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NOTICE AND CALL OF A MEETING OF THE 

TRINIDAD PLANNING COMMISSION 
 

The Trinidad Planning Commission will hold a regularly scheduled monthly meeting on 
WEDNESDAY DECEMBER 16th, 2020, AT 6:00 P.M.  

 
 
In accordance with Executive Order N-29-20 this meeting will be held via videoconference 
and will be hosted on the Cisco Webex Platform. Learn more about Webex here: 
https://www.webex.com/  
 
PUBLIC COMMENT: Public comment may be submitted in an orderly process during the 
conference orally or via email or Webex chat. Your comments will be included in the public 
record for the meeting and will be accepted at any time during the meeting. 
 
You can email comments before or during the meeting via to azetter@trinidad.ca.gov. Or you 
can deliver hand-written comments to 409 Trinity Street, Trinidad CA, by 2:00 pm on the day of 
the meeting. 
 
HOW TO PARTICIPATE: The City has published a direct link to the meeting, along with the 
participant code, on the City Calendar page online at http://trinidad.ca.gov/calendar. A link to the 
packet materials for the meeting is also available on the City Calendar page. 
 
 
 
 
 
I. ROLL CALL 
 
II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES – November 18, 2020 
 
III. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

 
IV. ITEMS FROM THE FLOOR 
 
V. AGENDA ITEMS 

The following items will be discussed: 

Posted: December 11, 2020 

https://www.webex.com/
mailto:azetter@trinidad.ca.gov
http://trinidad.ca.gov/calendar
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Discussion / Decision / Public Hearing / Action 
 
1. AT&T: 2020-02: After-the-Fact Coastal Development Permit for removal of a 

concrete equipment pad and restoration of the ground surface. Located within the 
cellular facility lease site on Trinidad Head. APN: 042-121-005. 

 
VI. COMMISSIONER REPORTS 
 
VII. STAFF REPORT 
 
VIII. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 
The items listed below have been requested to be on a future Planning Commission 
agenda and will not be discussed at this meeting. Publication of this list is not required 
by law, and the list's inclusion on this agenda does not constitute, nor substitute for any 
noticing requirements. Also, please be aware that this list is subject to change. 

• Tsunami Siren Update 
• After-the-Fact Permits 
• Westhaven CSD Inter-tie 

 
IX. ADJOURNMENT  
 

The meeting packets can be accessed at the following link: 
 http://trinidad.ca.gov/document-library/pc-meeting-packets-2020 

http://trinidad.ca.gov/document-library/pc-meeting-packets-2020
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE TRINIDAD PLANNING 
COMMISSION 

WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 18, 2020 VIA WEBEX 
 

I. CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL (6:00 pm) 
Commissioners Present: Kelly, Johnson, Hopkins, Stockness 
Commissioners Absent: None 
City Planner Staff: Parker 
City Staff: Zetter, Naffah 
 

II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
October 21, 2020 
It was noted that the minutes had the wrong date in the title. 
Motion (Stockness/Hopkins) to approve the minutes as amended. Passed (4-0). Passed 
unanimously.  
 
Commissioner comments 
Commissioner Johnson questioned if there has been any progress towards consultation 
since the City Council meeting. In response, City Manager Naffah advised there is a 
special meeting being held next week to continue discussion of government-to-
government consultation policies.  
 
Commissioner Stockness mentioned she appreciated the water conservation flyer that 
was sent to City water users and residents in the Luffenholtz watershed. Stockness asked 
about the composition of the Water Committee. City Manager Naffah responded that he 
and Council members West and Clompus are on the committee, and that staff are 
assisting with the administrative tasks.  
 
Hopkins stated there have been multiple inquiries regarding publishing the Harbor plans 
on the City’s website. City Planner Parker stated the plans are in the packet, thus available 
via the website.  
 
In response, S. Laos (Trinidad Rancheria) reiterated that the plans are available to the 
public via the Planning Commission Meeting Packet, which is the standard protocol for 
development project. Additionally, she will inquire with the Rancheria administration if 
the plans could be posted on the Rancheria’s website.  
 

III. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
Approval by acclamation.  
 

IV. ITEMS FROM THE FLOOR 
R. Clompus (City Council member) stated he was in attendance at a meeting concerning 
the CSA4 (district) and CalFire. He questioned if the Planning Commission has ever 
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reviewed or recommended a change to the City’s involvement. Currently both the City 
and the Trinidad Rancheria are excluded and do not pay fees/taxes to the organization.  
 
In response, City Planner Parker stated the City has a mutual aid agreement for fire 
services. City Manager Naffah further clarified that the City is not included, per say, 
because we don’t meet the criteria. He added that the way the law is written, it covers 
areas that are unincorporated that do not have a municipal fire department. Recent 
discussions have included how to best appropriate funds.  
 

V. AGENDA ITEMS 
Discussion/Decision/Public Hearing/Action 
 
1. Water Shortage Contingency Plan: Continued discussion of a draft Water Shortage 

Contingency Plan. 
 
Staff report 
City Planner Parker stated the Planning Commission is close to finalizing the WSCP and 
expects that the Commission may be able to recommend this to the City Council tonight. 
She also stated there needs to be an understanding that this WSCP will likely be a work 
in progress, until it is put into practice. Thus, she has striven to leave enough flexibility 
to adapt to various situations. Parker went on to discuss the revisions made to the 
document, which were primarily based on the comments received from other City staff.  
 
She touched upon the idea of rate increases during rationing as a means to make up for 
lost revenues due to decreased water use, while costs to operate the water plant remain 
fairly steady. However, not everyone feels this is appropriate, and it would require a rate 
study to justify. 
 
Additionally, Parker discussed overuse fines and whether there should be any leeway for 
small overages. She explained that the WSCP proposes to fine users based on per unit of 
usage, such as $100.00 per 100 cubic feet but a percentage based fine has also been 
suggested. Both fee structures should discourage large water users. She also clarified that 
fines would need to be codified in an ordinance in order to be implemented.  
 
Parker also discussed another concern that was raised regarding the level of 
responsibility given to the City Manager. Parker feels that that is the appropriate entity 
for making recommendations on declaring drought stages to the Council. For 
clarification, Parker explained that he has ultimate responsibility over staff and reports 
directly to the Council, and under the WSCP, the City Manager would be given 
recommendations and suggestions from Public Works and other staff based on current 
plant conditions. However, she is less sure what responsibility the City Manager should 
hold in regards to granting exceptions. Parker suggested the responsibility could be held 
by the Water Shortage Response Team (WSRT). However, a potential issue could arise 
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should an appeal come before the Council, because the WSRT includes at least one 
Councilmember, who would then have to recuse themselves from an appeal. Parker 
requested feedback from the Planning Commission.  
 
Furthermore, Parker touched on the topic of meter reading. Currently, the WSCP 
recommends encouraging residents to take meter readings more than once per month. 
This may be difficult, but is only a suggestion. In addition, Parker advised that the City 
is actively looking at what it would take to upgrade to meters that can be read remotely. 
Additionally, Parker discussed S. McHaney’s (previous City Engineer) comments, some 
of which were in regards to to conservation and lost revenue, provided in the staff report. 
Parker explained there is substantial amount of uncertainty, so she suggests the Planning 
Commission considering adding further guidance and prioritization in the water plan.  
 
Commissioner Comments/Questions 
Commissioner Hopkins complimented staff on the WSCP, but noted that it doesn’t 
address the long-term issue of water security and increasing supplies. He stressed the 
importance of adding storage. Parker acknowledged that the WSCP is just one narrow 
piece of planning for water security. And when the Commission first started working on 
it, those broader issues, including increasing the supply and storage were discussed. 
However, it was recognized that the Council specifically asked for a drought contingency 
plan, so the Commission forwarded the information and ideas that they had compiled to 
the Council for further discussion. She added that the City is working on applying for 
funding that would assist in furthering those efforts. 
 
Commissioners Stockness and Kelly also reiterated that they have the same concerns, but 
it was the direction from the Council which led the Commission to narrow their focus on 
how to respond in a drought.  
 
Commissioner Johnson recommends that in the event that residents are requested to 
monitor their water meter, the City should provide a straightforward informational sheet 
on how to do that. Additionally, he recommended a few updates and corrections be made 
to the WSCP, including discrepancies between the table and the text. Johnson also noted 
that in the City Actions and Responsibilities section for Stage 3, “plan and prepare to 
supplement water plant” is included. But by then, it would be too late to plan for that, 
and it needs to be done ahead of time.  
 
Johnson also requested clarification on Stage 4’s “Demand Reduction Measure” 
regarding commercial and residential volume allocations. Parker explained that those 
allocations would affect less than half of the customers but would still result in 
meaningful reductions in water use. More information regarding the water use 
allocations can be found in the September packet memo.  
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Stockness questioned whether STRs are considered commercial water users. Parker 
confirmed they are considered residential users in this plan.  
 
Johnson further questioned how the City would handle relaxing restrictions after the 
water shortage ends, and the system is once again capable of meeting the usual water 
demand. Parker explained that the plan should allow the flexibility to completely 
withdraw the water shortage declaration or to step back the stages, depending on the 
circumstances. It would be up to the WSRT to recommend those responses to the Council. 
Parker will add language to reflect this.  
 
Kelly requested clarification on what exactly is the percentage shortage based on, for 
example is it a percentage of the average flow rate? Parker explained there is limited 
information as to how the wet-well functions in low flows, but the idea is that the 
percentage reflects the reduced pumping capacity at the plant. Johnson suggested that it 
should be based on a fixed value. Parker suggested that it could be based on the 
maximum capacity of the plant as determined by GHD. 
 
Kelly discussed the next steps, such as having the City Attorney review the WSCP. She 
also advised she is in favor of applying for grant funding to obtain and install smart 
meters. She also suggested only having one City Council member on the Water 
Committee to reduce potential conflicts upon an appeal of a WSRT decision. 
 
Public Comment 
S. Laos (Trinidad Rancheria) stated that most of the Rancheria’ comments are in regards to 
the references in the staff report, along with the draft document’s language regarding 
commercial users and large water users. She opined that there should be a definition for 
a “commercial user,” along with clarification regarding “large users.” Laos also requested 
clarification regarding the contact protocol for large water users. She also questioned if 
the three top water users, Cher-Heights Casino, Trinidad Elementary School, and RV 
Parks, are considered “large users.” She noted the importance of clarifying how the City 
intends to treat the two different users, commercial and large users.  
 
In response, Parker agreed that commercial and large water users need to be defined. She 
explained that all non-residential users are considered commercial at this point, and that 
most of the commercial users use less than the allocated baseline amount. Additionally, 
Parker stated there are a number of residences that have much higher than normal water 
consumption rates, but added that large residential users shouldn’t necessarily be treated 
differently from a normal residence; they can always apply for an exception. For 
clarification, Parker also added that “demand reduction measures” refers to measures to 
reduce water demand, not that the City is “demanding” anything.  
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Commissioner Discussion 
Kelly suggested that the WSCP is very close to being ready to pass to the City Council. 
Stockness stated she is in favor of recommending the document to the City Council. She 
also suggested that the WSCP convey (such as at the end of the document) that long-term 
solutions still need to be explored and implemented. Johnson advised that he doesn’t see 
any reason to rush the WSCP to the City Council, as the City is unlikely to experience 
water shortages in the near future. He also questioned where the City is with the Draft 
Water Policy, and how would the WSCP and Water Policy all come together.  
 
Parker explained that the recent water hook-up request policy and the WSCP are 
separate, stand-alone documents, but the Council did not want to consider approved any 
new connections outside City limits without the safeguard of the WSCP. She reminded 
the Commission that capital improvements are more in the purview of the City Council, 
unless the Commission specifically has recommendations they want to make based on 
our previous discussions. She added that there is also the General Plan update, which has 
water policies that will be reviewed in the Circulation Element. She also stated that the 
City is applying for grants that will spearhead discussions about future water security 
and capital improvements. It is important to remember that water is and will continue to 
be an important issue in Trinidad. 
  
After Parker’s response, Johnson advised that he is in support of passing the WSCP to the 
City Council, but with the understanding there is still a lot that needs to be addressed. 
However, he also noted that he’d like the Commission to review written comments from 
the Rancheria.  
 
Motion (Johnson/Stockness) to recommend that Water Shortage Contingency Plan be 
submitted to the City Council for their review and also to request that the Council 
consider the larger issues of planning for water security and develop a comprehensive 
water plan or policy.  (Passed 4-0). Passed unanimously.  
 
Public Comment 
S. Laos (Trinidad Rancheria) advised that the Rancheria will wait for City Planner Parker’s 
edit prior to providing comments.  
 
R. Clompus (City Council member) opined that composing a drought contingency plan is 
difficult, but it will be good to pass it to the City Council.  
 
 
2. After-the-Fact Permits: Initial discussion on existing and potential policies and 

procedures for evaluating after-the-fact permits for work already completed.  
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Staff report 
City Planner Parker explained that after-the-fact permits come up periodically, and that 
the Commission has struggled with how to deal with them. She went on to explain there 
are primarily two different types of after-the-fact permits. 
 
A) After-the-fact building permit: Building permits are ministerial, meaning that if the 
project meets applicable codes, then the City does not have discretion to deny or put 
conditions on the permit. These are by far the most common type of after-the-fact permit. 
Typically, additional fees are charged (50% to 100%) for after-the-fact permit. And the 
previous work may need to be exposed (e.g. electrical, plumbing, framing, foundation, 
etc.) for inspection. These permits and the procedures and standards for granting them 
are dictated by the applicable building codes, and the City has limited ability to change 
them. 
 
B) Discretionary after-the-fact permit: These are the typical planning permits, including 
CDPs, Use Permits, Design Review, etc. Generally, these are reviewed and held to the 
same standards as if no work had occurred. In Trinidad, a condition is usually added to 
increase the charges associated with the permit. However, not everyone is satisfied with 
that outcome, because it may not be enough to discourage attempting work without 
proper permits. It has been suggested that the City should require the individual to 
remove what was added without a permit. However, that approach doesn’t really make 
sense if the development would have otherwise been approved. On the other hand, the 
City shouldn’t make it too easy for someone to perform construction and then ask for 
forgiveness/permission after. Parker suggested developing policies to be used in 
reviewing these after-the-fact permits. Unfortunately, she was not able to find many 
examples from other jurisdictions. 
 
Commissioner Comments/Questions 
Commissioner Kelly advised that she is in favor of charging more, such as 50% or double 
the fee for the project. Commissioner Stockness was in favor of fees and fines, and 
stressed the need for projects to come before the Planning Commission, particularly 
because Trinidad is in the Coastal Zone. Commissioner Hopkins agreed with Kelly, but 
noted that some individuals don’t have a problem paying the fees to avoid dealing with 
the City.  
 
Parker redirected the Commission to focus on discretionary permits. Parker explained 
that a planning permit is the conceptual design approval, as opposed to the building 
permit, which is the structural integrity approval. Thus, there is more subjectivity and 
discretion involved in a planning permit, and conditions of approval can be added. 
Conditions could include restrictions on future development. 
 
Johnson agreed that fines and fees are necessary, but he doesn’t have a recommendation 
on the price of the fees/fines at this time. He agreed with Parker that the Commission 
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needs to focus on how to handle after-the-fact discretionary planning permits. He stated 
that people have done projects without a CDP, which can have serious repercussions, 
especially if the project occurred on a bluff.  
 
Parker suggested that enforcement is very important, and lack of enforcement 
encourages people to forgo permits.  
 
Commissioner Hopkins stated that individuals have told him that the fees are too high, 
as just to start the planning process is $750. Parker stated that for discretionary permits, 
$750 is actually quite cheap, and clarified that it is a deposit, and applicants will generally 
get an invoice to cover all the City’s costs to process them permit. She also clarified that 
the fee for a building permit is based on a percentage of the cost of the development.  
 
Public Comment 
None  
 
Commissioner Discussion 
Agenda item was tabled until further research is done, and Parker speaks to CCC staff 
regarding their process.  

 
3. General Plan Update: Staff update on current progress. 
 
Staff report 
City Planner Parker provided a brief update on the progress made on the general plan 
update since the last meeting. She advised that she finished responding to CCC staff 
comments on the Conservation, Open Space and Recreation Element. She also included 
the comments and recommendations the Planning Commission made on the Element. 
Additionally, she mentioned that the CCC staff have recently provided comments on the 
Circulation Element, so she will be responding to those comments as well, along with 
sending the revised Conservation Element back to the CCC staff for review. So, although 
she had nothing new to present to the Commission, she assured them that staff is still 
working on it. 
 
Additionally, she noted that the City applied for a coastal resiliency planning grant that 
would continue the efforts for sea level rise and hazard planning that were started under 
a Coastal Commission grant.  
 
Commissioner Comments/Questions 
None  
 
Public Comment 
None 
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VI. COMMISSIONER REPORTS 
Commissioner Stockness advised that there is a joint PC/STR/CC meeting scheduled on 
December 15th. At the meeting the STR Committee will be giving an annual summary of 
what has been discussed at their meetings.  
 

VII. STAFF REPORT 
City Planner Parker reported that she expects several applications will be coming before 
the Planning Commission. Additionally, she updated the Commission that the SB2 and 
LEAP grants will require a parking study and updates to a few ordinances.  
 

VIII. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 
• Tsunami Siren Update 
• Investigate Pros and Cons Emergency Services between Trinidad and Westhaven 

Service Districts 
• After-the-Fact permits 

 
IX. ADJOURNMENT 

Adjourned at 8:11 pm. Next regularly scheduled meeting is December 16, 2020.  
 
 
Submitted by:    Approved by: 
 
Angela Zetter  
Administrative Assistant          
      Cheryl Kelly 
                 Planning Commission Chair 
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 Filed: November 17, 2020 
 Staff: Trever Parker 
 Staff Report: December 8, 2020 
 Hearing Date: December 16, 2020 
 Commission Action:  

 
STAFF REPORT: CITY OF TRINIDAD 

 
APPLICATION NO: 2020-02 
 
APPLICANT (S): AT&T 
 
AGENT: Nick Tagas, 51 Wireless, LLC. 
 
PROJECT LOCATION: Trinidad Head Cellular Site 
 Trinidad, CA 95570 
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: After-the-Fact Coastal Development Permit to 

remove AT&T’s concrete equipment pad and 
restore the ground to pre-existing conditions.  

 
ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBER: 042-121-005 
 
ZONING: OS – Open Space 
 
GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION: OS – Open Space 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW: Categorically Exempt from CEQA per § 15301 

of the CEQA Guidelines exempting alterations 
to existing facilities including demolition of 
small structures. 

 
APPEAL STATUS:  
 
Planning Commission action on a Coastal Development Permit, a Variance, a 
Conditional Use Permit, or Design Review application will become final 10 working 
days after the date that the Coastal Commission receives a “Notice of Action Taken” 
from the City unless an appeal to the City Council is filed in the office of the City Clerk 
at that time. Furthermore, this project _X_ is ___is not appealable to the Coastal 
Commission per the City’s certified LCP, and may be appealable per the requirements 
of §30603 of the Coastal Act. 
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SITE CHARACTERISTICS: 
 
Trinidad Head is zoned OS – Open Space with a variety of roads, trails, benches, signs 
and vista points. Other existing improvements include the communication/cellular 
facility, the BLM Lighthouse and NOAA air monitoring/research site. The existing 
communication facility was originally installed by Cox Cable as a cable television 
transmission site prior to 1983 when Trinidad Head was annexed into the City. It was 
redeveloped by Cal-North Cellular in 1997, with a number of additions by other cellular 
companies in subsequent years. There is currently a 41’ pole (original 21’ pole with 20’ 
extension) and a 21’ pole (part of original cable facility) and a 50’ pole added in 2001, as 
well as equipment sheds and transmitter cabinets. There is also a 6’ fence, topped with 
barbed wire, with two separate gates, that surrounds the site. Verizon has a lease with 
the City of Trinidad, and they sublease the site to other communication companies 
(Sprint and AT&T). Much of the existing Sprint and AT&T equipment has already been 
removed, which did not require a permit. However, the work that involves ground 
disturbance requires a Coastal Development Permit (CDP) due to the sensitivity of the 
site. 
 
 
STAFF COMMENTS: 
 
As you are likely aware, the City has been working with the cellular providers for 
several years to achieve decommissioning and removal of the communication facility. 
Those providers have been working on developing new facilities in alternative locations 
(outside the City) to replace the Trinidad Head site, which has taken several years. 
Those new sites are now coming online, allowing decommissioning of the Trinidad 
Head site. As mentioned above, some of the existing equipment has already been 
removed, which does not require a permit. However, the activities that result in ground 
disturbance require issuance of a CDP. No building/demolition permit is required for 
the project. 
 
In this case there was miscommunication with the contractor, and the concrete pad was 
removed after the application was submitted, but prior to the hearing. The ground area 
was leveled after removal. In addition, a layer of weedless straw was to be laid down 
over the disturbed area to protect it from rain. I was informed that would occur Friday 
12/11, but had not been confirmed at the time of publishing this staff report. The 
cellular site is relatively level, so erosion potential is low. The applicant is not being 
required to revegetate the area, because the concrete pad is located near the access gate 
to the site, and the area will be disturbed when Verizon removes their improvements; as 
the primary lease holder, Verizon will be responsible for restoration of the entire site 
once decommissioning is complete. 
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Due to the sensitivity of the location, referrals were sent to the Tribal Historic 
Preservation Officers (THPOs) of the Trinidad Rancheria and Yurok Tribe as well as to 
the Tsurai Ancestral Society (TAS). No responses were received. Public notices of the 
hearing were also sent to them and neighboring property owners. 
 
ZONING ORDINANCE/GENERAL PLAN CONSISTANCY: 
 
The proposed project falls under the City’s, and Coastal Act’s definition of 
development, but would normally fall under the permit exemptions except that it is 
located in an Open Space Zone, where most of the exemptions do not apply. Therefore, 
it needs a Coastal Development Permit. A Use Permit and Design Review is not needed 
for removal of the concrete pad. The purpose of the Open Space zone is to: “maximize 
preservation of the natural and scenic character of these areas including protection of important 
wildlife habitat and cultural resources, and to ensure that the health and safety of the public is 
ensured through careful regulations of development in areas affected by geologic instability, steep 
slopes, tsunami and flood hazards.” Principally permitted uses in the OS zone include low 
intensity recreation such as hiking and picnicking and removal of hazardous 
vegetation, but no structural development. Removal of the structures and 
improvements related to the cellular facility will return the site to more natural 
conditions, consistent with the purpose of the zone. 
 
The General Plan Policy 17 (p. 15) encourages minimizing development on Trinidad 
Head in order to protect rare plants and animals that exist there. Trinidad Head has 
been identified in General Plan background documents as being habitat for the Western 
Lily (Lilium occidentalis), and could support other rare plants as well. However, the 
cellular site within the fenced area is maintained to minimize vegetation growth. And 
the project will not involve any new ground disturbance, so this issue is not a concern.  
 
Policy 66 (p. 39) states that: “Trinidad Head will be kept in its natural state with hiking trails 
and vista points,” which this project is also consistent with. 
 
The proposed development does not conflict with the primary purposes of open space 
and public recreational use of the Head. The project is consistent with the City’s Local 
Coastal Program, including the Zoning Ordinance and General Plan. 
 
 
SLOPE STABILITY 
 
The property where the proposed project is located is outside of any areas designated as 
unstable or questionable stability based on Plate 3 of the Trinidad General Plan. The 
disturbed area is required to be covered with weedless straw to minimize erosion.  
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SEWAGE DISPOSAL 
 
There is no sewage disposal associated with this project. 
 
 
CULTURAL RESOURCES: 
 
Trinidad Head is a culturally significant area. Referrals were sent to the Yurok, Trinidad 
Rancheria and TAS. Normally, the City would have required a cultural monitor to be 
onsite during ground-disturbing activities, but the work has already occurred. The 
THPOs were given the opportunity to visit the site prior to straw being laid down, but 
have had no comments or requests in response to referrals.  
 
 
USE PERMIT/DESIGN REVIEW/VIEW PRESERVATION FINDINGS: 
 
This project is not subject to the Design Review and View Preservation criteria set by 
Zoning Ordinance Section 17.60 because no new structures are proposed. And new uses 
are proposed, therefore, no Use Permit is required. 
 
 
STAFF RECOMENDATION 
 
Based on the above analysis, the proposed project can be found to meet the 
requirements of the Trinidad Local Coastal Program. Provisions of the Zoning 
Ordinance and General Plan have been met. If the Planning Commission agrees with 
staff’s analysis the project could be approved with the following motion: 
 
Based on the information submitted in the application included in the staff report and 
public testimony, I move to adopt the information and findings in this staff report and 
approve the After-the-Fact Coastal Development Permit to remove the concrete slab as 
proposed and already completed. 
 
 
PLANNING COMMISSION ALTERNATIVES 
 
If the Planning Commission does not agree with staff’s analysis, or if information is 
presented during the hearing that conflicts with the information contained in the staff 
report, the Planning Commission has several alternatives. 
 
A.  Alter the proposed conditions of approval to address any specific concerns on the 

part of the Commission or the public. 
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B.  Delay action / continue the hearing to obtain further information. 
• In this case, the Planning Commission should specify any additional 

information required from staff or the applicant and / or suggestions on how 
to modify the project and / or conditions of approval. 

C. Denial of the project. 
• The Planning Commission should provide a motion that identifies the 

Finding(s) that cannot be made and giving the reasons for the inability to 
make said Finding(s). 

 
 
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 
 
1. The applicant is responsible for reimbursing the City for all costs associated with 

processing the application. Responsibility: City Clerk to send invoice after appeal 
period ends and no appeal is filed. If an appeal is filed, those costs will be included in the 
final invoice once final action has been taken. 

 
 



AT&T  DECONOMISSION PROJECT 
 

SITE ID: CCL00257 
TRINIDAD HEAD 

2478 TRINIDAD HEAD, TRINIDAD, 
CA 95570 

GPS: 41.05375, -124.1509169 
APN: 042-121-005-000 

 
 

SCOPE OF WORK: 
 

REMOVAL OF CONCRETE PAD 
RESTORE GROUND SOILS TO      

EXISTING CONDITIONS PRIOR TO 
THE PAD’S EXISTENCE.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

OWNER: 
CALIFORNIA NORTH CELLULAR 

P.O. BOX 627 
FORT JONES, CA 96032 

 
CREATED BY: 
NICK TAGAS 

NICK.TAGAS@51WIRELESS.NET 
 

 

SHEET NUMBER: T-1 

SHEET TITLE: TITLE SHEET 

APPLICANT/LESSEE: 
AT&T MOBILITY 
5001 EXECUTIVE PARKWAY 
SAN RAMON, CA 94583 
 

T-1 TITLE SHEET 
A-1 OVERALL SITE PLAN 
A-2 EQUIPMENT REMOVAL PLAN 
A-3 SOUTHEAST ELEVATIONS 
A-4 SITE PHOTOS 
 

1) REMOVE AT&T CONCRETE PAD WHERE GROUND EQUIPMENT WAS LOCATED BEFORE DEMOLITION OF 
TOWER EQUIPMENT AND GROUND EQUIPMENT (WIRELESS TELECOMMUNICATONS FACILITY) 

2) RESTORE GROUND SOILS TO EXISTING CONDITIONS PRIOR TO THE PAD’S EXISTENCE.   
 

AT&T CONCRETE PAD REMOVAL 

CITY OF TRINIDAD 

CONSTRUCTION MANAGER: 
KENTON MCS, INC. 
CONTACT: KEN UPTON 
KEN@KENTONCMS.COM 
(415) 860-8583 

SITE ACQUISITION:  
51 WIRELESS, LLC 
4040 BONANZA WAY 
LOOMIS, CA 95650 
CONTACT: NICK TAGAS 



AT&T  DECONOMISSION PROJECT 
 

SITE ID: CCL00257 
TRINIDAD HEAD 

2478 TRINIDAD HEAD, TRINIDAD, 
CA 95570 

GPS: 41.05375, -124.1509169 
APN: 042-121-005-000 

 
 

SCOPE OF WORK: 
 

REMOVAL OF CONCRETE PAD 
RESTORE GROUND SOILS TO      

EXISTING CONDITIONS PRIOR TO 
THE PAD’S EXISTENCE.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

OWNER: 
CALIFORNIA NORTH CELLULAR 

P.O. BOX 627 
FORT JONES, CA 96032 

 
CREATED BY: 
NICK TAGAS 

NICK.TAGAS@51WIRELESS.NET 
 

 

SHEET NUMBER: A-1 

SHEET TITLE: OVERALL SITE PLAN 

CONCRETE PAD TO BE REMOVED 
(PREVIOUS GROUND EQUIPMENT AREA) 

AT&T ANTENNAS PREVIOUSLY REMOVED 



AT&T  DECONOMISSION PROJECT 
 

SITE ID: CCL00257 
TRINIDAD HEAD 

2478 TRINIDAD HEAD, TRINIDAD, 
CA 95570 

GPS: 41.05375, -124.1509169 
APN: 042-121-005-000 

 
 

SCOPE OF WORK: 
 

REMOVAL OF CONCRETE PAD 
RESTORE GROUND SOILS TO      

EXISTING CONDITIONS PRIOR TO 
THE PAD’S EXISTENCE.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

OWNER: 
CALIFORNIA NORTH CELLULAR 

P.O. BOX 627 
FORT JONES, CA 96032 

 
CREATED BY: 
NICK TAGAS 

NICK.TAGAS@51WIRELESS.NET 
 

 

SHEET NUMBER: A-2 

SHEET TITLE: CONCRETE REMOVAL 

16’-0” 

8
’-
0
” 

6
’-
4
” 

12’-0” 4’-0” 

REMOVE AT&T EXISTING CONCRETE PAD 
(PREVIOUS GROUND EQUIPMENT LOCATION) 

(APPROXIMATELY 122 SQ. FEET) 

NOTES: 
1) REMOVE AT&T CONCRETE PAD WHERE GROUND EQUIPMENT WAS LOCATED BEFORE DEMOLITION OF 

TOWER EQUIPMENT AND GROUND EQUIPMENT (WIRELESS TELECOMMUNICATONS FACILITY) 
2) RESTORE GROUND SOILS TO EXISTING CONDITIONS PRIOR TO THE PAD’S EXISTENCE.   
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