
IMPORTANT NOTICE REGARDING MARCH 8, 2021 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

This meeting is being conducted utilizing teleconferencing and electronic means 
consistent with State of California Executive Order N-29-20 dated March 17, 2020, regarding the 
COVID-19 pandemic. In accordance with Executive Order N-29-20, the public may only view 
the meeting online and not in the Council Chamber. 

Submission of Public Comments: For those wishing to make public comments at the 
January 11, 2021 Council meeting, please submit your comments via email to be read aloud at 
the meeting by the Deputy City Clerk. Email comments for any items on or not on the agenda 
must be submitted to the Deputy City Clerk at kjoyce@mtshastaca.gov by no later than 4:00 
p.m. on March 8, 2021.  All email comments shall be subject to the same rules as would
otherwise govern speaker comments at the Council meeting. Electronic comments on agenda
items for the March 8, 2021 Council meeting may only be submitted via email. Those attending
the Zoom meeting remotely may utilize the ‘raise hand’ feature to speak during public comment
and individual discussion items.

Reading of Public Comments: The Deputy City Clerk shall read email comments if 
requested, provided that the reading shall not exceed three (3) minutes, or such other time as the 
Council may provide, consistent with the time limit for speakers at a Council meeting. The email 
comments submitted shall become part of the record of the Council meeting. 

mailto:kjoyce@mtshastaca.gov
mailto:kjoyce@mtshastaca.gov


Page Item STANDING AGENDA ITEMS 

1. Call to Order and Roll Call

2. Public Comment:
This time is set aside for citizens to address the City Council on matters listed on the Consent Agenda
as well as other items not included on the Regular Agenda. If your comments concern an agenda item 
noted on the regular agenda, please address the Council when that item is open for public comment. 
Each speaker is allocated three (3) minutes to speak. Speakers may not cede their time. Comments 
should be limited to matters within the jurisdiction of the City. Council discussion or action cannot 
be taken on items not listed on the agenda other than to receive comments. If you have documents 
to present to members of Council, please provide a minimum of seven (7) copies to the Deputy City 
Clerk. 

3. Council and Staff Comments

CITY COUNCIL BUSINESS 
Page 4. Consent Agenda - The City Manager recommends approval of the following Consent Agenda items.

All Resolutions and Ordinances on this agenda, or added hereto, shall be introduced or adopted, as
applicable, by title only, and the full reading thereof is hereby waived.

a. Approval of Minutes: February 8, 2021 Regular City Council Meeting and February 22, 2021
Regular and Special City Council Meetings

b. Approval of Disbursements: Accounts Payable 3/2/2021; Total Gross Payroll and Taxes: For
Period Ending 2/21/2021

c. Letter of Opposition for SB 9

d. Letter of Support for SB 208

Mt. Shasta City Council Regular Meeting Agenda 
Monday, March 8 ,  2 021; 5:30 p.m. 

Please note that this meeting is being agendized to allow Council Members, Staff, and the public to participate in this 
meeting via ZOOM, pursuant to the Governor’s Executive Order N-29-20. Members of the public may remotely listen 
to and participate in the meeting via the information below: 

Please click the link below to join the meeting: 
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/87040645088 

Or Telephone: 
        US: +1 253 215 8782  or +1 346 248 7799  or +1 408 638 0968  or +1 669 900 6833  or +1 312 626 6799 

Webinar ID: 870 4064 5088 
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Mt. Shasta Regular City Council Meeting Agenda 
Monday, March 8, 2021 
Page 2 of 3 

Page 5. Public Hearing: Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Coronavirus-Related Activities
Funding 

Background:  This CDBG Coronavirus funding was allocated in three rounds. In the first round, the City 
pledged the full amount, $75,228 for a Microenterprise Economic Development activity (CV1). The  
second and third rounds are now available and provide the City an additional $273,750 for CV2 and  
CV3 programs. The current proposal for these funds include includes three activities: further support  
for Microenterprise Economic Development, Public Service Food Banks, and Public Service Subsistence 
Payments.  
Report By:  Muriel Howarth Terrell, Finance Director 
Recommended Council Action: Adopt Resolutions CCR 21-XX  and CCR-21-XX, Approving an 
Appplication for Funding and Execution of a Grant Agreement and Any Amendments Thereto From the 
2020 Community Development Block Grant Program-Coronavirus Response Round 2 and 3 (CDBG CV2  
and CV3) NOFA Dated December 9, 2020 and A Resolution Approving an Amendment to the 2020  
Community Development Block Grant Program - Coronavirus Response   for Community Development  
Block Grant Coronavirus Response Round 1 (CDBG-CV1) Standard Agreement to Add Additional Funds 
From the 2020 Community Development Block Grant – Coronavirus Response Round 2 and 3 NOFA  
Dated December 18, 2020. 

Page 6. Report on Cannabis Licenses in the City

Background:  Staff will present a report on cannabis licenses in the City of Mt. Shasta. This report is 
being brought forward at the request of Councilmember Collings. 
Report By:  Juliana Lucchesi, City Planner 
 Recommended Council Action: No action, information only 

CITY COUNCIL/STAFF REPORTING PERIOD 

7. Future Agenda Items (Appearing on the agenda within 60-90 days):

a. Presentation by the Siskiyou Outdoor Recreation Alliance – 3/22/2021 
b. Environmental Cleanup of the Roseburg Commerce Park – Box Factory Site Award – 3/22/2021 
c. City Council Workshop to Discuss City Priorities – 3/2021 
d. Sidewalk Maintenance Plan – 3/22/2021 
e. AB 14 and SB 4 Letters
f. Short-term Rental License Ordinance - 4/12/2021 

g. General Plan Draft Presentation – 4/26/2021 

h. Discussion and Possible Action: City-Wide Cleanup Day - TBD
i. Sharing of Code Enforcement services with other cities – TBD
j. Presentation by Summit Disposal – TBD 
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Mt. Shasta Regular City Council Meeting Agenda 
Monday, March 8, 2021 
Page 3 of 3 

8. Adjourn
Availability of Public Records: All public records related to an open session item on this agenda, which are not exempt

from disclosure pursuant to the California Public Records Act, that are distributed to a majority of the legislative body will be 
available for public inspection at City Hall located at 305 North Mt. Shasta Blvd., Mt. Shasta, CA at the same time the public 
records are distributed or made available to the members of the legislative body. Agenda related writings or documents 
provided to a majority of the legislative body after distribution of the Agenda packet will be available for public review 
within a separate binder at City Hall at the same time as they are made available to the members of the legislative body. 
The  City of Mt. Shasta  does  not  discriminate on the  basis of race, color, national origin,  sex, religion,  age or disability in  
employment or provision of  services.   In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, persons requiring  
accommodations for a disability at a public meeting should notify the City Clerk or Deputy City Clerk at least 48 hours prior to 
the meeting at (530) 926-7510 in order to allow the City sufficient time to make reasonable arrangements to accommodate 

      participation in this meeting. 
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Mt. Shasta City Council Regular Meeting DRAFT Minutes 

February 8, 2021 

Please note that this meeting was held to allow Council Members, Staff, and the public to participate 
via ZOOM, pursuant to the Governor’s Executive Order N-29-20. 

“Our mission is to maintain the character of our “small town” community while striking an appropriate balance 
between economic development and preservation of our quality of life.  We help create a dynamic and vital City 

by providing quality, cost-effective municipal services and by forming partnerships with residents and 
organizations in the constant pursuit of excellence.” 

STANDING AGENDA ITEMS 

1. Call to Order and Roll Call:   At the hour of 5:30 p.m. Mayor John Redmond called the meeting to order.
Council Members Present:    Redmond, Stackfleth, Montgomery, Stearns
Council Members Absent:     Collings

2. Public Comment:
Betty Kreeger – Questions regarding No Smoking Ordinance signage.
Johanna Altorfer – Comments regarding citywide spring cleanup event, concern over Pine Street noise,
comments regarding minutes from the previous City Council meeting.
Laurel Harkness – Comments in support of the Transformative Transportation Study award recommendation.

3. Council and Staff Comments:
Bruce Pope, City Manager – Review of no smoking signage purchase approval. Response to clarifying questions
from Council. 
John Stackfleth, Councilmember – Questions regarding the Transformative Transportation Study Award 
recommendation. 
Juliana Lucchesi, City Planner – Response to Council questions. 
Tim Stearns, Councilmember – Questions regarding the General Plan and the Transformative Transportation 
Study Award. 
Juliana Lucchesi, City Planner – Response to Council questions. 
Tim Stearns, Councilmember – Request for information to be provided to Council Members. Concern regarding 
the opening of Handsome John’s during the Superbowl and compliance with the law. 
Tessa Montgomery, Councilmember – Comments regarding addressing questions with staff prior to Council 
meetings. 

CITY COUNCIL BUSINESS 

4. Consent Agenda:
COUNCIL ACTION:  Approved the following Consent Agenda items.  All Resolutions and Ordinances on this
agenda, or added hereto, shall be introduced or adopted, as applicable, by title only, and the full reading thereof
is hereby waived.

a. Approval of Minutes: January 25, 2021 Regular City Council Meeting

b. Approval of Disbursements: Total Gross Payroll and Taxes: For Period Ending1/24/2021

c. Mt. Shasta Region Transformative Transportation Study Request for Proposal Award

d. Police Department Report: January 2021

MOTION TO APPROVE CONSENT AGENDA:  Redmond 
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City of Mt. Shasta Regular City Council Meeting Minutes 
Monday, February 22, 2021 
Page 2 of 2 

SECOND:    Stackfleth 
AYES:   Redmond, Stackfleth, Montgomery, Stearns 
NOES:  None 
ABSENT:     Collings 
ABSTAIN:    None  

5. Tank 1 & Roseburg Water System Improvements Project 

Rod Bryan, Public Works Director – Review of staff report, summarization of process in attaining funding for the 
project. Review of bid process. 
COUNCIL ACTION: Authorize staff to advertise for bid for the Tank 1 & Roseburg Water System Improvements 
Project. 
MOTION: Stackfleth 
SECOND: Stearns 
AYES:  Redmond, Stackfleth, Montgomery, Stearns 
NOES:  None 
ABSENT: Collings 
ABSTAIN: None 

 CITY COUNCIL/STAFF REPORTING PERIOD 

6. Future Agenda Items (Appearing on the agenda within 60-90 days):

COUNCIL ACTION:  Reviewed Items a through h. Items added to future agendas: Discussion and possible action 
for a citywide cleanup day. 

a. Mid-Year Budget – 2/22/2021
b. Review of Non-Profit Suspended Funding – 2/22/2021
c. Environmental Cleanup of the Roseburg Commerce Park – Box Factory Site Award – 2/22/2021 

d. Report on Cannabis Licenses in the City – 3/8/2021
e. City Council Workshop to Discuss City Priorities - TBD 

f. Sidewalk Maintenance Plan – TBD 

g. Sharing of Code Enforcement services with other cities – TBD
h. Presentation by Summit Disposal – TBD

7. Adjourn:  There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 6:10 p.m.

Respectfully Submitted by: Kathryn M. Joyce, Administrative Assistant/Deputy City Clerk 
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Mt. Shasta City Council Special Meeting DRAFT Minutes 

February 22, 2021 

Please note that this meeting was held to allow Council Members, Staff, and the public to participate 
via ZOOM, pursuant to the Governor’s Executive Order N-29-20. 

 

“Our mission is to maintain the character of our “small town” community while striking an appropriate balance 
between economic development and preservation of our quality of life.  We help create a dynamic and vital City 

by providing quality, cost-effective municipal services and by forming partnerships with residents and 
organizations in the constant pursuit of excellence.” 

 
STANDING AGENDA ITEMS 

1. Call to Order and Roll Call:   At the hour of 5:00 p.m. Mayor John Redmond called the meeting to order. 
Council Members Present:    Redmond, Stackfleth, Montgomery, Collings, Stearns 
Council Members Absent:     None 

2. Interview and possible appointment of Downtown Enhancement Advisory Committee member. 
 

COUNCIL ACTION: Appoint Erika Bruser to the Downtown Enhancement Advisory Committee. 
MOTION: Stackfleth 

  SECOND: Stearns 
  AYES: Stackfleth, Montgomery, Redmond, Collings, Stearns 
  NOES: None 
  ABSENT: None 
  ABSTAIN: None 
 
 
3. Adjourn:  There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 5:06 p.m. 

Respectfully Submitted by: Kathryn M. Joyce, Administrative Assistant/Deputy City Clerk 
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Mt. Shasta City Council Regular Meeting DRAFT Minutes 

February 22, 2021 

Please note that this meeting was held to allow Council Members, Staff, and the public to participate 
via ZOOM, pursuant to the Governor’s Executive Order N-29-20. 

“Our mission is to maintain the character of our “small town” community while striking an appropriate balance 
between economic development and preservation of our quality of life.  We help create a dynamic and vital City 

by providing quality, cost-effective municipal services and by forming partnerships with residents and 
organizations in the constant pursuit of excellence.” 

STANDING AGENDA ITEMS 

1. Call to Order and Roll Call:   At the hour of 5:30 p.m. Mayor John Redmond called the meeting to order.
Council Members Present:    Redmond, Collings, Stackfleth, Montgomery, Stearns
Council Members Absent:     None

2. Public Comment:
Johanna Altorfer – Comments regarding citywide beautification and fire safety, previous meeting minutes.
Laurel Harkness – Siskiyou Outdoor Recreation Alliance update, Siskiyou Stewardship Corp, City financial
partnership. 
3. Council and Staff Comments:

John Stackfleth, Councilmember – Questions to staff regarding the Johnson Controls solar project and the Pacific
Power connection. 
Bruce Pope, City Manager – Response to Councilmember Stackfleth’s questions. 
Tim Stearns, Councilmember – Review of League of California Cities quarterly meeting. Recommended Council 
support and opposition to various Senate bills. 
Jeffrey Collings, Mayor Pro Tem – Comments regarding Senate Bill 9. 
Juliana Lucchesi, City Planner – Comments regarding public engagement and the Siskiyou County Transportation 
Committee. Review of available survey regarding the Regional Transportation Plan. 

CITY COUNCIL BUSINESS 

4. Consent Agenda:
COUNCIL ACTION:  Approved the following Consent Agenda items.  All Resolutions and Ordinances on this
agenda, or added hereto, shall be introduced or adopted, as applicable, by title only, and the full reading thereof
is hereby waived.

a. Approval of Minutes: February 8, 2021 Regular and Special City Council Meetings

b. Approval of Disbursements: Accounts Payable 2/4 and 2/17/2021; Total Gross Payroll and Taxes:
For Period Ending 2/7/2021

c. Monthly Investment Report January 2021

d. Connection fee reduction program

MOTION TO APPROVE CONSENT AGENDA WITH AN AMENDMENT TO CCR-21-05, CHANGING 25% to 75% 
REDUCTION: Redmond 
SECOND:    Stearns 
AYES:   Redmond, Collings, Stackfleth, Montgomery, Stearns 
NOES:  None 
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City of Mt. Shasta Regular City Council Meeting Minutes 
Monday, February 22, 2021 
Page 2 of 3 
 

ABSENT:     None 
ABSTAIN:    None  

5. Discussion and Possible Action: Purchase of a New Type III Wildland Fire Engine 
Matt Melo, Fire Chief – Review of staff report, engines currently owned by the City. Review of recommended 
purchase. 
Clarifying questions from Council. 
COUNCIL ACTION: Approve Resolution CCR-21-06, A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Mt. Shasta 
appropriating funds from the Fire Assessment Tax fund not to exceed $378,360.00 for the purchase of a new 
Stock Demo Type III Engine from Boise Mobile Equipment and approving the surplus of two West Mark Type III 
fire engines. 
MOTION: Stackfleth 
SECOND: Stearns 
AYES:  Redmond, Collings, Stackfleth, Montgomery, Stearns 
NOES:  None 
ABSENT: None 
ABSTAIN: None 
6. Discussion and Possible Action: Mid-Year Budget and Review of Non-Profit Suspended Funding 

Muriel Howarth Terrell, Finance Director – Review of mid-year budget and all funds. Review of non-profit 
organizations previously funded and possible funding amounts. 
Clarifying questions from Council and Council discussion. 
Kevin Flynn – Comments as Vice President of the Chamber of Commerce Board. Review of Visitor’s Bureau 
revamp project, request for funds. 
Tonya Dowse – Comments as Siskiyou Economic Development Council. Review of relationship with City of Mt. 
Shasta, work done for the City. 
Niki Brown – Representative of SEDC, review of Discover Siskiyou promotion. 
Laurel Harkness – Request that the City consider funding the Siskiyou Outdoor Recreation Alliance. 
Edward Valenzuela – Comments in support of the SEDC. 
Council discussion. 
COUNCIL ACTION: Approve mid-year budget with amendments as follows: $52,250 to fund non-profit 
organizations as presented, $10,000 to fund a finance assistant, and $35,000 to the equipment fund. 
MOTION: Stearns 
SECOND: Stackfleth 
AYES:  Redmond, Collings, Stackfleth, Montgomery, Stearns 
NOES:  None 
ABSENT: None 
ABSTAIN: None 
7. Approval of Library Services Contract 
Muriel Howarth Terrell, Finance Director – Review of the request for proposals process, Library Tax Advisory 
Committee recommendation to approve. 
Clarifying questions from Council. 
Courtney Laverty – Update on library services. 
COUNCIL ACTION: Approve Resolution CCR-21-07, A Professional Services Agreement for Library Management 
Services Between the City of Mt. Shasta and Community Staffing Services, LLC. 
MOTION: Stackfleth 
SECOND: Stearns 
AYES:  Redmond, Collings, Stackfleth, Montgomery, Stearns 
NOES:  None 
ABSENT: None 
ABSTAIN: None 
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City of Mt. Shasta Regular City Council Meeting Minutes 
Monday, February 22, 2021 
Page 3 of 3 

 CITY COUNCIL/STAFF REPORTING PERIOD 

8. Future Agenda Items (Appearing on the agenda within 60-90 days):

COUNCIL ACTION:  Reviewed Items a through h. Items added to future agendas: Presentation from the Siskiyou 
Outdoor Recreation Alliance. 

a. Report on Cannabis Licenses in the City – 3/8/2021
b. Environmental Cleanup of the Roseburg Commerce Park – Box Factory Site Award – 3/8/2021
c. Public Hearing: CDBG Coronavirus-Related Activities Funding – 3/8/2021
d. City Council Workshop to Discuss City Priorities – 3/2021 

e. Sidewalk Maintenance Plan – 3/2021 

f. Discussion and Possible Action: City-Wide Cleanup Day - TBD
g. Sharing of Code Enforcement services with other cities – TBD
h. Presentation by Summit Disposal – TBD

9. Adjourn:  There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 7:23 p.m.

Respectfully Submitted by: Kathryn M. Joyce, Administrative Assistant/Deputy City Clerk 
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 City Council Agenda Item #4b 
Staff Report 

Meeting Date:  March 8, 2021 

To: Mayor and City Council 

From: Muriel Howarth Terrell, Finance Director 

Subject: Approval of Warrants and Payroll 

Recommendation: 

Staff requests the Mayor and City Council Approve warrants paid including payroll benefits and 
withholding, and payroll distribution, in the amount of $294,908.12 

Background & Summary: 

Approval of Check Numbers $  187,561.29 

Total Payroll Distribution $    64,219.51 

Total EFTPS – CalPERS  $    15,990.85  

Total Payroll EFTPS Taxes $    27,136.47  

$  294,908.12 

Financial Impact: 

Expenditures are consistent with the Budget that the City Council has adopted. 

Attachments: 

1.) Check Registers  - 3/2/21 

2.) ACH Payroll Distribution -    2/25/21 

3.) EFTPS Reports –   2/25/21 

Regular 
x Consent 

Closed 
Presentation 
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Agenda Item 
Staff Report 

Meeting Date: March 8, 2021 

To: City Council 

From: City Manager 

Subject:     Senate Bill 9 – Opposition Letter 

Recommended Action: 

Motion to approve authorization of the Mayor to sign Attachment A “SB9 
Opposition Letter” and send to the identified parties. 

Background: 

Senate Bill 9 (“Small-Scale Neighborhood Infill”) was introduced by Senators Atkins, Caballero, 
Rubio, and Wiener December 7, 2020 for the purpose of alleviating the housing crisis in 
California. The Bill would require ministerial approvals for Accessory Dwelling Units, duplexes, 
and “urban” parcel maps. The bill continues by requiring jurisdictions to adopt objective zoning 
practices that would allow ADUs and duplexes. Ministerial means an administrative approval of a 
development application with no Planning Commission or City Council review. The definition of 
“urban” in this bill is the same as an urbanized area under the United States Census Bureau. 
Urbanized areas are those with 50,000 or more people and would not apply to the City of Mt. 
Shasta. 

General Plan Connection: 

The 2007 General Plan Land Use Element prescribes density of housing units per land use 
designation which are implemented through the City’s zoning code. The 2007 Land Use Element 
sets housing densities per acre and building intensity through lot coverage and setbacks. The 
proposed bill would be in conflict with the 2007 Land Use Element by allowing additional 
residential housing units above the prescribed amounts. This would undermine the intention of 
the 2007 Land Use Element. 

The City is in a General Plan update. The 2045 draft General Plan Land Use Element proposes 
to increase densities for the medium (Village Residential) and high density (Central Residential) 
residential areas and lower density of the lowest residential density area (Rural Residential). The 
proposed bill would not impact the proposed medium and high density residential areas due to 
the proposed higher densities and allowable housing types. The bill would be in conflict with eh 
proposed low density residential area which aims to reduce development impacts to outer lying 
areas by restricting residential growth.  
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Environmental Review: 

The proposed bill aims to remove California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review of the 
proposed actions by making local approvals ministerial. Ministerial approvals are exempt from 
CEQA (California Code of Regulations § 15268). The proposed bill does not elaborate on if the 
adoption of objective zoning and development standards required by this bill would be exempt 
from CEQA as well. We can strongly assume that the process of development and adoption of 
regulations would be subject to CEQA.  

Fiscal Impact: 

The proposed bill does not appropriate any state funds for the implementation of the program. 
All costs to update ordinances, create objective zoning and development standards would be the 
responsibility of the City. 

Timeline: 

Senate Bill 9 was introduced at the beginning of the new legislative session on December 7, 2020. 
The bill is set for hearing March 18, 2021 by the Senate Hearing Committee. During the 
committee hearing the author presents the bill to the committee and testimony can be heard in 
support of or opposition to the bill. The committee then votes by passing the bill, passing the bill 
as amended, or defeating the bill. Bills can be amended several times. The Bill will require a 
majority vote of the committee members to be brought to the California Senate floor. Dates for 
subsequent readings and hearing will be set post initial presentation on March 18th. 

Review of Public & Outside Agency Comment: 

The League of California Cities has issued an opposition opinion for Senate Bill 9 due to the strict 
requirements imposed on jurisdictions. Th League is a staunch supporter of local jurisdictional 
rights to control local zoning regulations. The league has requested the following amendments:  

• Clarify that a property owner using SB 9 is limited to constructing two residential units,
not two residential units and additional accessory dwelling units (ADUs) on the same
parcel.

• Require a housing developer to acquire a building permit within one year of a lot split, so
that speculators do not sell lots and never build homes.

• Allow local governments to require adequate access for police, fire, and other public
safety vehicles and equipment.

• Prohibit developers from using SB 9 in very high fire hazard severity zones.

• Allow cities to determine a range of lot sizes suitable for SB 9 development projects.

• Ensure the California Department of Housing and Community Development provides
Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) credit for production of SB 9 units.
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• Allow local governments to consider local conditions such as hillsides, lot dimensions,
natural hazards, available infrastructure, etc. when approving or denying housing project
applications.

• Allow local governments to continue to determine parking standards.

• Ensure large-scale investors and builders do not exploit SB 9 provisions.

Recommendation Discussion: 

City Staff recommend approval of Attachment 1 “Senate Bill 9 Opposition Letter”. The proposed 
language in SB 9 would remove local control over housing unit development and impose planning 
requirement without fiscal or CEQA support. The proposed bill’s purpose is admirable but in the 
process removal local control granted to the City by the California Constitution. California grants 
direct “police powers” to city and county jurisdictions to create and implement local regulations 
specific to the needs and realities of that jurisdiction. Police powers in this context is the exercise 
of creating and implementing zoning regulations that meet the needs of the City of Mt. Shasta.  

The legislature has not appropriated funds to assist cities and counties in the development of 
objective zoning, subdivision, and development standards which are required in this proposed 
bill. The legislature has also not provided CEQA exemption to the action of creating and adopting 
these object regulations. Again, the creation and adoption of objective standards is beneficial to 
the City but without proper funding and CEQA exemptions the process for meeting this 
requirement would be costly and time consuming.  

Attachments: 

1. SB 9 (Atkins) Increased Density in Single-Family Zones Oppose Unless
Amended (As Introduced 12/7/2020) Letter

City Council Regular Meeting March 8, 2021 18



***CITY LETTERHEAD*** 

March 8, 2021 

The Honorable Toni Atkins 
President pro Tempore, California State Senate 
State Capitol Building, Room 205 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

RE: SB 9 (Atkins) Increased Density in Single-Family Zones 
Oppose Unless Amended (As Introduced 12/7/2020) 

Dear Senate President pro Tempore Atkins, 

The City of Mt. Shasta writes to express an Oppose Unless Amended position on your SB 9, 
which would require a local government to ministerially approve a housing development 
containing two residential units in single-family residential zones.  Additionally, this measure 
would require local governments to ministerially approve urban lot splits. 

Housing affordability and homelessness are among the most critical issues facing California cities. 
Affordably priced homes are out of reach for many people and housing is not being built fast 
enough to meet the current or projected needs of people living in the state. Cities lay the 
groundwork for housing production by planning and zoning new projects in their communities 
based on extensive public input and engagement, state housing laws, and the needs of the building 
industry.    

While your desire to pursue a housing production proposal is appreciated, unfortunately, SB 9 as 
currently drafted would not spur much needed housing construction in a manner that supports local 
flexibility, decision-making, and community input.  State driven ministerial or by-right housing 
approval processes fail to recognize the extensive public engagement associated with developing 
and adopting zoning ordinances and housing elements that are certified by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD). 

The City of Mt. Shasta requests the following amendments in order to address our concerns and 
remove our opposition: 

• Clarify that a property owner using SB 9 is limited to constructing two residential units,
not two residential units and additional accessory dwelling units (ADUs) on the same
parcel;

• Require a housing developer to acquire a building permit within one year of a lot split, so
that speculators do not sell lots and never build homes;

• Allow local governments to require adequate access for police, fire and other public safety
vehicles and equipment;

• Prohibit developers from using SB 9 in very high fire hazard severity zones;
• Allow cities to determine a range of lot sizes suitable for SB 9 development projects;

Attachment 1
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• Ensure HCD provides Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) credit for production
of SB 9 units;

• Allow local governments to take into account local conditions such as hillsides, lot
dimensions, natural hazards, available infrastructure, etc. when approving or denying
housing project applications;

• Allow local governments to continue to determine parking standards; and
• Ensure large-scale investors and builders do not exploit SB 9 provisions.

The City of Mt. Shasta is committed to being part of the solution to the housing shortfall across all 
income levels and will continue to work collaboratively with you to spur much needed housing 
construction.  Thank you for considering the above amendments. 

For these reasons, the City of Mt. Shasta opposes SB 9 (Atkins) unless it is amended to address 
our concerns.   

Sincerely, 

John Redmond 
Mayor 
City of Mt. Shasta 

cc. Brian Dahle, District 1 Senator
Megan Dahle, District 1 Assembly Member
Charles Anderson,
League of California Cities
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March 8, 2021 

The Honorable Brian Dahle 
Senate Member, California State Senate 
California State Capitol, Room 2054 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

RE: SB 208 (Dahle) - SUPPORT 

Dear Senator Dahle, 

The City Council of the City of Mt. Shasta is submitting this letter in support of SB 208, a 
bill that would modify the region boundaries of the Sierra Nevada Conservancy to add 
an area of Siskiyou County, including the City of Mt. Shasta, as well as increase the 
area of Shasta County included in the region. 

The proposed area of Siskiyou County to be included in the region of the Sierra Nevada 
Conservancy includes the watershed areas of the Upper Sacramento, McCloud, and Pit 
Rivers, all of which drain into Shasta Lake, California’s largest reservoir. The proposed 
adjustment to the Sierra Nevada Conservancy region boundary in Shasta County would 
extend slightly west of the existing boundary, and the updated region would more 
completely encompass the watershed areas that drain into Shasta Lake and areas that 
were impacted by the Carr, Delta, and Hirz fires of 2018. 

The Sierra Nevada Conservancy was created by bi-partisan legislation (AB 2600) and 
signed into law in 2004: The Laird-Leslie Sierra Nevada Conservancy Act. These 
proposed additions of SB 208 to the Sierra Nevada Conservancy region represent very 
important upper watershed areas, which were omitted in the original region definition of 
2004. SB 208 will correct this omission, and allow opportunity for the agency to more 
effectively carry out its mission to initiate, encourage, and support efforts that improve 
the environmental, economic, and social well-being of the Sierra Nevada region, its 
communities and citizens of California. 

California’s forests and watersheds are at a critical point. Ongoing drought, tree 
mortality, low snowpack, and a century of fire suppression have led to an increase in 
large, high severity wildfires. The areas, as defined in SB 208, to be included in the 
Sierra Nevada Conservancy are among the more significantly fire prone areas in 
California. Both the City of Mt. Shasta and the City of Dunsmuir of Siskiyou County lie 
within this area, both defined as Very High Fire Severity Zones by CAL FIRE. In 
particular, the community of Dunsmuir is one of four of the most vulnerable communities 
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to wildfire in California based on physical and social vulnerability studies by 
DirectRelief.org. The updated Sierra Nevada Conservancy region would now include a 
very important segment of Interstate 5 and interstate rail corridor, both of which were 
completely obstructed by the Delta Fire for 6 days in 2018, with subsequent traffic 
controls on a 17 mile section on Interstate 5 for weeks beyond that. 
 
On November 25, 2019 the City Council of the City of Mt. Shasta unanimously approved 
the enclosed resolution CCR-19-46 in support of California State legislative efforts to 
adjust the boundaries of the Sierra Nevada Conservancy. We are grateful to you, 
Senator Dahle, for championing the previous version of this bill SB 989 in the California 
Legislature 2019-2020 Regular Session, a bill with strong bi-partisan support, which 
received zero “no” votes along the way to the Assembly Appropriations Committee 
where it was ultimately placed on the suspense file and held in committee. 
We are once again grateful to you, Senator Dahle, for continuing to champion this effort 
and introducing SB 208 in the California Legislature 2021-2022 Regular Session. 
 
We thank you, Senator Dahle, for your support in updating the defined region of the 
Sierra Nevada Conservancy to include these very important upper watershed areas of 
Siskiyou County and the City of Mt. Shasta and look forward to working with you to 
move this effort forward. 
 
This letter of support was approved by the City Council of the City of Mt. Shasta on 
March 8, 2021 by the following vote. 
 
AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
John Redmond 
Mayor 
 
Enclosure: CCR-19-46 
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City Council Agenda Item # 5 

Meeting Date: March 8, 2021 

To: Mayor and City Council 

From: Finance Director, Muriel Howarth Terrell 

Subject: Public Hearing and Approval of Resolutions regarding A Resolution 
Approving an Appplication for Funding and Execution of a Grant Agreement and Any Amendments Thereto 
From the 2020 Community Development Block Grant Program-Coronavirus Response Round 2 and 3 
(CDBG CV2 and CV3) NOFA Dated December 9, 2020 and A Resolution Approving an Amendment to the 
2020 Community Development Block Grant Program - Coronavirus Response   for Community 
Development Block Grant Coronavirus Response Round 1 (CDBG-CV1) Standard Agreement to Add 
Additional Funds From the 2020 Community Development Block Grant – Coronavirus Response Round 2 
and 3 NOFA Dated December 18, 2020. 

Recommendation: 

Staff respectfully requests the City Council adopt Resolutions CCR 21-XX  and CCR-21-XX described by title above. 

Background & Summary: 

This CDBG Coronavirus funding was allocated in three rounds. In the first round, the City pledged the full amount, $75,228 
for a Microenterprise Economic Development activity (CV1). The second and third rounds are now available and provide the 
City an additional $273,750 for CV2 and CV3 programs. The current proposal for these funds include includes three 
activities: further support for Microenterprise Economic Development, Public Service Food Banks, and Public Service 
Subsistence Payments.  

Each of the three activities for the CV2 and CV3 funding is authorized to an amount not to exceed the total $273,750. This 
was done on purpose to give our jusridiction the flexibility to move funding between the three types due to the potential 
demand, which is yet to be determined. 

SCEDC will assist each jurisdiction with achieving and maintaining eligibility for the use of CDBG-CV1 funds. SCEDC will serve 
as co-administrator with the City of Dunsmuir for CV1 funding and the City of Mt. Shasta for CV2 and CV3 funding. SCEDC will 
assist in the application submission, reporting, monitoring and other administrative duties for all CDBG-CV activities.  

SCEDC will lead activity delivery for the Microenteprise program and as such will be responsible for procurement of 
underwriters for loans, lead community outreach, provide technical assistance, and facilitate any direct interaction with 
the beneficiaries of the Microenterprise program.  

Great Northern Services will serve as an additional subrecipient that performs the activity delivery of the Public Service 
Food Banks and Public Service Subsistence Payments activities. This role will facilitate all of the beneficiary interactions 
including application intake, income qualification, voucher disbursement, record keeping, and provision of supplies/food to 
beneficiaries.  

x Regular Session 

Special Session 

Emergency Session 

Closed Session 
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2 

Financial Impact: 

The financial impact is $348,978.00 to be received over the next CDBG funding cycle to the City of Mt. Shasta and 
$2,965,753 will be the amount administered through the City of Mt. Shasta. 

Attachments: 

Resolution 21-XX, 21-XX 
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RESOLUTION CCR-21-XX 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
OF THE CITY OF MT. SHASTA 

APPROVING AN AMENDMENT TO THE 2020 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  
BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM- CORONAVIRUS RESPONSE ROUND 1 (CDBG-CV1) 

STANDARD AGREEMENT TO ADD ADDITIONAL FUNDS FROM THE 2020 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM- CORONAVIRUS 

RESPONSE ROUND 2 AND 3 NOFA DATED DECEMBER 18, 2020 

WHEREAS, the California Department of Housing and Community Development Department 
has announced the availability of $206,475.00 allocated to the City of Mount Shasta under the 
Community Development Block Grant – Coronavirus Round 2 and $67,275.00 allocated to the 
City of Mount Shasta under the Community Development Block Grant – Coronavirus Round 3 
(hereinafter, “CDBG-CV2+3”) Grant for a total available of $273,750.00; and  

WHEREAS, under the provision of said CDBG-CV2+3 Grant applications may be submitted by 
one “lead” eligible entity on behalf of a partnership between eligible entities to create a “pool” of 
grant funds; and  

WHEREAS, participating in said partnership is advantageous in that it allows for a greater benefit 
to Siskiyou County businesses, reduces administrative costs, and increases the proportion of 
funding available to beneficiaries; and  

WHEREAS, a public hearing notice was duly processed in considering authorizing the submittal 
of this CDBG-CV2+3 application that amends the CDBG-CV1 Microenterprise Assistance 
activity which meets the federal Citizen Participation requirements; and  

WHEREAS, the City of Mount Shasta desires to maintain the MOU partnership with neighboring 
jurisdictions of Siskiyou County, Dunsmuir, Fort Jones, Montague, Etna, Tulelake, Weed and 
Yreka that applied for the existing CDBG-CV1 Microenterprise Assistance Activity by adding 
additional CDBG-CV2+3 funds.   

NOW, THERFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Mount Shasta as 
follows:  

SECTION 1: The City Council of the City of Mount Shasta has reviewed and hereby approves 
the submission to the State of California (“State”) of application(s) to add additional funding to 
the City’s existing CDBG-CV1 Standard Agreement with the State (“Standard Agreement”) for 
the following new CDBG- CV2 and CV3 activities pursuant to the State’s December 2020 
CDBG-CV2 and 3 Notice of Funding Availability (“NOFA”) :  

Current CDBG-CV1 Activities 
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Economic Development-Microenterprise: Not to exceed $75,228.00 

Amount of New CDBG-CV2 and 3 Funds to Be Added to Activities 

Economic Development- Microenterprise: Not to exceed $273,750.00  

Total Amount of All CDBG-CV Activities  

Economic Development- Microenterprise: Not to exceed $348,978.00 

SECTION 2:  
The City of Mount Shasta hereby approves the use of Program Income in an amount not to 
exceed $0.00 for the new CDBG-CV2 and CV3 activities described in Section 1 above.  

SECTION 3:  
The City of Mount Shasta acknowledges compliance with all state and federal public 
participation requirements in the development of its application(s) for the new CDBG-CV2 and 
CV-3 activities described in Section 1 above.

SECTION 4:  
The City of Mount Shasta hereby authorizes and directs the City Manager of the City of 
Dunsmuir, or designee*, to execute and deliver all applications and act on the City’s behalf in all 
matters pertaining to all such applications.  

SECTION 5:  
If an amendment to the Standard Agreement is approved as contemplated above, the City 
Manager of the City of Dunsmuir, or designee*, is authorized to enter into, execute and deliver 
an amendment to the Standard Agreement and any and all other documentation why may be 
required by the State from time to time for the purposes of this grant.  

SECTION 6:  
If an amendment to the Standard Agreement is approved, the City Manager of the City of 
Dunsmuir, or designee*, is authorized to sign and submit Funds Requests and all required 
reporting forms and other documentation as may be required by the State of California from time 
to time in connection with this grant.  

SECTION 7:  
The City desires to maintain the partnership established in the CDBG-CV1 application via an 
updated MOU between Dunsmuir, Siskiyou County, Etna, Fort Jones, Montague, Mount Shasta, 
Tulelake, Weed and Yreka. Dunsmuir will serve as a lead applicant if partner jurisdictions listed 
above have committed funds under the following conditions:  

(1) The selected lead agency, The City of Dunsmuir, will submit the grant on behalf of
the partnership and will be the grant recipient responsible to administer the amended CDBG-
CV1/CDBG-CV2+3 Grant, be accountable to California Department of Housing and Community 
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Development for proper expenditure of the funds, and will be the point of contact for the other 
partners.  

(2) Should the City receive the requested amendment to the CDBG-CV1 Grant, the City’s
participation in the grant is contingent on that prior to the expenditure of any funds, a 
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) will be submitted to the City Council for review and 
approval.  

(3) The MOA will document the activity delivery process, will identify and establish
relationships necessary to achieve the project’s goal; and will include a description and role of 
each partner.  

(4) The City’s role, in addition to the administrative responsibilities as a lead applicant,
will be part of an advisory committee that review the goals, determines economic development 
activities and fund use priorities, and oversees CDBG-CV1/CDBG-CV2+3 Grant progress.  

(5) The City will utilize the Siskiyou County Economic Development Council as a
subrecipient to conduct regular administration and management of the CDBG-CV1 Grant. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Mount 
Shasta held on March 8, 2021 by the following vote: 

AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 

____________________________________ 
John Redmond 
Mayor, City of Mount Shasta 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
City of Mount Shasta 

I, Kathryn Joyce, Deputy City Clerk of City of Mount Shasta, State of California, hereby certify 
the above and foregoing to be a full, true and correct copy of a resolution adopted by said City 
Council of the City of Mount Shasta on this March 8th, 2021 

__________________________________________ 
Kathryn Joyce, Deputy City Clerk 
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 RESOLUTION CCR-21-XX 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL  
OF THE CITY OF MT. SHASTA  

APPROVING AN APPLICATION FOR FUNDING AND  
THE EXECUTION OF A GRANT AGREEMENT AND ANY AMENDMENTS 

THERETO FROM THE 2020 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK 
GRANT PROGRAM-CORONAVIRUS RESPONSE ROUND 2 and 3 (CDBG-

CV2 and CV3) NOFA DATED DECEMBER 9, 2020 

WHEREAS, the California Department of Housing and Community Development Department 
has announced the availability of $206,475.00 allocated to the City of Mount Shasta under the 
Community Development Block Grant – Coronavirus Round 2 and $67,275.00 allocated to the 
City of Mount Shasta under the Community Development Block Grant – Coronavirus Round 3 
(hereinafter, “CDBG-CV2+3”) Grant for a total available of $273,750.00; and  

WHEREAS, under the provision of said CDBG-CV2+3 Grant applications may be submitted by 
one “lead” eligible entity on behalf of a partnership between eligible entities to create a “pool” of 
grant funds; and  

WHEREAS, participating in said partnership is advantageous in that it allows for a greater benefit 
to Siskiyou County residents, reduces administrative costs, and increases the proportion of 
funding available to beneficiaries; and  

WHEREAS, a public hearing notice was duly processed in considering authorizing the submittal 
of this CDBG-CV2+3 application which meets the federal Citizen Participation requirements; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Mount Shasta desires to enter into an MOU partnership with neighboring 
jurisdictions of Siskiyou County, Dorris, Dunsmuir, Fort Jones, Montague, Etna, Tulelake, Weed 
and Yreka to pool CDBG-CV2+3 funds, where the City of Mount Shasta serves as the Lead 
Applicant.   

NOW, THERFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Mount Shasta as 
follows:  

SECTION 1: 

The City Council has reviewed and hereby approves the submission to the State of 
California of one or more application(s) in the aggregate amount, not to exceed, of  
$273,750.00 for the following CDBG-CV2 and CV3 activities pursuant to the December 
2020 CDBG-CV2 + 3 Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA):  

List activities and amounts 
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Public Service-Food Bank: Not to exceed $273,750.00 

Public Service- Subsistence Payments: Not to exceed $273,750.00 

SECTION 2:  

The City of Mount Shasta hereby approves the use of Program Income in an amount not to 
exceed $0.00 for the CDBG-CV2 and CV3 activities described in Section 1. 

SECTION 3: 

The City of Mount Shasta acknowledges compliance with all state and federal public 
participation requirements in the development of its application(s).  

SECTION 4: 

The City of Mount Shasta hereby authorizes and directs the Finance Director of the City of 
Mount Shasta, or designee*, to execute and deliver all applications and act on the City of 
Mount Shasta’s behalf in all matters pertaining to all such applications.  

SECTION 5: 

If an application is approved, the Finance Director of the City of Mount Shasta, or designee*, is 
authorized to enter into, execute and deliver the grant agreement (i.e., Standard Agreement) and 
any and all subsequent amendments thereto with the State of California for the purposes of the 
grant.  

SECTION 6: 

If an application is approved, the Finance Director of the City of Mount Shasta, or designee, is 
authorized to sign and submit Funds Requests and all required reporting forms and other 
documentation as may be required by the State of California from time to time in connection 
with the grant.  

SECTION 7: 

The City desires to participate in a partnership application via an MOU between Siskiyou 
County, Dorris, Dunsmuir, Etna, Fort Jones, Montague, Mount Shasta, Tulelake, Weed and 
Yreka if partner jurisdictions have committed funds under the following conditions:  

(1) The selected lead agency, The City of Mount Shasta, will submit the grant on
behalf of the partnership and will be the grant recipient responsible to administer the CDBG-
CV2+3 Grant, be accountable to California Department of Housing and Community 
Development for proper expenditure of the funds, and will be the point of contact for the 
other partners.  
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(2) Should the lead agency receive the requested CDBG-CV2+3 Grant, the City’s
participation in the grant is contingent on that prior to the expenditure of any funds, a 
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) will be submitted to the City Council for review and 
approval.  

(3) The MOA will document the activity delivery process, will identify and establish
relationships necessary to achieve the project’s goal; and will include a description and role of 
each partner.  

(4) The City’s role will be part of an advisory committee that review the goals,
determines economic development activities and fund use priorities, and oversees CDBG-
CV1 Grant progress.  

(5) The lead agency will utilize the Siskiyou County Economic Development Council
as a subrecipient to conduct regular administration and management of the CDBG-CV2+3 
Grant, and Great Northern Services as a subrecipient to perform the Activity Delivery.  

PASSED AND ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Mount 
Shasta held on March 8, 2021 by the following vote:  

AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 

_________________________ 
John Redmond, Mayor 
City Council of Mount Shasta 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
City of Mount Shasta,  

I, Kathryn Joyce Deputy City Clerk, of the City of Mount Shasta, State of California, hereby 
certify the above and foregoing to be a full, true and correct copy of a resolution adopted by said 
City Council on this 8th day of March, 2021.  

_____________________________ 
Kathryn M. Joyce, Deputy City Clerk   
City of Mount Shasta, State of California 
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Agenda Item # 
Staff Report 

Meeting Date: March 8, 2021 

To: City Council 

From: Planning Department 

Subject:     City of Mt. Shasta Cannabis Report 

Recommended Action: 

Information Only 

Background: 

The passing of Proposition 215, Assembly Bills 243 and 266, Senate Bill 643, and Proposition 64 
have legalized medical and recreational cannabis. The legislation breaks the cannabis industry into 
a series of uses including retail, cultivation, distribution, testing, etc. The City of Mt. Shasta, 
through a series of meetings, determined that the industry should be investigated as a possible, 
appropriate use for the City of Mt. Shasta in 2017. 

The Planning Commission in February of 2017 approved moving forward with a Cannabis 
Subcommittee including two members of the Planning Commission and City Staff. The 
subcommittee was charged with exploring the cannabis industry uses and regulations. The 
committee decided to separate the planning process into sections to make the process thorough 
and easy to follow. The committee investigated state and city regulations in California, Oregon, 
and Colorado to draft policies and regulations that would fit the City of Mt. Shasta. 

The subcommittee obtained public input and the gauged public perception of the City. The 
Subcommittee hosted a Town Hall and public meeting which were advertised in the local 
newspaper and at City Hall. Participants were generally supportive of cannabis uses with concerns 
over available zoning for the cannabis industry uses.  

The City created and amended the Mt. Shasta Municipal to zone and regulate cannabis industry 
uses. The result was three ordinances: 5.70 Cannabis Retail License and Standards, 5.80 Cannabis 
Industry License, and Chapter 18.91 Cannabis Industry Land Use. The City Council later approved 
the ordinances and they were` ratified in late 2017. 

The City of Mt. Shasta investigated and approved amendments to the original regulations in April 
of 2019. The City received a number of negative public opinions on the cannabis industry in the 
City. The comments were centered on not allowing the industry in the City Limits and removing 

6
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existing permit holders. The commenters move forward with a referendum post-2019 ordinance 
approval. The City Council moved to remove the language that was identified in the referendum. 
The removal of the language rather than sending the petition to a vote froze the ordinances from 
being amended until April 2020.  

In 2020, similar petitioners proposed a citizen’s initiative that was successfully placed on the 
Presidential election ballot November 2020. The proposed language would eliminate cannabis 
industry licenses within the City of Mt. Shasta and impose additional regulations on the cannabis 
industry. The proposed language would not impact cannabis retailers. A “Yes” vote on the 
initiative would replace existing regulations with the proposed language and a “No” vote would 
maintain the current regulations. The initiative results were 59.42% “No” and 40.58% “Yes”. The 
initiative failed to obtain the 50% plus 1 vote from the registered voters of the City of Mt. Shasta. 
No action was taken by the City post-election. 

City Court Cases 

The City of Mt. Shasta approved a parcel map for 1119 Ream Avenue in early 2020 for the spilt 
of a property and building. The split would allow for a cannabis business to locate on the property 
and maintain a 600 foot distance from a school facility. The “I AM” School located on Siskiyou 
Avenue opposed the approval on the grounds that the 600 foot buffer was no measured correctly. 
The parcel map approval does not include an approval fo the type of uses that may be on either 
parcel created from the spilt and could not be considered apart of the approval process. 

The “I AM” School subsequently sued the City in Siskiyou County Superior Court in February of 
2020 concerning the 600 foot buffer measurement. The Superior Court of Siskiyou County 
denied the “I AM” School petition to overturn the decision and determined that the City applied 
the 600 foot buffer correctly. 

City Licensing: 

The City of Mt. Shasta has nine total cannabis facilities (Attachment A). The facilities include all 
types of uses except nursery and testing. The Nursery license includes activities such as seed 
breeding and starts that can be sold to retailers or cultivators. There is no interest in these 
licenses expressed by current and potential businesses.  

The City has a limit of 5 total licenses placed on cultivation, manufacturing, and nursery uses. The 
City has the following licenses available for award: 

• 0 of 5 cultivation
• 0 of 5 non-volatile manufacturing
• 2 of 5 food-based manufacturing
• 5 of 5 nursery
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• 0 of 3 retail

The City does not have a limit on the number of distribution and testing facilities. The City has 
no testing facilities within City Limits and no facility that just operates as a distributor.  

If a facility chooses to move a location, the license will be required to reapply for the licenses. 
The licenses are not transferrable between locations. If a facility is grandfathered into the 600 
foot buffer for daycares and move locations, the initial location would not be eligible for cannabis 
license. Similar to if a facility forfeits, withdraws, or loses a license and they are within 600 feet 
of a daycare they will not be eligible to reapply for that use or other uses.  

The City Council cannot “freeze” licensing through a resolution or moratorium. A moratorium 
is a tool for cities to stop uncontrolled development as a result of no or inadequate regulations. 
If the City Council wishes to adopt a moratorium it must start an ordinance amendment process 
and make findings that there is uncontrolled, negative growth in the cannabis industry. A 
resolution cannot supersede the ordinances adopted by City Council. If the City Council wishes 
to “freeze” licenses, it will need to amend the ordinances. Amending an ordinance involves 
Planning Commission review and recommendations and City Council approvals. The average 
amount of time for an ordinance amendment is 3 months, but due to the political nature of 
cannabis, we would anticipate a 6 month process.  

The City maintains a Cannabis focused website with applications, personal use, and industry 
information that is up-to-date: https://mtshastaca.gov/cannabismtshasta/  

Outside City Comparisons: 

The City of Mt. Shasta does not have the highest per capita licensing in California. The City was 
an early adopter of cannabis regulations and was able to award licenses to cannabis business 
sooner than other surrounding cities. Locally, the City of Dunsmuir has no cap on the total 
number of licenses that can be awarded to cannabis related uses. It is not clear the total number 
of licenses available in the City of Weed, but the City does allow for Cannabis dispensaries and 
industry. The City of Shasta Lake City has the most comparable cannabis economy to the City of 
Mt. Shasta. Shasta Lake City has no more than three retailers and there is no limit to the number 
of cannabis industry locations.  

Planning Commission Discussion: 

The Planning Commission at the December 15, 2020 regular meeting received an update on the 
results of the November election regarding the citizens’ initiative and anticipated changes to the 
cannabis licenses. City Staff did not recommend opening the cannabis ordinances for possible 
amendments for at least one calendar to focus on other Planning initiatives or until Federal 
regulations change. Planning Commission supported the sentiment.  
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Attachments: 

1. Initial Item Request Form

2. Cannabis License Holders – January 2021
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City of Mt. Shasta 
305 N Mt. Shasta Blvd. 
Mt. Shasta, CA 96067 

City Council Agenda Item Request 
The Agenda Request form has been created to help City Staff adequately address City Council 
requests. The form is meant to clarify the topic and necessary information needed to achieve an 
inquirer’s purpose.  

Title of Item: _____________________________________________ 

Is this an urgent item that needs to be addressed in less than 30 days? YES NO 
If yes, please explain and give preferred timeframe. 

Please provide a general description of the item. 

Is this item a continuation of another topic from a previous item?       YES NO 
If yes, please explain how it is a continuation of a previous item. 

Please list any specific question(s) or data needs for the item. 

Name: ____________________________ 

Cannabis License Status

Jeffrey Collings

Feb 8 Meeting. This is step one in addressing the 40% of the City that voted for
Measure L. My intent is to potentially freeze any more net new licenses. I would like to
talk with Juliana before I bring up any potential changes. I am also trying to
communicate to the voters that we have not and will not become a "Cannabis Capital".

Current inventory of cannabis licenses by license type, and used vs unused. How many
licenses per catergory are currently approved by the City. Discussion of what happens
to licenses when a company moves.

Summary statements on license numbers. Eg. There are three retailers in the City.
Two of them also have food based manufacturing licenses. One also has a nonvolitile
manufacturing license. The are currently only two companies, as in just two, that are
cannabis growers and manufacturers; one company has two locations. Also, Mt
Shasta does not have the highest number of cannabis licenses per capita in N.CA.
Dunsmuir has an unlimited number of licenses in all categories. Weed just approved a
growing and manufacturing facility on 56 acres.
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City Staff Response Section 

Department Assigned Item: ____________________ Date Assigned: _______________ 

Has City Staff previously addressed this item? YES NO 
If yes, please attach or explain the previous response from City Staff 

City Staff general response to the item. (Please include current priorities and if you have adequate 
time and staff to address the issue) 

 

 

 

 

The recommended form of communication for this item: 

Memo to Council  Workshop 

Action Item   Defer to Committee: _________________________ 

Information Only  Other: ______________________ 

 Presentation 

Based on the questions, data, and urgency of the item, the estimated date the item can be brought 

back to the Council is ___/___/ 20____  .  

City Council Decision on Item 

On ___/ ___/ 20___, City Council chose to: 

AYE 
NAH 
ABSTAIN 
ABSENT 

Planning 1/28/2021

03 08 21

The Planning Department is finishing the Golden Eagle Charter School Project hand-off
to Public Works and Building Departments. The Department has also received two new
architectural design application that are scheduled for the February Planning
Commission meeting. There also other projects that prevent this item from going to
Council any time prior to March 8, 2020.

License moratorium is only applicable if the Council intends to significantly change the
ordinance.

✔

✔
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Permit Holders

Business Name
Owner's First 

Name Owner's Last Name Premises Address Mailing Address Mailing City Mailing Zip Type of Permit(s) 
Permit Issued 

Date(s)

Permit 
Expiration 
Date(s)

Elevate Shasta Wellness Jennifer Merrit 401 Berry Street 401 Berry Street Mt. Shasta 96067 Retail, Food‐Based 
Manufacturing, 
Nonvolatile 
Manufacturing, and 
distribution

December 14, 
2017

N/A

Mt. Shasta Patients Collective Elizabeth Tabor 402 S Mt. Shasta Blvd. 408 S Mt. Shasta Blvd. Mt. Shasta 96067 Retail and Delivery December 14, 
2017

N/A

JAM Group Management, LLC. Andrew Strach 703 S A St. Mt. Shasta 96067 cultivation, 
distribution, and 
nonvolatile 
manufacturing

December 11, 
2017

N/A

The Cypress Group Megan Summerour 407 Berry Street 407 Berry Street Mt. Shasta 96067 cultivation, 
distribution, and 
nonvolatile 
manufacturing

December 11, 
2017

N/A

JSCA, Inc. Reny Townsend 910 N Mt. Shasta Blvd. 1600 Sky Park Dr., 
Suite 215

Medford, OR 97504 Food‐Based 
Manufacturing, 
Distribution, and 
Nonvolatile 
Manufacturing

December 14, 
2017

N/A

Cory Peak Reny Townsend 912 N Mt. Shasta Blvd. 1600 Sky Park Dr., 
Suite 215

Medford, OR 97504 Cultivation December 14, 
2017

N/A

The Green Heart Gina  Munday 625 S Mt. Shasta Blvd. 625 S Mt. Shasta Blvd. Mt. Shasta 96067 Reatil, Food‐Based 
Manufacturing, and 
Distribution

December 22, 
2017; April 
27, 2018

N/A

JSCA, Inc. Reny Townsend 1119B Ream Ave 1600 Sky Park Dr., 
Suite 215

Medford, OR 97504 Nonvolatile 
Manufacturing, 
Cultivation, and 
distribution

February 21, 
2020

N/A

Mountainside Cannabis LLC Scott  Lassen 38 Reginato 6602 Palmer Dr. Weed, CA 96094 Cultivation and 
Distribution

January 4, 
2021

N/A

APN: 057-771-030
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