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Discussions about the communities’ future focused mainly around roads and 
public safety.  Devastated by wildfire back in September 2001, residents have 
continuing concerns regarding fire safety.  Community members agreed that 
the area needs an effective evacuation plan including a second route for 
evacuation.  One member submitted a proposed plan identifying a second 
evacuation route.  Additionally, community members would like to see 
County programs that promote fire safety and educate the community on 
retardant building and landscape materials.  The vision also includes widening 
of Concow and other narrow roads in the area.    
 
e. Lake Oroville Area-Wide Workshop  
The Butte County General Plan 2030 Community Workshop for the Lake 
Oroville Area was held on Wednesday, May 23, 2007, at the Kelly Ridge 
Country Club, 5131 Royal Oaks Drive, Oroville. 
 
About 29 people attended the Lake Oroville Area-Wide Workshop.  Also in 
attendance were four members of Butte County's Citizens Advisory 
Committee (William Black, Michael Evans, Bruce McClintock and Sue 
Seropian).  Tim Snellings, Butte County Development Services Director, 
began the workshop and introduced staff and consultants.  David Early, 
Founding Principal of DC&E , the lead General Plan consultant, provided an 
overview of the meeting content and format.  Paul McIntosh, Butte County 
Administrative Officer, provided an overview of the Oroville Facilities Re-
Licensing Project.  Butte County Department of Development Services 
Principal Planner Dan Breedon then provided an overview of the Butte 
County General Plan 2030 process and General Plan 2030’s Guiding 
Principles, which were approved by the Butte County Board of Supervisors 
on February 13, 2007.  Tanya Higgins, Project Planner of DC&E then 
presented a summary of existing conditions in the Lake Oroville Area and of 
issues that were raised during prior public workshops and meetings.  For the 
next 45 minutes, County and DC&E staff facilitated five breakout discussion 
groups about the area's assets, issues, and areas for potential future change.  
The following summarizes the assets and issues discussed at this meeting. 
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Many of the participants focused on traffic and transportation issues in the 
area, including congestion along Highway 162.  There were suggestions for 
alternate routes, traffic calming measures, additional traffic signals, limited 
access points, and increased speeding enforcement.  There were also 
suggestions on how to make this roadway safer for bicyclists and pedestrians, 
such as roadway widening and the provision of sidewalks.  Some participants 
suggested that new development should fund traffic and infrastructure 
improvements. 
 
The groups also discussed the development activity along Highway 162, and 
some suggested that alternative traffic routes be established before additional 
development is approved here.  There were concerns about the traffic that 
could be caused by the Stringtown Mountain project.  However, other 
participants supported the project in general.  Some participants felt that 
additional tourism, resort and casino development could add to Oroville’s 
economy, while others were opposed to any more casinos in the area. 
 
In general, most participants supported the tourism and recreation industry, 
although many emphasized that there is a need for increased signage to help 
tourists access Lake Oroville.  Participants also mentioned the need for 
improved road maintenance in general.  Several people expressed a need to 
extend public services, like natural gas, water and sewer lines, to areas of 
existing and future development.  There was also a general sense that the 
region is not adequately compensated for its water allocation to southern 
California. 
 
The participants also discussed possible development of the land adjacent to 
the intersection of Highway 162 and Miners Ranch Road, including several 
ideas about mixed-use retail, community services and housing.  They also 
indicated that new development in general should follow some development 
standards, including architectural and landscape standards.  Many participants 
supported growth in the Oroville area, subject to development standards, 
avoiding airport areas, minimizing impacts to agriculture, and in conjunction 
with employment options.   
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Some participants raised issues concerning public safety, including a need for 
additional law enforcement, code enforcement, and fire management.  In 
particular, several participants suggested a need for brush and fuel 
maintenance along roadways and on private properties. 
 
f. Unincorporated Oroville Area-Wide Workshop 
The Butte County General Plan 2030 Community Workshop for the 
Unincorporated Oroville Area was held on Wednesday, June 27, 2007, at the 
Southside Community Center.  This meeting is one of 20 community 
meetings scheduled to take place in locations covering all of the 
unincorporated parts of Butte County.  The meetings are designed to take 
input directly from community members about their area’s assets, issues, and 
consideration of land use changes during the General Plan 2030 process.  
 
About 110 people attended the Unincorporated Oroville Area-Wide 
Workshop.  Also in attendance were six members of Butte County's Citizens 
Advisory Committee (Michael Evans, Bill Kienzle, Kate Leyden, Bruce 
McClintock, Tony Rushing, and Sue Seropian).  Tim Snellings, Butte County 
Development Services Director, introduced the workshop and staff and 
consultants.  David Early, Founding Principal of Design, Community & 
Environment (DC&E), the lead General Plan consultant, provided an 
overview of the meeting content and format.  Butte County Department of 
Development Services Principal Planner Dan Breedon then provided an 
overview of the Butte County General Plan 2030 process and General Plan 
2030’s Guiding Principles, which were approved by the Butte County Board 
of Supervisors on February 13, 2007.  DC&E Associate Tanya Sundberg then 
presented a summary of existing conditions in the Unincorporated Oroville 
Area and of issues that were raised during prior public workshops and 
meetings.  For the next 45 minutes, County and DC&E staff facilitated eleven 
breakout discussion groups, each of which focused on a neighborhood in the 
Unincorporated Oroville Area, discussing its assets, issues, and areas for 
potential future change.  The following summarizes the assets and issues 
discussed at this meeting. 
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i. Southside/Las Plumas 
The Southside/Las Plumas groups were interested in economic development 
for the area, including the redevelopment of existing commercial facilities.  
They felt that economic development is especially important in this area in 
order to attract equal opportunity employment with decent wages, which 
would in turn bring younger families to the area.  These groups also 
highlighted the need for low income housing and to increase public 
transportation opportunities.  These groups also discussed alternative power 
sources. 
 
The Southside/Las Plumas groups discussed alternative wastewater systems.  
They also highlighted the need for increased services in the area.  Specifically, 
they requested sidewalk maintenance, street sweeping and increased code 
enforcement, as well as services to address drug problems, mental health and 
employment assistance.  In addition, participants in the Southside/Las Plumas 
groups requested more recreation and medical facilities for this area.  These 
groups also discussed the need for increased law enforcement in this 
neighborhood in order to combat drugs, underage drinking, and prostitution.  
Some in the group also urged the County to take measures that would 
facilitate annexation of the Southside area by the City of Oroville. 
 
ii. Thermalito 
The Thermalito groups characterized the neighborhood as rural and 
agricultural, and would like this area to retain that character.  They felt that 
some isolated development is appropriate in certain areas, and that ranchette 
development can be appropriate for equestrian purposes.  However, they also 
directed that traffic issues be addressed before additional development is 
approved.  The Thermalito groups also discussed the Oro Bay proposal near 
this neighborhood; participants were generally opposed to this project.   
 
Thermaltio participants would like economic development to bolster 
employment opportunities in the Oroville area.  They would like the County 
to improve neighborhoods through increased code enforcement.  In addition, 
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the groups discussed the lack of access to the Oroville Wildlife Preserve, 
which they felt should be addressed. 
 
iii. North Oroville 
The North Oroville group was focused on protecting Table Mountain and 
maintaining public access to this recreational and scenic resource.  This group 
in general liked the rural character of North Oroville, and would like this 
character to be preserved.  They discussed parcel sizes, and felt that the ability 
to construct additional dwelling units should be dictated by the size of the 
parcels.  Some participants felt that densities should be increased to 10-acre lot 
sizes. 
 
Participants also discussed some road improvement needs, such as the 
widening of Cherokee Road and improvements to Oregon Gulch Road.  
They were concerned about fire and emergency access, and felt that the 
County should limit the number of houses that are approved on cul-de-sacs 
because of emergency access issues. 
 
The North Oroville group was also concerned about water quality, including 
impacts from mining on groundwater and surface water quality.  In addition, 
this group suggested the use of clustering and density transfers to protect deer 
herds. 
 
iv. South Oroville/Palermo 
The South Oroville/Palermo groups focused on water quantity and quality.  
There were concerns about water diversions that are to the detriment of 
wildlife and habitat, as well as water supply, and about the impact of adjacent 
industrial uses on the water quality in creeks.  Participants would like open 
space corridors established and maintained in this area, especially in the hills 
to the south and east of Palermo. 
 
Participants would like additional commercial services in Oroville in general, 
as well as additional employment opportunities.  They were concerned about 
the imbalance of jobs and housing in the Oroville area, in which many people 
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live in Oroville and work in Chico or Sacramento.  Participants also were 
concerned about a lack of law enforcement in the South Oroville area.  In 
addition, they felt that the roads are in need of maintenance and 
improvement, and that code enforcement should be improved to, among 
other issues, address illegal dumping along roads. 
 
v. East Oroville/Hills 
The East Oroville/Hills groups discussed infill development, and were 
concerned that road construction in rural areas will promote sprawl.  
Participants like the rural setting of the hills, and felt that denser development 
should be directed to the city.  There were concerns about overloaded 
transportation infrastructure in the area, recommending traffic lights, 
bikeways, and a bypass as possible solutions.  The groups also directed that 
transportation infrastructure be analyzed for capacity and adequacy prior to 
approving new development.  In addition, they requested additional 
maintenance of county roads and bike facilities.   
 
These groups recognized the importance of agriculture, and directed that the 
General Plan support agriculture.  They felt that agricultural protection 
should include protection of the smaller-scale operations that are found in the 
foothills, and that it could include the use of a greenline similar to that in 
Chico. 
 
The groups would like incentives to promote green buildings and alternative 
energy use.  They felt that development standards are necessary to promote 
water conservation, greenbelts and modern standards.  Participants also 
highlighted the need to improve the visual impact of the Highway 70 
entrance into Oroville. 
 
The East Oroville/Hills groups would like additional public facilities in the 
area, such as a meeting hall, as well as additional commercial services.  They 
highlighted a possible commercial development location at the intersection of 
Miners Ranch Road and Highway 162, supporting the project in order to 
reduce the need for residents in that area to drive into Oroville. 
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These groups were concerned about water quality, highlighting the need to 
protect surface water sources, such as Lake Oroville and the Feather River, as 
well as groundwater.  Participants were concerned about old mines located 
upstream of the lake that could affect water quality.  These groups also 
focused on water supply, recommending that water supply and wastewater 
infrastructure be analyzed for capacity prior to new development approval.   
 
Participants also requested off-leash dog parks and increased information 
about recreational facilities in the county.  They felt that tourism should be 
promoted, including tourism related to Lake Oroville.  In addition, they felt 
that there should be additional educational opportunities in this area. 
 
5. Mountain Communities 
One “Area-Wide Workshop” and six “Community Meetings” took place in 
locations across Butte County’s mountain region and focused on the 
communities of Berry Creek/Brush Creek, Butte Meadows/Jonesville, 
Cohasset, Feather Falls/Forbestown/Clipper Mills, Forest Ranch, 
unincorporated Paradise, and Stirling City.  These meetings were designed to 
take input directly from the community members about their areas assets, 
issues, and vision for consideration of land use changes during the General 
Plan 2030 process.  The information obtained from these meetings will be 
used to help create the Butte County General Plan 2030 land use alternatives 
and has been given to the Butte County 2030 Citizens Advisory Committee, 
the Planning Commission, and the Board of Supervisors.  The following 
section summarizes the assets, issues and future/vision discussed at these 
meetings.    
 
a. Berry Creek/Brush Creek Community Meeting 
The Butte County General Plan 2030 Community Workshop for the Berry 
Creek/Brush Creek communities was held on May 19, 2007, at 9:00 a.m. at 
the Berry Creek Elementary School, 286 Rockerfeller Rd., Berry Creek. 
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The subject of this meeting included the mountain communities of Berry 
Creek and Brush Creek, and roughly all that outlying area between the 
North and Middle Forks of the Feather River northeast to Plumas County 
including Lake Madrone and Mountain House.  About 70 people attended 
this meeting.  Also in attendance were 3 members of Butte County's Citizens 
Advisory Committee (Sue Seropian, Michael Evans, and Bruce McClintock).  
Butte County Department of Development Services staff Tim Snellings and 
Dan Breedon gave an overview of the Butte County General Plan 2030 
process as an introduction to the meeting.  For the next 90 minutes, they 
facilitated a discussion about the area's assets, issues, and areas for potential 
future change.  The following summarizes the assets, issues and vision 
discussed at this meeting.    
 
Community members present at this meeting valued the area’s community 
spirit and frontier attitude.  Most identified the natural beauty, closeness with 
nature, privacy, climate, low population, and peace and quiet as defining 
community features that exemplify the reasons for living in this area.  Many 
felt that the area was still affordable, especially in light of the increasing 
housing costs in the balance of the county.   
 
Recreational and forest resources were also highly regarded, including the 
access provided to Lake Oroville, hiking and picnicking at Bald Rock, clear 
night skies, and opportunities for viewing local wildlife.  People also indicated 
that the historical and cultural resources of the area, as well as the local 
cemetery, are important parts of the area’s heritage.  The non-profit Camp 
Okizu, a camp maintained for children with cancer and their families, was 
identified as a valued local organization.   
 
Community members stated that government services were improving and 
that the County Public Works Department provided good snow and ice 
removal during the winter months.  Community members were also pleased 
to have a resident Sheriff’s Deputy who patrols much of the outlying area.  
The local volunteer fire department was also singled out as a valued asset. 
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The use of county and private roads topped the list of issues needing attention 
in this area.  Many felt that Bald Rock Road and Rockerfeller Road needed 
improvements to provide for the increase in levels of traffic since they were 
first improved.  Access to Lake Oroville was another circulation issue that 
community members felt needed improvement, along with the need for a 
Fire Safety Plan that would designate emergency evacuation routes and fire 
breaks.  Many people agreed that private roads needed better maintenance 
and signage, and that off-highway vehicle use, a recreational pursuit of many 
visitors to the area, needed to be directed away from trespassing on private 
property and roads.   
 
Community members noted the lack of public services and community 
meeting space.  They identified that local programs are necessary to engage 
local youth, a medical center or similar emergency care provider is needed to 
provide for the public’s health, and a public park or community center is 
needed to host community events and provide for community based 
recreation.  Community members also felt that any new development should 
“pay its own way”, and that commercial zoning should be provided for future 
commercial services as well as existing commercial uses. 
 
Several areas in need of improved regulation and enforcement were identified, 
including the abatement of abandoned vehicles, prosecution and clean-up of 
illegal dumping, the abandonment of domestic animals in the area, and the 
regulation of noise from loud music and generators at area residences, and 
gunfire in close proximity to the community.  Some felt that although they 
valued the resident Sheriff’s Deputy, law enforcement’s presence and response 
could be improved upon. 
 
Several community members spoke in favor of the creation of a rural 
development plan that would address the special needs of rural areas while 
helping to address past deficiencies and recognizing and protecting the rural 
quality of the area.  Community members present wished to maintain larger 
parcel sizes for the area, but also wished to consider the future creation of a 
“town center” that could incorporate the commercial, public and service 
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needs of the community such as a youth center, medical center, museum, and 
community meeting place.  A community park was also identified as a need 
for the future.  Clustering development around existing communities was also 
identified as a strategy to allow for some growth while protecting the areas 
natural assets.  
 
Community members indicated that access to Lake Oroville needed 
enhancement and, in some cases, to be re-opened and improved.  Future 
improvement was also identified as needed for Bald Rock Road to make it 
pedestrian and bicycle friendly.  Other future public improvement needs 
mentioned included a transfer station for household recycling and other 
waste, public transportation services, and new telecommunication facilities 
(cell towers) to improve public safety and Internet access. 
 
b. Butte Meadows/Jonesville Community Meeting 
The Butte County General Plan 2030 Community Workshop for the Butte 
Meadows/Jonesville community was held on June 23, 2007, at 10:00 a.m. at 
Fire Station #10, 7680 Humboldt Road, Butte Meadows.  
 
About 52 people attended the meeting.  Also in attendance were two 
members of Butte County's Citizens Advisory Committee (Bruce 
McClintock and Sue Seropian).  Butte County Department of Development 
Services staff Pete Calarco and Noel Carvalho gave an overview of the Butte 
County General Plan 2030 process as an introduction to the evening.  For the 
next 90 minutes, they facilitated a discussion about the area's assets, issues, 
and areas for potential future change.  The following summarizes the assets 
and issues discussed at this meeting. 
  
Located approximately 36 miles northeast of Chico, the scenic mountain 
community of Butte Meadows/Jonesville is home to nearly 1,500 residents.  
Many residents live in the community fulltime while others are second 
homeowners that reside in the area seasonally.  The area’s natural beauty and 
wealth of recreational opportunities, like fishing and riding of off-road 
vehicles, were identified the areas greatest assets.  Additionally, the quiet 
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community noted the simple pleasure of a leisurely stroll or bike ride through 
the neighborhood as an asset.  In the event of an emergency, the remote 
community is served by a safety landing pad.  This community built public 
safety feature was listed as a benefit as well.     
 
Community members noted several wide-ranging issues that need 
improvement but focused mainly on the issues of road conditions and public 
safety.  Humboldt Road is the main route through town and connects the 
community to Highway 32.  This narrow two-lane road divides the 
community and is used equally by local vehicles and pedestrians, visitors, 
timber trucks, cyclists and equestrians.  The myriad of users sharing the road 
stresses the corridor, which creates many public safety issues.  Auto and truck 
users traveling at excessive speeds compound the condition.  The 35 mile-per-
hour speed limit is largely ignored.  During the snowy winter months, 
visitors in vehicles inadequate for the adverse conditions often get stuck, 
placing much of the burden on local residents to clear the way.  
 
The beautiful scenery and abundant recreational opportunities draw many 
visitors.  However, as noted by many residents, a lack of adequate public 
signage, public parking and access result in much frustration.  Residents often 
find their property reluctantly serving the needs of visitors unaware of the 
proper recreational areas.  One resident shared a story of visitors harvesting 
Christmas trees from his property.  Residents feel the county should do more 
to channel visitors of the proper recreational areas and inform them about the 
varying conditions.  A list below identifies additional issues identified at the 
meeting. 
  
Residents largely admire their community as it exists today.  They insist that 
as growth occurs, it is first supported by adequate infrastructure and fits with 
the existing character of the community.  Additional commercial/retail will 
be necessary to support a growing community as well.  Also identified were 
expanded recreational opportunities and better channeling of visitors to the 
appropriate facilities.    
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c. Cohasset Community Meeting 
The Butte County General Plan 2030 Community Workshop for Cohasset 
was held on April 18, 2007, at 6:00 p.m. at the Cohasset Community Center, 
11 Maple Creek Ranch Road, Cohasset.   
 
About 35 people attended the Cohasset meeting.  Also in attendance were 
two members of Butte County's Citizens Advisory Committee (Bruce 
McClintock and Mike Evans).  Butte County Department of Development 
Services staff Pete Calarco and Noel Carvalho gave an overview of the Butte 
County General Plan 2030 process as an introduction to the evening.  For 
the next 70 minutes, they facilitated a discussion about the area's assets, 
issues, and areas for potential future change.  The following summarizes the 
assets and issues discussed at this meeting: 
 
Once known as a logging community and for its award winning apple 
orchards, the community of Cohasset treasures it historic roots.  Located 
approximately 15 miles northeast of the Chico, residents enjoy the peace and 
quite the forested foothill community offers.  While secluded from 
urbanization, they appreciate the short drive to Chico for daily or weekly 
needs not available in the community.  Residents specifically enjoy the 
abundance of trees, creeks and riparian areas found in and around the 
community, providing habitat for wildlife including the migratory deer herd.  
The community is sheltered from excessive noise and light pollution from the 
valley and is not densely populated.  Additionally, the general store and 
elementary school are greatly appreciated and recognized as an asset.  
 
Cohasset is a community constrained by a limited and variable water supply.  
Little rainfall during the winter months can cause some wells to run dry in 
late summer while others are unaffected.  A few concerns were expressed 
about ground water pollution resulting from parcels with high concentrations 
of livestock located adjacent to existing wells.  Additionally, there is some fear 
that increased housing density will put more strain on the limited water 
supply.  At this time, there is no alternative water supply to supplement 
households in need during a dry season.  
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The community at large agrees that Cohasset Road is an issue for several 
reasons.  It is the main road in and out of the community.  In the event of a 
wildfire, many doubt its adequacy for handling an evacuation.  Neighbors 
agree it is in much need of widening and repair.  Many cyclists use the road 
for recreation.  Without bike lanes or shoulders there is little room for 
cyclists and drivers to share the road safely.  Many voiced disappointed at the 
County’s failure to widen the road as promised in the past.  Some members in 
the community ride-share to Chico but are frustrated at the lack of a ride 
share parking lot.  Additionally, during the snowy winter months, it was 
indicated that poorly maintained roads added to the safety concern and that 
snow removal equipment congests the roads further as a result of limited 
equipment staging areas.  Aside from Cohasset Road, community members 
identified several unpaved county roads that generate dust and debris.  Many 
bridges were also pointed out as poorly maintained.  
 
There are a small number of poorly maintained mobile homes and trailers 
scattered throughout the area.  Many are visible from the road.  Neighbors 
would like to see these sites cleaned up to help improve the character the 
community.  Additionally, trespassing, vandalism, partying, illegal dumping, 
vehicle abandonment and firearm discharging on private property is an issue.  
Many residents are forced to clean up the debris left behind as a result.     
 
One member noted that Cohasset is a foothill community with different 
needs from valley communities and that the County needs to recognize this 
difference by not applying a uniform set of goals, policies and codes across the 
county.    
 
Proud of it history and character, the community agreed that maintaining and 
enhancing its identity through improved building and design standards is 
important.  They liked the idea of some design consistency throughout.  One 
member suggested establishment of a gateway and roundabout with a historic 
monument along Cohasset Road to help identify the entrance and center of 
town.  Included in this improvement, residents would also like to see the 
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roads widened to accommodate both vehicles and cyclists.  Some members 
suggested a bike route separate from the road that connected Cohasset to the 
existing bike trail at the Chico airport.  This would improve safety and 
provide transportation alternatives some desire.  
 
Also suggested were County incentives for green building design and 
alternative energy, a future water reserve to serve the entire community 
during the dry months and a community park.   
 
While some residents favored little or no change, many residents were not 
opposed to future development as long as it is in harmony with the area, 
follows the communities envisioned identity and does not put additional 
strain on the water supply.  
 
d. Feather Falls/Forbestown/Clipper Mills Community Meeting 
The Butte County General Plan 2030 Community Workshop for the Feather 
Falls, Forbestown, and Clipper Mills communities was held on May 2, 2007, 
at 6:00 p.m. at the Feather Falls Elementary School, 2651 Lumpkin Road, 
Oroville. 
 
About 30 people attended the Feather Falls, Forbestown and Clipper Mills 
meeting.  Also in attendance were two members of Butte County's Citizens 
Advisory Committee (Bruce McClintock and Mike Evans).  Butte County 
Department of Development Services staff Dan Breedon and Chuck 
Thistlethwaite gave an overview of the Butte County General Plan 2030 
process as an introduction to the evening.  For the next 90 minutes, they 
facilitated a discussion about the area's assets, issues, and areas for potential 
future change.  The following summarizes the assets and issues discussed at 
this meeting.    
 
This community meeting combined the three mountain communities of 
Feather Falls, Forbestown, and Clipper Mills.  Those present were interested 
in improving county services but also expressed a willingness to solve 
community concerns through the knowledgeable people who reside in their 
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communities, and by reinforcing local groups such as volunteer fire 
departments and the Fire Safe Council.  The rural lifestyle was clearly valued 
in the list of assets, which included the many recreational opportunities 
available, the local schools, the timber industry’s contribution to the local 
economy, local wildlife, the natural beauty of Feather Falls and the region as 
a whole, open space, the value of general stores and other commercial uses, 
and the local history and culture of the area. 
 
Community members discussed several broad areas that needed 
improvement, mainly focusing on circulation and access, recreation and 
wildlife, and governmental services and regulation. 
 
Both private and public roads including Craig Access, Forbestown, Ponderosa 
Way, and Lumpkin Roads were identified as needing improvement and 
maintenance to enhance public safety, fire protection, and improve 
circulation throughout the region.  In some cases, better coordination 
between various governmental agencies and private land owners was 
identified as a need concerning these roads.  
 
Area recreational opportunities and Lake Oroville received some discussion.  
Enhancement to existing recreational amenities like the Feather Falls 
trailhead was mentioned as being necessary.  Many felt that Lake Oroville’s 
recreational aspects were underrepresented and this was due, in part, from the 
lack of amenities promised by the Department of Water Resources during the 
construction of the Oroville Dam.  While the Enterprise Boat Ramp was 
identified as an area for additional improvement, many felt that an Indian 
Casino or housing development would be inappropriate for the area.  
Community members identified area wildlife as worthy of protection and 
management.  Updated information on deer migration routes was considered 
appropriate.   
 
The community members also discussed various areas of regulation and 
governmental services.  Law enforcement was identified as having slow 
response times and poor visibility amongst the communities, and litter was 
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voiced as a problem on county roads.  Community members felt that 
regulations could be changed to address a variety of issues, from the allowance 
of overnight boating on Lake Oroville, to the encouragement of cell tower 
development in rural areas to enhance emergency response and public safety.  
Some landowners additionally felt that more implementation of Timber 
Preserve Zoning (TPZ) was needed in areas devoted to private timber 
management. 
 
Community member’s vision for these mountain areas concentrated on 
cooperative programs that would address public safety in the areas of brush 
removal along roads and fuel reduction on private lands.  Strategies to work 
together, along with local community groups like the Fire Safe Council and 
other volunteer groups would be encouraged.  Reciprocal agreements 
between local volunteer fire departments would be maintained and 
reinforced.  It was identified that many communities need areas for 
community events such as a park or meeting place (such as the old Sierra 
Pacific Village Site in Feather Falls), and that some growth around existing 
community centers was appropriate at a 5-acre minimum parcel size to 
minimize the influence of urban development and uses, which would be 
inappropriate.  
 
Several community members also mentioned that creative approaches to 
development was appropriate in mountain areas, and that Butte County’s 
thriving rice industry provided an opportunity to capitalize on rice 
straw/bale construction.   
 
e. Forest Ranch Community Meeting 
The Butte County General Plan 2030 Community Workshop for the Forest 
Ranch community was held on May 9, 2007, at 6:00 p.m. at the Forest Ranch 
Community Center, 15807 Forest Ranch Road, Forest Ranch. 
 
About 30 people attended the Forest Ranch meeting.  Also in attendance 
were 5 members of Butte County's Citizens Advisory Committee (Bruce 
McClintock, Sue Seropian, Georgie Bellin, Ed Miller and Jeff Carter).  Butte 
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County Department of Development Services staff Chuck Thistlethwaite and 
Noel Carvalho gave an overview of the Butte County General Plan 2030 
process as an introduction to the evening.  For the next 90 minutes, they 
facilitated a discussion about the area's assets, issues, and areas for potential 
future change.  The following summarizes the assets and issues discussed at 
this meeting.    
 
Residents of the Forest Ranch area have a strong sense of community.  In 
general, the list of assets revolves around the quality of life the woodland 
community offers.  Located approximately 15 miles northeast of Chico, many 
residents gladly make the short drive to the nearby urban areas for 
employment and to obtain goods and services not available in the local 
community.  Many residents mentioned the positive trade offs of living in the 
sparsely populated woodland community versus the urban areas.  Known for 
its scenic canyon drive, Highway 32 is the main route connecting Forest 
Ranch to Chico and to Highway 99.  Residents expressed their admiration for 
the natural beauty along this drive and throughout the community.  They 
also note it as one of the major reasons for residing in the area.   
 
Several issued were identified at the community meeting, topping the list 
were roads and water resources.  Highway 32 bisects the Forest Ranch 
Community, and while is a state route, it is poses many concerns the citizens 
would like the Butte County General Plan to address.  Vehicles traveling at 
high speeds through the community are a great concern to residents entering 
or crossing the highway from residential roads.  It is feared that additional 
development could increase the potential for collisions on the highway.  
Additionally, there are many concerns regarding the inadequate parking, 
traffic control and unsafe pedestrian crossing at the unofficial disk golf course 
located on the upper south rim of Bidwell Park.  Residents noted that the 
combination of high speeds and inadequate traffic control at the course is a 
dangerous combination.      
  
The variable water supply is another concern to some residents of the 
community.  While some wells are threatened by a dry season, other wells are 
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not.  Parcel splitting on adjacent land and the ensuing wells was voiced as an 
additional concern by neighbors.  Residents also asked about possible impacts 
additional development could have on the water supply to the community as 
a whole.  In general, many community members felt the water supply of the 
Forest Ranch community and countywide are not protected adequately.  
 
Residents of Forest Ranch treasure their foothill community.  As stated by 
one resident but agreed by all, the community needs protect and enhance all 
the assets that that give the area its high quality of life.  The vision includes 
security and protection from additional strains future development could 
have on traffic safety, road maintenance and water supply.   
 
f. Unincorporated Paradise Area-Wide Workshop 
The Butte County General Plan 2030 Community Workshop for the 
Unincorporated Paradise Area was held on Wednesday, May 30, 2007, at the 
Paradise Veterans Hall, 6550 Skyway, Paradise. 
  
About 66 people attended the Unincorporated Paradise Area-Wide 
Workshop.  Also in attendance were five members of Butte County's 
Citizens Advisory Committee (Georgie Bellin, April Grossberger, Scarlett 
Kettell, Bruce McClintock, and Sue Seropian).  Tim Snellings, Butte County 
Development Services Director, introduced the workshop and staff and 
consultants.  David Early, Founding Principal of DC&E, the lead General 
Plan consultant, provided an overview of the meeting content and format.  
Butte County Department of Development Services Principal Planner Dan 
Breedon then provided an overview of the Butte County General Plan 2030 
process and General Plan 2030’s Guiding Principles, which were approved by 
the Butte County Board of Supervisors on February 13, 2007.  Tanya 
Higgins, Project Planner of DC&E then presented a summary of existing 
conditions in the Unincorporated Paradise Area and of issues that were raised 
during prior public workshops and meetings.  For the next 45 minutes, 
County and DC&E staff facilitated eight breakout discussion groups about 
the area's assets, issues, and areas for potential future change.  The following 
summarizes the assets and issues discussed at this meeting. 
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Throughout the groups, there was an emphasis on fire and emergency access 
issues in the Paradise area, especially for the area north of Paradise where 
access is constrained by the Magalia Reservoir Dam and the intersection of 
three major roadways (the Skyway, Pentz Road and Clark Road).  Many 
participants suggested alternate routes to address this issue, and some 
indicated a need to provide multiple alternative routes so that there are 
options depending on the location and scale of a future fire.  Other 
participants felt that improved maintenance of existing roads would address 
the problem.   
 
There were also concerns raised about one-lane cul-de-sac developments in 
which there are too many houses than can be supported by the roadway, 
especially in the case of a fire evacuation.  Participants suggested road capacity 
improvements to address these problems.   
 
Some participants requested funding for the staffing of existing lookout 
facilities.  There was also a suggestion for assessing fees on timber harvest 
permits to fund fire management projects, such as fuel breaks. 
 
Another key issue at this meeting was wastewater and water infrastructure.  
Participants discussed the possibility of a regional sewer treatment facility, 
community wastewater disposal systems, sewer lines and alternative septic 
systems.  There was a suggestion that a wastewater management district be 
established for the Paradise Pines area.  There was also a suggestion that an 
inspection and maintenance program be established in order to assure the 
long-term functionality of septic systems. 
 
Participants felt strongly that water supply should be maintained and 
improved.  There were concerns about drainage issues south of Paradise that 
could negatively impact water quality.   
 
Some participants felt that growth should be limited until access and 
infrastructure needs are met, also suggesting the use of growth boundaries and 
clustered development to make infrastructure more efficient.  Participants 
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also wanted to ensure that the rural and scenic character of the communities 
remains.  There were some concerns raised about the deer herd migration 
zones that are in place under the County’s Zoning Ordinance.  Several people 
also raised the issue of illegal dumping and its impacts on the communities, as 
well as a need for increased law enforcement. 
 
 In general, participants supported the notion of development standards to 
ensure consistency between the projects under the jurisdiction of the county 
and town.  Participants also suggested the use of impact fees on new 
development.  Some participants felt that there is room for more commercial 
development in the area, but that it should be subject to development 
standards. 
 
Several groups felt that additional recreational facilities are needed, including 
bicycle and equestrian trails.  In addition, there was a suggestion that 
additional medical facilities be located in the area. 
 
g. Stirling City Community Meeting 
The Butte County General Plan 2030 Community Workshop for the Stirling 
City community was held on June 11, 2007, at 6:00 p.m. at the Sterling City 
Community Hall, 17044 Skyway, Stirling City.  
 
About 25 people attended the meeting.  Also in attendance were two 
members of Butte County's Citizens Advisory Committee (Bruce 
McClintock and Sue Seropian).  Butte County Department of Development 
Services staff Dan Breedon and Noel Carvalho gave an overview of the Butte 
County General Plan 2030 process as an introduction to the evening.  For the 
next 90 minutes, they facilitated a discussion about the area's assets, issues, 
and areas for potential future change.  The following summarizes the assets 
and issues discussed at this meeting.   
 
A community rich with history, Stirling City is home to the former 
Diamond Sawmill opened in 1901 and closed 1958.  Once a booming 
industrial community, this compact woodland community now has a 
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population of approximately 300.  Current residents enjoy the community’s 
peace and quiet and are prideful of its history and natural beauty.  They also 
recognize and appreciate the benefits of the resulting tourism.  The 
community’s museum/library and hotel are key destinations for many 
visitors.  The privately-owned Merlot Park is another local attraction that is 
open to the public and available for weddings and other social functions.  
Community members identified tourism as the primary way to stimulate the 
local economy and they supported the promotion of tourism for this reason.  
Additional assets are listed below.   
 
Community members identified a broad array of issues ranging from conflicts 
with existing commercial zoning to illegal dumping on private property.  In 
its early history, Stirling City was a booming industrial town complete with 
hotel, restaurant, and picture house.  Since the days of the boom, the 
commercial/retail business has sharply tapered off, leaving many vacancies 
and buildings in disrepair.  Currently, community members looking to open 
a business are encouraged to do so in existing commercial areas.  Some feel 
other locations may be better suited.  
 
Illegal dumping is a common problem in this remote community.  Owners 
are often forced to cleanup trash at their own expense or are forced to leave it 
due to unaffordable cleanup costs.  
 
Additional issues include the closure of the Brakebill Elementary School, 
animal abandonment, unleashed dogs wandering residential streets, and 
frustrating experiences working with the County on governmental services 
and regulation.  See below for the complete list of issues. 
 
Many Stirling City residents envision a lively community with thriving 
tourism.  Residents believe one way to achieve this goal is to pave the Skyway 
from Stirling City to Butte Meadows.  Improving this stretch of the Skyway 
will better suit the route for through travel and offer vacationers and 
recreationalists an alternate route to Butte Meadows.  It was also suggested 
that an area be set aside for a visitor’s kiosk to help guide travelers in the area, 
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and to provide an area for public restrooms.  State Route 32 is currently the 
preferred route to the recreational opportunities in that community.  In 
addition to the potential for improving tourism, road improvements will also 
offer an additional evacuation route in the event of a wildfire.  
 
An additional vision was to utilize the abandon railroad spur as a bike route 
and equestrian trail connecting the community to the Town of Paradise and 
ultimately the City of Chico.  This corridor improvement would offer 
transportation alternatives, recreational opportunities and potentially boost 
tourism.   
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