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Staff 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 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 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 
[image: ]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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[image: ]Figure 2: Portion of Road to be AbandonedOnly this portion of property is potentially a County easement.

Figure 3: Exhibit Map from Public Works

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 Office, 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 staff could no longer recommend the project for approval due to the neighbor opposition. 
Staff 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 staff 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.  Staff, as discussed above, is recommending not to initiate abandonment proceedings due to neighbor opposition as detailed above.  If instead the Board instructs staff to proceed with the application and should the Board eventually approve abandonment, it is anticipated that staff 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 staff on whether or not to proceed with the Shasta Road Abandonment project and commence formal road abandonment proceedings.
Attachments
A. Resolution
B. Planning Commission packet and draft minutes
C. Comment from adjacent property owner Olga (and Martin) Schwartz
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