
Shasta County Response Concerning SFV Evacuation Routes 

 

This is in response to your email below regarding potential secondary egress from Shasta Forest 
Village.  Singular access is sadly a common situation in rural areas.  I personally live 1.5 miles in on a 
dead-end road.  Most of the rural subdivisions in Shasta County were developed years ago.  In the last 
twenty years, fire behavior has become noticeably more extreme.  Current fire rules limit the length of 
non-thru roads in new subdivisions to less than a mile and the State is considering further 
restrictions.  New subdivisions must comply with current regs or they don’t get approved.  Existing 
single-access situations pose stickier problems.  Potential solutions quickly encounter tough questions 
with design, funding, property rights, construction and maintenance.   

  

All things being equal, the quickest and safest egress route in an emergency is the primary access 
route.  That’s usually wide, paved, high-speed, direct and folks know it well.  But if a fire has blocked 
that route it’s not an option and that’s where secondary egress comes in.  Secondary egress can take the 
form of a thru road, or an Emergency Fire Escape Road (EFER).  Each has advantages and 
disadvantages.  Through roads are better known to the residents and get a good looking-over every 
day.  If a tree is down, folks find it quickly if it’s on a regular thru road.  On the other hand, folks at the 
back of a subdivision may not appreciate their cul-de-sac becoming a thru road.   

  

EFER’s are typically equipped with break-away gates that limit their use to emergencies only, so no 
regular traffic.  Dirt bikes, dumpers and other unintended users often find EFER’s.  In an emergency, 
there is often a lot of smoke and chaos.  Any public access route must be constructed to reasonable 
standards and must be maintained.  EFER breakaway gates often get broken open for trespass, and then 
they get chained solid to prevent trespass.  When a fire comes, that’s a problem.   

  

Looking at a map, it looks like Thumper Drive dead-ends into a large parcel to the east.  Other routes are 
possible but they would cut thru existing residential parcels.  So let’s discuss Thumper.  From Thumper, 
it’s a long ways to another public road.  Across private property.  Whoever owns that property, probably 
doesn’t want the public wandering around making mischief.  They may contemplate granting an 
EFER.  They may tacitly allow fleeing residents to cross their property in an emergency, but it’s enter-at-
your-own-risk and fleeing residents may not know their way through to safety as the fire pursues them 
or may even be in front of them.  To do any good in a smoky, chaotic situation the road would have to 
be engineered and regularly inspected/maintained.  Otherwise, the route would be a very last-resort 
option and a dicey one at that. 

  

The County doesn’t construct EFER’s or accept any new roads into the County’s maintained mileage.  It’s 
all we can do to maintain what’s already there.  If an EFER were constructed by others, the County could 



create a “Permanent Road Division” to maintain it - at property owner expense.  Money is collected on 
property tax bills and used to fund maintenance by private contractors through public bid.  The EFER 
would have to be constructed to the current EFER standard, which requires widths and alignment but 
does not require paving.  Depending on the details (length, alignment, culverts, brush etc), the cost to 
maintain might be $10,000-20,000/year.  These costs could theoretically be spread across all 400 parcels 
in SFV, but folks up front might balk at the assessment and any such assessment must be a “coalition of 
the willing” because it’s subject to a public vote.  This assumes that the owners of the intervening 
parcels would agree to grant an easement and the EFER got constructed beforehand.   

  

Lotta info and not easy.  I’m not aware of a neighborhood that has yet succeeded in creating an EFER 
after initial development.  Though many have talked about it and there are probably a lot of informal 
arrangements out there.  I’ve cc’d Supervisor Baugh and Tom Twist with the Shingletown Council, 
they’ve been active in such matters. 

  

Thanks, Pat Minturn 

Public Works Director 

 


