
TEHAMA COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

Board Chambers
Time:         9:00 AM

 Location:  Board Chambers
                 Administration Building

                 727 Oak Street, Red Bluff, CA 96080
                 https://tehamacounty.legistar.com/Calendar.aspx

AGENDA FOR THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 20, 2025

DATE:            Thursday, November 20, 2025
TIME:             9:00 AM
LOCATION:   BOARD CHAMBERS 
                       ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
                       727 OAK STREET
                       RED BLUFF, CALIFORNIA 96080

Members of the public who are unable to attend in person may participate, listen and watch in the 
following ways:

1) To participate in the Board meeting, the public may listen and comment over the phone by 
calling: (530) 212-8376, conference code 933876. Press 5* to raise your hand to 
comment. 

2) Members of the public who are unable to attend in person may watch and listen via the 
web at: https://tehamacounty.legistar.com/Calendar.aspx. To comment on an upcoming
agenda item, call (530) 212-8376, conference code 933876. Press 5* to raise your
hand to comment at the time the item is called. 

The audio and live video streaming is being offered as a convenience. The Board meeting will 
continue even if there is a disruption. If there is a disruption, the public is encouraged to consider an 
alternate option listed above. If you have trouble connecting or accessing the meeting, contact the 
Board office for assistance at (530) 527-4655.

Use of Cell Phones During Meetings: The Commission appreciates your cooperation in 
turning off or muting all cell phones during the meeting. 

Recording Device used to record the meeting.
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AGENDA November 20, 2025Tehama County Planning Commission

I. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

II. CITIZENS CONCERNS

This time is set aside for citizens to address the Planning Commission on any item of interest 
to the public that is within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Commission. No action may be 
taken on any item not appearing on the agenda unless the action is otherwise authorized by 
Government Code Section 54954.2(b) (typically, this applies to items meeting criteria as an 
off-agenda emergency). The Chair reserves the right to limit each speaker to five (5) minutes. 
Disclosure of a speaker’s identity is purely voluntary during the public comment period.

III. MINUTES OF THE MEETING

25-19851. APPROVAL OF SEPTEMBER 18, 2025, PLANNING COMMISSION 
MEETING

A. Approval of September 18, 2025, Planning Commission Meeting Minutes

25-19932. APPROVAL OF OCTBOER 16, 2025, PLANNING COMMISSION 
MEETING

A. Approval of October 16, 2025, Planning Commission Meeting Minutes.

IV. REGULAR ITEM

25-18873. USE PERMIT #24-02; VERIZON WIRELESS - BEEGUM

Staff recommend the Planning Commission:

A. Public Hearing - Conduct a public hearing to consider Use Permit #24-02 and 
the associated Mitigated Negative Declaration. 

B. Move that Planning Commission approve the Findings in Attachment D for 
Use Permit #24-02; including the CEQA Findings for the adoption of the 
Mitigated Negative Declaration; and 

C. Move that the Planning Commission approve Use Permit #24-02 subject to 
the Conditions in Attachment E, and the associated Mitigated Negative 
Declaration. 

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH / CODE ENFORCEMENT - Hearing on 
Notice Issued by theEnforcing Officer in Public Nuisance 
Enforcement Action Against the Premises

25-19584.
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AGENDA November 20, 2025Tehama County Planning Commission

A) HEARING - Planning Commission shall hold an administrative hearing to 
determine whether the conditions existing on the property constitute a 
public nuisance under Chapter 10.16(Code) of the Tehama County Code

Owner: Georgina Cardenas
Site Address: 8471 Hwy 99W, Gerber
APN: 063-140-009  (District 4)

B) RESOLUTION - Request adoption of a Resolution declaring the existence 
of a public nuisance on the property is a use or condition of the property in 
violation of Tehama County Code10.16; is unsafe or detrimental to public 
health, safety, and/or welfare; ordering abatement thereof; and directing an 
itemized accounting of the costs incurred in abating the nuisance.

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH / CODE ENFORCEMENT - Hearing on 
Notice Issued by the Enforcing Officer in Public Nuisance 
Enforcement Action Against the Premises

25-19595.

A) HEARING - Planning Commission shall hold an administrative hearing to 
determine whether the conditions existing on the property constitute a 
public nuisance under Chapter 10.16(Code) of the Tehama County Code

Owner: Sami J Chartouni
Site Address: 500 Royal Lane, Red Bluff
APN: 039-281-007  (District 3)
Case No: CE-25-131

B) RESOLUTION - Request adoption of a Resolution declaring the existence 
of a public nuisance on the property is a use or condition of the property in 
violation of Tehama County Code10.16; is unsafe or detrimental to public 
health, safety, and/or welfare; ordering abatement thereof; and directing an 
itemized accounting of the costs incurred in abating the nuisance.

V. OTHER  MATTERS

25-19306. DISCUSSION SESSION - DIRECTOR OF PLANNING

A. Discussion - To review and receive input regarding the Planning Commission, 
Chairperson, Vice-Chair, and Ground Water Ad-Hoc committee. 

B. Discussion and possible direction to staff.

VI. DIRECTOR COMMENTS

VII. ADJOURN

NOTE:
Any written materials related to an open session item on this agenda that are submitted to the 
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AGENDA November 20, 2025Tehama County Planning Commission

Planning Department less than 72 hours prior to the Planning Commission Meeting, and that 
are not exempt from disclosure under the Public Records Act, will promptly be made available 
for public inspection at the Tehama County Planning Department, 444 Oak Street, Room “I”, 
Red Bluff, California, during normal business hours. 

Anyone wishing to appeal a decision of the Planning Commission may do so within 10 
calendar days for Use Permits and Tracts (Subdivisions).  A $575.00 filing fee ($745.00 filing 
fee if appealing a Public Works condition) must be submitted with the letter of appeal .  
Requests for a re-hearing must be submitted within 5 calendar days for General Plan 
Amendments and Rezones. The appeal/request with fees must be submitted to:  Tehama 
County Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, P.O. Box 250, 633 Washington Street, Room 12, 
Red Bluff, CA 96080.  

Postmarks will not be accepted.

MINUTES, AGENDAS,and  AGENDA MATERIAL are available on our website at 
https://tehamacounty.legistar.com/Calendar.aspx
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Tehama County

Agenda Request Form

File #: 25-1985 Agenda Date: 11/20/2025 Agenda #: 1.

APPROVAL OF SEPTEMBER 18, 2025, PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING

Requested Action(s)
A. Approval of September 18, 2025, Planning Commission Meeting Minutes

Financial Impact:
None

Background Information:
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Tehama County  Time:         9:00 AM 
Thursday, September 18, 2025 9:00 AM  Location:  Board Chambers 
Planning Commission                  Administration Building 
Meeting Minutes - Draft                  727 Oak Street, Red Bluff,  
 CA 96080 
 
 https://tehamacounty.legistar.com/Cal 
 endar.aspx 

 
 
 
DATE:                     THURSDAY SEPTEMBER 18, 2025 
 
LOCATION:            BOARD CHAMBERS 

                               727 OAK STREET 
                               RED BLUFF, CA 96080 
 

COMMISSIONERS PRESENT: Halpin, Harris, Miranda, Patrick, Jones 
 
COMMISSIONERS ABSENT: None 
 
STAFF PRESENT: Jessica Martinez, Director of Planning 
 Andrew Plett, County Counsel 
 Melinda Touvell, Administrative Secretary III 

 

  

I. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 Chairman Halpin led the Pledge of Allegiance 
 
II. CITIZENS CONCERNS 

Rob Burroughs, Supervisor District 1, stated he is very protective of District 1 and 
hopes the commissioners will listen to what the neighbors and taxpayers have to say 
about the agenda item in his district. 

  
III. MINUTES OF THE MEETING 
 None 
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IV. REGULAR ITEM 
1.USE PERMIT #24-04; SERRANO - FARQUHAR DOG KENNEL  

 Staff recommends the Planning Commission: 
  

Jessica Martinez, Director of Planning, presented Use Permit #24-04; Serrano, 
located at 19085 Farquhar Rd, Cottonwood. 
 
Chairman Halpin asked who prepared the noise study information. 
  
Ms. Martinez stated the applicant did she consulted a noise expert. 
Chairman Halpin opened the public hearing; 
 
Tammy Fuentes, speaking on behalf of Laura Serrano property owner, stated a letter 
from the neighbors was left in the mailbox with the concerns of having a commercial 
kennel in their neighborhood. Ms. Fuentes explained the neighbors said they moved to 
the area to have land, but she stated Ms. Serrano moved out there so she could have 
land with animals. She stated this is only called a commercial kennel because they 
breed their show dogs occasionally. Ms. Fuentes stated the dogs have already been 
there for years, they are just trying to do things the right way.  

  
Maryann Hasbrook stated she does not feel a commercial kennel is suitable for their 
community. Ms. Hasbrook stated she feels a kennel is a nuisance. 
 
Debbie Fenwick, neighbor off Whipple Tree, stated she and her husband bought 
property as an investment not to live on it but feels if the kennel goes in their 
investment will not be an investment anymore.  
 
Ms. Martinez explained that if the permit is approved the conditions stay with the land 
and even if there are new owners the conditions stay with the parcel, and the new 
owners would have to comply.  
 
Mike Ludwig asked if the zoning would be changed for the kennel and would that set a 
president to change all the zoning in that area. 
 
Chairman Halpin stated no it would not change the zoning. 
 
Chairman Halpin closed the public hearing; 
 
Chairman Halpin opened the public hearing; 
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Donna Robertson, owner across the street from Ms. Serrano, stated she is concerned 
that this kennel will cause noise and pollution, and bring more businesses to the area. 
Ms. Robertson stated most neighbors like herself moved out there to get away from 
the hustle and bustle. 
 
Chairman Halpin closed the public hearing; 
 
Chairman Halpin stated he had an objection to Condition 25 
 
Item B was approved July 17, 2025 Planning Commission Meeting with Item C being 
tabled until the September 18, 2025 Planning Commission Meeting.  
 
Commissioner Patrick moved to approve Item C with the removal of Condition 25.  

 
 

A. Public Hearing - Conduct a public hearing to consider Use Permit #24-04 
 
 B. Move that the Planning Commission approve the Findings in Attachment D for  
 Use Permit #24-04; and move that Use Permit #24-04 is exempt from CEQA  
 pursuant to Section 15061 (b)(3); Common Sense Exemption 
   
  RESULT:  Item B: APPROVED  
  MOVER:  Commissioner Harris 
  SECONDER: Commissioner Miranda 

AYES: Harris, Miranda, Halpin, Jones, Patrick 
 
 C. Move that the Planning Commission approve Use Permit #24-04 subject to the  
 Conditions in Attachment E 
 
  RESULT:  Item C: APPROVED 
  MOVER:  Commissioner Patrick 
  SECONDER: Commissioner Miranda 

AYES: Harris, Miranda, Halpin, Jones, Patrick 
  

2.USE PERMIT #25-05; COTTONWOOD VET CLINIC  
 Staff recommends the Planning Commission: 
 

Jessica Martinez, Director of Planning,  presented the public hearing for Cottonwood 
Vet Clinic. 
  

 Chairman Halpin clarified there are no new structures being proposed so it makes it four 
times the minimum zoning for the area. Chairman Halpin asked how many animals 
there are now and how many will be there because of this Use Permit. 
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 Ms. Martinez stated it will be a rotating number, and the applicant can explain. 
 
 Dr Kevin Terra stated the current owner has about 60 animals, but the mission is to 

have a rotation and based on medical needs no more than 15 to 20 animals at most. He 
stated unless there is an emergency like a fire, they will keep it minimal because they 
are in support of the ag community.  

  
 Commissioner Patrick asked if there had been any opposition. 
 
 Mr. Terra stated no  
 
 Chairman Halpin opened public hearing; 
 
 Betty Smith asked where this would be located 
 
 Chairman Halpin stated Pecan and Adams. 
 
 Chairman Halpin closed public hearing; 
 
 Commissioner Patrick made a motion to approve Item B.  
 

A. Public Hearing - Conduct a public hearing to consider Use Permit #25-05  
 
 B. Move that the Planning Commission approve the Findings in Attachment D. for  
 Use Permit #25-05; and move that Use Permit #25-05 is exempt from CEQA  
 pursuant to Section 15061 (b)(3); Common Sense Exemption 
   
  RESULT:  Item B: APPROVED 
  MOVER:  Commissioner Patrick 
  SECONDER: Commissioner Jones 

AYES: Harris, Miranda, Halpin, Jones, Patrick 
 
   
 C. Move that Planning Commission approve Use Permit #25-05 subject to the  
 Conditions in Attachment E. 
 
  
  RESULT:  Item C: APPROVED 
  MOVER:   Commissioner Harris 
  SECONDER: Commissioner Patrick 
  AYES: Harris, Miranda, Jones, Patrick 
  NAYS:  Halpin 
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3. USE PERMIT #25-03; MAZZOTTA  

 Staff recommend the Planning Commission: 
 

Jessica Martinez, Director of Planning, presented Use Permit #25-03; Mazzotta located 
at 19284 Eighmy Rd, Cottonwood. 

 
 Chairman Halpin opened the public hearing; 
 

Kathleen Surval, neighbor directly across the creek from parcel, stated she does object 
to the business, but it can get loud, so she has put bales of hay as a noise barrier.  
 
Betty Smith, neighbor two doors down from parcel, stated she is representing the 
neighborhood group and herself. Ms. Smith stated the two most offensive issues are the 
motorcycle noise level and access to the creek. She stated the noise is a problem for 
her and the animals.  
 
Julie Thurston, neighbor who lives 600 feet north of the parcel, stated in her opinion she 
sees he is only open for appointments during the hours of 8:00 am to 5:00 pm and it 
does not run all day long. Ms. Thurston stated she does not hear an excessive amount 
of noise and feels this having this motorcycle school for children is great. She stated it 
gives a controlled environment, and she has never seen Mazzotta take his riders down 
to the creek.  

 
Adam Weiling, Director of Planning in Anderson, stated he supports Mazzotta 
Motorcycle School and feels it would be a disservice to the community and the youth if it 
was not approved. He stated he built a track at his house 7 years ago and he has 15 
kids who ride at his house every Sunday.  
 
Joe Fuentes stated he is very impressed with how family-oriented the Mazzotta 
Motorcycle School is and that it teaches the kids to ride and race in a safe atmosphere.  
 
Megan Reed stated Mazzotta has taught her, her husband, and kids how to ride safely. 
 
Susan Ochana stated she has volunteered at the school and has witnessed quality 
family time between families. 
 
Denise Whitmier stated her foster child trains at the school with Hawk and feels it has 
been good for him. She stated he came from a rough life, but now this is his life and its 
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good for him.  
 
Kathrine Bouge stated she would like Mr. Mazzotta to find a different place to do his 
school. 
 
Rob Burroughs, District 1 Supervisor, stated he does not feel the school should be in 
this area and advised the commissioners to be careful making a decision.  
 
Hawk Mazzotta, owner of the Mazzotta Motorcycle School, stated the noise level of 
motorcycles that the kids ride is lower than the noise farm equipment makes. Mr. 
Mazzotta stated he works with schools and parents, teachers, and principals reach out 
to him when a child is being bullied, abused, or a rough time. He stated he feels this 
gives them a safe place and teaches them.  
 
Chairman Halpin closed the public hearing; 
 

A. Public Hearing - Conduct a public hearing to consider Use Permit #25-03. 
 

 B. Move that the Planning Commission approve the Findings in Attachment D. for  
 Use Permit #25-03; and move that Use Permit #25-03 is exempt from CEQA  
 pursuant to Section 15061 (b)(3); Common Sense Exemption. 
  
 C. Move that the Planning Commission approve Use Permit #25-03 subject to the  
 Conditions in Attachment E.  
  
 
  RESULT:  TABLED 
  MOVER:  Commissioner Jones 
  SECONDER:  Commissioner Harris  
  AYES: Harris, Halpin, Jones, Patrick  
 RECUSED: Miranda 
 
 

4. GPA #25-01; TEHAMA COUNTY SAFETY ELEMENT AMENDMENT  
  Staff recommends the Planning Commission: 
  
 Jessica Martinez, Director of Planning, presented the Tehama County Safety Element 

Amendment.  
 
 
 A. Public Hearing - Conduct a public hearing to consider GPA #25-01. 
  
 B. Move to recommend that the Board of Supervisors find that the project is  
 exempt from CEQA pursuant to CEQA guidelines Section 15061 (b)(3) and  
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 adopt the findings relative to CEQA in the staff report and as contained in the  
 Board of Supervisors Resolution (Attachment A). 
 

 RESULT:  Item B: APPROVED 
  MOVER:  Commissioner Miranda 
  SECONDER:  Commissioner Harris 
  AYES: Harris, Miranda, Halpin, Jones, Patrick 
 
  
 C. Move to recommend the Board of Supervisors adopt the findings and approve  
 the GPA #25-01 Tehama County Safety Element amendment.  
  

  RESULT:  Item C: APPROVED 
  MOVER:  Commissioner Jones 
  SECONDER:  Commissioner Patrick 
  AYES: Harris, Miranda, Jones, Halpin, Patrick 
 
 
V. DIRECTOR COMMENTS 

Jessica Martinez, Director of Planning, stated there will not be a Planning 
Commission meeting on October 2, 2025, but there will be a meeting on October 16, 
2025. 

 
 
VI. ADJOURN  

Meeting concluded at 12:10 P.M. 
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Tehama County

Agenda Request Form

File #: 25-1993 Agenda Date: 11/20/2025 Agenda #: 2.

APPROVAL OF OCTBOER 16, 2025, PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING

Requested Action(s)
A. Approval of October 16, 2025, Planning Commission Meeting Minutes.

Financial Impact:
None

Background Information:
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Tehama County  Time:         9:00 AM 
Thursday, October 16, 2025, 9:00 AM  Location:  Board Chambers 
Planning Commission                  Administration Building 
Meeting Minutes - Draft                  727 Oak Street, Red Bluff,  
 CA 96080 
 
 https://tehamacounty.legistar.com/Cal 
 endar.aspx 
 Board Chambers 
 
   

DATE:                     THURSDAY OCTOBER 16, 2025 
 
LOCATION:            BOARD CHAMBERS 

                               727 OAK STREET 
                               RED BLUFF, CA 96080 
 

COMMISSIONERS PRESENT: Halpin, Harris, Miranda, Jones 
 
COMMISSIONERS ABSENT: None 
 
STAFF PRESENT: Jessica Martinez, Director of Planning 
 Tanner Burke, Planner I 
 Brittany Ziegler, County Counsel 

 Melinda Touvell, Administrative Secretary III 
  

 
I. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 Chairman Halpin led the Pledge of Allegiance 
 
II. CITIZENS CONCERNS 
 
III. MINUTES OF THE MEETING 
 APPROVAL OF MINUTES – September 4, 2025, Planning Commission Meeting  

A). Waive the reading and approve the minutes of the regular meeting held 
9/4/2025 
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  RESULT:  Item A: Approved  
  MOVER:   Commissioner Miranda 
  SECONDER:  Commissioner Harris 
  AYES: Harris, Miranda, Halpin, Jones 
  ABSENT: Patrick 
 
IV. PUBLIC HEARING 

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH/CODE ENFORCEMENT - Hearing on Notice Issued 
by the Enforcing Officer in Public Nuisance Enforcement Action Against the  

 Premises: 
A) HEARING - Planning Commission shall hold an administrative hearing to 
determine whether the conditions existing on the property constitute a public 
nuisance under Chapter 10.16(Code) of the Tehama County Code 

 
 Owner :  Bryan Pope 
 Site Address: Josie St., Los Molinos 
  APN:  078-400-060  (District 5) 
  Case No.  CE-25-113 
 

B) RESOLUTION - Adoption of a Resolution declaring the existence of a  
 public nuisance on the property is a use or condition of the property in violation of  

Tehama County Code10.16; is unsafe or detrimental to public health, safety, 
and/or welfare; ordering abatement thereof; and directing an itemized accounting 
of the costs incurred in abating the nuisance. 

  
  RESULT: WITHDRAWN 
 
 

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH/CODE ENFORCEMENT - Hearing on Notice Issued 
by the Enforcing Officer in Public Nuisance Enforcement Action Against the  

 Premises: 
 

Ron Robbins, Code Enforcement Officer, presented the code case located at 19285 
Macho Rd., Red Bluff. Mr. Robbins stated that a complaint came about the owner 
having two occupied travel trailers on their property. He stated they went out to the 
property to inspect and found no evidence of occupied trailers. Mr. Robbins stated 
another complaint was made stating that the owner had electric and septic hooked up 
to one of the travel trailers, but Mr. Robbins could not verify if septic was hooked up 
the owner said it did have electricity.  
 
John and Kimberly Moses, property owners at 19285 Macho Rd., stated nobody is 
living in the travel trailers, but their daughter does go out to the trailer to have quiet 
time and spend time with her cats. Mrs. Moses stated the neighbor who is 
complaining harasses and takes pictures of them daily to the point that their daughter 
is scared. They stated their daughter has a disability and the neighbor has no 
compassion.  
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Commissioner Miranda asked if the trailer was being used for full time occupancy. 
 
Mrs. Moses stated no it never has been used for full-time occupancy.  
 
Chairman Halpin asked code enforcement what the actual violation is on the 
property.  
 
Mr. Robbins stated that when the initial complaint came in it was for occupied travel 
trailer use, but we could not find any evidence of them being occupied, only being 
used here and there.  
 
Chairman Halpin opened public comment; 
 
Belinda Hughes, neighbor located on Macho Rd., stated she is fine with the trailer 
being up by their house, but when she noticed it was moved out her front door that’s 
when she had an issue. Mrs. Hughes shared some photos that she had taken of the 
trailer and of Mr. and Mrs. Moses’s daughter coming and going from the travel trailer. 
She stated she is afraid of unpermitted electric because it could cause a fire and 
there is only one way in and out.  
 
Chairman Halpin stated the county does not regulate CCR’s the county recognizes 
their own setback codes.  
 
Chairman Halpin closed the public hearing; 
 

 Commissioner Miranda made a motion to deny the resolution. 
  
 

A) APPEAL HEARING - Planning Commission shall hold an administrative 
hearing to determine whether the conditions existing on the property constitute a 
public nuisance under Chapter 10.16(Code) of the Tehama County Code 

 
Owner:    Moses Family Trust 10/8/2021 John David Moses and Kimberly 

Susanne Moses 
 Site Address:  19285 Macho Rd., Red Bluff 
  APN:  022-390-017  (District 2) 
  Case No.  CE-25-109 
 

B) RESOLUTION - Adoption of a Resolution declaring the existence of a  
public nuisance on the property is a use or condition of the property in violation of  
Tehama County Code10.16; is unsafe or detrimental to public health, safety, 
and/or welfare; ordering abatement thereof; and directing an itemized accounting 
of the costs incurred in abating the nuisance. 
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  RESULT:  Item B: Denied  
  MOVER:   Commissioner Miranda 
  SECONDER:  Commissioner Harris 
  AYES: Harris, Miranda, Halpin, Jones 
  ABSENT: Patrick 

 
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH/CODE ENFORCEMENT - Hearing on Notice Issued 
by the Enforcing Officer in Public Nuisance Enforcement Action Against the  

 Premises: 
 

Clint Weston, Code Enforcement Officer, presented the code case located in 
Campbellville, CA. Mr. Weston stated the parcel is the last one from the Park Fire 
that has not taken advantage of the free clean up. He stated that to be able to forcibly 
take action to clean it up it must be declared a nuisance.  
 
Commissioner Jones made a motion to approve the resolution. 

 
A) HEARING - Planning Commission shall hold an administrative hearing to 
determine whether the conditions existing on the property constitute a public 
nuisance under Chapter 10.16(Code) of the Tehama County Code 

 

Owner:   Haakon Kristiansen 
Site Address: Campbellville, CA 
APN:  081-110-023  (District 5) 
Case No.  CE-25-116 
 

B) RESOLUTION - Adoption of a Resolution declaring the existence of a  
public nuisance on the property is a use or condition of the property in violation of  
Tehama County Code10.16; is unsafe or detrimental to public health, safety, 
and/or welfare; ordering abatement thereof; and directing an itemized accounting 
of the costs incurred in abating the nuisance. 
 
 

  RESULT:  Item B: APPROVED 
  MOVER:  Commissioner Jones 
  SECONDER: Commissioner Harris 
  AYES: Harris, Miranda, Halpin, Jones 
  ABSENT:  Patrick 
 
V. DIRECTOR COMMENTS 

Jessica Martinez, Director of Planning, stated the first meeting in November would be 
cancelled, but there will be a meeting on November 20, 2025. She stated the Ad-Hoc 
for Groundwater meetings on Wednesday’s between 9:00 AM and 11:00 AM.  

 
VI. ADJOURN 
 Meeting concluded at 9:53 AM. 
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Tehama County

Agenda Request Form

File #: 25-1887 Agenda Date: 11/20/2025 Agenda #: 3.

USE PERMIT #24-02; VERIZON WIRELESS - BEEGUM

Requested Action(s)
Staff recommend the Planning Commission:

A. Public Hearing - Conduct a public hearing to consider Use Permit #24-02 and the
associated Mitigated Negative Declaration.

B. Move that Planning Commission approve the Findings in Attachment D for Use Permit
#24-02; including the CEQA Findings for the adoption of the Mitigated Negative
Declaration; and

C. Move that the Planning Commission approve Use Permit #24-02 subject to the
Conditions in Attachment E, and the associated Mitigated Negative Declaration.

Financial Impact:
None at this time.

Background Information:
The applicant is requesting a Use Permit to establish a 130’ monopine consisting of eight (8) panel
antennas, eight (8) radio units, four (4) wireless Raycaps, four (4) Air 6419 antennas, four (4) future
wireless radios, and two (2) 6x12 hybrid cables. Associated equipment includes a 14’ x 10’ x 10’
equipment shelter, and 30kw diesel (132 gallons) generator (UL 142), entire tower. All associated
equipment will be enclosed within an 8’ chain-link fence with brown privacy slats on a 50‘x 50’ leased
area. The fence will have a 12’ wide chain-link access gate. The proposed project is on an 11.05-acre
parcel in an R1-A-MH:B435; One-Family Residence District - Animal Raising Combining District -
Special Mobile Home Combining District/ RL; Rural Residential - Large Lot General Plan designation.
(see attachment A- Vicinity Map).
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STAFF REPORT 
 
DATE: November 20, 2025 
 
TO: Tehama County Planning Commission  
 
FROM: Jessica Martinez 
 
SUBJECT: USE PERMIT #24-02, TO ALLOW VERIZON WIRELESS TO ESTABLISH A 

NEW 130’ MONOPINE ON 11.05 ACRES IN AN R1-A-MH:B435; ONE 
FAMILY RESIDENCE – ANIMAL COMBINING DISTRICT – SPECIAL 
MOBILE HOME COMBINING DISTRICT/RL; RURAL LARGE LOT 
GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION ; APN: 007-420-045 

 
SUMMARY: 
The applicant is requesting a Use Permit to establish a 130’ monopine consisting of eight (8) 
panel antennas, eight (8) radio units, four (4) wireless Raycaps, four (4) Air 6419 antennas, four 
(4) future wireless radios, and two (2) 6x12 hybrid cables.  Associated equipment includes a 14’ 
x 10’ x 10’ equipment shelter, and 30kw diesel (132 gallons) generator (UL 142), entire tower.  
All associated equipment will be enclosed within an 8’ chain-link fence with brown privacy slats 
on a 50‘x 50’ leased area.  The fence will have a 12’ wide chain-link access gate.  The 
proposed project is on an 11.05-acre parcel in an R1-A-MH:B435; One-Family Residence 
District – Animal Raising Combining District – Special Mobile Home Combining District/ RL; 
Rural Residential – Large Lot General Plan designation. (see attachment A- Vicinity Map). 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT: 
The Tehama County Planning Department determined that the proposed Use Permit would not 
have any significant impact on the environment with the incorporation of fifteen (15) mitigation 
measures (found in Attachment C Conditions/Mitigations) and would not substantially increase 
the demand for County services. Planning staff evaluated the proposed project based on the 
use of the Tehama County Environmental Impact Check list.  Therefore, a proposed notice of 
intent to adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration was circulated for public review and comments 
from August 26, 2025, to September 26, 2025 (Mitigated Negative Declaration Attachment 
F). 
 
GENERAL PLAN AND ZONING CONSISTENCY FINDINGS: 
The proposed project will be consistent with the R-1 section of Uses Requiring Use Permits of 
the zoning code. The project is located at 17025 Southlake Road, Cottonwood, CA 96022, at 
the intersection of South Lake Road, Basler Road and Quail Ridge Road. Which is surrounded 
by residential lands. The cell tower is consistent with all elements of the General Plan, as well 
as the One-Family Residential District Land Use designation. The site location is within the North 
I-5 County Planning Area.  Therefore, the proposed Use Permit project will comply with the 
Tehama County General Plan designation (See Attachment C-General Plan Land Use Map). 
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PUBLIC NOTICE:  
A public hearing notice was published in the local newspaper on October 25, 2025, and 
distributed to property owners within a 2,500 ft. radius of the project on October 21, 2025. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
Staff recommends that the Planning Commission: 

 

A. Public Hearing – Conduct a public hearing to consider Use Permit #24-
02 and the associated Mitigated Negative Declaration.  
 

B. Move that the Planning Commission approve the Findings in 
Attachment D for Use Permit #24-02; including the CEQA Findings for 
the adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration; and 

 
C. Move that the Planning Commission approve Use Permit #24-02 subject 

to the Conditions in Attachment E, and the associated Mitigated 
Negative Declaration. 

 
ATTACHMENTS 
A.  Vicinity Map  
B.  Verizon Wireless Site Plan 
C.  General Plan Land Use Map 
D.  Use Permit # 24-02 Findings 
E.  Use Permit # 24-02 Conditions of Approval 
F.   Mitigated Negative Declaration 
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TEHAMA COUNTY FIRE DEPARTMENT CONDITIONS:

1. ALL PARCELS SHALL BE LAID OUT TO ALLOW SETBACK FOR STRUCTURE DEFENSIBLE SPACE IN ACCORDANCE WITH
TEHAMA COUNTY ORDINANCE (TCO) 2023, ARTICLE V, SECTION 9.14.071

"ALL PARCELS 1 ACRE AND LARGER WITHIN THE COUNTY SHALL PROVIDE A MINIMUM 30' FOOT SETBACK FOR BUILDINGS AND
ACCESSORY BUILDINGS FROM ALL PROPERTY LINES AND/OR THE CENTER OF A ROAD".

2. ALL PARCELS SHALL ALLOW FOR EMERGENCY ACCESS (DRIVEWAYS) THAT SHALL MEET OR EXCEED ARTICLE II OF
TEHAMA COUNTY CODE CHAPTER 9.14, SECTIONS 9.14.020, 9.14.022, 9.14.023, 9.14.024, 9.14.025, 9.14.026, 9.14.027, 9.14.030,
9.14.031.

a. THE ROADWAY SHALL BE DESIGNED AND CONSTRUCTED TO SUPPORT A 75,000 LBS. LOAD AND BE CONSTRUCTED OF AT
MINIMUM OF AN AGGREGATE BASE TO PROVIDE ALL WEATHER ACCESS.

b. THE ROADWAY SHALL BE 10 FOOT MINIMUM AND SHALL NOT EXCEED A 16 PERCENT GRADE.
c. GATED ACCESS SHALL PROVIDE AN APPROVED FIRE DEPARTMENT LOCKING SYSTEM (KNOX PADLOCK #3770, CALIFORNIA

FIRE CODE 506.1.1). THE ENTRANCE SHALL BE A MINIMUM OF 14 FEET HORIZONTAL WIDTH AND PROVIDE A MINIMUM OF 15
FEET VERTICAL CLEARANCE.

3. THE ESTABLISHED SITE SHALL HAVE A PERMANENTLY POSTED PLACARD DISPLAYING A 24-HOUR EMERGENCY CONTACT
PHONE NUMBER. THE SIZE OF LETTERS, NUMBERS, AND SYMBOLS FOR THE PLACARD SHALL BE A MINIMUM 3-INCH LETTER
HEIGHT, 3/8-INCH STROKE, REFLECTORIZED AND CONTRASTING WITH THE BACKGROUND COLOR OF THE PLACARD. THE
PLACARD MUST BE VISIBLE WHEN APPROACHING THE TOWER SITE FROM THE REQUIRED ROAD ACCESS AND SHALL BE
MAINTAINED THROUGHOUT THE LIFE OF THE SITE.
4.       VISIBLE HAZARD IDENTIFICATION SIGNS AS SPECIFIED IN NFPA 704 STANDARD SYSTEM FOR THE IDENTIFICATION OF THE
HAZARDS OF MATERIALS FOR EMERGENCY RESPONSE, FOR THE SPECIFIC MATERIAL CONTAINED SHALL BE PLACED ON
STATIONARY CONTAINERS AND ABOVEGROUND TANKS AND AT ENTRANCES TO LOCATIONS WHERE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
ARE STORED, DISPENSED, USED OR HANDLED IN QUANTITIES REQUIRING A PERMIT AND AT SPECIFIC ENTRANCES AND
LOCATIONS DESIGNATED BY THE FIRE MARSHAL. (CFC 5003.5)

5.       THE ESTABLISHED SITE AND ALL VEHICLE PARKING AREAS SHALL BE CLEARED OF ALL FLAMMABLE FUELS AT ALL TIMES.
6.        DEFENSIBLE SPACE IS REQUIRED TO BE MAINTAINED AT ALL TIMES, WHENEVER FLAMMABLE VEGETATIVE CONDITIONS
EXIST. ONE HUNDRED FEET (100 FT.) OF DEFENSIBLE SPACE CLEARANCE SHALL BE MAINTAINED AROUND ALL STRUCTURES. (14
CCR 1299.03 AND TITLE 9 TCO 9.05.080)

7.        ALL OPERATIONS AND EQUIPMENT ON THE JOB SITE SHALL CONFORM TO PUBLIC RESOURCE CODE SECTIONS 4427, 4442,
AND 4443.
8.        ALL PROJECTS REQUIRING CONDITIONING SHALL BE SUBJECT TO THE REQUIREMENTS SET FORTH IN THE CURRENTLY
ADOPTED EDITION OF THE CALIFORNIA FIRE CODE. ALL WORK SHALL COMPLY WITH THE LATEST ADOPTED LOCAL, STATE AND
FEDERAL LAWS AND ORDINANCES WHETHER SHOWN IN THESE documents or not.

1

NOTES:

· SUPPORT STRUCTURES, ANTENNAS, AND
ANY ASSOCIATED HARDWARE SHALL HAVE
A NON- REFLECTIVE FINISH THAT IS
MAINTAINED FOR THE LIFE OF THE FACILITY

GENERAL NOTES:

1. ALL GROUND LEVEL SUPPORT FACILITIES SHALL BE PLACED IN AN EQUIPMENT BUILDING PAINTED AND/OR SCREENED
FROM VIEW. ALL AESTHETIC TREATMENTS SHALL BE MAINTAINED AS APPROVED FOR THE LIFE OF THE FACILITY;

2. AESTHETICALLY COMPATIBLE MATERIALS AND VENEERS SUCH AS WOOD, BRICK, OR STUCCO SHALL BE USED FOR
EQUIPMENT BUILDINGS, WHICH SHALL BE DESIGNED TO ARCHITECTURALLY MATCH THE EXTERIOR OF RESIDENTIAL
STRUCTURES, IF ANY, IN THE AREA OR BLEND INTO THE SURROUNDING ENVIRONMENT.

3. THE MINIMUM LOT AREA FOR A FACILITY SHALL BE BASED ON REQUIRED SETBACKS AS SET FORTH IN THE TEHAMA
COUNTY ZONING CODE OR THE TEHAMA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN;

THE APPLICANT/OWNER/REPRESENTATIVE SHALL DEMONSTRATE IN WRITING THAT THE PROPOSED COMMUNICATION FACILITY
AND ITS PROPOSED PLACEMENT, ATTACHMENT, ADHERENCE, ERECTION, SITTING AND/OR LOCATION COMPLIES WITH ALL
APPLICABLE PROVISIONS OF THE TEHAMA COUNTY ZONING CODE AND OTHER APPLICABLE ORDINANCES;

4. APPLICANTS WHICH OPERATE COMMON CARRIER COMMUNICATION FACILITIES (SPECIFICALLY, BUT NOT LIMITED TO
CELLULAR, PCS, SMR AND PAGING SERVICE LICENSEES OF THE FCC) SHALL PROVIDE WRITTEN EVIDENCE THAT THE
APPLICANT HAS PROVIDED NOTICE TO ALL FCC LICENSED WIRELESS COMMUNICATION SERVICE CARRIERS OPERATING
WITHIN THE COUNTY OF THE PLANS TO DEVELOP THE SITE; 1

1

1

BASLER ROAD

(E) BUILDIN

(E) BUILDIN(E) BUILDIN

(E) BUILDIN
(E) BUILDIN

2

(100 FT.) OF DEFENSIBLE
SPACE CLEARANCE SHALL
BE MAINTAINED AROUND
ALL STRUCTURES

22
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2
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ATTACHMENT D 
 

U.P. #24-02;  
Beegum 

 
FINDINGS 

CEQA 
 

Finding #1 
The Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration for Use Permit #24-02 meets the 
requirements of CEQA and its Guidelines. Based on the completion and 
circulation of the projects Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration, the 
Tehama County Planning Department determined that the proposed Use Permit 
would not have any significant impacts on the environment with the incorporation 
of fifteen mitigation measures and would not substantially increase the demand 
for County services. The Initial Study for Use Permit #24-02 has been prepared 
and a Mitigated Negative Declaration has been filed and circulated through the 
CEQA process that includes the acceptance and date stamping of all comments 
received. 

  
PROJECT 
  

Finding #2 
The location, size, design and operating characteristics of the proposed use will 
be compatible with and will not adversely affect or be materially detrimental to 
uses, buildings or structure within the neighborhood and/or area including the 
availability of civic facilities and utilities. The project is using a monopine design in 
a treed area on a 11.05 acre lot. Therefore, the project will maintain harmony in 
scale, bulk, coverage, and density with the surrounding area. The project will not 
be harmful upon the desirable neighborhood character; to the generation of traffic, 
and the capacity and physical character of surrounding streets or to any other 
relevant impact of the proposed use. 
 
Finding #3 
The impacts as described in this report, as well as described in Tehama County 
Zoning Code Section 17.70.040 & 17.71, and the location of the proposed use, are 
consistent with the Tehama County General Plan. The establishment of a 
monopole telecommunications tower at the existing location in a residential area 
is consistent with General Plan Goal LU-9, “To accommodate cellular tower 
facilities while requiring sitting provisions that protects the visual quality and 
character of the County.” 
 
Finding #4 
That the telecommunications tower, at its proposed location, will provide a service 
to the community. The applicant intends to establish a telecommunications tower 
that will provide services for residents within the area. The tower will allow the 
nearby residents to have wireless and internet services that are currently very poor 
within this area, thereby continuing to contribute to the well-being of the 
community. 
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ATTACHMENT E 
 

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL  
 

Condition #1 
COMPLIANCE WITH LOCAL, STATE AND/OR FEDERAL LAWS: The permittee 
and future project owner(s) shall comply with all of the latest adopted local, state and 
federal laws, regulations, standards and requirements including Tehama County’s 
Building and Safety Code. Tehama County Planning Department 

 
Condition #2 

COMPLIANCE WITH AGENCY REQUIREMENTS: The Permittee shall obtain any 
and all local, state and/or federal permits, licenses, and/or other approvals for the 
construction and/or operation of the Project. This shall include, but not be limited to, 
local requirements by Tehama County Environmental Health Department, Tehama 
County Planning Department, Tehama County Building and Safety Department, 
Tehama County Air Pollution Control District, Tehama County Public Works 
Department, Tehama County Cooperative Fire Protection, and Tehama County 
Sheriff/Coroner's office.  Permittee shall likewise comply with all such permit 
requirements. Tehama County Planning Department 
 

Condition #3 
SETBACKS: All parcels shall be laid out to allow setback for structure defensible 
space in accordance with Tehama County Ordinance (TCO) 2023, Article V, Section 
9.14.071 (a) "All parcels 1 acre and larger within the county shall provide a minimum 
30' foot setback for buildings and accessory buildings from all property lines and/or 
the center of a road". Tehama County Cooperative Fire Protection 

Condition #4 
EMERGENCY ACCESS: All parcels shall allow for emergency access (driveways) 
that shall meet or exceed Article II of Tehama County Code Chapter 9.14, Sections 
9.14.020, 9.14.022, 9.14.023, 9.14.024, 9.14.025, 9.14.026, 9.14.027, 9.14.030, 
9.14.031. a. The roadway shall be designed and constructed to support a 75,000 lbs. 
load and be constructed of at minimum of an aggregate base to provide all weather 
access. b. The roadway shall be 10 foot minimum and shall not exceed a 16 percent 
grade. c. Gated access shall provide an approved Fire Department locking system 
(KNOX PADLOCK #3770, California Fire Code 506.1.1). The entrance shall be a 
minimum of 14 feet horizontal width and provide a minimum of 15 feet vertical 
clearance. Tehama County Cooperative Fire Protection 

Condition #5 
EMERGENCY CONTACT: The established site shall have a permanently posted 
placard displaying a 24-hour emergency contact phone number. The size of letters, 
numbers, and symbols for the placard shall be a minimum 3-inch letter height, 3/8-
inch stroke, reflectorized and contrasting with the background color of the placard. 
The placard must be visible when approaching the tower site from the required road 
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access and shall be maintained throughout the life of the site. Tehama County 
Cooperative Fire Protection 

Condition #6 
HAZARD IDENTIFICATION: Visible hazard identification signs as specified in NFPA 
704 Standard System for the Identification of the Hazards of Materials for Emergency 
Response, for the specific material contained shall be placed on stationary containers 
and aboveground tanks and at entrances to locations where hazardous materials are 
stored, dispensed, used or handled in quantities requiring a permit and at specific 
entrances and locations designated by the Fire Marshal. (CFC 5003.5) Tehama 
County Cooperative Fire Protection 

Condition #7 
FLAMABLE FUELS: The established site and all vehicle parking areas shall be 
cleared of all flammable fuels at all times. Tehama County Cooperative Fire 
Protection 

Condition #8 
DEFENSIBLE SPACE: Defensible space is required to be maintained at all times, 
whenever flammable vegetative conditions exist. One hundred feet (100 ft.) of 
defensible space clearance shall be maintained around all structures. (14 CCR 
1299.03 and Title 9 TCO 9.05.080) Tehama County Cooperative Fire Protection 

Condition #9 
EQUIPMENT: All operations and equipment on the job site shall conform to Public 
Resource Code Sections 4427, 4442, and 4443. Tehama County Cooperative Fire 
Protection 

Condition #10 
FIRE CODE: All projects requiring conditioning shall be subject to the requirements 
set forth in the currently adopted edition of the California Fire Code. All work shall 
comply with the latest adopted local, state and federal laws and ordinances whether 
shown in these documents or not. Tehama County Cooperative Fire Protection 

Condition #11 
BUILDING STANDARDS: Submit structural engineering, energy calculations (if 
required) and complete construction plans (including complete foundation, floor, 
lateral and roof framing plan) showing compliance with 2022 Title 24 code editions. 
Additional corrections may be required subsequent to your submittal. Tehama 
County Department of Building and Safety 

Condition #12 
SITE INFORMATION: Indicate the address of the building or location, accessor’s 
parcel number (APN), zoning, the name, address and phone numbers of owner(s) 
and person(s) preparing the plans of the cover sheet of the plans. Tehama County 
Department of Building and Safety 
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Condition #13 
CONSTRUCTION TYPE: Indicate the occupancy type, type of construction, square 
footage and current Code Editions - 2022 CRC, CBC, CEC, CPC, CGBSC and the 
2019 Energy Code. Tehama County Department of Building and Safety 

Condition #14 
SIGNATURES: Please provide a signature on each sheet of the individual 
responsible for the preparation of the sheet. Number all sheets and provide a sheet 
index on the cover page. Tehama County Department of Building and Safety 

Condition #15   
SEPARATE PERMITS: Separate building permits are required for photovoltaic 
systems, fire sprinklers (submit to fire marshal), retaining walls, swimming pools, 
demolition. Tehama County Department of Building and Safety 

Condition #16 
TRUSS CALCULATIONS: Submit digitally stamped truss calculations for review 
including a digitally stamped/signed review and approval letter from the projects 
design professional (architect and/or engineer) stating that they have reviewed the 
truss calculations, and they are in conformance with their structural design. Tehama 
County Department of Building and Safety 

Condition #17 
ALTERNATE MATERIALS: Alternate materials/methods form shall be filled out and 
submitted to Tehama County Building Department. Tehama County Department of 
Building and Safety 

Condition #18 
SITE PLAN: Provide fully dimensioned site plan to scale. Provide north arrow. Show 
property lines, easements, and new building locations. Dimension front, side and rear 
distances to property lines and between buildings. Indicate finish and existing ground 
slope grades. Clearly show the locations of sizes of water lines, gas lines, sewer lines 
and electrical service and/or feeders. Indicate the location of the water and electrical 
meters. All structures and improvements on the parcel shall be shown with their uses 
accurately noted on the site plan. Tehama County Department of Building and 
Safety 

Condition #19 
LAND DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS: The Developer/Applicant shall comply with 
the following;  

A. All the pertinent requirements of Title16, Subdivisions, Chapters 16.04 thru 
16.40 of the Tehama County Code, the Tehama County Land Development 
and Engineering Design Standards (TCLD&EDS), and the Subdivision Map 
Act, as amended. 

B. The requirements of the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) 
regarding storm water permitting via Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 
(SWPPP). Tehama County Public Works Department 
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Condition #20 
MITIGATION MEASURE #VII.1: GRADING PERMIT: The Developer/Applicant 
shall submit a Grading Plan and obtain a Grading Permit from Tehama County 
Public Works prior to the start of any work related to construction of access road 
and tower site. Tehama County Public Works Department 

Condition #21 
WATER QUALITY PERMIT: Applicant shall obtain a General Construction Activity 
Permit from California Regional Water Quality Control Board prior to the start of 
any work related to road construction of access road, grading or building 
construction if total disturbed area is greater than one (1) acre. Tehama County 
Public Works Department 

Condition #22 
MITIGATION MEASURE #IV.1: BIOLOGICAL SURVEYS: A visual analysis of 
aerial imagery and a CNDDB query demonstrate that the Project may contain 
suitable habitat for state special status species and wetlands. A basic biological 
assessment should first be conducted and typically includes a desktop review and 
botanical, wildlife, and habitat surveys, conducted at the appropriate time of the 
year, to determine whether protocol surveys for special status species are 
warranted. CDFW recommends analyzing all plant and wildlife species identified in 
the CNDDB and other biological resource databases (U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, California Native Plant Society, or other pertinent references) for their 
potential to occur within the Project area. Please note that the CNDDB is a positive 
sighting database and therefore does not predict where resources may occur. All 
species with potential to occur, included on database lists or not, should be 
thoroughly analyzed for potential impacts from Project implementation.  
 
The following information should be included in the biological assessment:  
 
1. Date/time/weather conditions during the survey(s).  

2. A description of the natural environment.   
 
3. A list of common species, special status plants and wildlife species, habitat 
observed onsite at the time of the survey(s), and invasive plant species.  
 
4. Rare/local/unusual species and habitats present during the survey(s).  
 
5. A thorough assessment of rare plants and sensitive natural communities should 
be conducted following CDFW’s March 2018 Protocols for Surveying and 
Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations and Sensitive 
Natural Communities.  
 
6. If habitat is present for special status plants or wildlife, focused species-specific 
surveys should be conducted at the appropriate time of year and/or time of day 
when the species are active or otherwise identifiable. Please refer to CDFW’s 
Survey and Monitoring Protocol Guidelines for some special status species that 
have potential to occur. For those species not included in the above link, species-
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specific survey procedures should be developed in consultation with CDFW and/or 
otherwise approved by CDFW.  
 
7. A delineation of all wetlands, lakes, streams, and any associated riparian 
habitats (as defined by the State of California) should be performed. A thorough 
impact analysis should also be included for any potentially affected wetlands, 
lakes, streams, and riparian habitat found onsite and offsite. The delineation report 
should include a preliminary jurisdictional delineation, including wetlands 
identification pursuant to the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service wetland definition, as 
adopted by CDFW, and should be provided for agency and public review. Please 
note that some wetland and riparian habitats subject to CDFW’s authority may 
extend beyond the jurisdictional limits of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. In 
addition to “federally protected wetlands” (see CEQA Appendix G (IV)(c)), CDFW 
considers impacts to any wetlands (as defined by CDFW) as potentially significant.  
 
8. Impacts to wildlife movement areas, wildlife corridors, and other critical 
seasonal-use areas should be fully evaluated, and impact analysis provided.  
 
9. Thorough discussion of direct and indirect Project-related impacts, including 
adverse impacts and/or beneficial impacts, to all biological resources. This should 
include quantitative impact numbers to species and acreage of habitat(s). Impacts 
analysis should include all components of the Project including pre-construction 
activities, active construction activities, long-term management activities of the 
facility and decommissioning of the facility.  
 
10. Avoidance and minimization, and mitigation measures, if warranted, for adverse 
Project-related impacts to sensitive plants, wildlife, and habitats should be 
developed and thoroughly discussed. All measures should first emphasize 
avoidance and reduction of Project impacts. For unavoidable impacts, the feasibility 
of onsite habitat restoration or enhancement should be discussed. If onsite 
mitigation is not feasible, offsite mitigation through habitat creation, enhancement, 
acquisition, and/or preservation in perpetuity should be addressed. California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife 

Condition #23 
MITIGATION MEASURE #IV.2: NESTING BIRDS: The ISMND offers BIO-2 for the 
protection of nesting birds. CDFW recommends revising the measure to include the 
following specific language:  

To avoid impacts to all nesting birds and/or raptors protected under Fish & Game 
Code Sections 3503 and 3503.5 and the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act, one of 
the following should be implemented:  

a) Vegetation removal and other ground-disturbing activities should occur between 
September 1 and January 31, when birds are not anticipated to be nesting; or  

b) If vegetation removal or ground disturbing activities occur during the nesting 
season, a pre-construction nesting bird survey should be conducted by a qualified 
biologist to identify active nests in and adjacent to the Project area. 
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Surveys should begin prior to sunrise and continue until vegetation and nests have 
been sufficiently observed. The survey should consider acoustic impacts and line of 
sight Project disturbances to determine a sufficient survey radius to maximize 
observations of nesting birds. A nesting bird survey report should be prepared and, 
at a minimum, the report should include a description of the area surveyed, date and 
time of the survey, ambient conditions, bird species observed, a description of any 
active nests observed, any evidence of breeding behaviors (e.g., courtship, carrying 
nest materials or food, etc.), and a description of any outstanding conditions that 
may have impacted the survey results (e.g., weather conditions, excess noise, 
presence of predators).  

If an active nest is located during pre-construction surveys, a non-disturbance buffer 
should be established around the nest by a qualified biologist in consultation with 
CDFW and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to comply with Fish & Game Code 
Sections 3503 and 3503.5 and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. Compliance measures 
may include, but are not limited to, exclusion buffers, sound-attenuation measures, 
seasonal work closures based on the known biology and life history of the species 
identified during the survey, as well as ongoing monitoring by biologists.  

Nesting bird surveys should be conducted no more than one week prior to the 
initiation of construction. If construction activities are delayed or suspended for more 
than one week after the pre-construction nesting bird survey, the site should be 
resurveyed. California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

Condition #24 
MITIGATION MEASURE #IV.3: BATS: Bats are considered non-game mammals 
and are afforded protection by state law from take and/or harassment (Fish & G. 
Code, § 4150; Cal. Code of Regs., § 251.1). Construction activities, including ground 
disturbance, vegetation removal, and any activities leading to increased noise levels, 
may have direct and/or indirect impacts on bats and bat roosts.  
 
CDFW recommends the Biological Evaluation/Biological Assessment provide a 
thorough discussion of potential impacts to bats and bat roosts from Project activities. 
If applicable, avoidance and minimization measures should be included to reduce 
impacts to less than significant.  
 
Trees that contain cavities, crevices, or exfoliated bark have high potential to be used 
by various bat species. If land alteration and/or removal of trees with the above-
referenced characteristics will occur, a thorough survey should be conducted by a 
qualified biologist to determine if bat roosting opportunities are present prior to tree 
removal. Two-step removal of trees containing occupied bat roosts or providing 
suitable bat habitat, must only be conducted during seasonal periods of bat activity 
and may not be conducted in summer months (May 1 to August 14). Trees with 12” 
diameter at breast height (DBH) or greater with potentially suitable roosting features 
should be clearly marked by a qualified biologist and may be removed as follows:  
 
1. To avoid impacts to roosting bats, removal of trees should occur only during the 

following time frames and subject to the following weather conditions, or as 
otherwise approved/recommended by a qualified biologist:  
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- Between March 15 and April 30, and between August 15 and October 1; and 

4  
- Between October 2 and March 14 when evening temperatures are above 

45°F, and no more than ½” of rainfall within a 24 hour period prior to tree 
removal.  
 

2. Trees shall be removed using a two-step process to allow bats the opportunity to 
abandon the roost prior to removal. The two-sept removal process is as follows:  
 
Day 1: Remove small-diameter trees, brush, and non-habitat features of large 
trees (branches without cavities, crevices, or exfoliating bark) to create noise and 
vibration disturbance on the tree and to alter the air flow and temperature around 
the roost feature thus encouraging bats to vacate roost features on their own. The 
tree shall then be left for 24 hours to allow the bats to move to another roost site. 
No excavators, grinders, or other heavy equipment should be used for first day 
trimming of bat habitat trees.  
 
Day 2: If bats may be in branches that can be removed from the tree and set 
aside, cut the branches off intact and set them upright against trees away from 
the Project area to allow any bats present to passively escape. Then, remove the 
remainder of the tree.  

 
This two-step process changes the microhabitat of the area, causing bats to vacate 
under their own volition, therefore minimizing direct and indirect impacts to bat 
species. California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

Condition #25 
MITIGATION MEASURE #IV.4: CROTCH”S BUMBLE BEE: The September 2024 
biological resource assessment does not include Crotch’s bumble bee. On 
September 30, 2022, the California Fish and Game Commission accepted a petition 
to list Crotch’s bumble bee (Bombus crotchii, CBB) as endangered under CESA, 
advancing the species to the candidacy stage of the CESA listing process. Candidate 
species are granted full protection under CESA during this period. Take of any 
endangered, threatened, or candidate species that results from the Project is 
prohibited, except as authorized by state law (Fish & G. Code, §§ 86, 2062, 2067, 
2068, 2080, 2085; Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 786.9). Additionally, CBB has a state 
ranking of S2, of which are imperiled and extremely rare (often five or fewer 
populations) and is listed as an invertebrate of conservation priority under the 
Terrestrial and Vernal Pool Invertebrates of Conservation Priority. CBB thrives in 
regions that offer a diverse array of flowering plants with suitable nesting sites, such 
as those available throughout the Project area. CBB may inhabit diverse habitats 
including woodlands, grasslands, shrublands, agricultural lands and urban 
landscapes. Without appropriate avoidance and minimization measures for CBB, 
direct mortality and potentially significant indirect impacts associated with ground- 
and vegetation-disturbing activities may occur as a result of the Project. Indirect 
impacts may include loss of foraging plants, changes in foraging behavior, burrow 
collapse, nest abandonment, reduced nest success, and a reduction in health and 
vigor of eggs, young and/or queens. Due to this Projects overlap with this species 
range, CDFW recommends a CCB habitat assessment is performed by a qualified 
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biologist. If CBB habitat is found to occur in the Project area, avoidance and 
minimization measures should be employed to avoid potential impacts in accordance 
with CDFW’s June 2023 Survey Considerations for California Endangered Species 
Act (CESA) Candidate Bumble Bee Species. California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife 

 
Condition #26 

MITIGATION MEASURE #IV.5: CALIFORNIA ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT: 
Please be advised that a CESA Incidental Take Permit must be obtained if the Project 
has the potential to result in “take” (hunt, pursue, catch, capture, kill, or attempt 
thereof) of plants or animals listed under CESA, either during construction or over the 
life of the project. Issuance of a CESA permit is subject to CEQA documentation; the 
CEQA document must specify impacts, mitigation measures, and a mitigation 5 
monitoring and reporting program. If the Project has the potential to result in take of 
a CESA-listed species, early consultation is encouraged, as significant modification 
to the Project may be necessary to minimize and fully mitigate impacts as required 
by Fish and Game Code section 2081(b)(2). California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife 
 

Condition #27 
MITIGATION MEASURE #IV.6: LAKE AND STREAMBED ALTERATION 
AGREEMENT: Fish and Game Code Section 1602 requires any person, state or 
local governmental agency, or public utility to notify CDFW prior to beginning any 
activity that may do one or more of the following:  
 
1. Substantially divert or obstruct the natural flow of the bed, channel, or bank of any 
river, stream, or lake; or  
 
2. Substantially change or use any material from the bed, channel, or bank of any 
river, stream, or lake; or  
 
3. Deposit or dispose of debris, waste, or other material containing crumbled, flaked, 

or ground pavement where it may pass into any river, stream, or lake.  
 

Please note that "any river, stream, or lake" includes those that are dry for periods of 
time as well as those that flow year-round. If you are not certain if an activity requires 
notification, CDFW recommends you notify. Information about notifying CDFW for 
Fish and Game Code Section 1602 is available here: Lake and Streambed Alteration 
Program. California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

Condition #28 
MITIGATION MEASURE #IV.7: AVOIDING INADVERTENT WILDLIFE 
ENTRAPMENT: If Project activities include trenching or excavating, CDFW 
recommends securely covering any open trench or excavation prior to stopping work 
each day and/or a wildlife exit ramp should be installed to prevent wildlife entrapment. 
If pipes are left out onsite, CDFW recommends inspection for wildlife prior to burying, 
capping, moving, or filling. California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
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Condition #29 
MITIGATION MEASURE #IV.8: FENCING: CDFW understands fences are essential 
for controlling trespass however, inappropriately designed or placed fencing may 
create serious hazards and/or barriers for wildlife. Therefore, CDFW strongly 
encourages perimeter fencing be designed and implemented to alleviate potential 
hazards to wildlife. This resource may provide useful information about wildlife 
friendly fencing techniques: A Landowners Guide to Wildlife Friendly Fences. 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

 
Condition #30 

MITIGATION MEASURE #IV.9: LIGHTING: Studies have shown that artificial 
lighting has adverse effects on wildlife and plant species. The effects may include, 
but are not limited to, alteration of flowering, photosynthesis, foraging, reproduction, 
navigation (being attracted to or deterred from), migration patterns (including 
movement barriers of light) and predator-prey dynamics. To minimize adverse effects 
of artificial light on wildlife, CDFW recommends that lighting fixtures associated with 
the Project be downward facing, fully shielded, and designed and installed to 
minimize light-pollution and spillover of light onto adjacent wildlife habitat. Studies 
have found that it’s best to use lower-intensity, warmer-colored lighting that may also 
be lower on the light spectrum (lower Kelvin values with fewer short-wavelength blue 
light emissions) (Gaston et al., 2017). California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

 
Condition #31 

MITIGATION MEASURE #IV.10: NATIVE VEGETATION IN LANDSCAPING: The 
Project includes landscaping, thus, CDFW encourages landscaping with vegetation 
native to the local area. Benefits of utilizing native vegetation in landscaping are 
numerous and include providing vital resources for native wildlife such as 
hummingbirds and other beneficial pollinators, conserving water, 6 reducing pesticide 
use, and reducing landscaping maintenance. The California Native Plant Society 
(CNPS) website includes a variety of useful information and tools to help determine 
which native species occur in a particular area, information on care and maintenance 
of native species, and contacts for purchasing native plants or seeds. The CNPS tool 
Calscape generates a list of native plants that grow in an area based on a specific 
address and can be used to develop a planting palate for landscaping plans. For 
more information regarding the importance of using native species in landscaping, 
please refer to the CNPS Guidelines for Landscaping to Protect Native Vegetation 
from Genetic Degradation. California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
 

Condition #32 
INITIAL DEVELOPMENT: Prior to the commencement of initial development and/or 
construction the District will require:  

1. Development fee application to comply with District’s Indirect Source Fee 
Program (Rule 2:11D) for construction of a new single family residential/multi-family 
dwelling(s).  

2. An Authority to Construct must be submitted for the diesel generator. 

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me at (530) 
527-3717. Tehama County Air Pollution District 
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Condition #33 
MITIGATION MEASURE #V.1: CULTURAL RESOURCES PROTECTION:  Should 
any cultural resources, such as structural features, unusual amounts of bone or 
shell, artifacts, human remains, or architectural remains be encountered during any 
development activities, work shall be suspended and a qualified archaeologist shall 
be consulted, before construction continues.  The qualified archaeologist could 
require the following: including but not limited to, researching and identifying the 
history of the resource(s), mapping the locations, and photographing the resource.  
In addition, pursuant to Section 5097.98 of the State Public Resources Code, and 
Section 7050.5 of the State Health and Safety Code, in the event of the discovery of 
any human remains, all work is to stop and the County Coroner shall be immediately 
notified.  If the remains are determined to be Native American, guidelines of the 
Native American Heritage Commission shall be adhered to in the treatment and 
disposition of the remains. Tehama County Planning Department 

Condition #34 
MITIGATION MEASURE #XVIII.1: INADVERTENT DISCOVERY PROTOCOL: The 
Final Map shall contain the following Note, “If any new cultural resources are located 
during project activities, all work in the vicinity of the discovery must stop and a qualified 
archaeologist must immediately be notified. Archaeological and historic-period 
resources in the region may include:  

§ Archeological materials: flaked stone tools (projectile point, biface, scraper, etc.) 
and debitage (flakes) made of chert, obsidian, etc., groundstone milling tools and 
fragments (mortar, pestle, handstone, millingstone, etc.), faunal bones, fire-affected 
rock, dark middens, housepit depressions and human interments.  

§ Historic-era resources: may include, but are not limited to, small cemeteries or 
burial plots, cut (square) nails, containers or miscellaneous hardware, glass 
fragments, cans with soldered seams or tops, ceramic or stoneware objects or 
fragments, milled or split lumber, earthworks, feature or structure remains and trash 
dumps.”  Tehama County Planning Department 

Condition #35 
MIGATION MEASURE #XVIII.2: TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURES PROTECTION.  
The Cultural Resources Department has reviewed the project and    concluded that it is 
within the Aboriginal territories of the Paskenta Band of Nomlaki Indians.  Therefore, we 
have cultural interest and authority in the projected project area and require monitors to 
be present for all ground disturbing activity. Tehama County Planning Department 

 
Condition #36 

MIGATION MEASURE #XVIII.3: TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURES PROTECTION 
TRAINING.  Cultural Sensitivity Training to be provided to the team and is conducted 
by a Tribal Monitor onsite prior to any work starting on the project site. Tehama 
County Planning Department 
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Condition #37 
INDEMNIFICATION. As a condition and in consideration of the approval of this Use 
Permit, the Permittee shall defend, indemnify, and hold harmless, at the Permittee's 
sole expense, the County of Tehama and its employees, officers, contractors, and 
agents (the "County Indemnitees") from and against any claim, action, or judicial or 
administrative proceeding brought against the County Indemnitees, or any of them, 
to attack, set aside, void, annul, or otherwise challenge the County's decision to issue 
this Use Permit to the Permittee, any environmental review or absence thereof 
associated with the proposed project, or the manner in which the County interprets 
or enforces the terms and conditions of this Use Permit at any time. The Permittee 
shall further pay all losses, liabilities, damages, penalties, costs, awards, judgments, 
fees (including reasonable attorney’s fees) and expenses arising from such claim, 
action, or judicial or administrative proceeding. Counsel for the County Indemnitees 
in any such legal defense shall be selected by the County. Upon request of the 
County, the Permittee shall execute a formal written agreement containing the 
foregoing terms, but the Permittee's obligations hereunder shall be fully operative 
and enforceable regardless of whether such an agreement is executed. Tehama 
County Planning Department 
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Tehama County

Agenda Request Form

File #: 25-1958 Agenda Date: 11/20/2025 Agenda #: 4.

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH / CODE ENFORCEMENT - Hearing on Notice Issued by the
Enforcing Officer in Public Nuisance Enforcement Action Against the Premises

Requested Action(s)
A) HEARING - Planning Commission shall hold an administrative hearing to determine

whether the conditions existing on the property constitute a public nuisance under
Chapter 10.16(Code) of the Tehama County Code

Owner: Georgina Cardenas
Site Address: 8471 Hwy 99W, Gerber
APN: 063-140-009  (District 4)

B) RESOLUTION - Request adoption of a Resolution declaring the existence of a public
nuisance on the property is a use or condition of the property in violation of Tehama
County Code10.16; is unsafe or detrimental to public health, safety, and/or welfare;
ordering abatement thereof; and directing an itemized accounting of the costs incurred
in abating the nuisance.

Financial Impact:
none

Background Information:
Tehama County Code Enforcement conducted an inspection of 8471 Hwy 99W, Gerber, California,
APN: 063-140-009 (“Premises”) on 10/31/2025. The enforcing officer issued a “Notice of Violation
and Proposed Administrative Penalty, “Notice to Abate Public Nuisance and Administrative Order to
Show Cause” (“Notice”) to the owner(s) and/or occupants(s) of the Premises on 10/31/2025.

The Notice alleged a public nuisance, existed on the Premises. Abatement of the nuisance was
ordered as specified in the Notice.
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RESOLUTION NO.   #_______ 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE COUNTY OF TEHAMA 
RECOMMENDING TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS THE DECLARATION OF A 
PUBLIC NUISANCE AND TO ORDER ABATEMENT AND ASSESSMENT OF COSTS FOR 
THE PROPERTY LISTED: 

Owner:    Georgina Carenas  
Site Address: 8471 Hwy 99W, Gerber  
APN:   063-140-009 
Case No:  CE-25-136 

 
WHEREAS, Tehama County Code section 10.16.020, subdivision (E) provides that 

any use of land, building, or premises established, operated, or maintained contrary to 
the provisions of this code or state law constitutes a public nuisance; and 

 
WHEREAS, Tehama County Code Section 10.16.060, authorizes the enforcing officer 

to issue and serve a "Notice to Abate Public Nuisance and Administrative Order to Show 

Cause" (“Notice”) in accordance with Tehama County Code sections 10.16.070 and 

10.16.080 in order to commence abatement proceedings under Chapter 10.16 of the Tehama 

County Code; and 

WHEREAS, under Tehama County Code Section 10.16.100, the Tehama County 

Planning Commission shall hold an administrative hearing, not less than fifteen (15) calendar 

days after service of the Notice, to determine whether the conditions existing on the property 

subject to the Notice constitute a nuisance under Chapter 10.16 of the Tehama County Code, 

or whether there is any other good cause why those conditions should not be abated; and 

WHEREAS, on 10/31/2025, the Tehama County Code Enforcement Officer, Clint 

Weston, issued and served, by posting and certified mailing, a Notice in accordance with 

Tehama County Code section 10.16.080 upon the owner(s) and occupant(s) of 8471 Hwy 

99W, Gerber, Red Bluff, CALIFORNIA, (APN: 063-140-009) (“Premises”); and 

WHEREAS, the Notice complied with all relevant provisions of Chapter 10.16; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Tehama County Code section 10.16.070, the Notice advised 

that an administrative hearing before the Tehama County Planning Commission was set for 

11/20/2025, in accordance with Tehama County Code section 10.16.100. and  

WHEREAS, the Enforcing Officer appeared before the Tehama County Planning 

Commission, testified, and presented documentary evidence: 

WHEREAS, on 11/20/2025 the Tehama County Planning Commission conducted a 

duly noticed hearing, and heard and considered the evidence presented by the enforcing 

officer and other interested persons; and 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Tehama County Planning Commission 
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hereby finds and declares that: 

1. The foregoing recitals are true and correct; and 

2. The public nuisances did exist on the Premises constituted an immediate 

threat to public health, safety, and/or welfare, and was not properly abated in 

accordance with Tehama County Code Section 10.16.040, subdivision (E) of 

the Tehama County Code. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Tehama County Planning Commission hereby 

recommends that: 

1. The "Notice to Abate Public Nuisance and Administrative Order to Show 

Cause" issued by the enforcing officer on 10/31/2025 be affirmed in full; and 

2. Pursuant to Tehama County Code section 10.16.020, subdivision (E) the use 
of the premises is in violation of the zoning code and constitutes a public 
nuisance and shall be abated by the owner and/or occupant; and 

 
3. The enforcing officer shall present to the Tehama County Board of 

Supervisors, pursuant to Tehama County Code section 10.16.150, an 

itemized account of the costs incurred by the County to abate the nuisance, 

to be charged against the Premises and against each person who causes, 

permits, suffers, or maintains the public nuisance to exist, in accordance with 

the provisions of Chapter 10.16 of the Tehama County Code. 

The Clerk of the Tehama County Planning Commission shall promptly transmit this 

Recommended Decision (“Recommendation”) to the Tehama County Board of Supervisors 

to adopt without further notice of hearing, or to set for de novo hearing. The Decision of the 

Tehama County Board of Supervisors shall be final and conclusive. 

The foregoing resolution was offered on a motion by Planning Commissioner 
___________________, seconded by Planning Commissioner________________, and 
carried by the following vote of the Planning Commission:  
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSENT OR NOT VOTING: 
                      
    _____________________________ 
    CHAIRPERSON, Planning Commission 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) 
    )  ss 
COUNTY OF TEHAMA  ) 
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  I, ___________________, Administrative Secretary for the Tehama County Planning 
Department and ex-officio Clerk of the Planning Commission of the County of Tehama, 
State of California, hereby certify the above and foregoing to be a full, true and correct copy 
of a resolution adopted by said Planning Commission on the _______ day of 
______________, 2025. 
 
 DATED:  This _____ day of _______________, 2025. 
 
  _______________________, Administrative 
Secretary for the Tehama County Planning Department and ex-officio Clerk of the Planning 
Commission of the County of Tehama. 
   
  By_________________________________ 
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Tehama County

Agenda Request Form

File #: 25-1959 Agenda Date: 11/20/2025 Agenda #: 5.

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH / CODE ENFORCEMENT - Hearing on Notice Issued by the
Enforcing Officer in Public Nuisance Enforcement Action Against the Premises

Requested Action(s)
A) HEARING - Planning Commission shall hold an administrative hearing to determine

whether the conditions existing on the property constitute a public nuisance under
Chapter 10.16(Code) of the Tehama County Code

Owner: Sami J Chartouni
Site Address: 500 Royal Lane, Red Bluff
APN: 039-281-007  (District 3)
Case No: CE-25-131

B) RESOLUTION - Request adoption of a Resolution declaring the existence of a public
nuisance on the property is a use or condition of the property in violation of Tehama
County Code10.16; is unsafe or detrimental to public health, safety, and/or welfare;
ordering abatement thereof; and directing an itemized accounting of the costs incurred
in abating the nuisance.

Financial Impact:
none

Background Information:
Tehama County Code Enforcement conducted an inspection of 500 Royal Lane, Red Bluff, California,
APN: 039-281-007 (“Premises”) on 10/20/2025. The enforcing officer issued a “Notice of Violation
and Proposed Administrative Penalty, “Notice to Abate Public Nuisance and Administrative Order to
Show Cause” (“Notice”) to the owner(s) and/or occupants(s) of the Premises on 10/20/2025.

The Notice alleged a public nuisance, existed on the Premises. Abatement of the nuisance was
ordered as specified in the Notice.
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RESOLUTION NO.   #_______ 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE COUNTY OF TEHAMA 
RECOMMENDING TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS THE DECLARATION OF A 
PUBLIC NUISANCE AND TO ORDER ABATEMENT AND ASSESSMENT OF COSTS FOR 
THE PROPERTY LISTED: 

Owner:    Sami J Chartouni  
Site Address: 500 Royal Lane, Red Bluff  
APN:   039-281-007  
Case No:  CE-25-131 

 
WHEREAS, Tehama County Code section 10.16.020, subdivision (E) provides that 

any use of land, building, or premises established, operated, or maintained contrary to 
the provisions of this code or state law constitutes a public nuisance; and 

 
WHEREAS, Tehama County Code Section 10.16.060, authorizes the enforcing officer 

to issue and serve a "Notice to Abate Public Nuisance and Administrative Order to Show 

Cause" (“Notice”) in accordance with Tehama County Code sections 10.16.070 and 

10.16.080 in order to commence abatement proceedings under Chapter 10.16 of the Tehama 

County Code; and 

WHEREAS, under Tehama County Code Section 10.16.100, the Tehama County 

Planning Commission shall hold an administrative hearing, not less than fifteen (15) calendar 

days after service of the Notice, to determine whether the conditions existing on the property 

subject to the Notice constitute a nuisance under Chapter 10.16 of the Tehama County Code, 

or whether there is any other good cause why those conditions should not be abated; and 

WHEREAS, on 10/20/2025, the Tehama County Code Enforcement Officer, Clint 

Weston, issued and served, by posting and certified mailing, a Notice in accordance with 

Tehama County Code section 10.16.080 upon the owner(s) and occupant(s) of 500 Royal 

Lane, Red Bluff, CALIFORNIA, (APN: 039-281-007) (“Premises”); and 

WHEREAS, the Notice complied with all relevant provisions of Chapter 10.16; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Tehama County Code section 10.16.070, the Notice advised 

that an administrative hearing before the Tehama County Planning Commission was set for 

11/20/2025, in accordance with Tehama County Code section 10.16.100. and  

WHEREAS, the Enforcing Officer appeared before the Tehama County Planning 

Commission, testified, and presented documentary evidence: 

WHEREAS, on 11/20/2025 the Tehama County Planning Commission conducted a 

duly noticed hearing, and heard and considered the evidence presented by the enforcing 

officer and other interested persons; and 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Tehama County Planning Commission 
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hereby finds and declares that: 

1. The foregoing recitals are true and correct; and 

2. The public nuisances did exist on the Premises constituted an immediate 

threat to public health, safety, and/or welfare, and was not properly abated in 

accordance with Tehama County Code Section 10.16.040, subdivision (E) of 

the Tehama County Code. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Tehama County Planning Commission hereby 

recommends that: 

1. The "Notice to Abate Public Nuisance and Administrative Order to Show 

Cause" issued by the enforcing officer on 10/20/2025 be affirmed in full; and 

2. Pursuant to Tehama County Code section 10.16.020, subdivision (E) the use 
of the premises is in violation of the zoning code and constitutes a public 
nuisance and shall be abated by the owner and/or occupant; and 

 
3. The enforcing officer shall present to the Tehama County Board of 

Supervisors, pursuant to Tehama County Code section 10.16.150, an 

itemized account of the costs incurred by the County to abate the nuisance, 

to be charged against the Premises and against each person who causes, 

permits, suffers, or maintains the public nuisance to exist, in accordance with 

the provisions of Chapter 10.16 of the Tehama County Code. 

The Clerk of the Tehama County Planning Commission shall promptly transmit this 

Recommended Decision (“Recommendation”) to the Tehama County Board of Supervisors 

to adopt without further notice of hearing, or to set for de novo hearing. The Decision of the 

Tehama County Board of Supervisors shall be final and conclusive. 

The foregoing resolution was offered on a motion by Planning Commissioner 
___________________, seconded by Planning Commissioner________________, and 
carried by the following vote of the Planning Commission:  
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSENT OR NOT VOTING: 
                      
    _____________________________ 
    CHAIRPERSON, Planning Commission 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) 
    )  ss 
COUNTY OF TEHAMA  ) 
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  I, ___________________, Administrative Secretary for the Tehama County Planning 
Department and ex-officio Clerk of the Planning Commission of the County of Tehama, 
State of California, hereby certify the above and foregoing to be a full, true and correct copy 
of a resolution adopted by said Planning Commission on the _______ day of 
______________, 2025. 
 
 DATED:  This _____ day of _______________, 2025. 
 
  _______________________, Administrative 
Secretary for the Tehama County Planning Department and ex-officio Clerk of the Planning 
Commission of the County of Tehama. 
   
  By_________________________________ 
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Tehama County

Agenda Request Form

File #: 25-1930 Agenda Date: 11/20/2025 Agenda #: 6.

DISCUSSION SESSION - DIRECTOR OF PLANNING

Requested Action(s)
A. Discussion - To review and receive input regarding the Planning Commission, Chairperson,

Vice-Chair, and Ground Water Ad-Hoc committee.
B. Discussion and possible direction to staff.

Financial Impact:
None at this time.

Background Information:
Click here to enter Background Info.
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