends the Board of 
Supervisors adopt the "common sense exemption" from CEQA and that the Board of 
Supervisors approve the proposed Shasta Way (2M082) Road Abandonment (RA-24-01). 
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It Is Hereby Certified that the foregoing Resolution PC 2024-023 was duly adopted on a 
motion by Commissioner ______________ and seconded by Commissioner _____________, at 
the regular meeting of the Siskiyou County Planning Commission held on the 18th day of 
September 2024, by the following vote: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN:  
SISKIYOU COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 

_______________________________________ 
Jeff Fowle, Chair 

WITNESS, my hand and seal this 18th day of September 2024. 

____________________________________ 
Hailey Lang, Secretary of the Commission 
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Findings 

General Plan Consistency Findings 

Composite Overall Policies 
Policy 41.9 - Buildable, safe access must exist to all proposed uses of land. The access must 
also be adequate to accommodate the immediate and cumulative traffic impacts of the proposed 
development. 

The proposed roadway abandonment will not impede any developable land surrounding 
the road to be vacated. 

Policy 41.18 – Conformance with all policies in the Land Use Element shall be provided, 
documented, and demonstrated before the County may make a decision on any proposed 
development. 

Staff has reviewed all Land Use Element policies and has determined that the proposed 
conforms to the General Plan. 

Map 3: Building Foundation Limitations 

Policy 8 – Enforce building construction standards (Uniform Building Code) and public works 
requirements. 

No building is proposed as part of this project. 

Map 10: Wildfire Hazard 

Policy 30 – All development proposed within a wildfire hazard area shall be designed to provide 
safe ingress, egress, and have an adequate water supply for fire suppression purposes in 
accordance with t11e degree of wildfire hazard. 

No building is proposed as part of this project. 

Map 11:  Woodland Productivity 

Policy 31 – The minimum parcel size shall be one acre on 0-15% slope, and 5 acres on 16-
29% slope. 

No new parcels are proposed to be created as part of this project. 

Policy 32 – Single family residential, light commercial, light industrial, open space, non-profit 
and non-organizational in nature recreational uses, commercial/recreational uses, and public 
or quasi-public uses only may be permitted. The permitted uses will not create erosion or 
sedimentation problems. 

EXHIBIT C - 12/10/2024 BOS STAFF REPORT PACKET



 

 
Exhibit A-1 – Recommended Findings 
Shasta Way (2M082) Road Abandonment (RA-24-01) Page 2 of 3 

The permitted density will not create erosion of sedimentation problems. 

Policy 33 – All land uses and densities shall be designed so as not to destroy timber 
productivity on large parcels of high suitability woodland soils. (Class I and II.) 

No new parcels are proposed as part of this project.  
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California Environmental Quality Act Findings 

1. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15061(b)(3), because there is not substantial 
evidence, in light of the whole record before the County, that the project would have a 
significant effect on the environment, this road abandonment project is exempt pursuant 
to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance with Section 
15061(b)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines. 

2. The Planning Commission has reviewed and considered the proposed project, and all 
comments submitted and has determined that the record, as a whole, demonstrates that 
there is no evidence that the proposed project will have an individually or cumulatively 
significant effect. 

3. The Planning Commission has determined that the custodian of all documents and 
material which constitute the record of proceedings shall rest with the County of 
Siskiyou Community Development Department. 

California Streets and Highways Code (SHC) Road Abandonment Findings 

1. Road abandonment does not conflict with the General Plan (SHC Section 8313 [a]). 

The proposed road abandonment meets the policies contained in the General Plan. 

2. The right-of-way is not useful for pedestrians, bicyclists or equestrians (SHC Section 
8314). 

The proposed road abandonment is useful for pedestrians, the County is proposing for 
a portion of the easement to be reserved for bicycles and pedestrians to preserve 
access to a nearby trail in order to meet this finding. 

3. The road is unnecessary for present or prospective public use (SHC Section 8324). 

The proposed road abandonment is unnecessary for present or prospective public use. 
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Resolution PC 2024-025 

A Resolution of the Planning Commission of the County of Siskiyou,  
State of California, Recommending the Board of Supervisors Deny 

the Shasta Way (2M082) Road Abandonment (RA-24-01) 

Whereas, pursuant to Government Code Section 65402, the Planning Commission must 
first review the proposed road abandonment for consistency with the General Plan and make a 
recommendation to the Board; and 

Whereas, the County of Siskiyou wishes to vacate a certain undeveloped street, as 
named by the Board of Supervisors Resolution 86-273 on July 9, 1986; and 

Whereas, the undeveloped right-of-way that is proposed to be vacated includes Shasta 
Way (2M082); and 

Whereas, the Planning Division presented its oral and written staff report on the 
proposed Shasta Way (2M082) Road Abandonment (RA-24-01) at a regular meeting of the 
Planning Commission on September 18, 2024; and  

Whereas, the Planning Division recommended road abandonment RA-24-01 be 
considered exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Section 
15601(b)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines because it can be seen with certainty that there would not 
be any significant impacts to the environment resulting from the project; and 

 Whereas, the Planning Division recommended approval of road abandonment RA-24-01 
subject to the findings contained in Exhibit A-1 to the written staff report; and  

Whereas, a Notice of Public Hearing was published in the Siskiyou Daily News on 
August 7, 2024; and 

Whereas, a Notice of Intention to Vacate and the Public Hearing was posted on Shasta 
Way pursuant to Section 8323 of the Streets and Highways Code on September 3, 2024; and 

Whereas, on September 18, 2024, the Chair of the Planning Commission opened the 
duly noticed public hearing on road abandonment RA-24-01 to receive testimony, both oral and 
written, following which the Chair closed the public hearing, and the Commission discussed road 
abandonment RA-24-01 prior to reaching its decision. 

Now, Therefore, Be It Resolved that the Planning Commission adopts the 
recommended findings set forth in Exhibit A of the written staff report; and 

Be It Further Resolved that the Planning Commission recommends the Board of 
Supervisors adopt the "common sense exemption" from CEQA and that the Board of 
Supervisors deny the proposed Shasta Way (2M082) Road Abandonment (RA-24-01). 
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It Is Hereby Certified that the foregoing Resolution PC 2024-025 was duly adopted on a 
motion by Commissioner _____________ and seconded by Commissioner _____________, at 
the regular meeting of the Siskiyou County Planning Commission held on the 18th day of 
September 2024, by the following vote: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN:  

SISKIYOU COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 

_______________________________________ 
Jeff Fowle, Chair 

WITNESS, my hand and seal this 18th day of September 2024. 

____________________________________ 
Hailey Lang, Secretary of the Commission 
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Findings 

General Plan Consistency Findings 

Composite Overall Policies 
Policy 41.9 - Buildable, safe access must exist to all proposed uses of land. The access must 
also be adequate to accommodate the immediate and cumulative traffic impacts of the proposed 
development. 

The proposed roadway abandonment will not impede any developable land surrounding 
the road to be vacated. 

Policy 41.18 – Conformance with all policies in the Land Use Element shall be provided, 
documented, and demonstrated before the County may make a decision on any proposed 
development. 

Staff has reviewed all Land Use Element policies and has determined that the proposed 
conforms to the General Plan. 

Map 3: Building Foundation Limitations 

Policy 8 – Enforce building construction standards (Uniform Building Code) and public works 
requirements. 

No building is proposed as part of this project. 

Map 10: Wildfire Hazard 

Policy 30 – All development proposed within a wildfire hazard area shall be designed to provide 
safe ingress, egress, and have an adequate water supply for fire suppression purposes in 
accordance with t11e degree of wildfire hazard. 

No building is proposed as part of this project. 

Map 11:  Woodland Productivity 

Policy 31 – The minimum parcel size shall be one acre on 0-15% slope, and 5 acres on 16-
29% slope. 

No new parcels are proposed to be created as part of this project. 

Policy 32 – Single family residential, light commercial, light industrial, open space, non-profit 
and non-organizational in nature recreational uses, commercial/recreational uses, and public 
or quasi-public uses only may be permitted. The permitted uses will not create erosion or 
sedimentation problems. 
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The permitted density will not create erosion of sedimentation problems. 

Policy 33 – All land uses and densities shall be designed so as not to destroy timber 
productivity on large parcels of high suitability woodland soils. (Class I and II.) 

No new parcels are proposed as part of this project.  
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California Environmental Quality Act Findings 

1. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15061(b)(3), because there is not substantial 
evidence, in light of the whole record before the County, that the project would have a 
significant effect on the environment, this road abandonment project is exempt pursuant 
to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance with Section 
15061(b)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines. 

2. The Planning Commission has reviewed and considered the proposed project, and all 
comments submitted and has determined that the record, as a whole, demonstrates that 
there is no evidence that the proposed project will have an individually or cumulatively 
significant effect. 

3. The Planning Commission has determined that the custodian of all documents and 
material which constitute the record of proceedings shall rest with the County of 
Siskiyou Community Development Department. 

California Streets and Highways Code (SHC) Road Abandonment Findings 

1. Road abandonment does not conflict with the General Plan (SHC Section 8313 [a]). 

The proposed road abandonment meets the policies contained in the General Plan. 

2. The right-of-way is not useful for pedestrians, bicyclists or equestrians (SHC Section 
8314). 

The proposed road abandonment is useful for pedestrians, the County is proposing for 
a portion of the easement to be reserved for bicycles and pedestrians to preserve 
access to a nearby trail in order to meet this finding. 

3. The road is unnecessary for present or prospective public use (SHC Section 8324). 

The proposed road abandonment is potentially necessary for present or prospective 
public use. 

EXHIBIT C - 12/10/2024 BOS STAFF REPORT PACKET



EXHIBIT C - 12/10/2024 BOS STAFF REPORT PACKET



ROAD ABANDONMENT PROCEDURES 

The law governing roau 11uandonment is located in the Public Streets, Highways, and 
Service Easements Vacation Law (Streets and Highways Code Sections 8300-8363). 
Requests for abandonment are directed to the Public Works Department, who then 
handle the proceedings. The standard procedure for o.bandoning mads is summarized 
as follows: 

1. A rcpo11 is prepared for Planning Commis�ion review and recommendation.
The Commission must report on the abandonment's conformity to the General
Plan, !3 outlined in item 4 bdow. This may include inspection of Title Reports
(not required), detailed maps, and a field inspection to verify the aftectoo
properties. These il<!ms are provided by Public Worlcs. The Commission then
forwards their reconunenc.lation to the Board of Supervisors (Government Code
Section 65402 - Planning and Zoning Law) & (Section 83 l 3(b]). Not.:: mu be 
categorically exempt proj.:ct - CEQA Section 1506l(b)(3).

2. TI1e Board of Supervisors must pass a Resolution of (nlention to Vaca!.! the
road (Section 8320).

3. A Notice of Intention to Vacate and Public Hearing must be published and the
road posted (Section 8322-8323).

4. A public hearing must be held to determine the following:

a) Road abandonment does not conflict with the General Plan
(Section 8313 [a]).

l,) The right-of-way is not useful for pedestrians, bicyclists, or equestrians
(Section 83 I 4).

c) The road is unnecesslll")' for present or prospective public use
(Section 8324).

5. If the Board malces all of the required findings, it may pass a resolution
11bandoning the road. The resolution may make tl1e abandoument con<litionll
(Section 8324).

6. The Board may reserve from the abandonment, an easement or right-of-way for
public utilities or future rights-of-way (Section 8340).

7. The resolution is then recorded without acknowledgment.

lJpJ.ie-2/16/-)o - o \\pc, snoullwv 
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Siskiyou County Planning Commission 

Regular Meeting 
September 18, 2024 

The Siskiyou County Planning Commission meeting of September 18, 2024, was called to order by 
Chair Fowle at approximately 9:00 a.m. in the Board of Supervisors Chambers, 311 Fourth Street, 
2nd Floor, Yreka, California.   

Present: Commissioners Hart, Melo, Lindler, Veale and  Fowle  

Absent:     

Also Present: Rick Dean, Community Development Department Director; Hailey Lang, Deputy 
Director of Planning; Bernadette Cizin, Associate Planner; William Carroll, 
Assistant County Counsel; Janine Rowe, Commission Clerk 

Minutes:  The Clerk informed the Commission that the correct adjournment time for the August 21, 
2024, Minutes should be 10:04 a.m.  It was moved by Commissioner Melo, seconded by 
Commissioner Veale, to approve the corrected Minutes from the August 21, 2024, Planning 
Commission meeting with Commissioner Hart abstaining since he was absent from the August 
meeting.   

Voted upon and the Chair declared the motion carried unanimously by those Commissioners present. 

Unscheduled Appearances:  None 
Conflict of Interest Declaration: Commissioner Lindler said she had a past business relationship 
with Gaylord Briggs, the project proponent for the Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company Road 
Abandonment project, but she has no financial conflict of interest.  

Commissioner Hart asked Assistant County Counsel William Carroll whether he should recuse 
himself from the Use Permit Revocation project since he is a pit operator, and Mr. Carroll advised that 
because he does not have a direct business relationship with the McLaughlin Pit, he would not have a 
conflict of interest. 

Presentation of Documents: The Chair instructed members of the public that were present for the 
meeting to provide the Commission Clerk with any documents they wanted to present to the 
Commission. 

Availability of Public Records: The Chair referred to the Agenda and noted that public records are 
available upon request. 

Public Hearing Protocol:  The Chair advised those present at the meeting that the Public Hearing 
protocol is outlined in the Agenda. 

Right of Appeal Statement:  The Chair read the Right of Appeal Statement. 

Changes to the Agenda:  None 

New Business: 
Agenda Item 1:  Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company / Siskiyou County Road Department 
Road Abandonment (UP-RA-01) / Categorically Exempt  
General Plan conformity determination regarding a proposed abandonment of a portion of Shasta 
Way (County Road 2MO82) by Board Resolution 86-273 on July 9, 1986. Prior to the Board of 
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Supervisors considering the proposed abandonment, the Planning Commission will review the 
proposal in order to make a recommendation to the Board. This portion of roadway is located in a 
portion of the Northwest quarter of Section 14, Township 40N, Range 4W, Section 14, M.D.M; APN: 
037-340-500.  

Categorically Exempt Continued to a Date Uncertain 
Road Abandonment Continued to a Date Uncertain 
Staff Report: 
The previously circulated Staff Report was reviewed by the Commission, and a presentation of the 
project was provided by Ms. Lang. 

Ms. Lang told the Commission that the project involved a General Plan determination for a potential 
roadway abandonment, and there are three findings that the Planning Commission must make. 

She said the roadway being potentially abandoned is about 115 linear feet at the end of Shasta Way 
located in the Monte Shasta Subdivision outside the city of Mount Shasta.  The project applicant’s 
intent is to build a solar array at the location to be used by the Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company.  
She said Siskiyou County Public Works received the request a few years ago. 

She said the Planning Commission must make the following findings, and the Planning Commission’s 
findings will be elevated to the Board of Supervisors to make the same determinations:   

1. The potential roadway abandonment conforms to the General Plan.   
2. The right of way is not usable for pedestrian, bicyclists, or equestrians. 
3. The road is unnecessary for present or prospective public use. 

Ms. Lang said the staff report includes both an approval recommendation and a denial 
recommendation.   

Ms. Lang told the Commission that there are no policies that conflict with the General Plan for this 
specific abandonment.   

As far as Finding 2 is concerned, she said the easement to the west, Monroe Drive, is a County 
easement that people in the neighborhood use to access Shasta Way for bicycle and pedestrian use.   

Ms. Lang said Finding 3, depending on interpretation, could go both ways depending on how 
prospective public use is defined since there is a formal County easement.  

Ms. Lang told the Commission that Tom Deany, Deputy Director of Public Works, was present to 
answer questions. 

Ms. Lang pointed out that should the roadway abandonment be recommended for approval at the 
Board of Supervisors level, it would create an undevelopable lot so that portion of land would have to 
be deeded over to one of the property owners because it might become an issue in the future.  She 
said she believed Director Deany was on board with that. 

Commission Questions: 
Commissioner Veale asked if staff received any public comments, and Ms. Lang said after notice was 
mailed to adjacent property owners, two property owners wanted to know what the project was about 
but they did not submit written comments.  She added that as required by the Streets and Highway 
code, notice was posted at the road two weeks prior to this hearing and no comments were received. 
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Agency Input:   
Tom Deany, Director of Public Works, said before he started working for the County an encroachment 
was issued allowing this project to go ahead, so the water company had some cash outlay thinking 
they had obtained the required permission to do their project.  Mr. Deany said the Planning Division 
rejected the project because an encroachment would not work for this type of project and that the 
encroachment permit should not have been issued. 

However, Mr. Deany said he is in support of the project because he believes that if someone gets 
permission from the County to move forward, they should be able to do it as long as there is a way to 
surrender the property once it is given up.  

Commissioner Melo asked Mr. Deany how the property would be divided, and Mr. Deany said County 
Counsel would help make that determination.   

The Chair opened the Public Hearing. 
Public Comments:  None 

There being no comments, the Chair closed the Public Hearing. 

Commission Questions/Discussion:  
A lengthy discussion was held regarding various scenarios should the roadway be abandoned.  The 
Commission was concerned that because the portion of Shasta Way proposing to be abandoned has 
access to Monroe Drive, which is a County easement, and anyone using the path would be 
trespassing.  Ms. Lang said that Public Works is in support of establishing some sort of 
bicycle/pedestrian easement should the road be abandoned so that portion of the road could still be 
accessed. 

Mr. Carroll said if the project becomes a real property deal, it would normally rest with the County 
Administrator’s office with assistance from County Counsel, but there is currently nothing pending 
regarding an actual agreement or deal.  He suggested that the road abandonment not be approved 
unless and until there is agreement to complete this project.  Mr. Carroll suggested that the Planning 
Commission make it a condition that the road abandonment would not occur if no agreement to 
transfer the property is made. 

Commissioner Hart pointed out that as the roadway stands now, it creates a problem for the County 
in case someone gets hurt.  Mr. Deany agreed and said unfortunately it is an issue all over the 
county, and Public Works is working on getting those issues resolved.   

Discussion was held that since the County does not have an official policy, the California Streets and 
Highways Code is the policy that has to be followed. 

Discussion was held that should the subject portion of Shasta Way be abandoned by the County, it 
would have to be sold either to the property owner to the north or the property owner to the south who 
would then have to do a boundary line adjustment to absorb it into their existing property. 

The Commission asked whether the subject portion of Shasta Way would have to go out for public bid 
if it were abandoned.  Mr. Carroll said the Streets and Highways code contains a special section that 
provides that property owned by a public entity can go to whoever the adjoining owner is and doesn’t 
require a public bid process.  He said he did not see a legal issue with abandoning the road or an 
issue with disposing of the property. 
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Mr. Gaylord Briggs of Mount Shasta, the project applicant, asked to address the Commission.  He 
said he owns the parcel immediately adjacent to and south of the portion of Shasta Way proposing to 
be abandoned, and he would be interested in acquiring that property for the benefit of the water 
company if that is the method the County/Planning Commission wants.  Mr. Briggs said he is the 
treasurer of the water company, which is a mutual water company, and all the property owners in the 
subdivision have a share.  

Mr. Briggs told the Commission that the property owners on Monroe Drive submitted a request to the 
County a while ago expressing interest in receiving their adjoining segment of Monroe Drive should it 
be abandoned.  He said Monroe Drive was never developed and does not exit out to Shasta Acres or 
Monroe Drive and that Monroe Drive stops at the southern border of his parcel. 

Discussion was held that Public Works recommended a bicycle and pedestrian easement be put in 
place should the road abandonment be approved because people in the neighborhood use it as a 
trail. 

After a lengthy discussion, the Commission ultimately decided that it would be more efficient and 
there would be less risk of legal liability to the County to send the project back to Public Works and 
Planning staff to facilitate the transfer of ownership of the 115 feet of Shasta Way, proceed with the 
abandonment process, and then move it on to the Board of Supervisors. 

Motion:  Following discussion, it was moved by Commissioner Melo, seconded by Commissioner 
Hart, to postpone the Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company Road Abandonment project (UP-RA-01) 
to a date uncertain and return the project to staff, and directed the Siskiyou County Administrator to 
make the project a priority.  

Voted upon and the Chair declared the motion carried unanimously by those Commissioners present. 

Agenda Item 2:  Use Permit Revocation (SP-24-02) / Categorically Exempt 
This public hearing is intended to carry out the requirements identified in Article 14 - Expiration, 
Revocation, and Appeals of Permits and Variances within the Siskiyou County Municipal Code, in 
order to revoke the Use Permit associated with closed and inactive Surface Mines throughout the 
county. The activity allowed under these Use Permits includes the operation of surface mines to 
extract aggregate. The surface mine sites are located in the unincorporated area of Siskiyou County. 

2.4. McLaughlin Pit is located west of Moffett Creek and the city of Fort Jones on Light Hill 
Road, on APNs 024-040-220 and 024-040-320; Township 43N, Range 9W, Section 3, 
MDB&M (Latitude 41°36’19” N, Longitude 122°51’51” W). 
The McLaughlin Pit has officially been deemed reclaimed in accordance with the approved 
reclamation plan and the Use Permit has expired by its own terms. To formalize the 
termination of the Use Permit, staff is recommending the corresponding use permit be 
revoked in accordance with Siskiyou County Code Section 10-6.1402 as noted in the Use 
Permit the permit is automatically terminated if not used for one year once established. 

Categorically Exempt Recommending Adoption 
Use Permit Recommending Revocation 

Staff Report: 
The previously circulated Staff Report was reviewed by the Commission, and a presentation of the 
project was provided by Ms. Cizin. 
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Ms. Cizin reminded the Commission that in order to clean up the County’s records and officially close 
the files for several mines throughout the County, staff has recommended that the corresponding land 
use permits be officially revoked.  She said because conditional land use permits run with the land 
and in order to properly close the file, the permit should be officially revoked.  County code requires 
that the Planning Commission provide a recommendation of the revocation to the Board of 
Supervisors who will then consider and potentially adopt a resolution to officially revoke the land use 
permit.   

Ms. Cizin told the Commission that McLaughlin Quarry land use permit (UP-82-23) was approved by 
the Planning Commission on August 18, 1982, mining activities ceased in 2008, and the site was 
deemed reclaimed in 2012.  She said the use permit is no longer valid as it automatically terminated 
when not used for the approved purposes in excess of one year as noted on the permit.   

Ms. Cizin said that in order to formalize the termination of the permit, staff recommended the 
Commission adopt the resolution recommending the Board of Supervisors find that UP-82-23 is no 
longer effective and that the Board of Supervisors revoke the use permit and determine the project 
exempt from CEQA pursuant to Section 15321, enforcement actions by regulatory agencies.   

Agency Input:  None 

Commission Questions: None 

The Chair opened the Public Hearing. 
Public Comments:  None 

There being no comments, the Chair closed the Public Hearing. 

Commission Discussion:  None 

Motion:  Following discussion, it was moved by Commissioner Melo, seconded by Commissioner 
Veale, to Adopt Resolution PC-2024-020, A Resolution of the Planning Commission of the County of 
Siskiyou, Recommending that the Siskiyou County Board of Supervisors Revoke the Use Permit of 
McLaughlin Quarry (UP-82-23), Make All Necessary Findings Required Under the Siskiyou County 
Municipal Code and Determine the Project Exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA). 

Voted upon and the Chair declared the motion carried unanimously by those Commissioners present. 

Items for Discussion/Direction:   
Ongoing Staff Update Regarding the General Plan Update 
Ongoing agenda item pertaining to the Siskiyou County 2050 General Plan Update. Staff will be 
providing an update on the project schedule, deliverables, and any other updates relating to this 
project. 

Staff Report:  Ms. Lang told the Commission that the joint meeting with the Board of Supervisors and 
Planning Commission will be on October 15, 2024.  The discussion will be centered around the Vision 
and Guiding Principles as well as the community workshop and survey results. 

Miscellaneous:  
1. Future Meetings:  The next regular meeting of the Planning Commission is scheduled for 

Wednesday, October 16, 2024, at 9:00 a.m.   
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2. Correspondence:  None 

3. Staff Comments: None 

4. Commission Comments:  Brief discussions were held regarding upcoming planning projects 
being delayed because of the lack of accurate project descriptions, Kidder Creek Orchard 
Camp faired well in the Shelly Fire because the fuel load surrounding the property was 
reduced, and the types of events that require special event use permits. 

A lengthy discussion was held regarding the County’s new well permitting process. 

A discussion was held regarding the County recouping the cost for repairing Horn Lane after it 
was damaged by the US Forest Service fire camp while responding to the Shelly and Boise 
fires. 

Adjournment:  The meeting was concluded at approximately 10:23 a.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Hailey Lang, Secretary 
\jr 
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From: Hailey Lang
To: olouchakova@gmail.com
Cc: William Carroll; Janine Rowe
Subject: RE: request for information
Date: Wednesday, October 16, 2024 11:18:41 AM

Hello, 

Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company submitted an application to abandon a portion of
Shasta Way in order to place a solar array for electrification purposes. You can read the staff
report of the proposed project here as well as listen to the audio of the meeting:
https://www.co.siskiyou.ca.us/planningcommission/page/planning-commission-meeting-6

The Planning Commission did not approve the project and asked that the applicant meet with
the County to first discuss and agree upon who will take over the portion of land. No
subsequent applications have been submitted. We will forward along your comment to the
Planning Commission for their review. We send out letters to all property owners within a 300-
foot buffer of a project that will be heard at the Planning Commission. Should this project go
back to Planning Commission, you will be noticed for that project and a notice will be sent to
you via the mail.

I’ve attached the application for your review.

Here's the attachment as a link for your review:
UP2410_ApplicationForDevReview.pdf
Add your comments and collaborate with others in real time. You don't need to download Acrobat
or sign up to access the file

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks,

From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, October 12, 2024 4:00 PM
To: planning <planning@co.siskiyou.ca.us>
Cc: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com>
Subject: request for information

Dear Planning Commision,

My husband and I live at 313 Alpine Drive in Mount Shasta, APN 037-340-080-
000.
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It came to our attention that the Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company is
applying for a permit to build solar panels on the south boundary of our
property, on Shasta Way. We are new owners, and learned from neighbors that
the MSMWC attempts to build these solar panels have a history, and this is not
the only permit they applied for.
We are concerned because we hope to build a second exit (as a fire exit), from
our property onto Shasta Way, which the solar panels would be blocking.  At
present, we have only one driveway, which makes it difficult to exit in the case
of fire. We are also concerned by the obstruction of the view, and possible loss
of the value of our property. We did not know about MSMWC and their plans at
the time of purchase. 
 
How can we read the Company's application for building the panels, and  how
can we find information on its prior applications (which, according to our
neighbors, were denied by the county)? Is there a way we may know for when
the hearing is scheduled?
 
Thank you very much in advance
 
Olga (and Martin) Schwartz
313 Alpine Drive, Mount Shasta, CA 96067
 
--
 
 

EXHIBIT C - 12/10/2024 BOS STAFF REPORT PACKET



From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz
To: Hailey Lang
Cc: William Carroll; Janine Rowe
Subject: Re: request for information
Date: Wednesday, October 16, 2024 11:39:07 AM

This is awesome!
Thank you so much for this information, and for forwarding it to the planning commission.
I especially appreciate the notice about hearing when it will be scheduled. 

Since it is going to the planning commission, I am adding a couple of more specific concerns.
In conversation with MSMWC, I was told that the panels will be placed exactly on our property line, and will be 12
ft high. This blocks the view of Eddies, and blocks our frontage.  I hoped we will build an annex in the south-
western corner of our property - a garage or a studio. We cannot do it if the frontage will be blocked.  And most
importantly, our deed has no information about any of the MSMWC plans; I spoke with our realtor - she did not
hear anything like this, and the previous owner Jeff Buffington denies he had any agreement with MSMWC
regarding their plans to block the frontage or use his property (!) for this construction.

Thank you again.

Olga

On Wed, Oct 16, 2024 at 11:18 AM Hailey Lang <hlang@co.siskiyou.ca.us> wrote:

Hello, 

 

Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company submitted an application to abandon a portion of Shasta
Way in order to place a solar array for electrification purposes. You can read the staff report of the
proposed project here as well as listen to the audio of the meeting:
https://www.co.siskiyou.ca.us/planningcommission/page/planning-commission-meeting-6

 

The Planning Commission did not approve the project and asked that the applicant meet with the
County to first discuss and agree upon who will take over the portion of land. No subsequent
applications have been submitted. We will forward along your comment to the Planning
Commission for their review. We send out letters to all property owners within a 300-foot buffer
of a project that will be heard at the Planning Commission. Should this project go back to Planning
Commission, you will be noticed for that project and a notice will be sent to you via the mail.

 

I’ve attached the application for your review.

 

Here's the attachment as a link for your review:
UP2410_ApplicationForDevReview.pdf
Add your comments and collaborate with others in real time. You don't need to download Acrobat
or sign up to access the file
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Please let me know if you have any questions.

 

Thanks,

 

From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, October 12, 2024 4:00 PM
To: planning <planning@co.siskiyou.ca.us>
Cc: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com>
Subject: request for information

 

Dear Planning Commision,

 

My husband and I live at 313 Alpine Drive in Mount Shasta, APN 037-340-080-
000.

 

It came to our attention that the Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company is applying
for a permit to build solar panels on the south boundary of our property, on Shasta
Way. We are new owners, and learned from neighbors that the MSMWC attempts
to build these solar panels have a history, and this is not the only permit they
applied for.

We are concerned because we hope to build a second exit (as a fire exit), from our
property onto Shasta Way, which the solar panels would be blocking.  At present,
we have only one driveway, which makes it difficult to exit in the case of fire. We
are also concerned by the obstruction of the view, and possible loss of the value of
our property. We did not know about MSMWC and their plans at the time of
purchase. 

 

How can we read the Company's application for building the panels, and  how can
we find information on its prior applications (which, according to our neighbors,
were denied by the county)? Is there a way we may know for when the hearing is
scheduled?
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Thank you very much in advance

 

Olga (and Martin) Schwartz

313 Alpine Drive, Mount Shasta, CA 96067

 

--
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From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz
To: Hailey Lang
Cc: William Carroll; Janine Rowe
Subject: Re: request for information
Date: Wednesday, October 16, 2024 11:51:41 AM

Dear Ms. Lang,

In addendum, 
Please check the non-profit status of MSMWC if this is the organization that is supposed to take over the ownership
of the land. 

I have experience of working for non-profits, and so I checked MSNWC status with the Secretary of State non-profit
organizations roster. My understanding was that their information card submission was missing for many years.
While this can be remediated (the company has been providing water to the neighborhood since its establishment in
the 80s), if I am correct, at present their incorporation status may be delinquent, which would affect their attempts at
ownership if such attempts were made. Similarly, I can't find MSMWC in the roster of tax-exempt organizations
with IRS -- but IRS database is huge, and the name may simply be not showing. 

Thanks again

Olga Louchakova-Schwartz

On Wed, Oct 16, 2024 at 11:18 AM Hailey Lang <hlang@co.siskiyou.ca.us> wrote:

Hello, 

 

Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company submitted an application to abandon a portion of Shasta
Way in order to place a solar array for electrification purposes. You can read the staff report of the
proposed project here as well as listen to the audio of the meeting:
https://www.co.siskiyou.ca.us/planningcommission/page/planning-commission-meeting-6

 

The Planning Commission did not approve the project and asked that the applicant meet with the
County to first discuss and agree upon who will take over the portion of land. No subsequent
applications have been submitted. We will forward along your comment to the Planning
Commission for their review. We send out letters to all property owners within a 300-foot buffer
of a project that will be heard at the Planning Commission. Should this project go back to Planning
Commission, you will be noticed for that project and a notice will be sent to you via the mail.

 

I’ve attached the application for your review.

 

Here's the attachment as a link for your review:
UP2410_ApplicationForDevReview.pdf
Add your comments and collaborate with others in real time. You don't need to download Acrobat
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or sign up to access the file

 

Please let me know if you have any questions.

 

Thanks,

 

From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, October 12, 2024 4:00 PM
To: planning <planning@co.siskiyou.ca.us>
Cc: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com>
Subject: request for information

 

Dear Planning Commision,

 

My husband and I live at 313 Alpine Drive in Mount Shasta, APN 037-340-080-
000.

 

It came to our attention that the Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company is applying
for a permit to build solar panels on the south boundary of our property, on Shasta
Way. We are new owners, and learned from neighbors that the MSMWC attempts
to build these solar panels have a history, and this is not the only permit they
applied for.

We are concerned because we hope to build a second exit (as a fire exit), from our
property onto Shasta Way, which the solar panels would be blocking.  At present,
we have only one driveway, which makes it difficult to exit in the case of fire. We
are also concerned by the obstruction of the view, and possible loss of the value of
our property. We did not know about MSMWC and their plans at the time of
purchase. 

 

How can we read the Company's application for building the panels, and  how can
we find information on its prior applications (which, according to our neighbors,
were denied by the county)? Is there a way we may know for when the hearing is
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scheduled?

 

Thank you very much in advance

 

Olga (and Martin) Schwartz

313 Alpine Drive, Mount Shasta, CA 96067

 

--
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From: Hailey Lang
To: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz
Cc: William Carroll; Janine Rowe
Subject: RE: request for information
Date: Wednesday, October 16, 2024 12:06:50 PM

Hi, Olga,
 
Thank you for the follow-up. Should the County wish to abandon the portion of the road, you
and Gaylord of MSMWC will have to go into negotiations regarding who takes over that portion
of land. I’ve forwarded your email to your County Administration office.
 
We will send this comment to Planning Commission as well.
 
Thanks!
Hailey
 
From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 16, 2024 11:38 AM
To: Hailey Lang <hlang@co.siskiyou.ca.us>
Cc: William Carroll <wcarroll@co.siskiyou.ca.us>; Janine Rowe <jrowe@co.siskiyou.ca.us>
Subject: Re: request for information

 
This is awesome!
Thank you so much for this information, and for forwarding it to the planning
commission.
I especially appreciate the notice about hearing when it will be scheduled. 
 
Since it is going to the planning commission, I am adding a couple of more specific
concerns.
In conversation with MSMWC, I was told that the panels will be placed exactly on our
property line, and will be 12 ft high. This blocks the view of Eddies, and blocks our
frontage.  I hoped we will build an annex in the south-western corner of our property - a
garage or a studio. We cannot do it if the frontage will be blocked.  And most importantly,
our deed has no information about any of the MSMWC plans; I spoke with our realtor -
she did not hear anything like this, and the previous owner Jeff Buffington denies he had
any agreement with MSMWC regarding their plans to block the frontage or use his
property (!) for this construction.
 
Thank you again.
 
Olga
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On Wed, Oct 16, 2024 at 11:18 AM Hailey Lang <hlang@co.siskiyou.ca.us> wrote:

Hello, 

 
Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company submitted an application to abandon a portion of
Shasta Way in order to place a solar array for electrification purposes. You can read the staff
report of the proposed project here as well as listen to the audio of the meeting:
https://www.co.siskiyou.ca.us/planningcommission/page/planning-commission-meeting-6
 
The Planning Commission did not approve the project and asked that the applicant meet
with the County to first discuss and agree upon who will take over the portion of land. No
subsequent applications have been submitted. We will forward along your comment to the
Planning Commission for their review. We send out letters to all property owners within a
300-foot buffer of a project that will be heard at the Planning Commission. Should this
project go back to Planning Commission, you will be noticed for that project and a notice
will be sent to you via the mail.
 
I’ve attached the application for your review.
 
Here's the attachment as a link for your review:
UP2410_ApplicationForDevReview.pdf
Add your comments and collaborate with others in real time. You don't need to download Acrobat
or sign up to access the file

 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
Thanks,
 
From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, October 12, 2024 4:00 PM
To: planning <planning@co.siskiyou.ca.us>
Cc: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com>
Subject: request for information

 
Dear Planning Commision,
 
My husband and I live at 313 Alpine Drive in Mount Shasta, APN 037-340-
080-000.
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It came to our attention that the Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company is
applying for a permit to build solar panels on the south boundary of our
property, on Shasta Way. We are new owners, and learned from neighbors
that the MSMWC attempts to build these solar panels have a history, and
this is not the only permit they applied for.
We are concerned because we hope to build a second exit (as a fire exit),
from our property onto Shasta Way, which the solar panels would be
blocking.  At present, we have only one driveway, which makes it difficult to
exit in the case of fire. We are also concerned by the obstruction of the view,
and possible loss of the value of our property. We did not know about
MSMWC and their plans at the time of purchase. 
 
How can we read the Company's application for building the panels, and
 how can we find information on its prior applications (which, according to
our neighbors, were denied by the county)? Is there a way we may know for
when the hearing is scheduled?
 
Thank you very much in advance
 
Olga (and Martin) Schwartz
313 Alpine Drive, Mount Shasta, CA 96067
 
--
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From: Hailey Lang
To: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz
Cc: William Carroll; Janine Rowe
Subject: RE: request for information
Date: Wednesday, October 16, 2024 12:07:29 PM

Olga,
 
Noted, thank you for bringing this to our attention.
 
Thanks,
Hailey
 
From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 16, 2024 11:51 AM
To: Hailey Lang <hlang@co.siskiyou.ca.us>
Cc: William Carroll <wcarroll@co.siskiyou.ca.us>; Janine Rowe <jrowe@co.siskiyou.ca.us>
Subject: Re: request for information

 
Dear Ms. Lang,
 
In addendum, 
Please check the non-profit status of MSMWC if this is the organization that is supposed
to take over the ownership of the land. 
 
I have experience of working for non-profits, and so I checked MSNWC status with the
Secretary of State non-profit organizations roster. My understanding was that their
information card submission was missing for many years. While this can be remediated
(the company has been providing water to the neighborhood since its establishment in
the 80s), if I am correct, at present their incorporation status may be delinquent, which
would affect their attempts at ownership if such attempts were made. Similarly, I can't
find MSMWC in the roster of tax-exempt organizations with IRS -- but IRS database is
huge, and the name may simply be not showing. 
 
Thanks again
 
Olga Louchakova-Schwartz
 
 
 
On Wed, Oct 16, 2024 at 11:18 AM Hailey Lang <hlang@co.siskiyou.ca.us> wrote:
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Hello, 

 
Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company submitted an application to abandon a portion of
Shasta Way in order to place a solar array for electrification purposes. You can read the staff
report of the proposed project here as well as listen to the audio of the meeting:
https://www.co.siskiyou.ca.us/planningcommission/page/planning-commission-meeting-6
 
The Planning Commission did not approve the project and asked that the applicant meet
with the County to first discuss and agree upon who will take over the portion of land. No
subsequent applications have been submitted. We will forward along your comment to the
Planning Commission for their review. We send out letters to all property owners within a
300-foot buffer of a project that will be heard at the Planning Commission. Should this
project go back to Planning Commission, you will be noticed for that project and a notice
will be sent to you via the mail.
 
I’ve attached the application for your review.
 
Here's the attachment as a link for your review:
UP2410_ApplicationForDevReview.pdf
Add your comments and collaborate with others in real time. You don't need to download Acrobat
or sign up to access the file

 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
Thanks,
 
From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, October 12, 2024 4:00 PM
To: planning <planning@co.siskiyou.ca.us>
Cc: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com>
Subject: request for information

 
Dear Planning Commision,
 
My husband and I live at 313 Alpine Drive in Mount Shasta, APN 037-340-
080-000.
 
It came to our attention that the Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company is
applying for a permit to build solar panels on the south boundary of our
property, on Shasta Way. We are new owners, and learned from neighbors
that the MSMWC attempts to build these solar panels have a history, and
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this is not the only permit they applied for.
We are concerned because we hope to build a second exit (as a fire exit),
from our property onto Shasta Way, which the solar panels would be
blocking.  At present, we have only one driveway, which makes it difficult to
exit in the case of fire. We are also concerned by the obstruction of the view,
and possible loss of the value of our property. We did not know about
MSMWC and their plans at the time of purchase. 
 
How can we read the Company's application for building the panels, and
 how can we find information on its prior applications (which, according to
our neighbors, were denied by the county)? Is there a way we may know for
when the hearing is scheduled?
 
Thank you very much in advance
 
Olga (and Martin) Schwartz
313 Alpine Drive, Mount Shasta, CA 96067
 
--
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From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz
To: Hailey Lang
Cc: William Carroll; Janine Rowe
Subject: Re: request for information
Date: Wednesday, October 16, 2024 12:15:41 PM

Got it, thank you

On Wed, Oct 16, 2024 at 12:06 PM Hailey Lang <hlang@co.siskiyou.ca.us> wrote:

Hi, Olga,

 

Thank you for the follow-up. Should the County wish to abandon the portion of the road, you and
Gaylord of MSMWC will have to go into negotiations regarding who takes over that portion of
land. I’ve forwarded your email to your County Administration office.

 

We will send this comment to Planning Commission as well.

 

Thanks!

Hailey

 

From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 16, 2024 11:38 AM
To: Hailey Lang <hlang@co.siskiyou.ca.us>
Cc: William Carroll <wcarroll@co.siskiyou.ca.us>; Janine Rowe <jrowe@co.siskiyou.ca.us>
Subject: Re: request for information

 

This is awesome!

Thank you so much for this information, and for forwarding it to the planning commission.

I especially appreciate the notice about hearing when it will be scheduled. 

 

Since it is going to the planning commission, I am adding a couple of more specific
concerns.

In conversation with MSMWC, I was told that the panels will be placed exactly on our
property line, and will be 12 ft high. This blocks the view of Eddies, and blocks our
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frontage.  I hoped we will build an annex in the south-western corner of our property - a
garage or a studio. We cannot do it if the frontage will be blocked.  And most importantly,
our deed has no information about any of the MSMWC plans; I spoke with our realtor - she
did not hear anything like this, and the previous owner Jeff Buffington denies he had any
agreement with MSMWC regarding their plans to block the frontage or use his property (!)
for this construction.

 

Thank you again.

 

Olga

 

 

 

On Wed, Oct 16, 2024 at 11:18 AM Hailey Lang <hlang@co.siskiyou.ca.us> wrote:

Hello, 

 

Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company submitted an application to abandon a portion of Shasta
Way in order to place a solar array for electrification purposes. You can read the staff report of
the proposed project here as well as listen to the audio of the meeting:
https://www.co.siskiyou.ca.us/planningcommission/page/planning-commission-meeting-6

 

The Planning Commission did not approve the project and asked that the applicant meet with
the County to first discuss and agree upon who will take over the portion of land. No subsequent
applications have been submitted. We will forward along your comment to the Planning
Commission for their review. We send out letters to all property owners within a 300-foot buffer
of a project that will be heard at the Planning Commission. Should this project go back to
Planning Commission, you will be noticed for that project and a notice will be sent to you via
the mail.

 

I’ve attached the application for your review.

 

Here's the attachment as a link for your review:
UP2410_ApplicationForDevReview.pdf
Add your comments and collaborate with others in real time. You don't need to download
Acrobat or sign up to access the file
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Please let me know if you have any questions.

 

Thanks,

 

From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, October 12, 2024 4:00 PM
To: planning <planning@co.siskiyou.ca.us>
Cc: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com>
Subject: request for information

 

Dear Planning Commision,

 

My husband and I live at 313 Alpine Drive in Mount Shasta, APN 037-340-
080-000.

 

It came to our attention that the Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company is
applying for a permit to build solar panels on the south boundary of our
property, on Shasta Way. We are new owners, and learned from neighbors that
the MSMWC attempts to build these solar panels have a history, and this is not
the only permit they applied for.

We are concerned because we hope to build a second exit (as a fire exit), from
our property onto Shasta Way, which the solar panels would be blocking.  At
present, we have only one driveway, which makes it difficult to exit in the case
of fire. We are also concerned by the obstruction of the view, and possible loss
of the value of our property. We did not know about MSMWC and their plans at
the time of purchase. 

 

How can we read the Company's application for building the panels, and  how
can we find information on its prior applications (which, according to our
neighbors, were denied by the county)? Is there a way we may know for when
the hearing is scheduled?
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Thank you very much in advance

 

Olga (and Martin) Schwartz

313 Alpine Drive, Mount Shasta, CA 96067

 

--
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From: Hailey Lang
To: olouchakova@gmail.com
Cc: William Carroll; Janine Rowe
Subject: RE: request for information
Date: Wednesday, October 16, 2024 11:18:41 AM

Hello, 

Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company submitted an application to abandon a portion of
Shasta Way in order to place a solar array for electrification purposes. You can read the staff
report of the proposed project here as well as listen to the audio of the meeting:
https://www.co.siskiyou.ca.us/planningcommission/page/planning-commission-meeting-6

The Planning Commission did not approve the project and asked that the applicant meet with
the County to first discuss and agree upon who will take over the portion of land. No
subsequent applications have been submitted. We will forward along your comment to the
Planning Commission for their review. We send out letters to all property owners within a 300-
foot buffer of a project that will be heard at the Planning Commission. Should this project go
back to Planning Commission, you will be noticed for that project and a notice will be sent to
you via the mail.

I’ve attached the application for your review.

Here's the attachment as a link for your review:
UP2410_ApplicationForDevReview.pdf
Add your comments and collaborate with others in real time. You don't need to download Acrobat
or sign up to access the file

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks,

From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, October 12, 2024 4:00 PM
To: planning <planning@co.siskiyou.ca.us>
Cc: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com>
Subject: request for information

Dear Planning Commision,

My husband and I live at 313 Alpine Drive in Mount Shasta, APN 037-340-080-
000.
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It came to our attention that the Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company is
applying for a permit to build solar panels on the south boundary of our
property, on Shasta Way. We are new owners, and learned from neighbors that
the MSMWC attempts to build these solar panels have a history, and this is not
the only permit they applied for.
We are concerned because we hope to build a second exit (as a fire exit), from
our property onto Shasta Way, which the solar panels would be blocking.  At
present, we have only one driveway, which makes it difficult to exit in the case
of fire. We are also concerned by the obstruction of the view, and possible loss
of the value of our property. We did not know about MSMWC and their plans at
the time of purchase. 
 
How can we read the Company's application for building the panels, and  how
can we find information on its prior applications (which, according to our
neighbors, were denied by the county)? Is there a way we may know for when
the hearing is scheduled?
 
Thank you very much in advance
 
Olga (and Martin) Schwartz
313 Alpine Drive, Mount Shasta, CA 96067
 
--
 
 

EXHIBIT D - COMMENTS



From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz
To: Hailey Lang
Cc: William Carroll; Janine Rowe
Subject: Re: request for information
Date: Wednesday, October 16, 2024 11:39:07 AM

This is awesome!
Thank you so much for this information, and for forwarding it to the planning commission.
I especially appreciate the notice about hearing when it will be scheduled. 

Since it is going to the planning commission, I am adding a couple of more specific concerns.
In conversation with MSMWC, I was told that the panels will be placed exactly on our property line, and will be 12
ft high. This blocks the view of Eddies, and blocks our frontage.  I hoped we will build an annex in the south-
western corner of our property - a garage or a studio. We cannot do it if the frontage will be blocked.  And most
importantly, our deed has no information about any of the MSMWC plans; I spoke with our realtor - she did not
hear anything like this, and the previous owner Jeff Buffington denies he had any agreement with MSMWC
regarding their plans to block the frontage or use his property (!) for this construction.

Thank you again.

Olga

On Wed, Oct 16, 2024 at 11:18 AM Hailey Lang <hlang@co.siskiyou.ca.us> wrote:

Hello, 

 

Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company submitted an application to abandon a portion of Shasta
Way in order to place a solar array for electrification purposes. You can read the staff report of the
proposed project here as well as listen to the audio of the meeting:
https://www.co.siskiyou.ca.us/planningcommission/page/planning-commission-meeting-6

 

The Planning Commission did not approve the project and asked that the applicant meet with the
County to first discuss and agree upon who will take over the portion of land. No subsequent
applications have been submitted. We will forward along your comment to the Planning
Commission for their review. We send out letters to all property owners within a 300-foot buffer
of a project that will be heard at the Planning Commission. Should this project go back to Planning
Commission, you will be noticed for that project and a notice will be sent to you via the mail.

 

I’ve attached the application for your review.

 

Here's the attachment as a link for your review:
UP2410_ApplicationForDevReview.pdf
Add your comments and collaborate with others in real time. You don't need to download Acrobat
or sign up to access the file
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Please let me know if you have any questions.

 

Thanks,

 

From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, October 12, 2024 4:00 PM
To: planning <planning@co.siskiyou.ca.us>
Cc: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com>
Subject: request for information

 

Dear Planning Commision,

 

My husband and I live at 313 Alpine Drive in Mount Shasta, APN 037-340-080-
000.

 

It came to our attention that the Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company is applying
for a permit to build solar panels on the south boundary of our property, on Shasta
Way. We are new owners, and learned from neighbors that the MSMWC attempts
to build these solar panels have a history, and this is not the only permit they
applied for.

We are concerned because we hope to build a second exit (as a fire exit), from our
property onto Shasta Way, which the solar panels would be blocking.  At present,
we have only one driveway, which makes it difficult to exit in the case of fire. We
are also concerned by the obstruction of the view, and possible loss of the value of
our property. We did not know about MSMWC and their plans at the time of
purchase. 

 

How can we read the Company's application for building the panels, and  how can
we find information on its prior applications (which, according to our neighbors,
were denied by the county)? Is there a way we may know for when the hearing is
scheduled?
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Thank you very much in advance

 

Olga (and Martin) Schwartz

313 Alpine Drive, Mount Shasta, CA 96067

 

--

 

 

EXHIBIT D - COMMENTS



From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz
To: Hailey Lang
Cc: William Carroll; Janine Rowe
Subject: Re: request for information
Date: Wednesday, October 16, 2024 11:51:41 AM

Dear Ms. Lang,

In addendum, 
Please check the non-profit status of MSMWC if this is the organization that is supposed to take over the ownership
of the land. 

I have experience of working for non-profits, and so I checked MSNWC status with the Secretary of State non-profit
organizations roster. My understanding was that their information card submission was missing for many years.
While this can be remediated (the company has been providing water to the neighborhood since its establishment in
the 80s), if I am correct, at present their incorporation status may be delinquent, which would affect their attempts at
ownership if such attempts were made. Similarly, I can't find MSMWC in the roster of tax-exempt organizations
with IRS -- but IRS database is huge, and the name may simply be not showing. 

Thanks again

Olga Louchakova-Schwartz

On Wed, Oct 16, 2024 at 11:18 AM Hailey Lang <hlang@co.siskiyou.ca.us> wrote:

Hello, 

 

Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company submitted an application to abandon a portion of Shasta
Way in order to place a solar array for electrification purposes. You can read the staff report of the
proposed project here as well as listen to the audio of the meeting:
https://www.co.siskiyou.ca.us/planningcommission/page/planning-commission-meeting-6

 

The Planning Commission did not approve the project and asked that the applicant meet with the
County to first discuss and agree upon who will take over the portion of land. No subsequent
applications have been submitted. We will forward along your comment to the Planning
Commission for their review. We send out letters to all property owners within a 300-foot buffer
of a project that will be heard at the Planning Commission. Should this project go back to Planning
Commission, you will be noticed for that project and a notice will be sent to you via the mail.

 

I’ve attached the application for your review.

 

Here's the attachment as a link for your review:
UP2410_ApplicationForDevReview.pdf
Add your comments and collaborate with others in real time. You don't need to download Acrobat
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or sign up to access the file

 

Please let me know if you have any questions.

 

Thanks,

 

From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, October 12, 2024 4:00 PM
To: planning <planning@co.siskiyou.ca.us>
Cc: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com>
Subject: request for information

 

Dear Planning Commision,

 

My husband and I live at 313 Alpine Drive in Mount Shasta, APN 037-340-080-
000.

 

It came to our attention that the Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company is applying
for a permit to build solar panels on the south boundary of our property, on Shasta
Way. We are new owners, and learned from neighbors that the MSMWC attempts
to build these solar panels have a history, and this is not the only permit they
applied for.

We are concerned because we hope to build a second exit (as a fire exit), from our
property onto Shasta Way, which the solar panels would be blocking.  At present,
we have only one driveway, which makes it difficult to exit in the case of fire. We
are also concerned by the obstruction of the view, and possible loss of the value of
our property. We did not know about MSMWC and their plans at the time of
purchase. 

 

How can we read the Company's application for building the panels, and  how can
we find information on its prior applications (which, according to our neighbors,
were denied by the county)? Is there a way we may know for when the hearing is
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scheduled?

 

Thank you very much in advance

 

Olga (and Martin) Schwartz

313 Alpine Drive, Mount Shasta, CA 96067

 

--

 

 

EXHIBIT D - COMMENTS



From: Hailey Lang
To: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz
Cc: William Carroll; Janine Rowe
Subject: RE: request for information
Date: Wednesday, October 16, 2024 12:06:50 PM

Hi, Olga,
 
Thank you for the follow-up. Should the County wish to abandon the portion of the road, you
and Gaylord of MSMWC will have to go into negotiations regarding who takes over that portion
of land. I’ve forwarded your email to your County Administration office.
 
We will send this comment to Planning Commission as well.
 
Thanks!
Hailey
 
From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 16, 2024 11:38 AM
To: Hailey Lang <hlang@co.siskiyou.ca.us>
Cc: William Carroll <wcarroll@co.siskiyou.ca.us>; Janine Rowe <jrowe@co.siskiyou.ca.us>
Subject: Re: request for information

 
This is awesome!
Thank you so much for this information, and for forwarding it to the planning
commission.
I especially appreciate the notice about hearing when it will be scheduled. 
 
Since it is going to the planning commission, I am adding a couple of more specific
concerns.
In conversation with MSMWC, I was told that the panels will be placed exactly on our
property line, and will be 12 ft high. This blocks the view of Eddies, and blocks our
frontage.  I hoped we will build an annex in the south-western corner of our property - a
garage or a studio. We cannot do it if the frontage will be blocked.  And most importantly,
our deed has no information about any of the MSMWC plans; I spoke with our realtor -
she did not hear anything like this, and the previous owner Jeff Buffington denies he had
any agreement with MSMWC regarding their plans to block the frontage or use his
property (!) for this construction.
 
Thank you again.
 
Olga
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On Wed, Oct 16, 2024 at 11:18 AM Hailey Lang <hlang@co.siskiyou.ca.us> wrote:

Hello, 

 
Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company submitted an application to abandon a portion of
Shasta Way in order to place a solar array for electrification purposes. You can read the staff
report of the proposed project here as well as listen to the audio of the meeting:
https://www.co.siskiyou.ca.us/planningcommission/page/planning-commission-meeting-6
 
The Planning Commission did not approve the project and asked that the applicant meet
with the County to first discuss and agree upon who will take over the portion of land. No
subsequent applications have been submitted. We will forward along your comment to the
Planning Commission for their review. We send out letters to all property owners within a
300-foot buffer of a project that will be heard at the Planning Commission. Should this
project go back to Planning Commission, you will be noticed for that project and a notice
will be sent to you via the mail.
 
I’ve attached the application for your review.
 
Here's the attachment as a link for your review:
UP2410_ApplicationForDevReview.pdf
Add your comments and collaborate with others in real time. You don't need to download Acrobat
or sign up to access the file

 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
Thanks,
 
From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, October 12, 2024 4:00 PM
To: planning <planning@co.siskiyou.ca.us>
Cc: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com>
Subject: request for information

 
Dear Planning Commision,
 
My husband and I live at 313 Alpine Drive in Mount Shasta, APN 037-340-
080-000.
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It came to our attention that the Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company is
applying for a permit to build solar panels on the south boundary of our
property, on Shasta Way. We are new owners, and learned from neighbors
that the MSMWC attempts to build these solar panels have a history, and
this is not the only permit they applied for.
We are concerned because we hope to build a second exit (as a fire exit),
from our property onto Shasta Way, which the solar panels would be
blocking.  At present, we have only one driveway, which makes it difficult to
exit in the case of fire. We are also concerned by the obstruction of the view,
and possible loss of the value of our property. We did not know about
MSMWC and their plans at the time of purchase. 
 
How can we read the Company's application for building the panels, and
 how can we find information on its prior applications (which, according to
our neighbors, were denied by the county)? Is there a way we may know for
when the hearing is scheduled?
 
Thank you very much in advance
 
Olga (and Martin) Schwartz
313 Alpine Drive, Mount Shasta, CA 96067
 
--
 
 

EXHIBIT D - COMMENTS



From: Hailey Lang
To: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz
Cc: William Carroll; Janine Rowe
Subject: RE: request for information
Date: Wednesday, October 16, 2024 12:07:29 PM

Olga,
 
Noted, thank you for bringing this to our attention.
 
Thanks,
Hailey
 
From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 16, 2024 11:51 AM
To: Hailey Lang <hlang@co.siskiyou.ca.us>
Cc: William Carroll <wcarroll@co.siskiyou.ca.us>; Janine Rowe <jrowe@co.siskiyou.ca.us>
Subject: Re: request for information

 
Dear Ms. Lang,
 
In addendum, 
Please check the non-profit status of MSMWC if this is the organization that is supposed
to take over the ownership of the land. 
 
I have experience of working for non-profits, and so I checked MSNWC status with the
Secretary of State non-profit organizations roster. My understanding was that their
information card submission was missing for many years. While this can be remediated
(the company has been providing water to the neighborhood since its establishment in
the 80s), if I am correct, at present their incorporation status may be delinquent, which
would affect their attempts at ownership if such attempts were made. Similarly, I can't
find MSMWC in the roster of tax-exempt organizations with IRS -- but IRS database is
huge, and the name may simply be not showing. 
 
Thanks again
 
Olga Louchakova-Schwartz
 
 
 
On Wed, Oct 16, 2024 at 11:18 AM Hailey Lang <hlang@co.siskiyou.ca.us> wrote:
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Hello, 

 
Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company submitted an application to abandon a portion of
Shasta Way in order to place a solar array for electrification purposes. You can read the staff
report of the proposed project here as well as listen to the audio of the meeting:
https://www.co.siskiyou.ca.us/planningcommission/page/planning-commission-meeting-6
 
The Planning Commission did not approve the project and asked that the applicant meet
with the County to first discuss and agree upon who will take over the portion of land. No
subsequent applications have been submitted. We will forward along your comment to the
Planning Commission for their review. We send out letters to all property owners within a
300-foot buffer of a project that will be heard at the Planning Commission. Should this
project go back to Planning Commission, you will be noticed for that project and a notice
will be sent to you via the mail.
 
I’ve attached the application for your review.
 
Here's the attachment as a link for your review:
UP2410_ApplicationForDevReview.pdf
Add your comments and collaborate with others in real time. You don't need to download Acrobat
or sign up to access the file

 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
Thanks,
 
From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, October 12, 2024 4:00 PM
To: planning <planning@co.siskiyou.ca.us>
Cc: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com>
Subject: request for information

 
Dear Planning Commision,
 
My husband and I live at 313 Alpine Drive in Mount Shasta, APN 037-340-
080-000.
 
It came to our attention that the Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company is
applying for a permit to build solar panels on the south boundary of our
property, on Shasta Way. We are new owners, and learned from neighbors
that the MSMWC attempts to build these solar panels have a history, and
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this is not the only permit they applied for.
We are concerned because we hope to build a second exit (as a fire exit),
from our property onto Shasta Way, which the solar panels would be
blocking.  At present, we have only one driveway, which makes it difficult to
exit in the case of fire. We are also concerned by the obstruction of the view,
and possible loss of the value of our property. We did not know about
MSMWC and their plans at the time of purchase. 
 
How can we read the Company's application for building the panels, and
 how can we find information on its prior applications (which, according to
our neighbors, were denied by the county)? Is there a way we may know for
when the hearing is scheduled?
 
Thank you very much in advance
 
Olga (and Martin) Schwartz
313 Alpine Drive, Mount Shasta, CA 96067
 
--
 
 

EXHIBIT D - COMMENTS



From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz
To: Hailey Lang
Cc: William Carroll; Janine Rowe
Subject: Re: request for information
Date: Wednesday, October 16, 2024 12:15:41 PM

Got it, thank you

On Wed, Oct 16, 2024 at 12:06 PM Hailey Lang <hlang@co.siskiyou.ca.us> wrote:

Hi, Olga,

 

Thank you for the follow-up. Should the County wish to abandon the portion of the road, you and
Gaylord of MSMWC will have to go into negotiations regarding who takes over that portion of
land. I’ve forwarded your email to your County Administration office.

 

We will send this comment to Planning Commission as well.

 

Thanks!

Hailey

 

From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 16, 2024 11:38 AM
To: Hailey Lang <hlang@co.siskiyou.ca.us>
Cc: William Carroll <wcarroll@co.siskiyou.ca.us>; Janine Rowe <jrowe@co.siskiyou.ca.us>
Subject: Re: request for information

 

This is awesome!

Thank you so much for this information, and for forwarding it to the planning commission.

I especially appreciate the notice about hearing when it will be scheduled. 

 

Since it is going to the planning commission, I am adding a couple of more specific
concerns.

In conversation with MSMWC, I was told that the panels will be placed exactly on our
property line, and will be 12 ft high. This blocks the view of Eddies, and blocks our
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frontage.  I hoped we will build an annex in the south-western corner of our property - a
garage or a studio. We cannot do it if the frontage will be blocked.  And most importantly,
our deed has no information about any of the MSMWC plans; I spoke with our realtor - she
did not hear anything like this, and the previous owner Jeff Buffington denies he had any
agreement with MSMWC regarding their plans to block the frontage or use his property (!)
for this construction.

 

Thank you again.

 

Olga

 

 

 

On Wed, Oct 16, 2024 at 11:18 AM Hailey Lang <hlang@co.siskiyou.ca.us> wrote:

Hello, 

 

Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company submitted an application to abandon a portion of Shasta
Way in order to place a solar array for electrification purposes. You can read the staff report of
the proposed project here as well as listen to the audio of the meeting:
https://www.co.siskiyou.ca.us/planningcommission/page/planning-commission-meeting-6

 

The Planning Commission did not approve the project and asked that the applicant meet with
the County to first discuss and agree upon who will take over the portion of land. No subsequent
applications have been submitted. We will forward along your comment to the Planning
Commission for their review. We send out letters to all property owners within a 300-foot buffer
of a project that will be heard at the Planning Commission. Should this project go back to
Planning Commission, you will be noticed for that project and a notice will be sent to you via
the mail.

 

I’ve attached the application for your review.

 

Here's the attachment as a link for your review:
UP2410_ApplicationForDevReview.pdf
Add your comments and collaborate with others in real time. You don't need to download
Acrobat or sign up to access the file
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Please let me know if you have any questions.

 

Thanks,

 

From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, October 12, 2024 4:00 PM
To: planning <planning@co.siskiyou.ca.us>
Cc: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com>
Subject: request for information

 

Dear Planning Commision,

 

My husband and I live at 313 Alpine Drive in Mount Shasta, APN 037-340-
080-000.

 

It came to our attention that the Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company is
applying for a permit to build solar panels on the south boundary of our
property, on Shasta Way. We are new owners, and learned from neighbors that
the MSMWC attempts to build these solar panels have a history, and this is not
the only permit they applied for.

We are concerned because we hope to build a second exit (as a fire exit), from
our property onto Shasta Way, which the solar panels would be blocking.  At
present, we have only one driveway, which makes it difficult to exit in the case
of fire. We are also concerned by the obstruction of the view, and possible loss
of the value of our property. We did not know about MSMWC and their plans at
the time of purchase. 

 

How can we read the Company's application for building the panels, and  how
can we find information on its prior applications (which, according to our
neighbors, were denied by the county)? Is there a way we may know for when
the hearing is scheduled?
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Thank you very much in advance

 

Olga (and Martin) Schwartz

313 Alpine Drive, Mount Shasta, CA 96067

 

--
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From: Brandy Caporaso
To: planning
Subject: Public Hearing Comment-Monte Shasta Mutual Water Company / Siskiyou County Road Department Road

Abandonment (UP-RA-01)
Date: Sunday, February 2, 2025 4:57:56 PM

Dear Planning Commissioners,

I support the application of the abandonment of a portion of Shasta Way (County Road 2M082) that is
before the commission as the proposed road cannot be used as a second ingress/egress for Monte
Shasta subdivision as there is private property prohibiting the building of the road. I also support the
exempt determination for CEQA.

Brandy Caporaso
529 Shasta Way
Mt. Shasta, CA 96067
530.859.0134
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From: Janine Rowe
To: Janine Rowe
Subject: FW: a note in advance of Feb 19 meeting
Date: Thursday, February 13, 2025 2:24:51 PM

From: Olga Louchakova-Schwartz <olouchakova@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2025 2:06:01 PM
To: Ed Valenzuela <evalenzuela@co.siskiyou.ca.us>; Hailey Lang <hlang@co.siskiyou.ca.us>; mike
gentile <actdontreact4@gmail.com>; martz@berkeley.edu <martz@berkeley.edu>
Subject: a note in advance of Feb 19 meeting

Dear Ed and Hailey,

Responding to Ed's earlier request to send him my objections, I am sharing a note I
received from somebody who lives in  Florida and is a high profile  investment specialist.

His message gives you a sense of how this installation will "appear" in the mind of any
person outside of the narrow MSMWC circle, if such a person wants to come to Mt.
Shasta for tourism. 

I am looking forward to sending you another  report on how this installation works (or
rather, will not work) for the plan of Siskiyou County strategic development. 

I will not be able to attend Feb 19 due to work commitments, but thank you, Hailey, for
making the effort to accept our written objections on time despite your busy work
schedule.

Olga

On Thu, Feb 13, 2025 at 1:38 PM xxxxxxxxxxxxxx wrote:

Hi Olga,

I'm sorry to hear this. Definitely fight this. What on earth is a water company doing by
foraying into solar. That's the jurisdiction of a electricity company, not a water company.

Also, those solar panels can become extremely hot. Mt. Shasta has lots of trees,
forests and foilage growth. We don't want solar panels inadvertently starting any more
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fires!

I sincerely hope you win and encourage you to enlist the help of your neighbors and the
town. If solar panels are installed next to your property, your neighbors' properties are
next. [Meaning, creates a precedent]

Also, I'm surprised that any solar panels would be installed at all - it snows in Mt. Shasta and
the effectiveness of solar panels is significantly reduced.

Chief Investment Officer
XXXXXXXXX
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entities other than the intended recipient is prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please contact the sender immediately and delete
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securities or related financial instruments or as the provision of investment advice in any jurisdiction. 

E-mail transmissions cannot be guaranteed to be secure or error-free as information could be intercepted, corrupted, lost, destroyed, arrive late or
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