








































































































 
Date: March  14, 2019 
 
To: Siskiyou County Planning Commission 

Deputy Director Christy Cummings Dawson 
806 South Main Street 
Yreka, CA 96097 
E-Mail: CDAWSON@CO.SISKIYOU.CA.US 
Fax: 530-841-4076 
Phone: 530-841-2100 
 

Ray Haupt, Siskiyou County Board of Supervisor, District 5 
P.O. Box 750 
Yreka, CA 96097 
E-Mail: RHAUPT@CO.SISKIYOU.CA.US 
Phone: 530-925-044 
 

From: Betsy Stapleton 
5104 French Cr. Rd. 
Etna, Ca. 96027 

 
RE: Agritourism Zoning Text Amendment (Z-17-03) to Siskiyou General Plan/ 

Siskiyou County Code 
 

 
 
Dear Commissioners and County Supervisor, 
 
 
 I am writing to comment on the proposed Agritourism Zoning Text 
Amendment.  I support the effort to find ways to increase the economic vitality of 
Scott Valley, my community, however I think the proposed Agritourism Zoning 
Amendment is ill conceived and dangerous.  If allowed to move forward as 
currently written, I believe it would end up destroying the ability of agricultural 
producers to continue their operations, in exact contradiction to the purported 
purpose of the amendment.  
 

The amendment would allow a 10% or 5 acre, (whichever is smaller) build 
out of physical infrastructure on each and every 10 acre or larger RR, Ag2, or Ag 1 
parcel in Scott Valley.  This is in direct contradiction to the Scott Valley Area Plan’s 
citizen goals of: 
 
Major Goal #1: The Scott Valley Watershed’s natural resources, water quality, and 
economic vitality shall be protected. 
 



Major Goal #2: Development shall not be permitted at a density or intensity that 
will subject people or property to hazardous conditions. 
 
Major Goal #3: In order to minimize the cost of providing public services in the 
Scott Valley Watershed, intense development should only occur in close proximity 
to public services. 
 
Major Goal #5: All uses of the land shall occur in a manner that is compatible with 
other existing and planned uses, and 
 
Development Goal #1: In order to protect the number one economy of the Scott 
Valley Watershed, prime agricultural land must be protected from non-compatible 
or intense development. 
 
 

I live on 60 acres with Ag2 soils and we have a small agricultural operation. 
Touching on our property there are 7 adjoining parcels.  If each of those started 
even “Level 1” agritourism activities it would bring 7,350 people onto the roads 
and parcels surrounding me (each parcel would be entitled by right to have 3 
events with 150 people and 20 events with 30 people=1050 x 7 parcels) .  That is 
not compatible with any sort of agricultural operation.  If each of those same 
parcels moved onto “Level 2” Agritourism, they could each have 25 overnight 
guests for 365 nights a year- that’s 9,125 overnight visitors x 7 parcels, adding up 
to 63,875 overnight guests around me.  Absolutely 100% not compatible with my 
agricultural activities.  I can hear people saying that “Well, only agricultural parcels 
will be doing this, so don’t worry”.  The level 1 activities are “by right”, so how 
would the County even begin to know if there are agricultural activities as no 
permit is needed?  If I were to complain, would the County allocate staff to review 
the parcels and ask for verification of agricultural products?  My experience tells 
me that there isn’t staff or mechanisms to do this; can you assure me that there are? 
Even for Level 2- how is the County going to determine that a $1000 of products 
are being sold to meet this incredibly low standard?  I see no procedures to do so, 
and even if there are, a $1000 check is easy to come by.  This is a TOURISM 
proposal with “agri” stuck in front to try hide its true intention. 
 

My last set of comments have to do with the inadequacy of the environmental 
analysis.  I see no actual data or studies in the Mit. Neg Dec.  How was it determined 
that there will be no impacts to my Creek from water usage and sewage production 
from 63,875 overnight visitors?  How about the cumulative impacts of this 
happening on many, many times this number of parcels?  Remember my numbers 
are only for those parcels adjacent to me. Again, I can hear someone saying, well 
that would never really happen, but the point is that it could, and from watching 
other areas with tourism development, something like it will.  Think of the 
problems neighbors are experiencing with vacation rentals and multiply that many 



times on properties next to agricultural operations.  I don’t think this proposed 
zoning change is at all compatible with agriculture. 
 

40+ years ago Scott Valley thought about what it wanted its future to look 
like and wrote the Scott Valley Area Plan.  It was voted on and passed by ⅔ of the 
citizens and adopted by the Board of Supervisors as our land use plan.  It is clear in 
its intention to preserve our Valley and its agricultural production.  Let’s honor our 
elders who had the vision and wisdom to write this guiding document. 
 

I ask you to listen to what our community wants and disallow this zoning 
change.  Take time to develop a proposal that will genuinely support agriculture 
instead of pushing it out in favor of tourists and the tourist dollar.  There needs to 
be community input from a broad and diverse group of community members, and 
well advertised community meetings.  Last night, on Thursday 3/14, approximately 
75 community members turned out, on short notice, to discuss the issues involved 
with the proposed zoning amendment.  It was heartwarming meeting with  a 
consensus that we all value the incredibly special and precious place that is Scott 
Valley, and that this proposed amendment rips a hole through the Scott Valley Area 
Plan and puts our community, and our children and grandchildren’s future, at risk. 
While there was a desire to make specific, positive recommendations for a zoning 
ordinance that supports those values, the timeline is too short to do a thoughtful 
job in doing so.  The specific action that can be taken now is to NOT APPROVE the 
proposed ordinance and return it to County staff for further evaluation and input. 
 
Thank You, 
 
 
Betsy Stapleton 
 
 


