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June 29, 2017

Craig Compton

Manager, Land Management & Business Development
Green Diamond Resource Company

P.O. Box 1089

Arcata, CA 95518

Re:

Humboldt County General Plan Update Revised Environmental Impact
Report (dated April 19, 2017)

Dear Mr. Compton:

You requested that our law office review pertinent portions of the Humboldt
County General Plan Update Revised Draft Environmental Impact Report (dated April
19, 2017) (the “RDEIR”) prepared in accord with the California Environmental Quality
Act ("CEQA”") and provide a legal analysis and response to the following questions:

1.

[
4

Does issuance of a Certificate of Compliance under the California
Subdivision Map Act (California Governmment Code § 66410, et seq.) on
real property parcels zoned for timber production (“TPZ™), timberland
(“T™), or any form of agriculture (principally agriculture (AG) and/or
agriculture exclusive (ALE)) enable or entitle the owner of real property to
“convert” the use(s) made of the property to something other than uses
principally or conditionally permitted by the parcel’s zoning classification?

Do the general references and discussion points contained in the RDEIR
related to the “conversion”, “parcelization” and/or “fragmentation”™ of
timberlands and agricultura] lands in the Agricultural and Timber
Resources Chapter (Chapter 3.2) and elsewhere 1n the RDEIR satisfy
requirements applicable to Environmental Impact Report preparation under
the Califernia Environmental Quality Act?
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Each of these questions is answered, in turn, as follows:

1. Certificate of Compliance Issuance s Not Constitute Timberland
Conversion

The RDEIR repeatedly and erroneously equates the issuance of Certificates of
Compliance under the California Subdivision Map Act (Calif. Government Code §
66410, et seq.) as a form of timberland or agricultural land “conversion.” Specifically,
the discussion comimences at page 3.2-11 of the RDFEIR as follows: “[i]n addition to
conversion occurting because of General Plan amendments and new subdivisions,
resource lands may be converted through the Certificate of Compliance process, which
invelves recognition of historic parcels that may be substandard to minimum parcel sizes
and densities established by the General Plan,™

This “presumption” is not supported by substantial evidence, and it is contrary to
established law. The issuance of a Certificate of Compliance does not, by itself, atfect
land use designations, zoning designations, or parcel size. (See Gov. Code, § 66499.35
[Certificates of Compliance “relate| | endy to issues of compliance or noncompliance
with the Subdivision Map Act and local ordinances enacted pursuant thereto, The
parcel described herein may be sold, leased, or financed without further compliance with
the Subdivision Map Act or any local ordinance enacted pursuant thereto, Development
of the parcel may require issuance of a permit or permits, or other grant or grants of
approval.” (Emphasis added)].) The effect of a certificate 1s limited to legitimizing
divisions of property that have already occurred. (Save Mount Diablo v. Contra Costa
County (2015) 240 Cal. App.4th 1368, 1389, review denied (Jan. 20, 2016).)

Timberland conversion is an established, technical term. As the RDEIR
appropriately recites, the recognized definition of the term *“Timberland Conversion™
appears in the California Forest Practices Act (“FPA™) and implementing regulations.
(See RDEIR at p. 3.2-14, cifing Calif. Code of Regulations (“CCR™) Title 14, Article 7.)
In pertinent part, “Timberland Conversion” is defined as follows:

4] "Timberland Conversion™;

(1)  Within non-Timberland Production Zone (TPZ) timberland, transforming
timberland to a non-timber growing use through timber operations where;

{A)  Future timber harvests will be prevented or infeasible
becanse of land occupancy and activities thereon; or
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(B)  Stocking requirements of the applicable district forest
practice nules will not be met within five years after
completion of timber operations; or

(C)  Thereis a ¢lear intent to divide timberland into ownerships
of less than three acres (1.214 ha.).

{(Z)  Within TPZ lands, the immediate rezoning of TPZ lands, whether timber
operations are involved or not except as exempt from a timberland
conversion permit under 14 CCR 1104.1.

{14 CCR & 1100(g).)

Timberland conversion is enly accomplished by way of a Timberland Conversion
Permit or, if eligible. a Less Than 3 Acre Conversion Exempiion, each of which the
California Department of Forestry (“CAL FIRE"™) has jurisdiction, (See Calif. Code of
Regulations Title 14, Article 7.) The RDEIR seems to acknowledge this fact by correctly
noting that the “Forest Practices Act ... provides a legal definition of ‘timberland
conversion’ and that such conversions are only accomplished through the issuance of
permits or exemptions. (RDEIR pg. 3.2-14.) Nevertheless, the RDEIR then confuses the
concept by assuming “another type of “conversion’ that is more difficult to define and
track is the change in land management priorities based upon parcel size, market
conditions and ownership values.” (RDEIR pg 3.2-15.) The RDEIR then proceeds with
a lengthy narrative about assumed “conversion™ caused by “[fJragmentation and
‘parcelization’ of timberlands and further equates “conversion” with Certificate of
Compliance and/or Conditional Certificate of Compliance issuance under the Subdivision
Map Act, (RDEIR, pgs. 3.2-15-3.2-16.)

Despite the general commentary in the RDEIR, nothing about Certificate of
Compliance issuance, Lot Line Adjustments or other non-divisional parcel adjustments
“converts” any existing uses of land or create an entitlement to additional uses of land.
The false narrative that Certificates of Compliance, Determinations of Status, and even
the sale of individual patents or legal parcels constitute “conversion” of timberland or
agricultural lands with detrimental environmental effects should be removed from the
discussiou of agricultural and timber resources in Chapter 3.2 of the RDEIR. There is no
basis in law to equate Certificates of Compliance or legal parcel recognition as a form of
timberland and/or agricultural land “conversion”. Moreover, as discussed immediately
below, the assumption that “conversion” occurs as a result of the Certificate of
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Compliance process is not supported by substantial evidence and is thus an improper
consideration in the RDEIR.

2, The RDEIR Discussion Reparding “Fraocmeniation™ and “Parcelization” of
Timberland s Vague, Undefined and Not Supported by Substantial Evidence

as Required by CEQA.

Tt is well established that the findings in an Environmental Impact Report must be
supported by “substantial evidence.” (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 15384.) “Substantial
evidence™ means “enocugh relevant information and reasonable inferences from this
information that a fair argument can be made to support a conclusion, even though other
conclusions might also be reached.” (fd.) “Substantial evidence” does not include
“argument, speculation, unsubstantiated opinion or narrative, evidence which is clearly
erroneous or inaccurate.” (Jd.; see also Pub. Resources Code, § 21080(e}(2) and Sierra
Club v. California Dept. of Forestry and Fire Protection (2007) 150 Cal App.4th 370,
381.)

Of consequence, the RDEIR contains a protracted discussion about alleged
“fragmentation” and “parcelization” of timberlands and agricultural lands and presumed
adverse environmental consequences associated with these potential practices. (RDEIR
at pgs. 3.2-15 through 3.2-18.) Rendering the discussion entirely vague and without
context, the RDEIR makes no attempt to independently define the terms “fragmentation™
or “parcelization”. Further complicating the confusion, in support of the discussion about
“parcelization” the RDEIR cites the 2003 CAL FIRE and Resource Assessment
Program's (FRAP) Forest and Range 2003 Assessment. {(RDEIR at p. 3.2-15, fn. 1.} The
RDEIR’s reference to the 2003 Assessment is entirely misleading and without proper
context, however, because the RDETR materially omits the relevant discussion points and
parcel size distinctions included in the 2003 Assessment.

Specifically, although the FRAP Forest and Range 2003 Assessment does include
consideration of “fragmentation” and “parcelization™ and the potential impacts that may
consequently occur on agricultural and forest resources, nothing in the Assessment
establishes any correlation to the history of the Certificate of Compliance process in
Humboldt County recited in the RDEIR. Rather than provide support, the FRAP Forest
and Range Assessment actually contradicts any such conclusion. Without justification,
the RDEIR completely omits the discussion appearing in the FRAP Forest and Range
2003 Assessment regarding the decreasedack of parcelization/fragmentation concems
associated with timberland and resource parcels 20 acres or greater. The following is an
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excerpt from the 2003 FRAP Assessment which includes the identification of a category
above “rural residential parcels (sized 20 acres or less)” which is described as
“working/private parcels (sized 20 acres or greater)”, and recites the decreased
fragmentation or “conversion” concerns associated with this larger parcel classification:

Weorking/Private

Waorking/Private landscapes are those lands in private ownership with sparse
housing density (less than one unit per 20 acres). They are used for a variety of
purposes with commodity production often as the primary focus. These areas,
where the vole of private investment for production of energy, lumber, and
livestock is coupled with supporiive policy tools can potentially play the biggest
role in mainiaining lands in an unfragmenied condition. In addition, these areas
still provide for habitat restoration or management, recreafion, and dispersed
living space. These areas provide significant traditional ecosystem services das
complements to the primary revenue producing management goals.

As the 2003 FRAP Forest and Range Assessment clearly indicates, parcels with a
housing density of one unit per 20 acres or greater do neot constitute “fragmentation™, and,
to the contrary, may play an important role in maintaining tands in an unfragmented
condition and “provide significant traditional ecosystem services as complements to the
primary revenue producing management goals”, as the Assessment concludes.

1t should be noted that a subsequent FRAP Forest and Range Assessment was
completed in 2010, and a FRAP Forest and Resource Assessment for 2015 is in the
process of being completed. The FRAP 2010 Forest and Range Assessment provides
updated definitions for both “parcelization” and “fragmentation™ as follows:

Parcelization: The process of land ownership being broken into increasingly
smaller iracts; by definition in the Assessment, housing density of one or more
units per 20 acres and less than one unit per acre.

Fragmentation: The process by which a contiguous land cover, vegetative
community, or habitat is broken info smaller patches within a mosaic of other
Jorms of land use/land cover, e.g., islands of an clder forest age class immersed
wiihin areas of vounger aged forest (Helms, 1998), or patches of oak woodlands
surrounded by housing development.
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If any discussion i8 to be included 10 the EIR about *frapmentation” and/or
“parcelization”™ of timberlands und agricultural lands, the conelusions about decreased
fragmentation concerns on parcels sized 20 acres contained in the FRAP 2003
Assessment and 2010 updaie should be incorporated. All pertinen! text included in the
FRAP Assessment Reports (original and updated) should be included in the RDEIR. A
“parcelization™ discussion may be appropriate in the General Plan Update EIR provided a
definition for the term is included and used consistently throughout the document. The
20 acre standard for “parcelization” and “fragmentation” definitions included and
analyzed in the 2017 FRAP Assessment appears to provide an appropriate
defimnon/reference.

Additionally, as Humboldt County’s experience factor with the Certificate of
Compliance process demonstrates, it 1s rare thal the process yields the identification of
parcels of land measuring less than 20 acres in size on parcels zoned T or TPZ.

In suwmmary, the discussion regarding “fragmentation™ and/or “parcelization™
appearing at pages 3,2-15 through 3.2-18 of the RDEIR 1s vague, musleading, materially
misquotes and ignores pertinent discussion points in the “evidence” cited (principally the
CAL FIRE FRAP Assessments) and, as a whole. materially lacks “substantial evidence”
to support the discussion about adverse environmental impacts associated with the
Cernficate of Compliance process and/or the sale and conveyance of palent parcels. As
such, the discussion violates California Code of Repgulations Title 14, § 15384, and
should be deleted from the RDETR.

As we have discussed. you indicated that GDRCo intends to submit this
correspondence along with, and in support of, comments GDRCo is offering to the
RDEIR. We acknowledge your right and authorization to do so.

Very lruly yours,

MITC_H‘EL&-,}BRJSS('}, DELANEY & VRIEZE, [LLFP

.,

-

e _'_.__ _-_\'t(\_h -
- Russell 8, Gana
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] 0.0 0.4 165 0 001%|
a87% 2821% 1.57 1,717,603 0.15%]
311,553 F15% 7A8) $4.250,508 G.24%)
o 0.00% 14,592 0.00%]
56,750 2 .46%) 3720 12,586 877 20%)
SR 0.43% 100.00 5,378,100 0.57%
MONTERTY [ 0.00% 19,527 0.00%
NAPA £SO 0.04% Lol 355 865 0.04%
REVATIA S1681 724%) 5.6 15,078 S48 80
DRANGE 0 000%) 10,080 0.00%)
MACKR 54,673 174 12.17 20,522416 2.30%
FLIMAS 145,302 621%) 4045 LA 5EG 650%)
ey EEIE 0 0.00%) AT O 0%
SACRAMENTO i 0 00%) 26,655 5 D%
SAN AENITO ii 0 (0% - 0 fir,
AN BN AL ND 53 0.00% [ 39.60% 0.01%]
SAN DIECK) 0 0.00% 12,280 0 00%
SAN FRANCISCO 0 0.00% - 0%,
S AN JOAQUTN i .60 36,123 0.0 0.0
SAN LULS OBISPO ] 0.00%) 20,473 000 [ |
SAN MATEC 1416 0.15% .00 1,704,274 0.1 %] 0
SANTA RARBARA i .40 16,560 000 0.0
SANTA CLARA 1264 0.05% [ | 534,581 0.06% D.0w0
SANTA CRUZ 16,596 1.15%) [ | 11,034,143 1174 0.0
SHASTA 145.734 6.50% I | 55,224,722 5.44% 512
SICERA 62,578 1.73% 7445 17,661 6300 [Er:0 I 66,32
SISEKIYOU 187,365 5.19%| 15 K6 #2,003 537 £.65% 18.54
SOLANG [ [ 21,244 0.00% 0.1
SONOMA 26,3340 1.14% [, | 11,608,759 1.23% u.:mﬁ
STANISTAUS 0 [ 1,098 00 0.0
[suTTER 0 0.0 46l 0.00% [T |
TEHAMA 82,008 156% 411 33,831,745 1.55%) 3.0
TRINITY 114,193 G, 1639 53482 405 $ b 146,43
TULARE 10,572 T4 3072 3,534 893 07 TR
TUOLIMNNE R,593 3A1% 18,51 32511064 1A% 4531
VENTURA 11 GO0 [ 5,797 0.01%, ~ 000
YOLO | 0.00% 7,793 0.00% u.nul
Y1 A 24,784 1.14% 337 11,6435 8049 1.23% 405
ALL COUNTIES 3,304,283 108.00% 16.27 G5 146,063 100 0% [FRE |
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FTHIL REFORT VT30 CALIFORNIA TIMBER HARVEST BY COUNTY
YIRS36 XS IQTH 1996 TO QTR 1996
S/10/97
TIMBLE HARYENT YOLLME UARVEST YALUE
COUNTY (NETMOF) | wwisiang | % Gyvr HOLLARS Saf §1ATE] % GVT
ALAMEDA ) £ [ L T ol
ALPINE i I £7,74 11,00 | [ 020
ABMADTE 0| | 0.7 12270170 [T 0.0
BUTTE I [ anAns 3w W
CALAVERAS 51,998 1132 [[EITET] = K
COLUSA M ] T :
ONTRA LOSTA [ ] s E
1L NURTE TR E 123 Hagedsi e im
JiL pokann 73,140 1 uzll 15475978 il
JHRESNOD LT i 56 73 10,30 447 4514
I[lehl'h': T o™ i | 2591 540 s
HIDGEOLIV 517,534 1 T 148} 761,511,459 .2
ILMPERML = 1o e
YT [ &L = == -
| T 30T i- (205 | I R 87129
Jarias " o : [
LARE — 1758 . 1173 5 A19,756 3, 0 4s
L ASSEN es g 7 el 13,173,364 T i 4]
|Los anGELrs 0 e BT T T i
ADERA 5,0 ) L) 5330 | 225,485 01984 Thed|
vARIN fh LN} 1 2011 LA i
MARTPOSA 1,340 L1v T | 1,133,145 =" 1.12]
MERDOCIND 275,549 14 s EES TIEITI 12 90 1027
JMERCED =4 —=) 1] 11 1760 L O ) L |
JMonoc an, 342 I 5400 L7828 Its .
MOND e e agall TR
OWTERE Y =) i B
AP A | Mt B U Al TET
Em-.u:m — sidm ] = | . 20250258 |
foranst: a o= sl |
JPLACER 40263 IT 559 16,500 16
1dAS [ ! 5.53] IAMINGSS
\VERSIDE _ 0 n Al
EACRAMENTD N |~ 1,1n
N BENITO [ T -
e AN BENARDING ~ 79 T [ | . 10,179
|eax niEGD oy i ETNETN
< AN FRANCISCU (e 20 il Ty ol 26|
S J0AQLIN ) 0 LI RN
7 LULS OBISFO T i, 19,39k
AN MATEG 1,170 1,134 ul 3 6 605
SANTA BARBARA 0 LI | - 11520
[SANTA CLARA 1057 L.12% of 1,27 457
SANTA CRUZ 21,304 (NE o) TR L 1
[siasTA 167,977 ] T8 __Snatanel = 544
| BTy AT .31 1R 7 M) LI 3348
SISKIYOL 170,701 v 2409 £1.935,128 - 2243
SOLAND o _ 1754 - 0
SONOMA VL - 627 14.455,067 647
FIANISLALIE 0| 1 i14 1
sTTER =y = al 3 d
TEHAMA 103,753 [ FEL | 40376513 352
TRINTTY T304 [ [TE] 10,361 344 [TEL
TULARE el 49 sl AR 91
TUOLIMNE 73662 « nn 16067.70% | 23.50
IVENTURA 0 1K [T 0
YOLO [0 o il 11 i [T
YUBA 33,136 [ (.49 13,132,569 s .73,
ALL COUNTIES 2,070,008 LT 12.66 || 5 Y1094 1S 10u] 1105
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CALIFORNIA TIMBER HARVEST BY COUNTY
IERIRT Y138 -h'l'.’."PF
VRN XLS 1QTR 1997 TO $QTR 1997
TIMBER HARVEST VOLUME HARYEST VALUE

COLUNTY (NETMBF) | “half sUATE] 85 OVT DOLLARS Ll SIATE | % GV
ALAMIDA = = [1e)5T .00 i3 a1, ik 11,45 [
ALFINE 310 [Lo5e 1Eha 431,533 i) g 435
ATAADICHE agmd | A 2019 502 353 [EER
BUTTE 91 2" 435 32,5003 714 L4l
CALAVERAS niA LA 308 FINEENEL 118 179
Tl LsA 241 % 000 HE 930 T [
CONTRA COSTA - 1A Rl 17480 | 0 il
L NORTE 46.658 o L 0t 23,819,064 I b
L Do ADD [T 418 111k 27,0149, 500 LY Thdd
FRESNO 13227 0.0 3778 146 102 TR 611
GLEN 15954 T 19,17 GESAE14 17an s
BUMBOLLT 531,151 3 T 2ia 13010572 (BT
BIIERIAL =
[(NYG 437 10T LIS 10000
KERN 1t 14 — 33363 L14]
KIS Wi
LAKE 15.19% 11 3% §410 £108,171 AT 541
LASSEN 32279 T 15,71 1742155 3445
L5 ANGELES - 0 35,401 [
MAIEILA 9478 79,24 2413078 Fo84
MARIN 1) e
M ARLMOSA +433 12,012 1,152,380 U3 078
MENDGUTHO 1£3 866 13,67 94772058 I 1307
MERCED - (LA} 1, 11 g, b1
MoDoC PSR TS 4417 13,1R5, 544 [ EITE]
MOMC 527 (1.0 146001 323073 [ 937
MONTEREY - e [ 1655 I [0
MAPRA Ekil [FAPRES il YR T 17 LK 0
NEVADA TRELE %, 23 PERTTEITS 1% e
R ANGE . U D% [T 502 nine 0
PLACER 51201 3 1% ETAL) 16380617 | At 29,57
PLIRVIAS V47,6 | e IR 60977 31 2631
RIVERS DG - AT e 16.313 i [
SACRAMENTT 2 TR 0 33 465 s n
SAN BENITO B S 0
S4N BERMARDING 133 L1 A 31,194 g [
FAN DIEGD - L L 3475 i ]
SAN [RANCISCO [ [
54N TOAGUIN T [N 26,147 i
BAN 1 L% OBIRH = i LY [ 16,514 i
SAN MATED s 021 0.2 4% 0.0 3575138 ]
SANTA BARBARA = i [ 10,500 v
SANTA CLARA 1,788 I a0 510373 [
SANTA CRUZ 36465 I [ 10450097 0
SHASTA 151 M40 PRIT w3 47,344 815 474
SICRRA 29.03 12.963.423 26,63
SISKIY O 2545 83,427,613 1038
SCHAM) D 12,309 i
SONCM A [EE 11,137,205 005
STANISLALIE i b&d i
BUTTER. 110
TEHAKA 112011 11 L4 35,713,157 1.28
TRINITY ok 517 | L% il 34,124,565 17.34
TULARL 9172 [ECT AL TAP637T Y 4t
TUOLLUMNE [N =i 2602 26,356,525 i
VENTURA - [T LR hRr] 1]
YOLD [ G0N
YURA T 7% 1237 [4,915,50d (T LAl
ALL COUNTILS 599 672 PO 14,45 I ENE ] I 11,77
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REPUIRT %7458 CALIFORNIA TIMBER HARWEST BY COUNTY R ]
YTRNSTHLE IGTR 1V9E TO 40TR 1998

TIMBER HARVEST VOLUME HARVEST VALLUE
COUNTY (NET MEF) | % @l STATE] %% GVT DOLLARS el STATE S % GVT
[FTAMELA ; .00 L L i
ALPINE 113 L G641 EY B30 i AL4H
AMADOE. 13,680 - 1E04 [ her THoF) (] 10k
BUTTE T, 595 4 bt [ 3067454 | i ik, -
CALAYERAS 53,641 ] 1R 16 7LES I 147
(COLUS A bau | LI 37370 11,0308
CONTRA COSTA . LN 1,323 (.00
DEL NORTE #7144 | T 23,388 403 1E
EL QORA DO V.54 AL 27.640.243 374
FRESMO 21010 ad.da 5419 " #1.84
GLENHN 26,50 1552 10677843 s 19,81}
HUMBOLDT 450,528 1.33 IO 45500 v It
TMPERTAL = i - i ~ nan
YO - OB - [0
KERN FREs e T2, 54R i[5 41l
KINGS - D - i T
LAKE 15,454 5586 4,520, M5 | 1 55492
ILARSEN 55239 188 19,550,234 30,37
LGS ANGELES - ooy | 15133 an [
MADERA 5552 9,63 2141611 i R
AR - 23N - 10 Lav
MARTPOSA 4,240 1040 | I, 519 1 [
MENDOCIND 225878 1L P B |37 [T
MERCLD z il R il T
MODOC 15,752 A7 34 A L] A0
MOND + 536 4678 ZASERIE E 9831
MONTEREY - oty 7801 i T
NAPA Wi i nan 236,523 1 i)
HEVADA hll 25 2.0 34,74 15T 475 i i
ORANGE - [ 00 53,503 [T LK}
PLACER 63,30 1. 2LIE 10628 105 25T IEA b
PLUMAS 100,138 14.29 33,THLULE o 1188
TIVERSIDE - W 0,y 20.6LF (i iy
EACRAMENTO - 000 33,786 2.k
EAN BEMITO - iy (sl - [ B
=AM BERMARDING Lo nANT .00 43,455 |2 Lkt
SAN DIEGD - [T 15.0A5 i ik
SAN FRAMCIECO - [T : 1 1,00
EAN ALY - [T 27,792 i .40
SAN LLTS DRISPD B 11011 17,456 7Y 1,0
EAN MATED 1,301 (] E557,316 e A
EANTA BARDARA - L] 10,080 .00
SANTA CLARA w48 000 436,07 0.6}
SANTA CRUZ 1M b 13 E00E 003 027
SHASTA 148,035 *, 443 47 BRR.E2T . 304
STEREA 21757 I 1847 507,532 A R
SISKIYOL 180,237 T 1453 TR T35
SOLANG K X Tl 14,550 A 0.9
SONOMA I3 L L] TI6E 131 0,
STANISLAUS - 0,90 4 0.0
SUTTER - .00 - 0,000
TEHAMA [ 3360 R A & 6l
TRINITY 10,508 |5 i 35,840,055 1 1440
TLULARE 352 L Sl 57 L2559 20 6RO
TUDLUMNE 53,455 = b st 9.30 13,282,428 Z Ui .01
VENTURA : i) 74,550 UL e
YOLD - =3 0,00 = [T gon
YUBA 22,18 LIy [ 7,548,781 RIS 139
m e (o 121 150 06,24 1 TR O f
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CALIFORNIA TIMBER HARVEST BY COUNTY
REEDET YT-35 38/
IS0 5L JOTR 1999 T0 AQTIR 199
TIMBER HARVEST VDLUME HARVEST VALUL
COLNTY NET MDF) | . af STATE] % GYT L LARS = ol MTATE] % GVT
' B - T, O E AN T |
ALFINE 10 a0 32,250 L 0.0
AMADOR. 26367 % 17.500 — RAEN5T 1 1458
BUTTE IR e [ 20484, 135 =" 0.
CALAVERAS £6,903 - 6.65 19508264 ig1% 535
COLLSA Bk TR i 30,570 TEN [
CONTRA COSTA - " 0.00 15,732 AT .00
|DEL RORTE 108K =5 C.in 6,034,856 14 0.0
|EL DORATO 1Zh065 | 5o #0.23 V1760508 | d 0w FIE]
PRESHO EYRE ] A5 @951 R.TTS I8 115 8384
GLENN L 120 R ] 9INSATA | i L]
AUMEOLDT hAS ‘ 1.62 IRLAS0.003 | +1 oh, 0.79
IMPERIAL = T L] - UL w0
YD - o o0 - e ool
KERN iyl toew 1147 EGERTTE I 1248
KINGS - 11K, .00 =] iy (7]
LAKE 5017 | eyt 267 [ECTTH 145
LASSEN 43,300 1005 24.63 17,010,506 | 3240, 17.51
LOS ANGELES « | L 11808 T I T 0.00
MADERA 5741 3,041,924 £ SZ6
MARIN .00 = 0.0
IMARIPOSA .00 ___ Loo3ein 0.00
MENDOCING D48 105,657,100 030
MERCED T @604 [AA]
MODOC 659 T A0B50% .33
MONO ] 20.265 9E00
MONTEREY [ %,97h [
NAPA wo 358725 i
NEVADA T4 13.600,777 2285
ORANGE [T wan
PLACER 3679 mER
PILUMAS 14.60 114
RIVERSTDE 0.0 o0
SACRAMENTO 100 260
|SAN BENTTO .00 e asn
SAN BERNARDING 0.0 I 1 0.0
FAN DIEGO [ [ 11,938 260
EAN FRANCISCO 7] . (]
SAN JOADUTY (] 17,541 [T
[EAN LUIS OBISPO NECH] [ 15377 LG
[EAN MATED 4573 [N 240280 .06}
[EANTA BARBARA ) 5,040 .00
ANTACLARA 3430 U 172629 0.0
ANTA CRUZ TA] EOT i) RETYLD 018
EHARTA 155860 | 7 30% 354 43412637 254
TERRA M.I66 |  bees | 1eTI JERIFRGE] (FTG 7Lm
[SIEKIvou 195,417 = 2176 TG ALY TETS 1925
LAND —— 3 IEE [ 06T | oo 000
ONOMA MAR ] Taw [T 1AI1LYH 1400 (11
STANISLATS U0 3,00 Atk [ 000
SUTTER = | s €40 = T 160
TEHAMA PABI]  Ailn Tk RIKASN] 4. 5]
TRINITY T T 7.07 0288140 ] 3 oR% 24
TULARE 1AM e 55,56 308370 | nonte B6.75
TUOLUMNE 47500 22T 17,55 T i | 1USS
TURA - T 000 6,115 | s, 0.0
YOLD i URLI 0 - 1 (AT (.0
YUBA 3.0 TAi 245 TT036,012 | T T 3.90
ALL COUNTIES 2,134,151 IS 1134 K i) 734
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CALIFORNIA TIMEER HARVEST BY COUNTY
1 QTR 2000 TO 4 QTR 2000

¥T-36 Report 40512001
Timber Harvest Volume Harvest Valu
COUNTY (NET MBF) % of State % Gt Dollars % of State % Gvi
ALAMEDA [i] 0.00% 0.00 $18.472] 000 0.00
ALFINE o 0.00% 0,00 8] o.00 0.00
AMADDR 25422 1,45% 22,52 59,082,039 1.0 21.75
BUTTE BE791 4.36% .13 §33483.008] 368 1.91
CALAVERAS 49070 2.50% 7.2 §15,174.086] 167 6,43
COLUSA 0 0, 00%: 0,00 §0 0.00 0.00
CONTRA COSTA 0 0.00% 0.00 $13.217] 000 0.00
DEL NORTE 46133 2.35% 348 £38,584,028] 4.24 0.96
EL DORADO 107496 547% 54.94 $28,207,813]  3.10 43.96
FRESHO 6301 0.83% 56,25 54,816,738 054 44 .42
GLENN 16522 0.R4% 37.02 85633640 062 4802
HUMBOLDT 3BGBB6|  19.78% 0.18 $285,290,574] 314z 0.27
IMPERIAL ¥ 0,00%. 0.00 0] ooo 0.00
WY O 0] G.00% 0.00 30 0.00 0.00
HERN 5253 0.27% 137 31,386,905 015 0.50
KINGS 0 0.00% 0.00 50| ooo 0.00
LAKE 6146 0.31% 356 32.215702] 024 3.25
LASSEN 60566 3,08% 15.61 0,653,676] 227 8.57
LOS ANGELES [0 0.00% 0.00 Fi&119]  0.00 0.00
MADERA 2106 016% 08,23 $772.931 0.08 98.04
MARIM 1] 0.00% 0.00 $0] 000 .00
MARIPOSA 2746 1.14% 0.00 375] 0,08 .00
MENDOCIND 156101 7.94% 5.78 $114.836.073] 1261 3.50
IMERCED [i] 0.00% .00 §7.089 0.00 0.00
MODOC 41628 2.12% 7.18 1203431 1.3 10.27
MONG [0 11,00% .00 $17.115]  0.00 160,00
MONTEREY [0 0.00% 0.00 62,390 £.00 .00
NAPA 549 0.03% 0.00 §273,008]  0.03 .00
MEVADA 47250 2,40% 33,68 £15168,618]  1.67 24.96
ORANGE [i] 0.00% [ililv] F47 366 0.01 0.00
FLAGER 32452 1.65% 18.20 $9656.759] 106 14.05
PLUMAS 154225 7.85% 1297 §40,224,004] 541 7.4
RIVERSIDE 0 0,00% 0.00° $28.025]  0.00 C.00
SACRAMENTO 0 0.00% .00 317,488 0.00 £.00
SaN BENITO [i] 11.00%, [ Xili} 30 0.00 .00
SAN BERNARDING 0 0.00% 0.00 $13,080]  0.00 .00
SAN DIEGO 7 00,00% 0.00 F0,763]  0.00 0,00
SAN FRANGCISCO 0 0.00% 0.00 5 £.00
SAN JOAQUIN 0 0.00% [eXid] 314,950 0.00 0.00
SAN LUIS OBISPO 0 0.00% D00 $11,310 0.00 C.00
SAN MATEQ 4505 0,23% 0.00 $4,533,433] 050 .00
SANTA BARBARA 0 0.00% 0.00 $2.880]  0.00 .00
SANTA CLARA 3954 0.20% 0.00 33867.213] 043 0.00
SANTA CRUZ 16414 (0. 94% 0.00 14,035 783 1.54 0.00
SHASTA 144640 7 36% 575 220,005,685) 5138 5.36
SIERRA 40B4E 2.08% 40.45 12,356,580 1.96 A7
SISKIYOU 185408 9.84% 18.45 §63.797.993] 702 17.04
SOLANO [i] 3, 00% 0.00 $12,982 .00 0.00
SONOMA 24157 1.23% 0.00 $19.463.8979 214 0.00
STAMISLAUS [T 0.00% 0.00 $124] 000 0.00
SUTTER 0 .00 0.00 50| £.00 .00
TEHAMA 100887 513% 3.66 135,558,676  3.91 446
TRINITY 72755 3.70% 454 §24.812,648] 273 4,64
TULARE 5445 0.28% 71.66 §1,620,738 047 71.29
TUOLLUMNE 51061 311% 35,72 §17.726,595 1.95 26.57
VENTURA [0 0.00% 0.00 $73.548] 001 0.00
YOLD 0 0.00% 0.00
YUBA d6767|  2.36% ﬁ'%
ALL COUNTIES 196EB57] 100007 7.
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REPORT YT-36 CALIFORNIA TIMBER HARVEST BY COUNTY
1QTR 2001 TO 4 QTR 2001
COUNTY VOLUME % WOL % PUBLIC VALUE | % VALUE | % PUBLIC
e i) Qoo pogl 3129861 0 . Qpo
ALPINE q 0.00 000 _¥0l 0.00 0.00
AMADOR 12079 108 £33 $5428.799) 1
BUTTE 97 567 577 0.03] 332878252 571 0.01
CALAVERAS 34,964 2.18 19.08] $81337192] 200 141] 2 1587
COLUSA 0 0.00 0.00 F0 0.00 0.00
CONTRA COSTA 0 0.00 0.00 $7.128) 0.00 0.00
DEL NORTE 22891 1,42 0.33] 515158.108| 263 0.08
EL DORADO 96,830 604 3744] $23885220 4.11 25.01
FRESNC Qe 40.56] 534962081 0.61 28.38)
GLENN 89621 008! 18401  $208.880 0.04 20.28]
HUMBOLDT 358225 22.34 0.00] $190,568.635 33.14 0.00
IMPERIAL BN «| I « v v 0.00 £0 0.00 Q.00
INYO _ _ QL 0.00 0.00 B0 0.00 _ 000
KERMN 3] 0.00 0.00 $15.544 0.00 0.00
KINGS 0 _0.00 0.00 0.00 Q.00
LAKE 2932 013 0.00 5771.454 013 0.00
LASSEN 54683] 200 341] T4 $14.792.790 25T _A95
LOS ANGELES 0.00 0.00 $10.843 0.00 0.00
MADERA 6672 042 67.61 $1.352.615 0.23 51.05]
IMARIN 0 0.00 B0 £.00 0.00]
MAR|POSA 4133 0.26 077 $1.308.815 0,23 0,18
MENDOCING | 117.596 T.33] 287 $52437.479 911 245
MERCED | 000 0,00/ ___$5.148 .00 0.00
IMODOC 27,166 1.69 13.44 $6.904.355 1.20 11.04
MONO 0001 0.00] . G00f 10000
IMONTEREY [ 0Of Q00| S e L] - 000 Q.00
NAPA 0.03 34.20| _0.02 a7.28)
NEVADA 39,884 249 18.97| $11.778.364 208  14.13|
QORANGE v} 0.00 .00 $25.872 0.00 0.00]
PLACER | 891  3.55 1190 $13430.303] 2330 10.01)
PLUMA — 99,241 8.1% 471 £20.136.282 5.08 2.74)
0 0.00 0.00 §21.066/ 000 0.00]
NTO | iy 1] 0.00 Q.00 $19.368 0,00 0.00
Sian BENITO 0 0.00 0.00 50 0.00 0.00
| 1397 2 005 7495 L 003 5189
SAN DIEGO 1] 0.00 Q.00 59,480 0.00 0.00
SAN FRANCISCO i} 0.00 50 000l 0.00)
SAN JOAQLIIN 1] 0.00 0.00 $12.348 0,00 0.00,
SaN LUIS OBISPO v} 0.00 0.00 §7.922 0.00 Q.ﬂﬂ'}
SAN MATED . 4,151 0.26 000 $2.741.589 048 0.00
SANTA BARBARA, 1] 0.00 Q.00 $1.440 0.00 0.00)]
SANTA CLARA 3,432 0.21 0.00] $2.892.323 0.50 _0.00
SANTA CRUZ 7.230] 045 0.00 $4.701.393 082 0.00
SHASTA 144 513 9.01 307 $40.398186 702 1.99]
SIERRA, 24,533 1.53 24.69 $5.7 1.000 _.234&,
SIskKIYOU 134,825 841 8,33 36,224 679 .29 6.36)
| SOLANO ] 0.00 0.00 $15.508 0.00 0.00,
SONOMA £.559 0.60 0.00 $5.218.255 .91 0.00)
STANISLAUS 0 0.00 0.00 $0 0.00 0.00]
SUTTER 0 0.00 0.00 B0 0.00 0.00]
TEHAMA B3B3l 398 004 $19778495 344 0,03
TRINITY §3.590 I — 2.809 417 216
TULARE 4 844 0.30 53,55 5533171 0.08 36.43
ITUCLUMNE 52 452 3.27 2060  $13.235.142 2.30 16.97
VENTURA o} 0.00 0.00 §76.096 0.01 0.00
YOLO 0 0.00 000 I—1 0.00 _0.00
YLIBA 23,840 149 24.95 $8.202.812 142 16.08
|ALL COUNTIES 1603 478 100,00 .97 100,00 4411
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REFCORT YT-36 CALIPORNIA TIMBER HARVEST BY COUNTY MBRCH 1%, 20403
YEARR 2002 QUARTER 1 TG 4

VOLUME VOLUME |PERCENT - VALUE PERCENT]
COUNTY {NET MBF) | PERCENT | PUBLIC VALUE|PERCENT |PUBLIC
R LEME DR 0 0.00 0.00 §11, 310 0,00 0.00
ALPINE L T .42 o.c0| £65, 500| 0,01 7. 06
RMRCOR 26,310 1.67 19.21 56, 660, 445 1.48 %, 32
BEUTTE 63,421 2.75 0.0 514, 058, 154 EREE] 0.
CRALAVERRS 18, 493 Z.97 15.09 E13, 073, 754 7.89 13.66
COLISR 0 0. a8 0.00 i] [N 0. oo
CONTRA COSTA o ) 0.00 4 0. 00 0.0
DEL MORTE 23,90E 1.41 0.dao 39,645, 174 EEE D 0. 0o
EL CURADG 104, 435 ©.18|  4z.dz|  &19, 444, 8Es 4.10 7B.79
FRESNO 1z, 745 0.75 IZ.29 53, 19§, 554 0,71 12.9%4
SLENN 3,080 0,78 ZE.04 5771, 621 0,17 25.02
AMBEGLDT 274, 041 77,34 o.0e §1%0, 554, 225 2590 0. uer
TMPERLAL =g il 0.0c 0.00 ] 0.0 0. my
nra = il 0.0 U.0o 1] 0L 0. o
HERN 521 0.03 0.00 ~ 51B3,&78|  0.04 0.0
EINGS B 0.00 0.00 ] 0.00 0.00
LAKF 61 0.00 0.00 §11, 880 0. 00 0.00
LASELH 85,106 5.04 12,89 518,269, 5B4| .04  T.a7
LOS ANGELES il O.ao D.00 310, GAO 0.00 0. 00
MADERA 5,805 0.35 Ad. 34 51,124,825 0.0 TR.5%
MARTHN 0 0.0 0.0 [ 0.00 0.0a
MERTPOSA 3,187 0.15% 0.00 5843, SEQ 0.1% 0. 04l
MERDGET RO 57,722 S.78 0.1% 529,478,471 £.5%2 [.0E
MERCED i 0,00 0.00 55, 50 0.00 .00
MOaC 24,104 1.72 0.26 34,330,330 L U, 24
ono 5% f.01 o.00 §50, 820 0.61 41,599
MONTERE Y 0 0.0t 0.00 54, 321 0.00 0.0a
MRER 441 D.02 43.31 3131, 897 0.0 4B 11
TEVALA [ 54,000 7. GE 18 82 &11, 558, 1R8 7.55 11.4%6
DRANGE o D.a% D.00 ] 0.00 .00
PLACER 459, a77| ERL Z4.03 §9,722, 916 2.15 26.02
PLUMAS T4, E02 1.7z 74_39 £17,507, 215 3,87 165,58
EIVERSIDE ST 0.01 0.00 543, 422 0.01 T, 06
SACEAMENTA 0 0.0¢ 0.0k 47d, E5T 0.0l U,
SAN BENITO 0 0.00 0.00 ] o.no 0.0
SAN BERNARDING 0 0.0 0. 00 $10, 963 0,00 0. 0
SAN GIEGO 194 0.a1 0.00 571, 9A5 0,00 0. Y
SAN FRANCLSCO [l 0.06 0. 00 0 0.00 0.0
Sal TORDIOTN i 0.00 0.00 510, 495 0. 0D n.00
Al LOIS ORISED [ 0,00 0.00 Sh, o4l G, 40 .00
SEN MATED 2,878 0.17 0,00 51,176, 131 0.26 0,00
SRITTE BRREAFA [ 0.00 0,00 $1,22¢| 0. 00 0,00
SENTA CLARA 5 Gl 0.04 0.00 F300, 336 0,67 0,00
SANTA CRUZ 3,136 0.5 6. 00 54,073,513 [T .00
SHREETA 152,104 S.00 0.62 539,261,747 5,69 U.27
STERRA 33,342 1.97 22.41 56,591, 5B1 1.48 14.G4
S1SKIYOD 187, 215 11.08 11.03 540,458, 236 §.95 B.371
SOLAND a 0.00 0. 00 52, 252 0,00 0.0
SONCMA 5, 671 0.57 0,00 53,482, 5610 0,77 0. 0%
STENISLAUS 0 0.00 0.o0 o 0.00 0.00
SUTTER 0 0.00 0.00 i 000 0. e
TEHRMA B5, 220 3.86 0.06 %17, 3355, 563 ECES ENED
TRINITY B1, 085 ERETS 0,80 523,312,547 5.6 0.6%
TULREE 7,255 0.43 £3.93 51,170, 345| 0.26| FA1.52
TUCLUMNE 63, 180 3.74 25,45 514,362, 712 3. 18 16.15
VENTURE 1 0.0¢ 0.00 568, 617 n.02 0.0
FOLG 0 0.a0 0.00 0 0.00 0.00
YUBR 17,365 1.03| 0. 00 85,604, 04E 1.24¢ 0.00
ALL COUNTIES 1,590,53_3.d' A0 BB b BAEIR Cammariel 094, 070 100,00 5. 60
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Humboldt County General Plan

Final EIR

REPORT YT-36 CALIFORNIA TIMBER HARVEST BY COUNTY 4/5/2004
YEAR 2003 QUARTERS 1 TC 4
COUNTY VO LUME VOLTMNE PERCENT VALUE[VALUE PLRCENT
{NET MEF) PERCENT |PUBLIC EERCENT PUBLIC
ALAMEDA il 0. 00 .00 7,924 [} [TIRL]
ALPINE ] 7.00 ¢.00 S8, 268 0.00 7.00
MR 71,224 1.28 16.58 85,705,195 Loz, T.43
EUTTE 47,087 2.83 7.51 513,263,596 T 0.7%
CALIVERAS T RO, TIZ 3.0%5 2.74 EBIZ, 650,247 2,85 1.0G2
COLUSA 1,892 0.11 100,40 5176, 980 0.04] 100.00]
CONTRA COSTA = .00 AT
DEL MORTE n 73,829 1.42 0.00 55,113,460 7,04 ]
ET DORADO 67,620 5.27 22 .65 517,441,809 5.8l 13.79
FRESMG 10,488  O.63  Z5.A49| 52,674,548 (S 10.38
GTEMMT a7 0. 00 0.0 55,070 0.00 . 0o
AUMBOLLT 371,678 307 7.00| 5142,830,437 51.50 T
THPERIAL 0. 04 . o0
THTD . oa 7.00
KEEN 0,04 n.00 |
RINGS . i 0.00
LEEE 525 n.04] 75.92 137,442 (] IERCE]
TASSEN 53,000 Y 19,18 511,049, 3449 T.47 10,53
LOS ANGELES ] 0. 0 L 5%, d6d 0. o0 . 00
MADERA 3,189 0. 1% 01,13 5537740 T.12 BE. 00
MARIN 0, n. o0
MERIFOGA Z, 433 0.15 Y] ST, 375 0. 14 [P
MENDOG M0 112,568 Ba Tl m.ae =40, 954, 141 .01 .03
MERCED 0 0. 0d 0.a0 56, 652 0.00 b, 04
OO0 1%, 38¢ 1.17 TEa7 25,804,016 Y E] ¥0.66
MO 3 0. 01 0.a0 573,547 b.02 ED. 36
MONTERE T i n.oa a0 3,507 m.00 N
HATR 373 0,02 T.07 2104, 0740 0. 02 [
MEVADE 25,5858 32 T4.04 28, 0RE, 630 T.01 B RZ?
CRARGE 0 0.0d 0.an 519,860 0. 00 b, 00
FLACER 35,075 T.11 25.44 6,184, 721 1,51 .
PLUMAS 97,866 .83 R 222,799,710 5.0%9 1.kl
FIVERS IOE TEE .08 [ TR, 066 7. 03 i
SACHAMENTC [ 0. 00 0.a0 $28,.714 [N 0. 00
SEN BENTTG —_—— mLo el 0. 00 = =
ZAN BERNARDING 1,501 0.11 20,52 5251,063 0,06 27 .05
SAN DIEGD 4, Bht) U, 2% L0 Blel, 303 [ [
SAN FRANCISCO [ 0.0d 0.00
EAN JOAQUTH [ S0 0d 0.an 36, 040 [LeI4] 7.0
SAN LUIS GBLSFO i . oo g.an E7,735 0,00 T.a0
EAN MATEC EFEE N 0,33 0. a0 52,582,360 [T .40
CRANTE BARBARA .0 7.ao 5872 0,00 o, 0|
EANTA CLARA 112 0,07 0.00 370,486 0.02) _0.an
SANTA CRUE 5,614 0.54 0.a0 54,263, 385 -1 7
EHAETA 122,351  7.38| B.43| 907,731,361 6.1 T.13
SIERRA 30,1432 £.12 28.08 55,200,250 1.14 15, 33
SIERITOU CIEE,ET 1388 1e.79 §45, 401, 125 0. 16| 11,43
SOLANC 0 0. 00 0.ao §12,80%| 7.00 0.a0
SONDMA T%. 688 o.54] — 0.00 57,701,434 1.62 .00
STANISLAUS T 0.00
SOTTER = 0. 00 ) .00
TEHAMA g, 207 4,46 DD 217,137,043 3.03 0.09
TRINITY a0, 921 5. 47 0.a0 570,587,067 460 0.00
TULARE 3,802 L &4.94 51,861, 4940 0.42 52,30
TUCTUMNE 38,001 7.4 58.77 57,413, 613 .66 2. 38|
VENTLERA 0 ol 0. .00 1,131 0.01 0.00
TOLO . o0 m.on
¥UBA 23,507 1.41 0.00 56,097, 448 T.91 g.00
RIL counties 1,563, PREE Mo nEPRCO CEURIEIR Comments <e¢ | 107,00 1.93
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Humboldt County General Plan

Final EIR

REPORT YT-36

CALIFCRNIA TIMBER HARVEST BY CQOUNTY

YEAR 2004 QUARTERS 1 TO 4
TOINT Y VOLUME VALUE
WET MBE) |& BY COUNTHE POBLIC T BY COUNTYY PUELIC
[ALANEDA ] 0.00 o. 00 310,476 0.00 0. 00
ALEIHE [4] 0. 04 0, o0 ] 0.0 0,00
[FMADOR B, 962 0,41 EENEE %1,7681, 080 0. 36 TH. 27
BUTTE By, 7Y 3.04 1.06] 215,031,638 3.01 1.20
CALAVEERS B0, 203 7.64 4.97] %1z, 96%, 336 Z.55 ~ 4,69
COLUSA, ] 0. 00 7.00 i] 0.00 0. 00
CONTIA LUSTA 127 0.01 0. 00 538,100 0. 01 0. 00
TEL WORTE 70,5 T.87 0. 00| S13,118,065 Z. e o 00
EL ORADD 160, 758 5,91 TT.55] 323,332,623 6T 7. b6
[TRES M W, Z17 U.48 2B.37 1,417,508 3.28 iy iy ¥
GLENH B14 7.05 .00 ET30, BO0 003 B.00
HOMSOLDT e, 500 73.24 B.25| 5169,122,026 KEPEL] 0,93
THPERIAL 0] §.4a0 a.00 .00 0.00]
INTO ] 0.00 .0 1] 0, 00 .00
FERN ] 0.00 T.00 1] 0,00 i,
KINGS 1] o.a0 d.00 . o0 0.0
LARE 436 .03 .00 S62,530 0,01 0.00
TASSEN G1, 660 5.37 T.64| 515,815,805 T.10 . Al
103 ANGELES i) 5.00 7. 00 =11,835 0.00 .00
[HADERA 2, 500 0.15 da0.20f  dad, 70 0. 10 2.
MARLN 0 0.00 0.00 T 0. o0 0,00
MARIFOSA 2,707 0.1c 0.00 $702,11% D.14 ~h.00
MENDOC THD 109,548 .40 G.00] 540,995,030 0. o0 .00
NERCED [ 0.00 0.00 5T, 230 Y] .00
18] VAl 17,128 z. 00 T.70 56,106,505 1.22 T.4
= [ B 00 0.00 44, 400 0.03 100.00
MO TERET 1} T 00 0.00 T, 160 0. v 0.0
NAFN a7 0.01 27.84 £37,005 o.01 0.51
NEVATR 33, 963 T Td.7 Z§, 775,069 1.75 10.42
CRANGE I 0.00 0. 00] £26,078 0. D1 U0
PLACER 19,334 Z,31 24.69] 10,713,048 2.04 13.11
FLUMAE Tr3, 678 7. 25 10.2 531,273,174 5.45 T.5h
RIVERSI DR ] 5. o0 g.4a0 i 0,00 0.00
HETTS i 0.00 0.00 £51, 867 0.01 0.0
AN DENITO 1] 0. 00 0.00 ] q.00 0.00
FAN DERNERDING T, 901 0,08 0. 00 55,410 .00 0. 00]
SAN DIEGO (] o.00 7.00 §10, 66 .00 0.0
SAN [RANCLOLO 0 0. 00 0. 00 ¥ L[] 0.00
HAN JORQUTH 1] 7. 00 .00 58,271 g.o0]  0.00
AN LUIS OBLS 1] o.o0 0.00 511,803 0.0 .00
[EEN MATEC 3,799 0. 22 G.00 51,002, 558 0. 0.00
FANTA BAROAARA ] 7.00 0,00 i . a0 0.00
EANTA CLARA i) U.00 [ Na]¥] 571,226 T.01 0.0
TANTA CRUZ 1T, 043 0.65 0.00 T, 011, 351 1.1% 0.00
SAASTA 135,723 TS I.53| 520,027,745 TS P
SLGRRA £/, 223 1.&e0 30,55 5,308,752 1.06 al.22
SISRIvCU 7303, 49 11.03 T0.17] 551,565, 360 0,91 5. 45
SOLANG 4] .0 0.00 516, 351 0,00 0,00
EOTCME T, T3¢ 0.6% 0.00 55,749,075 LRl 0,0
STANISLAUS 0 .00 7.00 ] T.00 o, o0
SUTTER 0 .00 0.00 ] 0,00 a.00]
TEHAFR 76,617 1.58 G.00] 57,782,607 T.5¢] 0.
TRINITY 54,885 5.56 0.52] 523,268,800 1,08 0. 20
[TULARE 16,339 .56 77.95 §2.169, 305 0.43 7156
TUGLUMNE 23,970 1,38 20. 35 55, (34,49 101 15.74
VENTURA 0 0. 00 0.00 S70,845 0.01 — 0.00
YOI — 0 §.00 .00 1] 7.00 0, 00
YUBA 7,145 T.51 m.o00] $14,077, %07 Z. 01 . o0
[ALL COUNTIES [T, 705, 500 Page A5 v4 5 [PURCo S3AIE [FOESH ol iaaes - 100,700 3. 31
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Humboldt County General Plan Final EIR

Report YT-28 CALIFORNIA TIMBER HARVEST BY COUNTY April 3, 2006
TIMBER TAX SECTION YEAR 2005 QUARTER 1 TO 4
COUNTY VOLUME | VOLUME %] % PUBLIC | VALUE | VALUE % M'C_'l
(NET MBF) VOLUME VALUE
[ALAMEDA ] 0.00 0.00 52,962 0.00 0.00|
BLPINE 20 0.00 0.00 §20 0.00 0.00
AMADOR 87,852 5.08 56.13 514,771,428 2.70 42.13
BUTTE 29.936 174 21.85, $7,661,754 740 13.66
CALAVERAS 15,677 0.91 21.27 73,864,452 0.71 14,36
COLUSA ] 0.00 0.00 50 0.00 0.00]
CONTRA COSTA ] 0.00 0.00 30 0.00 0.00]
DEL NORTE 22.557 1.21 0.001 11,185,640 2.05 0.00|
EL DORADO £0,010 5.22 70.83]  $16,797,841 3.07 26.08
FRESNO 11,525 0,67 20, $2.,344,847 0. 0,93
GLENN 3412 0.18 0,80 §475,530 0.08 0.94
HUMBOLDT 380,333 72.63 1751 $193,362,618 3535 1.10]
TAPERIAL 0 0.00 0.00) 50 0.00 G.00]
INYQ 0 0.00 0.00] 50 0.00 0.00|
KEREM 1,582 0.08 a7.50] $163,260 0.0:3 78.42|
KINGS 0 0.00 0.00] 50 0.00 0.00]
[CAKE 100 0,01 100.00 $29,520 0.01 100.00]
CASSEN 67,610 3.04 21.81] _ $15.298,825 Z.80 15.86
[0S ANGELES 455 0.03 0.00] 551,008 0.01 0.00
MADERA 3,038 0.18 98,45 $488,120 .04 98.07
(MARIN 1] .00 0.00, 0 0.00 0.00
MARIPOSA 5.706 0.34 76,53 51,249,537 0.23 12.26
MENDOGING 120,841 701 0,000 53,913,803 9,86 0.00
[MERCED i 0.00 0.00] 16,562 0.00 0.00
MODOGC 43, DBY| 250 3 66| $8,480,072 1.658 5 58
MOND 0 0. 0.00] Ba7.811 0. 58,50
MONTEREY 0 0.00 0.00 $4,326 0.00 0.00
NAPA 1,130 .07 4,69 $414,530 .08 4.08
NEVADA 36,301 211 208 8,807,781 1.61 2.22
ORANGE [i] 0.00 0.00 520,604 .01 0.00
PLACER 46,025) 2.67 2507 $11,513,848 2.11 15,48
PLUMAS 107,817 8.25 1541]  $26,396,696 4.82 1047
RIVERSIDE 0 0.00 0.00] $8,904 0.00 0.00
SACRAMENTO 0 0.00 0.00 $46,684 0.0 0.00
SAN BENITO i .00 0.001 30 0.00 0.00
SAN BERNARDING 604 0.04 0.00] 5604 .00 0.00
EAN DIEGO 0 0.00 0.00 §7,944 0.00 0.00
SAN FRANCISCO 0 0.00 0.00, 30 0.00 0.00
SAN JOAGUIN 0 0.00 0.00] $9,207 0.00 0.00
SAN LUIS OBISPO 1] Q.00 0.00) 513,798 .00 .00/
SAN MATED 5721 0.33 0.63 33,659,186 0.67 0.13
SANTA BARBARA 0 0.00 0.00] 50 0.00 0.00
SANTA CLARA 7,705, 0.18 0.00 $1,752,842 0.37 0.00
SANTA CRUZ 9,674 0.56 0.00 6,158,287 713 0.00
SHASTA 170,690 989 534 43,459,158 7.95 4.64
SIERRA 77,120 1.67 18.52 5,378,607 TA7 12.44
SISRIYOU 207, 12.64 931 S47.567,015] 8.70 15.66
SOLAND 0 0.00 0.00] $18,000 .00 0.00,
SONOMA 8,953 .52 0.00 54,084,256 0.1 0.00
STANIGLAUS 0 0.00 0.00] 50 0.00 0.00
SUTTER 0 0.00 0.00] %0 .00 0.00
TEHAMA 65095 377 4 67 $18,071,990 3.30 298
(TRINITY 81.607 473 Dl $21.730.126 307 0.69
TULARE 10,703 0.62 70.54 51,870,674 [} 78.58
TUOLUMMNE a7.379 217 18,31 ;9_513,985 1.74) 13.32
VENTURA 0 0.00) 0.00] $61,514 0.01 0.00
YOLO 0 .00 0.00 50 0.00 0.00
YUEA 11,834 .60 B.40] $4,214,745 077 .07
ALT COUNTES IV 1 O ) M=% T ALY 00 LR
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Humboldt County General Plan Final EIR
REPORT YT-36 CALIFORNIA TIMBER HARVEST BY COUNTY 4{11/2007
TIMBER TAX SECTION YEAR 2006 QUARTER 1 TO 4

VOLUME VOLUME PERGENT VALUE PERCENT
COUNTY (NET MBF} PERCENT PUBLIC WALUE PERCENT PUBLIC
ALAMEDA 0 0.00 0.00 § 9,627 0.00 0.00
ALPINE 51 0.00 0.00 § 2,780 0.00 0.00
AMADOR 27.274 167 TEHD § 2,800,250 0.52 51.89
BUTTE 62,787 385 926 § 19,652,995 3.ea 4.91
CALAVERAS 33.523 2.06 336 § 8834814 1.65 178
COLUSA 0 0.00 000§ - 0.00
CONTRA COSTA ] 0.00 000 § 9,975 0,00 0.00
DEL NORTE 16.809 1.03 1131 § 7,447,657 1.28 418
EL DORADO 28,508 6.10 2494 § 22,846,630 4.28 11.86
FRESNO 10,345 0.62 51.51 § 2,046,265 0.38 41.28
GLENMN 0 0.00 0.00 § - 0.00
HUMBOLDT 338,743 20.684 1.70 § 171,827,827 32.16 0.50
IMFERIAL 0 0.00 0.00 § - 0.00
INYC 0 0.00 0.00 & - 0.00
KERM 1,018 0.06 9380 § 59,471 0.01 92.43
KINGS 0 0.00 0.00 5 - 0.00
LAKE 928 0.06 389 § 339,089 0.06 117
LASSEM 60,307 3.70 24.10 § 13,336,082 2.50 16.36
LOS ANGELES 0 0.00 0.00 § - 0.00
MADERA 2,361 0.14 7641 § 402,060 0.08 £9.43
MARIN 0 0.00 000 § - 0.00
MARIPOSA 4,798 0.2% 3643 § 1,152,325 0.22 22.75
MENDOCING 110,168 6.75 0.00 § 53,378,724 8.88 0.00
MERCED o 0.00 000 § 6,300 0.00 0.00
MODOC 24,991 1.53 1.24 § 5,393,523 1.01 1.12
MOND 0 0.0 000 § 24 600 0.00 60.37
MONTEREY 0 0.00 000 5 - 0.00
NAPA Bz 0.01 Ea.54 & 28,717 0.01 53.00
NEVADA 27,824 1.71 1505 § 7,321,637 1.37 123
ORANGE Q 0.00 0.00 § 25882 0.00 0.00
PLACER 49,281 3.02 2736 § 11,583,044 217 20.34
PLUMAS 118,936 7.29 21.78 § 28,812,484 5.39 13.97
RIVERSIDE 0 0.00 0.00 & 6,750 0.00 0.00
SACRAMENTO 0 0.00 0.00 § 34,281 0.01 0.00
SAN BENITO 0 0.00 0.00 5 - 0.00
SAN BERNARDINO 0 0.00 000 § - 0.00
SAN DIEGO 0 0.00 0.00 § 9,108 0.00 0.00
SAN FRANCISCO 0 0.00 0.00 § - 0.00
SAN JOAQUIN 0 0.00 0.00 § T.623 0.00 0.00
SAN LIS OBISPO 0 0.00 000 § 10,710 0.00 0.00
SAN MATED 5731 0.35 0.00 § 4,044,658 0.76 0.00
SANTA BARBARA 0 0.00 000 % - 0.00
SANTA CLARA 1,883 Q.12 000 § 1,220,881 0.23 0.00
SANTA CRUZ 9,600 0.59 000 § 6,339,386 1,19 .00
SHASTA 182,51 11.62 201 § 50,480,525 9.45 1.13
SIERRA 22,041 1.35 1219 § 5241548 0.88 1080
SISKINMCOU 188,832 12149 2099 § 47,824,733 8.87 20.28
SOLANO 0 0.00 0.00 § - 0.00
SONCMA 11,196 0.69 000 § 6,323,938 1.18 0.00
STANISLAUS o 0.00 0.00 % - .00
SUTTER 0 0.00 0.00 § - 0.00
TEHAMA 51,179 3.4 0.00 § 14,847,860 278 .00
TRINITY 84,898 521 1110 § 22,826,002 429 9.78
TULARE 5,849 0.36 B7.72 &  1.219.013 0.23 92.23
TUOLUMNE 48,392 297 1502 § 11,484,126 2.15 1052
VENTURA o 0.00 0.00 $ 16,258 0.00 0.00
YOLO 0 0.00 0.00 $ - 0.00
YUUBA 14,156 0.87 1273 § 4,837,142 0.91 12.00
ALL COUNTIES 1,631 RREE 47 of 56 - GfRGe GPU RPEFRCHmaND 4,381 100,00 6.26
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Humboldt County General Plan Final EIR
REPORT ¥T-36 CALIFORNIA TIMBER HARVEST BY COUNTY 421/2008
TIMBER TAX SECTION 2007 QUARTERS 1 TO 4

COUNTY VOLUME VOLUME PERCENT VALUE VALLIE PERCENT

(MET MBF) PERCENT PUBLIC PERCENT PUBLIC
ALAMEDA, 0 0.00 0.00 §10,725 0.00 0.00
ALPINE 0 0.00 0.00 g0 0.00 0.00
AMADOR 18,297 1.13 19.18 $4,642,074 0.98 18.42
BUTTE 65954 4.06 225 $16,550,040 3.49 1.37
CALAVERAS 27138 167 0.00 §4,807 155 1.03 0.00
COLUSA 0 0.00 0.00 80 0.00 0.00
COMTRA COSTA 1] 0.00 Q.00 §7.020 D00 0.00
CEL NORTE 11.948 0.73 2.00 $5.671.161 120 0.00
EL DORADO 91,055 560 21.58 $18.521.478 3.00 14,53
FRESND 13,142 0.8 an.az 82,735,138 0.58 28.44
GLENN 2,086 0.13 0.00 $379,900 0.08 0.00
HUMBOLDT 296,840 18.25 0.08| $147,113,659 31.03 0.12
IMPERIAL ] 0.00 0.00 50 0.00 0.00
INYO ] 0.00 0.00 80 0.00 0.00
KERN 2,584 0.16 0.00 $482,245 0.10 0.00
KINGS 1] 0.00 0.00 50 n.oo 0.00
LAKE 3.684 023 353 $802,721 0.7 21
LASSEN 20,138 1.78 9.44 55,168,460 115 6.68
LOS ANGELES 4] 0.00 0.00 20 0.00 0.00
MADERA 7,074 0.44 94,87 $087,350 0.21 90.53
MARIN ] o000 0.00 80 0.00 0.00
MARIPOSA 5,284 032 6774 $021,822 0.19 52.30
MENDGCING 103,031 5.34 1.14 $43,647,856 9.20 0.35
MERCED ] 0.00 0.00 $6.750 0.00 0.00
MODOC 35,110 2.16 2.93 $5,326,280 1.12 11.87
MCNO ] 000  100.00 $38.310 001 100.00
MONTEREY 0 000 0.00 $3,435 0.00 0.00
NAPA 126 0.01 Q.00 $16.650 0.00 Q.00
NEVADA 0473 187 761 $6.743.706 142 B.48
ORANGE ] 0.00 0.00 £24,587 0.01 0.00
PLACER 35,247 217 3242 §7,347,508 1.55 2248
PLUMAS 136,521 84D 10982  $28,070,203 592 .08
RIVERSIDE 0 0.00 50 0.00 0.00
SACRAMENTO ] 0.00 0.00 §$26,802 0.01 0.00
SAN BENITQ ] 000 0 0.00 0.00
SAM BERMARDING Q 0.00 50 0.00 0.00
SAN DIEGO ] 0.00 0.00 $0,405 0.00 0.00
SAN FRANCISCO 4] 0.00 30 0.00 0.00
SAN JCATUIN 1] 0.00 Q.00 36,345 n.oo 0.00
SAN LUIS OBISPO 4] 0.00 Q.00 $12,180 0.00 0.00
SAN MATEC 5,806 0.36 Q.00 54,117,785 087 0.00
SANTA BARBARA ] 000 80 0.00 0.00
SANTA CLARA 558 003 0.00 $443 821 009 0.00
SANTA CRUZ 2414 0.58 0.00 56,413,428 1.35 0.00
SHASTA 191,818 11.78 145 $43,948 866 9.26 0.82
SIERRA 50,105 308 3200 58,437,086 169 30.40
SISKIYOU 246,141 15.14 23.41 §50,343,502 12.51 19.18
SOLANQ ] 0.0H) 0.00 £16,258 0.00 0.00
SONOMA 10,646 0.85 Q.00 55,497,566 1.16 0.00
STAMISLAUS a 0.00 0.00 30 0.00 0.00
SUTTER 0 010 0.00 30 0.00 0.00
TEHAMA 46,531 286 000  §12,975.87% 2.74 .00
TRINITY 81,938 5.04 18.72|  §17.142,845 361 14.92
TULARE 1,743 0.11 65.12 $205,552 0.08 60.08
TUCLUMNE 50,658 .11 3305 $8,240,302 185 2461
VENTURA 1] 0.00 a.00 317,104 000 0.00
YOLO Q 0.00| 0.00 80 0.00 0.00
YURA 16,278 100 0.15 $5.014.250 1.06 0.08
ALL COUNTIES 1626, Hfte 45 ot 409 Whrc o R lRnSH AR 100,00 B.68
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Humboldt County General Plan Final EIR
REPORT YT-36 CALIFCRNIA TIMBER HARVEST BY COUNTY 4/8/08
TIMBER TAX SECTION 2008 QUARTERS 1 TO 4

COUNTY VOLUME  VOLUME  PERCENT VALUE VALUE PERCENT
(NET MBF) PERCENT PUBLIC PERCENT PUBLIC
ALAMEDA ] 0.00 0.00 $10.170 0.00 0.00
ALPIMNE 0 0.00 0.00 80 0.00 0.00
AMADOR 24626 179 20,27 $3,285,001 1.02 2212
BUTTE 92484 674 020 §$15998 229 485 018
CALAVERAS 33235 242 1.01 $4,720135 1.46 0.68
COLU3A 1] 0.00 0.00 50 oo 0.00
CONTRA COSTA ] 0.00 0.00 35,724 0.00 0.00
DEL NORTE 12572 0.92 000  $5164,54 160 0.00
EL DORADO 447268 326 1291 §5963,875 1.84 11.13
FRESNO 7248 053 33,25 $098,194 0.28 15.16
GLENN 1173 0.08 100.00 147,215 005 100.00
HUMBOLDT 227339 16.58 0.07 %104,797,337 3243 007
IMPERIAL 1] D.00 0.00 30 0,00 4,00
INYE ] 0.00 0.00 $0 0.00 0.00
KERN 2092 015 0.00 §£238,657 0.07 0.00
KINGS ] 0.00 0.00 $0 0.00 Q.00
LAKE 1] 000 0.00 0 000 0.00
LASBEN 35450 258 21.57 $d,506,585 1.42 18.02
LOS ANGELES 1] 0.00 0.00 50 0.00 0.00
MADERA 621 D05 9501 $85,862 003 76.10
MARIN ] 0.00 0.00 50 0.00 0.00
MARIPOSA 24T 0.18 0.00 $459,210 0.14 0.00
MENDOCING 92652 675 042 339,209,408 12.13 0.15
MERCED a 0.00 0.00 $6,300 0.00 0.00
MODOCc 15708 1.14 4 §1,870,755 0.58 4,32
MONO a 0.00 0.00 524110 0.01 100.00
MONTEREY a 0.00 0.00 $3.314 0.00 0.00
MHAPA 4] 0.00 0.00 514,121 0.00 0,00
NEVADA 31122 227 1972 §5679,127 1.76 17.91
CRANGE a 0.00 0.00 524,597 0.01 0.00
PLACER 23128 1.69 7941 $3,719,334 1.15 20,90
PLUMAS 148094 10.85 984 §$22,297,325 6.80 11.28
RIVERSIDE ] 0.00 0.00 50 0.00 0.00
SACRAMENTO 1] 0.00 Q.00 528,440 0.01 0.00
SAN BEMNITO Q 0.00 Q.00 50 0.00 0.00
SAN BERNARDINO 1] 0.00 0.00 50 0.00 a.00
SAN DIEGD 0 0.00 0.00 $8,647 0.00 0.00
SAN FRANCISCO ] 0.00 0.00 £0 0.00 0.00
SAN JOAQUIN ] 0.00 0.00 $4,239 0.00 Q.00
SAN LUIS OBISPO ] 0.00 0.00 $9.570 0.00 0.00
SAM MATED 2742 0.20 0.00 $1,801,217 058 0.00
SAMNTA BARBARA 1] 0.00 Q.00 50 000 0.00
SANTA CLARA B47 0.06 0.00 $517.826 016 0.00
SANTA CRUZ 12715 0.93 0.00 7925336 245 0.00
SHASTA 216661 15.79 030 $33,600,985 10.39 0.20
SIERRA aren 0 487 1,012,773 0.31 387
SISKIYOU 147278 10.73 1571 $27,042,757 6.36 12,10
SCLANO 1] 0.00 0.00 §12.645 0.00 0.00
SONOMA 11835 0.86 0.00  §6,808.279 211 0.00
STANISLALIS 1] 0.00 0.00 50 n.oo 0.00
SUTTER a 0.00 0.00 50 0.00 .00
TEHAMA 62877 4.66 C00 59,853,614 305 0.00
TRINITY 50968 arm a1t $7.151.987 221 311
TULARE 1028 0.07 15.95 567,767 002 22,03
TUCLUMNE 52975 2.88 3593 $5705404 1.76 39.76
VENTURA 0 0.00 0.00 $2,691 0.00 0.00
YOLO 1] 0.00 0.00 50 0.00 0.00
YUBA 2565 n.62 658 $2.514.107 078 0.24
ALL COUNTIES 1,372,024 100.00 7.23 $323,292,930 100.00 4.05
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Humboldt County General Plan Final EIR
REPORT ¥T-36 CALIFORNIA TIMBER HARVEST BY COUNTY COMPILED ON 4r22/2010
YTHR2 YEAR 2009 QUARTER 1TO4
TIMBER TAX SECTION

VOLUME WVOLUME PERCENT VALUE PERCENT

COUNTY (NET MBF} PERCENT PUBLIC VALUE PERCENT PUBLIC
ALAMEDA i 0.00 0.00 §10,545 0.01 0.00
ALFINE 0 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 000
AMADOR 5827 0.74 0.00 $498,921 0.44 000
BUTTE 70,688 578 0.00 $4,428,550 445 000
Cal AVERAS 16,162 2m .00 $2,474.230 243 000
COLUSA 0 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 ond
CONTRA COSTA o 0.00 0.00 §7.245 2.0 0.00
DEL NORTE 4,208 053 0.00 $1,262,453 1.27 000
EL DORADD 20,8 251 0,56 $1.775778 1.74 03
FRESHO 5418 067 3326 $202,633 0.20 2612
GLENM 0 0.00 0.00 50 0.00 000
HUMBOLDT 118,197 13,60 0.27 $27.484,550 2770 011
IMPERIAL o 0.00 0,00 50 0.00 000
INYO 0 0.00 0.00 50 2.00 000
KERN 1,096 014 5036 $141,605 014 088
KINGS 0 0.00 0.00 50 0.00 000
LAKE 0 000 0.00 50 2.00 000
LASSEN 21,015 285 2025 $1,898,055 1.8 1876
LOS ANGELES 0 000 0.00 50 0,00 000
MACERA 278 0.03 100,00 535,608 0.04 49 86
MERIN 0 0.00 0,00 50 a.00 000
MARIPOSA 2,228 028 .00 FE48 465 065 000
MENDCCING 43,801 L44 0.00 F12,315,524 1z.41 0.00
MERCED 0 0.00 0.00 6,195 am 0.00
MODOC 10811 142 .85 $764,500 0.7 5568
MEING 1 0.00 100,00 511,458 am 100,00
MONTEREY ] .00 0.00 33610 .00 0.00
NAPA 0 .00 0.00 50 2.00 0.00
HEVADA 24,028 298 516 £2,688,058 2.1 180
CRANGE 0 .00 0.00 §23,166 a.02 0.00
PLACER 11,092 1,38 15 84 $782,451 0.7 1540
PLUMAS 83742 782 2811 $4,070,982 240 35.51
RIVERSIDE 0 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 000
SACAAMEMTO il Lo D §24 534 o2 000
SAN BENITO L] 0.00 0.00 50 0.0a 0o
SAN BERNARDING 0 0.00 0.00 50 0.00 000
SAN DIEGO 0 0.00 0.00 $TAT4 0.0 000
SAN FRANCISCO 0 0.00 0.00 50 000 0.00
SAN JOAQUIN o 0.00 0.00 $3.204 a.00 00
SAN LUIS OBISFO ] 0.00 0.00 7407 am 000
SAN MATED 1,715 021 0.00 $761,704 0.7 0.00
SANTA BARBARA o 000 0.00 0 0.0 000
SANTA CLARA 1,083 013 0.00 $5TE.5T4 0.58 0.00
SANTA CRUZ £,404 1.04 0.00 §3,529.244 .56 000
SHASTA 100,081 1243 407 §7.031,927 T.08 113
SIERRA 632 107 575 $606.926 0.61 1279
SISKIYOU 118,512 1472 777 11,648,203 1174 466
SOLAND 0 0.00 0.00 514,181 a.01 000
SONOMA 1,228 015 0.00 $512,219 0.52 0.00
STANISLAUS 0 0.00 0.00 50 0.00 0.00
SUTTER a o.nm .00 40 0.00 000
TEHAMA 55,137 €85 0.00 $5,366,637 5.41 0.00
TRINITY 48,154 588 13,05 $3,125,180 .15 11.85
TULARE 1,491 023 2411 $94,391 a.08 0.49
TUOLLIMNE 28,978 235 2753 §1.836,441 1.85 20.55
VENTURA 0 0.00 0.00 §8,651 0.01 0.00
YOLO 0 0.00 0.00 50 0.00 0.00
YUBA 12,371 154 0.00 $2,605803 263 200
ALL COUNTIES 804,940 100,00 740 $99,247 087 100.00 375
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Humboldt County General Plan Final EIR
REPORT YT-36 CALIFORNIA TIMBER HARVEST BY COUNTY COMPILED ON 4782011
Y¥THRZ YEAR 2010 QUARTER 1TO 4
TIMBER TAX SECTION

VOLUME VOLUME PERCENT VALUE PERCENT
COUNTY {NETMBF}  PERCENT PUBLIC VALUE PERCENT PUBLIC
ALAMEDA 0 0.00 0,00 516,005 0.0 o.00
ALFIHE 2,792 018 2563 §128,540 0.06 59,98
AMADOR 7,718 067 0.00 719,056 0,36 000
AUTTE 31,73 272 0.00 54,740,984 238 0.00
CALAVERAS 25,679 221 24.88 81,820,505 0.82 28 51
GOLUSA a .00 .00 50 0.00 00
CONTRA COSTA ] B.oD 0.00 58,145 .00 000
DEL MORTE 6,680 058 0.00 §2,441,284 122 0.00
EL DORADO 160,852 1.7 2138 £1,201,507 .60 17.83
FRESNO 7,314 062 2827 269,752 015 1054
GLENN b .00 0.00 30 0.00 .00
HUMBOLDT 218,681 18,84 0,00 $65,038,992 3410 .00
IMFPERIAL 1] 0.an Lo 34 0.00 .oy
INYO 4] 0.0 QLo 26,015 o.oo0 100,00
KERN 1,543 013 100.00 $32,088 002 10000
KINGS ] .00 .00 30 0.00 0.00
LAKE 3,552 031 B8.63 207,730 a1 7187
LASSEN 47418 409 10,06 54,656,859 235 127
LOS ANGELES ] 000 0.00 30 000 0.00
MADERA 3,555 0,31 99.41 5255489 043 53.60
MARIN ] 0.00 0.00 50 0.00 n.00
MARIPOSA 5113 paa 7017 §470,750 0. s8.87
MENDOGING 04,724 816 0.00 §29,256,218 14,66 £.00
MERCED ] 0.00 0.00 $6,300 .00 0.00
MODOG 18,498 159 19.98 $2,293,315 115 26.38
MO a 0.00 oo 7,222 0.00 2378
MONTEREY 1] 0.00 .00 $3,604 0.00 0.00
NEPA ] 000 0.00 $0 0.00 a.00
NEVADA 12187 108 15.58 51,041.584 052 5.84
ORANGE ] 000 0.00 $24,8852 oM a.00
FLACER 42,07t 362 1984 54,603 208 2H 1054
PLUMAS B8.006 767 41.90 $10,058,301 504 2870
RIVERSIDE ] 0.00 0.0 50 0.00 n.0o
SACRAMEMTO o .00 o.00 §10,845 0.0 0.00
SAM BENITO ] 0.00 0.00 50 0.00 2.00
SAN BERNARDINO u 0.00 0.00 50 0.00 0.00
SAMN DEGD o 000 0.00 $8,527 .00 0.0
SAM FRANCISCO o 0.00 0.00 50 0.00 0.00
SAN JOAQLIN 1] 0.00 0.0 $2,108 0.0 0.00
SAN LUIS OBISFO ] 000 0.00 77 0.00 0.00
SAN MATED 4,708 0.41 0.00 §2,200,818 115 0.00
SANTA BARBARA ] 0.00 £.00 50 0.00 n.00
SAMTA CLARA 1,062 0.09 L0 $521,700 0n.#7 0.oo
SANTA CRLUZ 13,360 115 el il ] 44,778,316 234 0.00
SHASTA 161,116 1302 4.0 $16,665,093 £.35 222
SIERRA 20,755 178 44.01 52,160,934 1.08 3354
SISKIYOU 188,750 16,28 11.08 $22,975,500 152 505
SOLAND o ooe .00 314,825 om 000
SONCIMA 8,802 077 000 54,020,231 202 0.00
STANISLAUS o 008 £.00 50 0.00 0.00
SUTTER ] 0oz 0.9 50 0.00 0.00
TEHAMA 53,934 485 0.00 55,763,878 240 0.00
TRINITY 36,381 313 082 $3,732 81 187 029
TULARE 1,741 DA T1.80 §e8.501 0.03 74.48
TUDLUMNE 20,596 202 5025 §1,154,902 0.58 45680
VENTURA o 000 0.00 §13,870 0.01 0.00
YOLO o 0.00 0.00 50 0.00 0.00
YLUBA 18,846 1.82 25.80 32934172 147 24.03
AlLL COUNTIES 1,160,588 100,00 11,74 §199.504,502 100.00 540
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Humboldt County General Plan

Final EIR

REPCRT ¥T-36
YTHR2

TIMBER TAX SECTION

COUNTY

ALAMEDA,
ALPINE
AMADOR
BUTTE
CalAVERAS
COLUSA
CONTRA COSTA
DEL MORTE
EL DORADOD
FRESNO
GLEMN
HUMBOLDT
IMPERIAL
INYO

KERN

KINGS

LAKE

LASSEN

LOS ANGELES
MADERA
MARIN
MARIPOSA
MENDOCIMG
MERGED
MODOC
MOMO
MONTEREY
NAPA
NEVADA
ORANGE
PLACER
PLUBAS
RIVERSIDE
SACRAMENTO
SAN BENITO
SAN BERNARDING
SaN DIEGD
SAN FRANCISCO
BAN JOAQUIN
SAM LUIS QRISPO
AN MATEC
SANTA BARBARA
SANTA CLARA,
SANTA CRUZ
SHASTA
SIERRA
BISKIYOU
SOLAND
SONCHAS
STAMISLAUS
SUTTER
TEHAMA
TRINITY
TULARE
TUOLUMNE
VENTURA
YOLD

YUBA

ALL COUNTIES

CALIFORNIA TIMBER HARVEST BY COUNTY

VOLUME
{NET MBF}

a

0
9,978
42 817

7,73
186,833
22,044
104,564
0

B,542

0

0

56, B
40,318
1487
44,164
0

o
24,072

1,286,025

YOLUME
PERCENT

000
O 4
0rr
an
281
014
0ol
0.73
314
138
0.03
168.79
0.0
0.00
030
0.0
0.3
613
oo
030
000
033
687
0.00
187
0.00
000
0.00
125
0.00
223
57T
000
0.00
000
0.00
0.00
0.00
000
0qo
047
0.00
0.04
060
14,60
im
1510
0.00
0.51
0.00
0.00
442
313
[+ 4
143
6.00
o.00
1.87

106.00

YEAR 2011 QUARTER 1TO 4

FERCEMT
PUBLIC WALUE
.00 %15 525
[HRli fo
17.98 51,267,250
1.48 59,458,011
405 54,144,857
100.00 §156,875
0.00 $6,225
0.6o 52,789,092
14.64 34780723
74.55 54,447,349
100.00 586,460
0.co 365,778,020
0oz 0
o.an $0
3T.74 175,922
000 El
0,00 $45,315
1021 §12, 172,740
0.00 $0
95.93 5281.850
0.00 30
471 §561,801
000 §25 781,584
0.00 $6.400
G.83 $4,550,840
100.00 $17.310
000 §4.357
0,00 30
B $3,2484930
0.00 $25.653
8,37 $6,254, 360
27.84 £11 510,226
000 0
000 §34.832
000 i0
00 30
0.00 $9754
0,00 30
0.00 $138
000 $5.109
.00 32,709,922
0.00 30
.00 3300, 384
.00 $2 844 672
.00 £40,381.470
41,04 $3,840,151
25,22 £38.211.883
0,00 $15812
000 $1.728,445
0,00 30
0,00 $0
238 540,634,572
11.84 $5,588,T72
.00 $132,200
1384 56,518,225
000 $13,358
0,00 50
14.76 $5.017.453
12.24 $272 460 861
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COMPILED ON 4182012

VALUE
PERCENT

(]
000
047
.47
1.82

PERCENT
FUBLIC

0.00
0.00
12.73
079
578
100.00
000
0.00
10.07
T 24
100.00
0.00
0.00
o000
41,38
0.00
.00
668
0.0m
B.25
0.00
3.03
.00
0.00
3,28
100.00
0.0
0.00
568
.00
2647
13.03
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Humboldt County General Plan

Final EIR

REPORT YT-36
YTHR2

TIMBER TAX SECTION

COUNTY

ALAMEDA
ALFINE
AMADOR
BUTTE
CALAVERAS
COLUSA
CONTRA COSTA,
DEL MORTE
ELDORADD
FRESHO
GLEMMN
HUMBOLDT
IMPERIAL
INYD

HERMN

KINGS

LAKE

LASSEN

LOS ANGELES
MADERA
MARIN
MARIPOSA
MENDOCING
MERCED
MODGC
AN
MONTEREY
NAFS

HNEW A&
ORANGE
PLACER
PLUMAS
RIVERSIDE
SACRAMENTO
SAN BENITO
SAN BERNARLCING
SAN DIEGO
SAN FRANCISCO
SAN JOAQUIN
SAN LUIS OBISFPO
SAN MATED
SANTA BARBARS,
SANTA CLARA
SaNTa CRUZ
SHASTA
SIERRA
SISKIvOy
SOLANO
SONDMA
STAMISLALIS
SUTTER
TEHAMA,
TRINITY
TULKRE
TUSLUMNE
VENTURA
YOLOC

YUBA

ALL COUNTIES

CALIFORNIA TIMBER HARVEST BY COUNTY
YEAR 2012 QUARTER 1TO 4

VOLUME

(MET MBF)

5547

1]

1,208
6,559
185,748
30,745
144,874
]

4428

[

0
66,785
37,868
2433
45,350
]

0
24,752

1,307 337

YOLUME

PERCENT

000
0.00
0.81
248
302
0400
000
040
an
1.00
0.25
16,85
0.00
.00
0.20
0.00
0.00
569
0.00
0.7E
0.00
023
9.2
0.00
.08

000
0.00
168

100,00

FERCENT
FUEBLIC

0.00
0.00
.35
4.54
TET
0.0G
0.00
0.0
2410
56.40
100,00
1.50
0.0
0.00
48.71
0.00
48,43
18,06
0.00
&6.81
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
21.94
10000
0.00
0.0
3.2
0.00
43 88
14,81
0.00
000
0.0
000
0.00
0.0%
000
000
0.0
0.0
0.0a
000
305
3282
1868
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
.00
11.81
0.00
1988
0.00
0.00
20.38

11.44

WALLIE

30

0

$2,121 845
9,573,425
56,755,461
§0

50
§1,2080,905
§7.075 521
31,271,489
$765,057
562 557 351
0

50

$IT5,045

50

57,900
$12.997 485
50

$810,201
50

$370,270
$26,440454
38,285
£4,588,740
$201 580
$3,003

50

52 64T BES
525,804
$3,300.234
£13.668,183
50

840,374

50

50

510,189

50

$0

1]
51,070,488
£0
§479,172
52,363 485
536,930,938
34.115.291
530,787 BER
$zaee
$770,836
£0

50
314811857
$7,765,600
S214, 547
36,073,861
$12.216

30
54,950,091

§26T.417.27T3
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COMPILED ON 41232013

VALUE PERCENT
PERCENT PUBLIC
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
078 430
.56 183
2.53 655
£.00 0.00
n.oo 0.00
D48 000
268 18.08
£.48 46 61
0.20 100,00
2338 1.10
0.0 Q.00
0.00 a.00
0.14 57.48
a.00 0.00
0.00 4114
&, B 13.44
0.00 0.00
034 §5.90
0.00 0.00
014 0.00
10.62 0.06
0.00 0.00
s 20.81
008 QE.72
0.00 000
0.00 0.00
008 360
0.0 0.00
1.23 20,76
511 13.58
0.00 0.00
0.01 0,00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
n.a0 000
0.00 0.00
074 0,00
0,00 0.00
[ell] 0.00
088 0.00
12.81 1.07
1.54 27.86
11.51 1716
0.01 0.00
0.28 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
434 0.00
X 651
0.08 0.03
g 1533
.00 0.09
000 0.00
1.85 19.57
100,00 7.54
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Humboldt County General Plan Final EIR
REPORT ¥T-36 CALIFORMIA TIMBER HARVEST BY COUNTY COMPILED ON 4/30/2014
YTHR2 YEAR 2013 QUARTER 1704
TIMBER TAX SECTION

VOLUME VOLUME PERCENT VALUE PERCENT
COUNTY {NETMBF}  PERCENT PUBLIC VALLE PERCENT PUBLIC
ALAMEDA ] 0.09 000 ] 0.00 0.00
ALFINE o 0.00 0.00 $12,600 000 0.00
AMADDH 13,185 0.8 1.46 52,847 555 0.0 133
BUTTE 38,101 232 2.6 58,283,311 261 217
CALAVERAS 36,257 220 798 $6,894 663 2.18 £.35
COLUSA B 0,05 0.00 556,744 0.02 0.00
COMTRA COSTA a 000 0.00 50 .00 i)
DEL NORTE 5,876 055 0.00 52,451,513 0.78 £.00
EL DORADO EB8,218 &M 16.64 511,368,766 381 1412
FRESNO 15,017 0.91 Ta.81 £1,390,320 0.44 6863
GLENN 1,548 0.06 29,87 $204,580 0.08 21.21
HUMBOLDT 250 822 15.79 0.04 §72.517.208 23.02 0.0
IMPERIAL 0 0.00 0.00 sa 0.00 .00
INYD o 0.00 000 50 0.00 000
KERM 2555 0.18 100.00 $167,170 0.06 160.00
KINGS o 0.00 0.00 50 0.00 0.00
LAKE 988 0.08 84.78 $181,20 0.08 94.38
LASSEM 68, Pab A65 1258 §117.340 843 .80 542
LOS AMGELES 0 0.00 2.00 50 0.00 0.00
MADERA 5,769 0.35 95.93 $458,509 0.15 97.39
MARIN o 0.00 .00 30 0.00 0.00
MARIPOSA §,080 0.31 .00 5631739 0.20 0.00
MENDOCING 111,574 L] G.00 326875151 B.58 ooo
MERCED 0 0,00 0.00 £6,030 0.00 0.00
MODOG 65,445 306 17.04 $12,.497 974 347 1414
MONO A4 0.03 100.00 857,830 0.02 D367
MONTEREY 0 0.00 600 5,605 0.00 0.00
NAPA, 125 0.01 .00 $15,000 0.00 0.00
NEVADA 25,290 1.54 015 54,824 801 156 0.1z
ORANGE o 0,00 0.00 325,027 0.0 0.00
PLACER 59,262 60 43.45 58,987 532 Z.86 J4.60
PLUMAS 129,738 7.8 34.08 $15,933, 492 538 2785
RIVERSIDE 0 .00 0.00 30 0.00 0.00
SACRAMENTO o .00 .00 539,420 0.01 0.00
SAN BENITO 0 0,00 0.00 50 0.00 0.00
S5AN BERMARDING a 0.00 Lo 50 0.00 0.0
SAN DIEGO o 0.00 0.00 faam .00 .00
SAN FRANCISCO 0 .00 0.00 50 0.00 0.00
SAM JOAGHIN ] 0.00 G.00 50 0.00 0.00
SAN LUIS OBISPO 0 0.00 .00 $10,059 0.00 0.00
SAN MATED 5627 0.34 .00 52,474 945 0.78 0.00
SANTA BARBARA 0 0.00 D00 50 0.00 0.00
SANTA CLARA 0 0.00 000 $39,276 0.01 0.00
SANTA CRUZ 7,826 0.48 .00 53,434,525 1.08 0.00
SHASTA 304,760 18.52 840 $45.472,328 14.44 3.76
SIERRA 23,807 1.43 41.67 §3,926 297 1.25 37.34
SISKIYOU 184,522 10.00 21 44 $33,040 583 10.49 16.81
SOLAND o 0.00 oo 518,200 0.0 0.00
SONOMA 13,467 0.82 0.oo §3,553 061 113 0.00
STANISLAUS 0 0.00 .00 50 0.00 000
SUTTER 0 .00 .00 50 0.00 000
TEHAME H2, 774 5.64 i.18 12287 114 3.80 167
TRINITY 25,188 1.53 19.64 §5,134 855 183 1166
TULARE 2,897 0.18 000 $314,903 0.9 040
TUGLUMNE 50,507 4.69 .12 $12.413,983 3.84 243
VENHTURA o 0,00 0.00 515545 0.00 0.0
YOLO o 0.00 0.00 30 0.00 0.00
YUBA 15,326 083 699 §3,487.038 1.11 705
ALL COUNTIES 1,645,446 100.00 13,56 5314,857 fid7 100.00 853
Page 54 of 56 - GORCo GPL RDEIR Comments
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REPORT YT-36 CALIFORNIA TIMBER HARVEST BY COUNTY COMPILED DN 54/2015
YTHR2 YEAR 2014 QUARTER 1TO 4

TIMBER TAX SECTICN

VOLUME VOLUME PERCENT VALLE PERCENT

COUNTY (NET MBF) PERCENT PUBLIC VALUE PERCENT FLBLIC
ALAMEDA g 0.00 0.00 30 0.00 0.00
ALPINE 9 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 0.00
AMADOR 1,428 0.30 0.00 §801.275 0.25 0.00
BUTTE 42,759 292 2031 58,628,351 2,88 1.10
CALAVERAS 1,848 o2 4297 33408189 o1 31.98
COLUSA 193 Q.00 .00 15830 .00 0.00
CONTRA COSTA 2 .00 £.00 0 0.00 0.00
DEL NORTE 20,550 1.40 .00 85,620,891 174 0.00
EL DORADO 55,371 378 21147 §8,048,105 251 1272
FRESNC 2B 50E 1.81 ar.Te 52362317 0.73 89610
SLENN a 0.00 £.00 30 0.00 0.00
HUMBOL 0T 244 887 16,69 65 81,513,080 2629 022
IMPERIAL o 0,00 .o 30 0.00 0.00
INYO 0 0.00 .00 0 .00 0.00
KERN 1422 0.10 62.06 §167,450 0.05 76.24
KINGS 0 0.00 .00 $0 0.00 0.00
LAKE 1,721 012 81.52 §397,600 012 92.75
LASSEN 29,306 2,00 763 56,369,532 196 241
LOS ANGELES o 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 000
MADERA 2,248 018 90.72 §239,560 007 96.35
MARIN 0 0,00 0.00 0 0.00 0.00
MARIFOSA £ 06 030 0.oo 5831 146 020 0.0
MEMDOCING 115,187 Teh 0.00 F34,681,078 1075 0.00
MERCED o 0,30 0.00 §8.400 0.00 0.00
MODOC TE 126 540 1228 $13,220,845 4140 300
MONG 0 0,00 0.00 $0 0.00 0.00
MONTEREY 0 0.0 0.00 $0 0.00 0.00
MAPA 0 0,08 0.00 30 0.00 0.00
MEVADA 8211 0.56 11.51 §1,843,080 057 719
ORANGE 0 0.00 0.00 §24,052 (LS| 000
PLACER 74,601 508 46.01 §12,145,012 T 36.83
PLUMAS g7 207 B.63 29.08 $18.416,298 51 19.11
RIVERSIDE 0 0,00 0.00 0 0.00 0.00
SACRAMENTO 0 0,00 0.00 $23,598 001 0.00
SAN BENITD [} 0,00 0.00 $0 0.00 0.00
SAN BERNARDIND 0 0.00 £.00 0 0.00 0.00
54N DIEGO 0 0,00 £.00 544,005 0.00 0.00
SAN FRANCISCO 0 0,00 0.00 0 0.00 000
SAN JOACTUIN [} 0.00 0.00 0 0,00 0.00
SAN LUIS OBISPO 0 0.00 £.00 $0,925 0.00 0.00
SAN MATED 6,724 0.46 .00 53,426,018 106 0.00
SANTA BARBARA o 0.00 £.00 30 0.00 0.00
SANTA CLARA 12 2.00 £.00 £47.853 0.01 2400
SANTA CRUZ 11,048 0.75 .00 §5,262,461 163 0.00
SHASTA 162,176 13,11 2.85 39,861,288 1237 129
SIERRA 24 481 167 12.23 §5,530,411 172 10.82
SISKIYOU 153,730 12,54 16233 $36,744 542 11.40 7.78
SOLANG 0 0.00 £.00 514,505 0.00 0.00
SONDMA 13,440 082 £.00 §3,843.278 118 0.00
STAMIELAUS a 0.00 G.00 30 .00 0.00
SUTTER 1] .00 .00 $0 0.00 0.0
TEHAMA 48,570 3.3 0.00 $10,406,073 323 0400
TRINITY 32,401 22 10.15 35,443,045 160 9.42
TULARE 2,393 0.8 #1.81 §143,061 0.08 3589
TLOLUKMWNE 130,323 .89 47 TE $13,161,383 408 B4 45
WENTURA 0 0.00 0.00 §49,592 0.01 0.00
YOLD 0 0,00 0.00 10 0.00 0.00
YLUBA 10,353 o G.00 §2.739,044 0.85 0.00
ALL COUNTIES 1,485 681 100.00 18,04 $322,767,100 100.00 225
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REPORT YT-36 CALIFORNIA TIMBER HARVEST BY COUNTY COMPILED ON 612018
YTHRZ YEAR 2015 QUARTER 1TO 4
TIMBER TAX SECTION

VOLUME VOLUME PERCENT WVALUE FERCENT

COUNTY (NETMBF)  PERCENT PUBLIC VALUE PERCENT PUBLIC
ALAMEDA, U 0.00 0.00 $15,000 0.00 0.00
ALFINE o 0.00 0.00 §0 .00 0.00
AMADOR 1,753 o1d oo $380,325 iz Lo
BLTTE 60,558 .81 .04 $13,717 316 4.15 Q.00
CALAVERAS 8717 041 0.00 $1.718.073 052 0.00
COLUSA 0 0.00 0.00 $0 0.00 0.00
CONTRA CDETA o o.oo .00 30 000 .00
DEL NORTE 47,630 z.09 0.07 $12,507,811 3.08 0.00
FL DORADG 180,032 11.32 1.67 $13,180,934 3.09 327
FRESNG 12,721 080 4749 26686 481 .20 4574
GLENM o 0.00 0.00 50 .00 .00
HUMBOLDT 217,500 13.67 077 §71,397.877 21.60 0EB
IMPERIAL o 0.00 0.00 $0 0.00 0.00
INYD 47 0.00 0.00 §7,620 .00 .00
KERMN 2,516 016 28.34 B1E3 417 0.0s 2398
KINGS b 000 0.00 0 a0 .00
LAKE 330 0.02 0.00 §29.447 o0 0.00
LASSEN 57,822 383 4.56 $5,605,302 2.94 245
LOS ANGELES 0 000 0.00 50 0.0 .00
MADERS B0 0.Aa1 i00.00 3720829 0.2z J0CL00
MARIN o 000 0.00 50 0.00 .00
MARIPOSA 3,308 0.21 0.00 3248914 0.08 .00
MENDHIGING 121,701 765 000 $41,150,858 12.46 0.00
MERCED 0 0.00 0.00 59,450 0.00 .00
MODOGC 71478 449 11,38 $8.582.000 2.0 862
MONO i 0.00 000 §0 0.00 .00
MONTEREY o 0.00 000 80 0.00 0.00
NAPA i 0.00 000 50 0.00 0.00
NEVADA 10,956 065 651 $2,344,639 0.1 278
ORANGE 0 0.00 0.00 §25.455 0.01 .00
PLACER 47,830 301 822 $5.720,587 1.73 9.6
PLUMAS 94 TEI 5496 23.08 $18,452 218 569 1814
RIVERSIDE ] Likil] 0.00 50 0.0 0.00
SACRAMENTO o 0.00 0.00 521,950 9.01 .00
SAN BENITD 0 000 0.00 0 .00 .00
SAN BERNARDING o 0.00 0.00 59,540 .00 100.00
SAM DIEGD 0 0.oo 0.00 16,332 .00 000
SAN FRANCISCO 0 0.00 0.00 $0 0.00 0.00
SAN JOAGLIN 8 0.00 0.00 0 8.00 Q.00
SAM LUIS CBISPO ¢ 0.00 0.00 87382 0.00 0.00
S84 MATED 4891 0.29 0.00 $2.182,500 0.66 0.00
SANTA BARBARA 0 0.00 0.07 §0 .00 000
SAMTA CLARA 0.00 0.00 $46,870 0.02 0.00
SANTA CRUZ 9,614 0.80 0.00 $4,908,731 1.48 0.00
SHASTA 195,085 12.81 10,70 $40,238 541 1219 B.84
SIERRA 8,649 0.60 40,87 $1,627,380 0.55 46,59
SISKIYOU 245,143 15.66 1552 $53,336 097 16.15 13.34
SOLANO b 0.00 0.00 $11.250 0.00 0.00
SONCMA 13,722 0_BE 000 44 B04 208 1.39 000
STANISLAUS b 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 0.00
SUTTER o 0.00 0.00 50 0.00 0.00
TEHAMA 18,762 118 5.21 $3,196,493 0.57 328
TRINITY 43 677 278 2498 $9.012 531 273 3.38
TULARE 2,818 0.18 0.00 5206.230 0.06 0.00
TUOLUMHE B4, 415 53 95 B3 $7.216.338 219 93.05
VENTURA o 0.00 0.00 $15,580 0.00 a.00
YOLO 0 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 0.00
YUBA B.747 042 6.08 $1,574,603 0.42 6.38
ALL COUNTIES 1,500,743 100.00 12.86 £330,226,586 100.00 761
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Responses to Letter C7 - Green Diamond Resource Company

Comment C7-1: The commenter states the RDEIR and supporting documents all
incorrectly characterize the process of recognizing and/or determining the scope and
extent of “legal parcels” and/or adjusting parcel boundaries as acts of conversion
and/or subdivision of timberlands. The conclusion that determinations of legal status of
parcels and lot line adjustments result in conversion of timberlands is not supported by
substantial evidence, contradicts the conclusions of supporting documentation for the
EIR, and misstates the findings reached by California resource agencies when reviewing
the issue.

Response to Comment C7-1: The County recognizes that determinations of status,
certificates of compliance, and/or ot line adjustments do not result in conversion of
timberland by themselves. Other actions would need to follow, such as issuance of
building permits for single family homes by the County or approval of timberland
conversion permits by CalFire before conversion of timberland occurs.

Also, the County recognizes that determinations of status, certificates of compliance,
and lot line adjustments can lead to more efficient timber management. Where the
text of the EIR concludes that conversion of timberland solely due to determinations of
status, certificates of compliance, or lot line adjustments of timberland, the text will be
revised to clarify these actions do not by themselves convert timberland to other uses.

Comment C7-2: The commenter states some of the land use maps in the GPU are in
error because they do not reflect the land use designations for their property that was
tentatively approved by the Board of Supervisors.

Response to Comment C7-2: The corrections to the GPU land use maps will be brought
forward to the Board of Supervisors with the GPU for adoption. The draft resolution of
adoption will include findings that the corrections to the GPU land use maps align with
the straw votes taken by the Board, and are a part of the project evaluated in the FEIR.

Comment C7-3: The commenter states the second paragraph on page 3.2-11 of the
RDEIR characterizes determinations of status, certificates of compliance and lot line
adjustments as acts of converting and/or subdividing timberland, which is not
supported by substantial evidence, and that this statement needs to be revised or
removed,

Response to Comment C7-3: The second paragraph on page 3.2-11 of the RDEIR is
revised as follows:

“A study of the County’s agricultural and timberland conversions identified
substantial amounts of land potentially lost to production through zone
reclassifications, subdivisions, and conditionally permitted uses that conflict with
agricultural and timber operations (Humboldt County Forest Resources and Policy
Report, October 2003, updated in 2008). In addition to conversion occurring
because of General Plan amendments and new subdivisions, resource lands may
be converted impacted through a combination of the Certificate of Compliance
process, which involves recognition of historic parcels that may be substandard to

Chapter 2 Comment Letters and Responses for the RDEIR Page 2- 185

GPU Adoption October 23, 2017 Page 294



Humboldt County General Plan Final EIR

minimum parcel sizes and densities established by the General Plan and other
actions such as subdivisions or issuance of timberland conversion permits.
Approximately 25 percent of all the Certificate of Compliance applications
submitted from 1985 - 2000 occurred on agricultural properties and timberlands,
affecting more than 18,000 acres. From 2001 to June 2005, this rate increased from
25 percent to over 67 percent, affecting over 53,000 acres. While some of those
actions were precursors to conversion of timberland to other uses, most notably illicit
cannabis cultivation, others provided for more efficient timber management.”

Comment C7-4: The commenter states the third paragraph on page 3.2-11 of the RDEIR
characterizes certificates of compliance as acts that change land use, which is not
supported by substantial evidence, and that this statement needs to be revised or
removed

Response to Comment C7-4: The third paragraph on page 3.2-11 of the RDEIR is revised
as follows: “These changes in land use as a result of zone reclassifications, and

subdivisions—and-the-issuances-of Certificates-of Compliance-on-historic pareels; are

primarily reflective of the breakup of old family ranches.”

Comment C7-5: The commenter objects to the wording of the fourth paragraph on
page 3.2-11 of the RDEIR that refers to conversion of timberland.

Response to Comment C7-5: The changes to the RDEIR made in response to comments
C7-1 through C7-4 are sufficient to address this comment.

Comment C7-6: The commenter points out that the acreage of County parks on page
3.2-12 of the RDEIR does not include the recent acquisition of the McKay Community
Forest (from the Green Diamond Resource Company).

Response to Comment C7-6: The first paragraph on page 3.2-12 of the RDEIR is revised
as follows: “County parks and community parks account for ;600 approximately 2,000
acres.”

Comment C7-7: The commenter suggests the language on page 3.2-12 describing the
county’s timber industry should be updated, and provides updated information.

Response to Comment C7-7 The third paragraph on page 3.2-12 of the RDEIR is revised
as follows: “However, the County's timber industry has been in decline over the past 30
years. In 2000, the County’s total gross value of timber production was $285,232,953, for
which Humboldt County ranked first in the state. By 2008, the total gross value of timber
dropped to $108 million, 25 percent less than the 2007 gross value of $147 million.
According to the California State Board of Equalization, between 2010 and 2015, the
total value for Humboldt County's timber harvest has fluctuated between
approximately $68 million and $71 million, with a high of $81 million in 2014.”

Comment C7-8: The commenter objects to the wording of the fourth paragraph on
page 3.2-14 of the RDEIR that refers to conversion of timberland.
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Response to Comment C7-8: The changes to the RDEIR made in response to comments
C7-1 through C7-4 are sufficient to address this comment.

Comment C7-9: The commenter objects to the wording of the first paragraph on page
3.2-15 of the RDEIR that describes a form of conversion of timberland that is not based
on substantial evidence - the change in land management priorities based upon
parcel size, market conditions, and ownership values.

Response to Comment C7-9: The first and second paragraphs on page 3.2-15 of the
RDEIR are revised as follows:

“Another type-of-“conversion” impact to timberland that is more difficult to define

and traek measure is the change in land management priorities based upon parcel

size, market conditions, and ownership values. Asparcelsizes-go-down,the-cost-of
et | E L | . ’ ! tirnd

patterns, for example, are-likely-te may become more complicated with smaller
parcel sizes, which in some circumstances may inhibit resource production.”

Comment C7-10: The commenter objects to the wording of the second paragraph on
page 3.2-15 that states in part, “it is unclear what specific effects this trend has had on
the timber economy”.

Response to Comment C7-10: This comment is addressed by the changes in Response
to Comment C7-9.

Comment C7-11: The commenter objects to the conclusion in the last paragraph on
Page 3.2-15 that parcelization leads to conversion of timberlands. The commenter also
reiterates their objection to associating Certificates of Compliance and Lot Line
adjustments with conversion of timberlands.

Response to Comment C7-11: The last paragraph on page 3.2-15 of the RDEIR is revised
as follows: “Cenversionfrom Fragmentation. Fragmentation and “parcelization” studies
have found that there is a direct positive relationship between timber production
volumes and land holding size. As the California Forest Legacy Program Assessment
notes:” In response the concern about Certificates of Compliance and Lot Line
Adjustments, Response to Comments C7-1 through C7-4 address this concern.

Comment C7-12: The commenter states, “In the second paragraph of page 3.2-16 as
part of its "parcelization" discussion the RDEIR references a study prepared by the North
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Coast Regional Land Trust (NRLT). However, the NRLT study does not utilize the term
"parcelization" anywhere in the report. The NRLT report does use the term "subdivision"
which is much more narrowly defined. However, the NRLT report fails to provide any
data to substantiate that approximately 35,000 acres of forestland was subdivided in
Humboldt County, as defined by the Subdivision Map Act. If, in fact, the approximate
35,000 acres simply changed hands as a result of a change in ownership, the report is
overreaching and materially misleading in referring to the 35,000 acres as being
subdivided.

Furthermore, both the RDEIR and the NRLT report failed to consider the economic
effects of variations in log prices and market demand which play a critical role in a
landowner's decision to harvest timber.

Any discussion regarding the NRLT report in the RDEIR should be limited to terminology
and/or the data utilized in the NRLT report. If in fact the approximate 35,000 acres
referenced in the NRLT as being subdivided actually represents a change in ownership,
the RDEIR should not rely on the NRLT report and any assumptions in the report
regarding decreased timber harvest on these lands should be reconciled with market
influences during the limited time period considered in the report.”

Response to Comment C7-12: The RDEIR on page 3.2.16 is revised as follows, “A study
commissioned by the North Coast Reg|onal Land Trust for Humboldt County in 2009
documented the-€ .
study-found that as parcel size went down, the amount and rate of tlmber harvest went
down significantly.”

Comment C7-13: The commenter states the first sentence, third paragraph of page 3.2-
16 misrepresents what a patent parcel is and incorrectly states that the existence of
patent parcels affects "fragmentation” of land.

Response to Comment C7-13: The RDEIR on page 3.2.16 is revised as follows:

te—be—asseeateel—mth—lanel—ewnet&hﬂe— A Iand patent is the rlght of ownershlp toa

parcel of land granted by government to an individual or private company. The
Subdivision Map Act sets out a process that determines whether a patent parcel is
considered a separate legal parcel under the law, a process usually culminating in
the recordation of a Certificate of Compliance or Conditional Certificate of
Compliance.”

Comment C7-14: The commenter states: “In the second paragraph, first two sentences
on page 3.2-17 the RDEIR fails to explain that the change in ownership pattern for
industrial timberland owners during the period from Page 9 of 56 - GDRCo GPU RDEIR
Comments 2001 to 2008 was largely a result of companies closing sawmills due to a lack
of timber supply from the US Forest Service. Many of these companies were heavily
reliant upon timber from the US Forest Service and when sawmills closed all assets were
typically liguated, including timberland holdings.
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This information should be revised to further explain or substantiate the change in
timberland ownership during this time period.”

Response to Comment C7-14: The RDEIR on page 3.2.17 is revised as follows:

“There has also been an overall decrease in acres held by industrial timber owners in
the past eight years. During the years of 2001 through 2008, industrial timberland owners
transferred approximately 8 percent (51,000 acres) of their total ownership of forest
lands for purposes ranging from sales to public agencies (primarily BLM) to rural
residential development: Many of the affected companies were heavily reliant upon
timber from the US Forest Service and when the supply from the US Forest Service
dropped, the sawmills closed, and all assets were typically liquated, including
timberland holdings.”

Comment C7-15: The commenter states: “In the second paragraph, last sentence on
page 3.2-17, a misleading statement appears regarding the recognition of patent or
legal parcels. The recognition of patent or legal parcels {i.e. Certificates of
Compliance) does not in and of itself serve as a legal mechanism to break up large
ranches and timberland and has no impact on the permitted and/or conditionally
permitted uses of land based on zoning classifications.

This information should be revised to state that landowners may elect to sell individual
patents or legal parcels upon receipt of a Certificate of Compliance.”

Response to Comment C7-15: The RDEIR on page 3.2.17 is revised as follows: “As was
stated in the Agricultural Resources section above, the County has experienced a
significant increase in the recognition of patent and legal parcels in the resource lands,
which ean-serve-as-alegatbmechanism may lead to break up large ranches and
timberland into smaller ownerships because landowners may elect to sell individual
patents or legal parcels upon receipt of a Certificate of Compliance. Conversely,
Certificates of Compliance can help make commercial timberlands more productive.
For example, they can lead to consolidation of timberlands for more efficient timber
management.

Comment C7-16: The commenter states: “The Beginning with the fourth paragraph and
continuing through the third paragraph on page 3.2-18, the discussion of a previous
proposal by MAXXAM Corporation is outdated and irrelevant as it was never a project,
never came to fruition and any land use planning based on this artifact is unsupported
and entirely speculative. The discussion regarding other land sales and any reference to
illegal activities by the sellers or purchasers of property is irrelevant as these are issues
related to enforcement and not the current Framework Plan or the proposed General
Plan Update.”

Response to Comment C7-16: Comment noted. Documentation of the MAXXAM
proposal in the setting section of this chapter is appropriate because it was a topic of
discussion during the Planning Commission hearings on the GPU. The large-scale
subdivision proposed by the Maxxam corporation was a unique and highly speculative
proposal, and may not be helpful in developing policy or reviewing applications for
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certificates of compliance, determinations of status or lot line adjustments to ensure
long-term productivity of timberland in the future.

Comment C7-17: The commenter states: “The fourth paragraph on page 3.2-18
contains a false narrative perpetuated throughout Section 3.2 that an individual
timberland patent or legal parcel, when sold, is converted and no longer suitable for
timber production. ... Therefore, the timber producing capabilities of timberlands are
not necessarily lost as a result of the sale of an individual patent or legal parcel and the
RDEIR discussion on this point is entirely speculative and unsupported.”

Response to Comment C7-17: The fourth paragraph on page 3.2-18 is revised as follows,
“The protection of forestlands and their timber producing capabilities was one of the
key issues during the many public meetings during the General Plan Update process.
During those discussions, the timberland stakeholders also noted the timber producing
capabilities of timberlands are not necessarily lost as a result of the sale of an individual
patent or legal parcel. The main source of controversy identified during this process
centers around how the County can protecttheseresourees help ensure efficient long-
term productivity of forestlands while balancing the desire of property owners to
maintain their economic value throughresidential-developmentcreditsonresource
lands.” The Responses to Comments C7-1 through C7-4 also address Comment C7-17.
No further changes to the RDEIR are necessary to respond to this comment.

Comment C7-18: The commenter states: “The first paragraph of page 3.2-19 states that
the General Plan Update (i.e. the Project) " ... could include new policies which could
facilitate conversion of farmland or forest land" is extremely speculative and
unsupported. In the context of assessing Impacts and Mitigation Measures, only those
policies which are included as part of the General Plan Update as presented in this
RDEIR can be considered and/or evaluated. This language should be deleted from the
RDEIR.”

Response to Comment C7-18: This part of the RDEIR is intended to explain that General
Plan policies can conceivably include measures that encourage conversion of
farmland or forest land. For instance, the General Plan Update could replace policies
encouraging continued productivity of commercial timberlands for others that threaten
their continued timber production. While this is not the approach of the General Plan
Update, it is important for the reader to understand that a General Plan could facilitate
conversion of timberland to other uses not involving commercial timber production.

The Responses to Comments C7-1 through C7-4 also address Comment C7-18. No
further changes to the RDEIR are necessary to respond to this comment.

Comment C7-19: The commenter states: “The fourth paragraph, last sentence of page
3.2-19 is misleading in that conversion of timberland does not directly result from the
subdivision or the sale of individual patents or legal parcels.”

Response to Comment C7-19: The RDEIR on page 3.2.19 is revised as follows:
“Conversion Adverse impacts to resource land can also occur when parcel sizes of
resource lands (for both agricultural and timberlands) become too small for economic

viability through either subdivisions or the-break-up-ofranches-and-timber-holdingsfrom
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the sell-off of patent and/or legal parcels (primarily substandard parcels) and
subsequent development of the property for other uses.”

Comment C7-20: The commenter notes that, “Under the heading "Trinidad Planning
Watershed, Changes from T" on page 3.2-32, the 42 acres referenced as being east of
Big lagoon is believed to be GDRCo property for Page 11 of 56 - GDRCo GPU RDEIR
Comments which GDRCo submitted a change in land use desighation. GDRCo had
initially made a request to have the land use designation changed from T to RE so that
the land use would conform with what was an existing residential use. GDRCo no longer
provides residential use of this approximately 42-acre property and subsequently
requested that the land use be changed from T to CR...”

Response to Comment C7-20: The RDEIR on page 3.2.32 is revised as follows:
"Approximately 42 acres proposed to be changed to RE CR are located on the east
side of Big Lagoon. Approximately -and-anether 172 acres are located east of Trinidad
along Stumptown Road, Westhaven Drive, and Adams Foxfarm Road are proposed to
be changed to RE.”

Comment C7-21: The commenter states that, “The last paragraph of page 3.2-34
contains the title "Conversion as a result of increased parcelization and subsequent
development" which is materially misleading and unsubstantiated by the subsequent
content.”

Response to Comment C7-21: The heading of the last paragraph of page 3.2-34 is
revised as follows: “Ceonversion-as-a-resultofinereased pParcelization and subsequent
development”.

Comment C7-22: The commenter states in the first paragraph on page 3.2-35 the
County insinuates that the “compliance with the Subdivision Map Act is somehow being
avoided through the recognition, sale or purchase of patents and/or legal parcels.”

Response to Comment C7- 22 The RDEIR flrst paragraph on page 3.2-35 s deleted as

Comment C7-23: The commenter believes the discussion in the second paragraph on
page 3.2-35 regarding patent parcels is both speculative and subjective, and suggests
a revision to the last sentence to “specify that any unaltered or altered patent parcel
found to be in conformance with the Subdivision Map Act Determination of Status
process would retain its historic rights.”

Response to Comment C7-23: The RDEIR first paragraph on page 3.2-35 is revised as
follows, “Although a complete review has not been conducted on these patent
parcels, many of these retain their historic rights. Patent parcels that have been altered
through subdivision, merger or lot line adjustment may also be recognized as legally
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separate parcels if found to be created in conformance with the Subdivision Map Act
through a Determination of Status process.”

Comment C7-24: The commenter states “discussion in the third paragraph on page 3.2-
35 comingles the Determination of Status process (i.e. Certificates of Compliance) and
development criteria which are not mutually exclusive... The information provided in this
paragraph should be revised to clearly state that the Determination of Status process is
not contingent upon development criteria.”

Response to Comment C7-24: The third paragraph on page 3.2-35 of the RDEIR is
revised as follows: “Because the Determination of Status process is not contingent upon
development criteria, ©often, these parcels de-may not conform to the prescribed

den5|ty range as de5|gnated in the General Plan and—theya#eﬁet_develeped—wmh%he

the land. Given the projected low housing demand, this is not expected to be a

significant concern during the timeframe of the GPU.”

Comment C7-25: The commenter states, “the first paragraph under ‘Other changes
that could result in Conversion of Farmland or Forestland’ on page 3.2-35 and discussion
regarding conversion as used in the subsection title should be limited to the definition of
Timberland Conversion as provided in the Forest Practice Act (Title 14, Article 7).”

Response to Comment C7-25: There are other forms of timberland conversion that do
not appear in the definition of Timberland Conversion in the Forest Practice Act?, so it is
not appropriate to limit the use of the term as suggested in this comment. As noted in
response to some of the previous comments, the term “impacts to timberland” is better
suited and has been substituted for the term “conversion”. The changes to the RDEIR
made in response to comments C7-1 through C7-4 also address this comment. No
other changes to the RDEIR are needed to respond to this comment.

Comment C7-26: The commenter states, “The third paragraph, first sentence of page
3.2-36 contains a general statement without sufficient facts to support the conclusion.
Conflicts may occur however it must be recognized that timber harvesting is a relatively
short-lived event with short term disruptions as compared to ongoing timber
management activities and, as the 2003 FRAP Forest and Range 2003 Resource Report
and updates clearly recognize, any "conflicts" greatly diminish on parcels in excess of 20
acres in size. Again the use of the term conversion should be limited to the definition of
Timberland Conversion as provided in the Forest Practice Act (Title 14, Article 7).

2*“Timberland Conversion” is defined in as :(1) Within non-Timberland Production Zone (TPZ) timberland, transforming
timberland to a non-timber growing use through timber operations where:

(A) Future timber harvests will be prevented or infeasible because of land occupancy and activities thereon; or

(B) Stocking requirements of the applicable district forest practice rules will not be met within five years after completion of timber
operations; or

(C) There is a clear intent to divide timberland into ownerships of less than three acres.
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Response to Comment C7-26: The third paragraph, first sentence of page 3.2-36 of the
RDEIR is revised as follows, “Conflicts between timber operations and surrounding
residential land uses {mostoften,residences)often-occur-and-can-cause-a-disruption
in-harvestand-ultimate can make commercial timber operations more difficult and
expensive conversion-of-timberdandsto-etheruses.”

Comment C7-27: The commenter states, “The third paragraph, third sentence of page
3.2-36 should be changed as follows: the term ‘limiting incompatible uses’ should be
further clarified to state ‘limiting incompatible uses consistent with Government Code
51100-51104".”

Response to Comment C7-27: Government Code 51100-51104 describes the uses that
are compatible with timber production in areas zoned TPZ - Timber Production Zone.
Since some areas with a General Plan Land Use designation of “T — Timber Production”
in the County are not zoned TPZ, this section of the Government Code does not apply
in some areas assessed in the RDEIR, so it would be inaccurate to make the requested
change. No changes to the RDEIR are needed to respond to this comment.

Comment C7-28: The commenter states, “The sixth paragraph, first sentence on page
3.2-39, regarding the use of the term "parcelization”, is again misleading. Neither the
RDEIR nor the Board of Supervisors' approved draft General Plan Update provides any
definition for "parcelization”. If the term, as used in the first sentence of the sixth
paragraph on page 3.2-39 of the RDEIR assumes that a Certificate of Compliance
constitutes parcelization, then this is a false and misleading statement and should be
revised accordingly. Likewise, every conveyance of land constitutes a "parcelization” to
some extent-the purpose of the EI R is analyze detrimental environmental effects,
without evaluating parcel size relative to any discussion of "parcelization" and/or
"fragmentation” renders the entire narrative vague and unsupported.

Response to Comment C7-28: The sixth paragraph, first sentence on page 3.2-39 of the
RDEIR is revised as follows: “The Plan also does not fully protect against the loss of timber
lands from-increased-parcelization on parcels that are too small to be economically
viable for timber production on their own. Current County Code contains a Merger
Ordinance that directs the County to merge substandard parcels zoned TPZ into those
that meet density requirements; however, this ordinance was never fully implemented.
The proposed Plan recommends revising this section of the code to remove the merger
requirement because it was not implemented. On parcels that are too small to be
economically viable for timber production on their own, Ffthis willallew may lead to a
higher density of development on lands planned T and-cause coenversion of resulting in
land use changes from timberlands to rural residential, illicit cannabis cultivation or
other non-timber uses. therefore;-the This potential loss of timber lands cannot be
mitigated to a level of insignificance once thesetands they are converted to a non-
timber land use, and therefore is a significant unavoidable impact of the General Plan
Update.”

Comment C7-29: The In the sixth paragraph, starting with the third sentence on page
3.2-39 and continuing onto page 3.2-40, the discussion assumes that the non-
implementation of the Merger Ordinance will cause the "conversion” or "loss" of
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timberlands to rural residential uses. This assumption is entirely unsupported and the
narrative in the RDEIR lacks context. Again, the 2003 FRAP Forest and Range 2003
Resource Report does provide context in this regard (i.e., recognizing density at less
than 20 acres to cause fragmentation concerns), but the RDEIR makes no effort to
define "parcelization” or "fragmentation” in a meaningful, substantive manner. The
narrative is vague, unsupported and should be stricken... The fourth sentence of the
sixth paragraph on page 3.2-39 should be deleted as it is not adequately substantiated.

Response to Comment C7-29: As explained in Response to Comment 28, the RDEIR is
being revised to clarify the impact of the General Plan being considered in the RDEIR
involves the conversion of parcels that are too small to be economically viable for
timber production, such as those that could be developed at a density of less than 20
acres, as recognized in the 2003 FRAP Forest Resource and Range Report cited by the
commenter. No further modifications to the RDEIR are necessary to respond to this
comment.

Comment C7-30: The commenter states, “The first paragraph on page 3.2-40 contains
information that is misleading because the term "conversion" infers that the timber
growing capacity of resource production lands is lost if used in conjunction with rural
residential purposes. This gross generalization gives no consideration to parcel size and
fails to recognize that these parcels likely retain the land use and zoning that support
resource production and can provide ecological benefits as well, as expressly
concluded in the 2003 FRAP Forest and Range 2003 Resource Report for parcels 20
acres or greater... The finding provided here that there is a significant unavoidable
impact is unsubstantiated and inaccurate if the County presumes (as the RDEIR text
implies) that "conversion" occurs as a result of either the sale of individual patents/legal
parcels or the residential use of timber resource lands. This implicit finding relies upon a
false narrative without any context and should be re-evaluated by limiting the use of
the term "conversion" in a manner that is consistent with the Forest Practice Act.”

Response to Comment C7-30: The first paragraph on page 3.2-40 of the RDEIR is revised
as follows: “The Plan also does not fully protect against the loss of resource production
lands from conversion to rural residential or other non-timber uses. Limiting housing on
lands-parcels that are too small to be economically viable for timber production on
their own which are presently managed fer as industrial timberlands may help prevent
the conversion of these resource production lands to other uses, but this policy option is
not considered feasible because it could significantly diminish the economic value of
those lands. Thereforethe This potential loss of timber lands on parcels that are too
small to be economically viable for timber production on their own (for example, some
parcels less than 20 acres in size) which are presently managed as industrial timberlands
cannot be mitigated to a level of insignificance once these lands are converted to a
non-timber land use, and therefore, is a significant unavoidable impact of the General
Plan Update.”

Comment C7-31: The commenter suggests the fourth paragraph, first sentence; T as
used at the end of this sentence should be revised to be TPZ.
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Response to Comment C7-31: The fourth paragraph, first sentence on page 3.2-40 of
the RDEIR is revised as follows, “The General Plan Update land use map maintains
existing or equivalent agricultural or timber production land use designhations for lands
under Wiliamson Act Contract or lands zoned TPZ.”

Comment C7-32: The commenter states, “Mitigation 3.3.3.2.a.; It should be recognized
that the mitigation proposed is an onerous undertaking and it is likely unrealistic that
such an evaluation could be completed within a two-year timeframe. The County,
under current State regulations, is required to evaluate critical watersheds.

If Mitigation 3.3.3.2.a. is adopted the sole cost of completing said evaluation should be
the responsibility of the County, not individual project applicants, and any failure on the
part of the County to complete the evaluation within the specified two-year timeframe
should not result in a de facto moratorium on development or any other project in a
given watershed.”

Response to Comment C7-32: Mitigation 3.3.3.2.a. is revised as follows:

“WR-IMx. Water Supply Evaluation and Monitoring. Conduct watershed level
evaluations within two years after the adoption of the General Plan Update to
determine-the ensure sufficient long term surface and groundwater supply,
including seasonal, average, dry year, and multiple dry year supplies, and beneficial
uses of water to-determine-an-estimate-of the-gquantity-ef water will be available for
the level of future development described in the Revised Draft EIR for the GPU. Work
with water and wastewater related special districts, regulators, and other
appropriate organizations to monitor watershed conditions.

Comment C7-33: The commenter states, “Impact 3.11.3.5. Habitat Conservation Plans;
suggest the first sentence under this subchapter be revised as follows:

‘Implementation of the General Plan Update could result in additional development
that conflicts with adopted habitat conservation plans™.

This suggested change is relevant considering that an HCP may provide for limited land
use changes and therefore be an absolute conflict.

Response to Comment C7-33: Page 3.11-17 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:
“Implementation of the General Plan Update weuld could result in additional
development that conflicts with adopted habitat conservation plans.”

Comment C7-34: The commenter states, “First paragraph, beginning with the fourth
sentence; the information provided in the RDEIR herein is misleading and hyperbolic.

As stated in Chapter 2 of the RDEIR, ‘The RDEIR is focused on the environmental effects
which may reasonably be expected to occur during the 24-year planning period of the
GPU, 2016-2024, as described in subchapters 2.1 and 2.5 below’. Table 2.5-1 on page 2-
24 of the RDEIR provides the estimated number of dwelling units by land use designation
that will be required to accommodate the estimated maximum feasible housing
development and potential and projected development from 2016 to 2040. For lands
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planned Tor TC the estimate provided is 44 housing units assuming that peak demand
occurs in 2028. The discussion provided on page 3.11-17, under ‘Analysis of Relevant
General Plan Update Policies’, should be limited to the scope of the Project as
described in the RDEIR. The discussion which refers to the theoretical construction of as
many as "20,000 dwelling units" on lands planned Timberlands (T) is completely
hyperbolic and irrelevant as the analysis of relevant General Plan Update policies
related to land planned T. Specifically, in order to maintain internal consistency, the
number of dwelling units on lands zoned T considered in the RDEIR should be limited to
the estimated 44 units as identified in the RDEIR. The "20,000" unit assumption is entirely
misplaced and without support. Furthermore, the presumption, as framed, violates
accepted EIR scoping and project description standards under CEQA. (See legal
opinion appended as Attachment B).

The discussion provided under Analysis of Relevant General Plan Update Policies
regarding the planned densities and theoretical maximum buildout of lands planned T
to "20,000 units" should be removed as it is outside the scope of the Project as described
in the RDEIR and it is not substantiated by any analysis elsewhere in the RDEIR.”

Response to Comment C7-34: The fourth and fifth sentences of the first paragraph on
Page 3.11-18 of the RDEIR are revised as follows: “Under the proposed General Plan
Update, residential uses are planned at densities of 40 to 160 acres per dwelling unit on
Iands planned TorTC, Whlch are the areas covered bv the HCP’s. Atmaximum

000 The
Est|mated Maximum Development Potentlal shown in Table 2 5-1 of th|s RDEIR is 7,814
housing units on the 900,000 acres of planned timberlands, although historical growth
trends and Department of Finance projections would indicate that only limited-demand
forpossible-developmentisiikely-te-exist 44 housing units are likely to be developed in
these areas during the 2016 - 2040 timeframe. Housing construction was not an issue
that was considered or addressed by the HCPs indicated above.
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Letter C8 Steven S. Madrone

To: Planning Director and Humboldt County Board of Supervisors
From: Stephen Sungnome Madrone, Parcel #515-291-12

Date: 6-30-17

RE: Public Comment on Draft EIR on GPU

Dear Director, Chair and members of the Board:
| have several comments.

The county has illegally recommended a GP Designation of RA 5-20 for parcels
515-291-047, 515-291-048, 515-291-049, and 515-291-050. The zoning for these
parcels is 20 acre AE. The current GP designation is 1 acre dispersed housing,
but that is old and from the 1970’s. The new recommendation from the Planning
Commission in 2014 was 20-acre minimums but the Board of Supervisors
changed this at its June 25™, 2015 public hearing.

This public hearing notified parcel owners of any changes proposed for their
zoning and it gave adjacent parcel owners a chance to offer public comment.
What the public was not notified of was the fact that at this June 25" hearing
changes were made in the GP Designation for these 4 parcels listed above.

Without any public notice of a possible change, The Board of Supervisors (BOS)
agreed to re-designate these parcels as 5-20 acre minimums. There was
opposition to this from the City of Trinidad, and several local residents, but the
BOS overruled that input from a Referral Agency (the City). When the BOS Chair
asked the County Planner why the Planning Commission had recommended
such low densities, the planner said it was because of water supply and fisheries
issues and that “there were no overriding considerations for recommending
higher densities”. The BOS then proceeded to approve higher densities simply by
asking the BOS rep from that district what his preference was. Supervisor
Sundberg recommended higher densities without stating any “overriding
considerations®. This is illegal and a violation of CEQA.

The EIR should stay with the earlier planning commission recommendation of 20-
80 acre minimums. The reasons for this are well documented in the files for the
subdivision of these parcels as part of the Moss Minor Subdivision.

Please change these designations.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

Stephen. S. Madrone

1521 Fox Farm Road
Trinidad, Ca. 95570
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Response to Steven S. Madrone - Letter C8

Comment C8-1: The commenter objects to the land use designations tentatively
approved by the Board of Supervisors on a set of parcels in the Foxfarm Road
neighborhood in Westhaven, and requests the land use designations recommended by
the Planning Commission for these properties be applied instead.

Response to Comment C8-1: Comment noted. The land use designation tentatively
approved by the Board of Supervisors will result in lower densities than what is currently
allowed by the General Plan, and it is consistent with the existing zoning that applies to
the property. The comment does not address the RDEIR text. No changes to the RDEIR
are needed to respond to this comment.
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Chapter 3. RDEIR Text Changes

Chapter 3.2 Agricultural and Timber Resources

Page 3.2-11 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“A study of the County’s agricultural and timberland conversions identified
substantial amounts of land potentially lost to production through zone
reclassifications, subdivisions, and conditionally permitted uses that conflict with
agricultural and timber operations (Humboldt County Forest Resources and Policy
Report, October 2003, updated in 2008). In addition to conversion occurring
because of General Plan amendments and new subdivisions, resource lands may
be eonverted impacted through a combination of the Certificate of Compliance
process, which involves recognition of historic parcels that may be substandard to
minimum parcel sizes and densities established by the General Plan and other
actions such as subdivisions or issuance of timberland conversion permits.
Approximately 25 percent of all the Certificate of Compliance applications
submitted from 1985 - 2000 occurred on agricultural properties and timberlands,
affecting more than 18,000 acres. From 2001 to June 2005, this rate increased from
25 percent to over 67 percent, affecting over 53,000 acres. While some of those
actions were precursors to conversion of timberland to other uses, most notably illicit
cannabis cultivation, others provided for more efficient timber management.”

Page 3.2-11 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:
“These changes in land use as a result of zone reclassifications, and subdivisions;-ané

the issuances of Certificates of Compliance on historic parcels, are primarily

reflective of the breakup of old family ranches.”

Page 3.2-12 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:
“County parks and community parks account for ;008 approximately 2,000 acres.”

Page 3.2-12 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“However, the County's timber industry has been in decline over the past 30 years. In
2000, the County’s total gross value of timber production was $285,232,953, for
which Humboldt County ranked first in the state. By 2008, the total gross value of
timber dropped to $108 million, 25 percent less than the 2007 gross value of $147
million. According to the California State Board of Equalization, between 2010 and
2015, the total value for Humboldt County's timber harvest has fluctuated between
approximately $68 million and $71 million, with a high of $81 million in 2014.”

Page 3.2-15 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Another type-of“conversion” impact to timberland that is more difficult to define
and track measure is the change in land management priorities based upon parcel

size, market conditions, and ownership values. Asparcelsizes-go-down,the-cost-of
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p#aeﬂees—a#e—geme#aﬂy—net—enhaneed—mth—smaﬂe#pa#ee#&-zes— Land ownershlp

patterns, for example, are-likely-to may become more complicated with smaller
parcel sizes, which in some circumstances may inhibit resource production.”

Page 3.2-15 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Conversionfrom Fragmentation. Fragmentation and “parcelization” studies have
found that there is a direct positive relationship between timber production volumes
and land holding size. As the California Forest Legacy Program Assessment notes:”

Page 3.2-16 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“A study commissioned by the North Coast Regional Land Trust for Humboldt County

in 2009 documented the-effects-of-timberdand-parcelization-on-annual-harvest
volumes-—Tthe-studyfound that as parcel size went down, the amount and rate of
timber harvest went down significantly.”

Page 3.2-16 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

te—be—asseeated—m%h—land—ewne#s@p— A Iand patent is the rlght of ownershlp toa
parcel of land granted by government to an individual or private company. The

Subdivision Map Act sets out a process that determines whether a patent parcel is
considered a separate legal parcel under the law, a process usually culminating in

the recordation of a Certificate of Compliance or Conditional Certificate of
Compliance.”

Page 3.2-17 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“There has also been an overall decrease in acres held by industrial timber owners in
the past eight years. During the years of 2001 through 2008, industrial timberland
owners transferred approximately 8 percent (51,000 acres) of their total ownership of
forest lands for purposes ranging from sales to public agencies (primarily BLM) to
rural residential development: Many of the affected companies were heavily reliant
upon timber from the US Forest Service and when the supply from the US Forest
Service dropped, the sawmills closed, and all assets were typically liquated,
including timberland holdings.”

Page 3.2-17 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:
“As was stated in the Agricultural Resources section above, the County has
experienced a significant increase in the recognition of patent and legal parcels in
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the resource lands, which ean-serve-as-alegatbmechanism may lead to break up

large ranches and timberland into smaller ownerships because landowners may
elect to sell individual patents or legal parcels upon receipt of a Certificate of
Compliance. Conversely, Certificates of Compliance can help make commercial
timberlands more productive. For example, they can lead to consolidation of
timberlands for more efficient timber management.”

The fourth paragraph on page 3.2-18 of the RDEIR is revised as follows,

“The protection of forestlands and their timber producing capabilities was one of
the key issues during the many public meetings during the General Plan Update
process. During those discussions, the timberland stakeholders also noted the timber
producing capabilities of timberlands are not necessarily lost as a result of the sale of
an individual patent or legal parcel. The main source of controversy identified

during this process centers around how the County can pretecttheseresources
help ensure efficient long-term productivity of forestlands while balancing the desire
of property owners to maintain their economic value through-residential

Page 3.2-19 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Conversion Adverse impacts to resource land can also occur when parcel sizes of
resource lands (for both agricultural and timberlands) become too small for

economic viability through either subdivisions or the-break-up-efranches-and-timber
heldingsfrom-the sell-off of patent and/or legal parcels (primarily substandard

parcels) and subseguent development of the property for other uses.”

Page 3.2-21 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

Table 3.2-3. Countywide Resource Land.

Framework General Proposed General
Plan Plan Update
Acres Max Acres Max
Land Use Buildout Buildout
Designation (Units) (Units)
s et Lo 19,398
T 899,700 19,892 893,840
59.465 1,925 76311 2:181
AE 59,464 113,608 2,179
409722 18,041 374838 17,201
AG 409,720 381,846
Total | 1,368,884 39,858 | 1,389,294 38,778

Page 3.2-32 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

"Approximately 42 acres proposed to be changed to RE CR are located on
the east side of Big Lagoon. Approximately -and-anether 172 acres are
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located east of Trinidad along Stumptown Road, Westhaven Drive, and
Adams Foxfarm Road are proposed to be changed to RE.”

The heading of the last paragraph of page 3.2-34 is revised as follows:
“Conversion-as-a-resultofincreased pParcelization and subsequent development”.

The RDEIR first paragraph on page 3.2-35 is deleted as follows,

Page 3.2-35 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Although a complete review has not been conducted on these patent parcels,
many of these retain their historic rights. Patent parcels that have been altered
through subdivision, merger or lot line adjustment may also be recognized as legally
separate parcels if found to be created in conformance with the Subdivision Map
Act through a Determination of Status process.”

Page 3.2-35 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Because the Determination of Status process is not contingent upon development
criteria, ©often, these parcels de-may not conform to the prescribed density range

as desrgnated in the General PIan anel—the%ar&net_develepeel—mththe—same

out of patent parcels may Jeopardlze the open space and resource values of the
land. Given the projected low housing demand, this is not expected to be a

significant concern during the timeframe of the GPU.”

Page 3.2-36 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Conﬂicts between timber operations and surrounding residential land uses {mest

can make timber operatlons more dn‘ﬂcult and expensive eenversren—ef—ﬂmbe#anels

Page 3.2-39 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“The Plan also does not fully protect against the loss of timber lands from-increased
parcelization on parcels that are too small to be economically viable for timber
production on their own. Current County Code contains a Merger Ordinance that
directs the County to merge substandard parcels zoned TPZ into those that meet
density requirements; however, this ordinance was never fully implemented. The
proposed Plan recommends revising this section of the code to remove the merger
requirement because it was not implemented. On parcels that are too small to be
economically viable for timber production on their own, Tthis willallew may lead to
a higher density of development on lands planned T anrd-ecause conversion of
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resulting in land use changes from timberlands to rural residential, illicit cannabis
cultivation or other non-timber uses. Therefore-the This potential loss of timber lands
cannot be mitigated to a level of insignificance once theselands they are
converted to a non-timber land use, and therefore is a significant unavoidable
impact of the General Plan Update.”

Page 3.2-40 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“The Plan also does not fully protect against the loss of resource production lands
from conversion to rural residential or other non-timber uses. Limiting housing on
lands-parcels that are too small to be economically viable for timber production on
their own which are presently managed for as industrial timberlands may help
prevent the conversion of these resource production lands to other uses, but this
policy option is not considered feasible because it could significantly diminish the
economic value of those lands. Therefore-the This potential loss of timber lands on
parcels that are too small to be economically viable for timber production on their
own (for example, some parcels less than 20 acres in size) which are presently
managed as industrial timberlands cannot be mitigated to a level of insignificance
once these lands are converted to a non-timber land use, and therefore, is a
significant unavoidable impact of the General Plan Update.”

Page 3.2-40 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“The General Plan Update land use map maintains existing or equivalent agricultural
or timber production land use designations for lands under Wiliamson Act Contract
or lands zoned TPZ.”

Chapter 3.3 Utilities and Service Systems

Page 3.3-55 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

WR-IMx. Water Supply Evaluation and Monitoring. Conduct watershed level
evaluations within two years after the adoption of the General Plan Update to
determine-the ensure sufficient long term surface and groundwater supply,

including seasonal, average, dry year, and multiple dry year supplies, and beneficial
uses of water to-determine-an-estimate-of-the-gquantity-of water will be available for
the level of future development described in the Revised Draft EIR for the GPU. Work
with water and wastewater related special districts, regulators, and other
appropriate organizations to monitor watershed conditions.

Chapter 3.5 Transportation

Page 3.5-4 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

e S.R.211is a short two-lane highway that extends from U.S. 101 to the City of
Ferndale, crossing historic Fernbridge over the Eel River ever-histeric-Fermbridge.
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Page 3.5-5 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“In addition, Humboldt County has identified the following roads as Regionally
Significant Streets and Roadways as part of the 20082014 Regional Transportation
Plan (see HCAOG 20-Year Humboldt County Regional Transportation Plan, 2014
2008Table HRStreets-1Regionally, Significant Roadways and the discussion on page
HR-1of the “Existing Roadway System” from page 24 to 28):”

Page 3.5-6 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

Redwood Transit System. The Redwood Transit System (RTS) consists of “mainline”
commuter service along the U.S. 101 corridor from Scotia to Trinidad. Regular
commute service is available to McKinleyville, as well as regional service to the
California Redwood Coast - Humboldt County Airport. Although some trips serve
the entire corridor, most trips provide service only along shorter sections of the route.
Service was recently added to southern Humboldt, now connecting Garberville,
Redway, Phillipsville, Miranda, Myers Flat, and Weott with the Humboldt Bay area. In
addition to the mainline route serving U.S. 101, a-separateroute Tish Non-Village
service provides service between Willow Creek and various locations in Arcata and
McKinleyville.

and...

Fortuna Transit. The City of Fortuna operates Fortuna Transit, which provides
transportation within the City limits to seniors or persons with a disability.

Page 3.5-7 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Pedestrian facilities, primarily sidewalks and crosswalks, are also most commonly
provided in the urban areas. Most pedestrian facilities were constructed prior to the
American with Disabilities Act (ADA) and are therefore not compliant. Compliance
issues include inadequate sidewalk width, excessive cross-slope, inadequate curb
ramps at intersections, and obstacles in the sidewalk. Such obstructions and
impediments can force pedestrians on foot or those who use wheelchairs onto road
shoulders, and into parking and bike lanes. Over time, the County Department of
Public Works is upgrading pedestrian facilities to be ADA compliant.”

Page 3.5-7 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Rural areas and small communities do not often have pedestrian facilities that are
separated from the roadway. Pedestrians and bicyclists frequently utilize roads in
Humboldt County that lack sidewalks and/or bicycle lanes. As a result, sharing of
roadways by pedestrians, car and truck drivers, bicyclists, and even equestrians, is
common in many rural areas. While equine use does not constitute a significant
detectable portion of daily commuter travel in Humboldt County, equestrian trails
can be a significant recreational resource. A number of community and public land
trail systems provide transportation and recreation opportunities; however, most of
the facilities dedicated exclusively for non-motorized use are provided only in urban
areas of the County.”
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Page 3.5-8 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Pedestrian facilities are most commonly found in the County’s seven cities and
larger unincorporated communities. Sidewalks and pathways of varying width are
found in commercial areas, residential neighborhoods, and near schools. In many
cases, existing sidewalks meet only the minimum ADA standards and often are
obstructed by utility poles, signposts, and other obstacles. There are also sidewalk
gaps, uncontrolled intersections, and street crossings that pose pedestrian travel
impediments, especially to the mobility-impaired.

Most facilities dedicated for bicycle use are in the urban and suburban areas of the
County, with bicycle lanes in place in Eureka, Arcata, McKinleyville and Fortuna. The
City of Arcata provides the most interconnected system of bicycle lanes/routes that
facilitates access to and from a number of trip-generating areas. In Eureka, the bike
lane/route system includes both north-south and east-west lanes; however, not all
trip generating areas are connected. Fortuna has limited systems of bike lanes and
desighated routes. “

Page 3.5-8 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“The Elk River Hikshari’ Trail {is a multiple-use, paved trail that runs between Truesdale
Avenue (just south of the Bayshore Mall) 1.5 miles south to the Pound Road Park &
Ride lot, off the Herrick Avenue and Highway 101 interchange.”

Page 3.5-8 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“In conjunction with other cities and counties across the nation, Humboldt County is
was the lead agency in a funding proposal to the federal government in 2009,
called the Humboldt People Powered Pathways (HP3) funding-proposal-to-the

federalgovernment. The HP3 proposal seeks sought transportation funding to
implement local jurisdiction’s plans for improving active transport systems and

programs as part of 2010 Campaign for Active Transportation. The Campaign for
Active Transportation was a national effort aimed at the inclusion of a program that
provides funding for non-motorized systems (vs. singular projects) as a permanent
program in the federal transportation legislation reauthorization. The HP3 plan
identifiesd approximately 25 active transport planning, implementation programs,
and partnerships thatidentify related_to approximately $50 million of non-motorized
transportation projects located across the County. Although the HP3 funding
proposal was unsuccessful, a number of the individual projects included in the
proposal have since been funded and the interagency coordination to improve
active transport systems and programs continues.”

Page 3.5-9 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Caltrans has completed a Final EIR (SCH # 2009012070) and Addendum to the EIR,
a Finding of no Significant Impact, and a Notice of Determination in May 2017 (see
project web page at http://www.dot.ca.gov/distl/d1projects/richardson_grove/)
for a project to provide access for larger trucks on U.S. 101 through Richardson
Grove State Park near the Humboldt County line. The proposed project extends
from post mile (Humboldt) 1.1 to post mile (Humboldt) 2.2 and would include minor
realignments and widening of the existing roadway, culvert improvements, and
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repaving the roadway. This project has been controversial because it involves road
improvements and the removal of trees within a State Park as well as concerns
regarding growth inducing impacts.”

Page 3.5-10 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Air travel is a growing transportation option in Humboldt County with passenger
enplanements at California Redwood Coast - Humboldt County, the only airport in
the County with scheduled passenger flights, and passenger enplanements are
expected to increase from 98,453 in 2004 to 167,000 in 2024 (Arcata-Eureka Airport
Master Plan Report, Chapter 2, Airport Role and Activity Forecasts). Several daily
flights are provided, connecting Humboldt County with San Francisco and Portland,
Oregon. The airport continues to work to add more flights to more destinations.”

Page 3.5-11 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

Annual maintenance dredging of Humboldt Bay is vital to maintaining safe and
navigable access. Federal channels in Humboldt Bay are dredged by the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers. Any other area that requires dredging is the responsibility of local
governments;; in this area thatis-the Harbor District is that agency.

Page 3.5-12 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“The operation of agricultural vehicles on roadways may also affect traffic on rural
roadways in the unincorporated area. Agricultural activities are an important
element of the local economy and agricultural vehicles operate regularly on
County roadways. Agricultural vehicles are slow moving vehicles and considered
incompatible with other motorists. implementation-of the proposed-General-RPlan
Update-wouldHincreases in the amount of traffic on roadways and could increase
the potential for conflict with agricultural vehicles.”

Page 3.5-12 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Another factor that can impact roadway safety is the incompatibility of some
unincorporated area roadway and highway facilities with multi-modal
transportation uses. Many existing roadways and intersections in the County do not
contain pedestrian or bicycle facilities. Humboldt County Transportation-
Disadvantaged Populations Report, 2006,”
http://www.nrsrcaa.org/path/pdfs/HumCoTDPReport5_06.pdf) found that
pPRedestrian and bicycle safety is generally poor in Humboldt County when
compared to other rural counties. There are substantially higher bicycle injuries and
fatality rates in Humboldt County than all other rural areas in California. Bicycle injury
and fatality rates are also significantly higher than the state average, particularly for
youth-and-the ages 05five to-24 age-greups. In spite of this, bicycle and pedestrian
injuries and fatalities are decreasing in Humboldt County.”

Page 3.5-13 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“The traffic impacts resulting from General Plan Update land uses were evaluated
by TJKM Transportation Consultants using the latest Humboldt County Travel
Demand Model. The Humboldt County Travel Demand Model was updated in 2013
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by the Humboldt County Association of Governments (HCAOG) and the California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) to forecast travel patterns in both rural and
urbanized portions of Humboldt County. The main purposes of the Humboldt County
Travel Demand Model are to support the rRegional transportation planning process?,
to evaluate potential improvements to the roadway system, and evaluate the
impacts of land use changes in the County. The model also includes limited transit
and non-motorized analysis capabilities. The base year for the model is 2010, with a
forecast year of 2040.”

Page 3.5-14 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“The transportation analysis zones cover the entire County and each city, and
inelude contain data representing existing and projected future population and
employment levels.”

Page 3.5-14 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:
“Consequently, an interim year (2028) scenario was developed using the 2028
population from the DOF and 2028 employment from Caltrans 2015 Economics
Forecasts, and analyzed as a worset-case scenario.”

Page 3.5-15 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“As shown, the forecast 18-year and 30-year growth in both households and
employment is relatively modest.”

Page 3.5-18 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“There are no are-nre adopted plans, ordinances or policies establishing measures of
effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system in Humboldt County.”

Pages 3.5-18 and 3.5-19 of the RDEIR are revised to add quotes as follows:

“The Eureka Community Plan contains a general goal that does not include an
MOE: Policy 4220.1, ‘the County shall strive to maintain a Level of Service of C or
better on arterials in the Planning Area. The acceptable level of service goal will be
consistent with the financial resources available and the limits of technical
feasibility.”

Page 3.5-19 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Due to already established auto-oriented land use patterns, the private automobile
would likely continue to be the dominant mode of transport in Humboldt County.
The General Plan Update seeks to reduce vehicle miles traveled per person by
considering the needs of motorized vehicles, public transit, bicyclists, and
pedestrians during land use and transportation planning and by providing balanced

transportatlon opportumtles—whepeby—th&needs—ehmten%ed#emaes—p&bhc—uan%
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Page 3.5-19 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Policy C-P2, Consideration of Land Uses in Transportation Decision Making, retes
reguires that a comprehensive planning approach be utilized used in transportation

decision making that considers the-transportation-conseguences-oftand-use
eh&nges%eavmd—eper&ﬂen&k&nd—eeenem%mp&ets existing and proposed land

uses.”

Page 3.5-20 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Table 3.5-7 lists only one road in the City of Eureka; that would be affected by the
implementation of General Plan Update; and countywide growth expected to
occur during the planning period, that which is theresponsibility under the
jurisdiction of Caltrans and not Humboldt County.”

Page 3.5-20 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Community Infrastructure and Services Element Policy IS-P7, Mitigation of Cross-
jurisdictional Impacts, directs the County to work with cities to mitigate impacts
associated with new development for each affected jurisdiction.”

Page 3.5-20 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Policy C-P7, Joint Use of Traffic Models, encourages the use of area-wide travel
demand models in the preparation of the County-Wide Transportation Plan (CWTP)
and in evaluatlng projects with potentially significant transportation impacts to-use

Page 3.5-20 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Mitigation 3.5.3.1.a. The following policies shall be added to the Circulation Element
and would require the implementation of transportation demand management
programs with new larger_-scale development in the unincorporated area.”

Page 3.5-22 of the RDEIR is revised as follows (staff correction):

Mitigation Measure 3.5.3.2.a. Amend-existingpolicies-and aAdd the following

implementation measure and policy to the Circulation Element that establishes a
multi-faceted program to lessen impacts relating to traffic congestion:

Page 3.5-23 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“3. Consider widening the eurbs roadway/right-of-way to provide additional travel
lanes, bike lanes, 2WLTL, medians, parking lanes, and sidewalks, all as needed to
meet demands.”

Page 3.5-23 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“C-Px. Countywide Traffic Impact Fee Program. In coordination with the cities
within the County, shall develop and implement a countywide traffic impact fee
program that addresses impacts on major roads resulting from development in cities
and unincorporated areas. Adopt this fee within one year of the adoption of the
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General Plan Update. A traffic impact fee is currently being evaluated for the
Greater Eureka Area, encompassing the Eureka urbanized area.”

Page 3.5-25 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“"From approximately 800 feet south of the Kmart FHraffic Ssignal to Washington
Street, Broadway has a TWLTL.”

Page 3.5-25 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“While limited relief could be achieved through optimized signal timing, changes in
traffic patterns occur routinely and signal timing should therefore be modified as
necessary to reflect such changes (City of Eureka General Plan Update Mobility
Policy Paper
thttp://www.eureka2040gpu.com/Links/pdfs/Mobility%20Policy%20Paper%203-23-
15.pdf).”

Page 3.5-25 of the RDEIR is revised as follows (staff correction):

“See Impact 3.5.3.2%.-€ -1 above, for a discussion of how Policies C-P6 Jurisdictional
Coordination and Integration, and C-P7 Joint Use of Traffic Model, lessen potential
impacts.”

Page 3.5-25 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“The traffic model projects that buildout of the General Plan Update, in conjunction
with the implementation of city general plans within the County, would result in
traffic levels that would reduce the LOS of the U.S. 101 Broadway corridor at-of
belew to LOS “D;” or below, which is the General Plan update LOS standard and the
LOS concept established by Caltrans for this facility. Therefore, this would be a
potentially significant impact.”

Page 3.5-26 of the RDEIR the “Analysis” paragraph is revised as follows:

“However, with implementation of Mitigation Measure 3.5.3.2.d, impacts related to
the future capacity of U.S. 101 would be reduced and LOS D is considered
acceptable on U.S. 101.”

Page 3.5-26 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Main Street and Fortuna Boulevard (North and South) in Fortuna are were the
formerly aligament of U.S. 101, prior to the construction of the freeway along the
western edge of the City.

Page 3.5-26 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“The City of Fortuna General Plan Draft EIR determined that no additional lanes
would be needed in this area, however it states that the 9th Street and Main Street
and 12th Street and Main Street intersections will drop to F in 2030, and includes a
mitigation measure for a signalized new left-turn land to east and west approaches
to the 9th Street and Main Street intersection. Intersection improvements at 12th
and Main are also required. After mitigation, these intersections will drop to D.
Fortuna General Plan Policy TC-1.2 says LOS D is acceptable on Main Street.”
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Page 3.5-26 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“See the discussion of Impact 3.5.3.2:-41 above for a discussion of General Plan
Update Circulation Element policies relating to minimum LOS standards and
jurisdictional coordination.”

Page 3.5-26 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Based on the travel demand model, growth projected to occur during General
Plan Update planning period in conjunction with the growth in the cities within the
County would reduce the LOS of the segments of Main Street in Fortuna, between
7th Street and 13th Street to LOS D. However, any mitigation involving capacity
improvements, typically include the additieng ef travel lanes, and this would mean
adding lanes to areas that are largely built out, leaving where there is little available
space to create new lanes without taking land from adjacent properties. or
degradeing the-desired downtown amenities in the area. Therefore, this impact
would be significant and unavoidable.”

Page 3.5-27 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“The Fortuna General Plan EIR identifies the following mitigation programs that will
improve the operation of this segment and related intersections: South Fortuna
Boulevard-Ross Hill Road/Kenmar Road - implement right-turn overlap phasing on
both Kenmar Road approaches; Kenmar Road/Eel River Drive — the northbound Eel
River Drive approach will need to be widened to provide a right-turn lane; Kenmar
Road/U.S. 101 Nnorth Rramps — signalize and operate with permitted left-turn
phasing (no additional lanes would be needed); Kenmar Road/U.S. 101 Ssouth
Rramps - signalize, add a right-turn lane on the eastbound approach and operate
with permitted left-turn phasing. Upon implementation of these improvements this
segments and associated intersections would operate at LOS “C” or better.”

Page 3.5-27 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“See the discussion of Impact 3.5.3.2:-41 above for a discussion of General Plan
Update Circulation Element policies relating to minimum LOS standards and
jurisdictional coordination. In particular, the General Plan Update Circulation
Element includes the following policy relating to minimum LOS standards, C-P5, Level
of Service Criteria, which strives to maintain a LOS “C” on all roadway segments,
except for any portion of U.S. 101, where Level of Service D would be acceptable.
See Impact 3.5.3.22:¢ -1 above, for a discussion of how Policies C-P6 Jurisdictional
Coordination and Integration, and C-P7 Joint Use of Traffic Model, lessen potential
impacts.”

Page 3.5-28 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Implementation of the General Plan Update would generate levels of
development that result in increased traffic volumes on roads within the County that
could €conflict with an applicable regional level of service standard.”
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Page 3.5-28 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“e)}b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including,
but not limited to level of service standards and travel demand measures, or other
standards established by the county congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways.”

Page 3.5-30 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“The Arcata-Eureka Airport Master Plan Report (September 2005) for the California
Redwood Coast — Humboldt County Airport contains forecasts of future airport
operations forecasts.”

Page 3.5-31 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Aircraft operations at the Dinsmore, Garberville, Murray Field, and Rohnerville
airports are expected to increase by between 15 and 18 percent between 2010
and 2025 according to Table AS3 Aviation Activity Forecast — Annual Operations, of
the Regional Transportation Plan Aviation Systems Element. Samoa Field, Hoopa
Airport, and Shelter Cove Airport are not anticipated to experience increases in
aircraft operations in the next 20 years. The airport master plans identify the
improvements, if any, that may be required to accommodate future aircraft
operations.”

Page 3.5-32 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“.... The Circulation Element contains policies to ensure that roadway design
reduces roadway safety hazards and accommodates multi-modal users.”

Page 3.5-32 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“The Circulation Element includes policies and standards that that relate to safe
circulation facilities for all transportation modes...”

Chapter 3.7 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Page 3.7-21 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Table 3.7-54 below displays how much land is planned for industrial uses in
Humboldt County. Including the coastal zone area, which is not the subject
of this EIR, there are over 3,370 acres of land planning for industrial purposes.”
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Page 3.7-21 and 3.7-22 of the RDEIR are revised as follows:
Table 3.7-5. Land Planned for Industrial Uses.
Acres by Land Use Designation

Community Planning Area IG IR MB MC MG Total
Arcata 66.3 134 79.7
Avenues-Myers Flat 12.9 12.9
Avenues-Stafford-Redcrest 45.3 45.3
Blue Lake 231.1 218.3 449.4
Carlotta/Hydesville 30.7 35.0 65.7
Eel River (C7) 90.6 _ _ _ 90.6
Fieldbrook-Glendale 75.2 4.2 79.4
Fortuna 148.6 148.6
Garberville/Redway/Benbow 112.2 51.2 163.4
Humboldt Bay (CZ) 475.8 119] 970.6 14.4 | 1,472.7
McKinleyville 119.7 2.1 121.8
McKinleyville (C2) 34.1 | _ _ 34.1
North Coast (C27) 60.7 _ _ _ 60.7
Orick 20.2 20.2
Orleans 37.1 37.1
Rio Dell/Scotia 282.3 282.3
Willow Creek 65.5 19.9 85.4
Outside CPAs 129.3 17.4 0.1 0.6 147.3

Total 1,983.3 381.7 46.0 970.8 15.0( 3.396.7

Page 3.7-22 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Table 3.7-54; Land Planned for Industrial Uses, identifies the acres within each
community planning area that are planned for industrial uses.”

Chapter 3.10 Hydrology and Water Quality

Page 3.10-22 of the RDEIR is revised as follows (staff correction):

Mitigation 3.10.3.1.a. The following policy and-implementation-measure shall be

added to the Water Resources Element to lessen impacts resulting from erosion,
sedimentation, and siltation:

Mitigation 3.10.3.1.b. The following policy shall be modified to apply to all
development in order the-WaterResourcesElement to improve water quality within
watersheds subject to TMDL Controllable Sediment Discharge Inventories:
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Chapter 3.11 Biological Resources

Page 3.11-14 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

BR-S11. Wetlands Defined. The County shall follow the US Army Corps of Engineers
Wetland Delineation manual in the identification and classification of wetlands
which considers wetlands as those areas that are inundated or saturated by surface
or ground water at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and that under
normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for

life in saturated soil condltlons Wetlands generally mclude swamps marshes, bogs

Page 3.11-17 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Implementation of the General Plan Update weuld could result in additional
development that conflicts with adopted habitat conservation plans.”

Page 3.11-18 of the RDEIR is revised as follows:

“Under the proposed General Plan Update, residential uses are planned at densities
of 40 to 160 acres per dwelling unit on lands planned T or TC, which are the areas
covered by the HCP’s. Atmaximum-buildout,this-could-theoreticallyresultinthe

construction-ofasmany-as20,000 The Estimated Maximum Development Potential
shown in Table 2.5-1 of this RDEIR is 7,814 housing units on the 900,000 acres of

planned timberlands, although historical growth trends and Department of Finance
projections would indicate that only lmited-demandforpossible-developmentis
likelyto-exist 44 housing units are likely to be developed in these areas during the
2016 - 2040 timeframe. Housing construction was not an issue that was considered
or addressed by the HCPs indicated above.”

Chapter 3.11 Air Quality

The last paragraph on page 3.12-15 of the RDEIR is revised as follows (staff correction):

Implementation of Mitigation Measure 3.12.65.2 would insure that any future
development adjacent to potential sources of TAC’s would not expose sensitive
receptors to an increased health risk.
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Chapter 3.16 Scenic Resources

Page 3.16-13 of the RDEIR is revised as follows (staff correction):

Mitigation 3.16.3.2.a. The following policy shall be added to the Biological Resources
section of the Conservation and Open Space Element weuld to lessen potential
impacts to natural amenities that are important to visual character:
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Chapter 4. Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program

This Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) has been prepared to
comply with the requirements of State law (Public Resources Code Section 21081.6).
State law requires the adoption of an MMRP when mitigation measures are required to
avoid significant impacts. The MMRP is intended to ensure compliance with mitigation
measures during implementation of the project.

This MMRP has been formulated based upon the findings of the RDEIR, and the
comments received on the RDEIR and addressed herein. This MMRP identifies mitigation
measures recommended in the RDEIR to avoid or reduce identified impacts, and
specifies the parties responsible for, and timing of, their implementation and
monitoring/reporting.

Table IV-1 below comprises the core of the MMRP and is explained as follows:

e The first column includes mitigation measures identified in the GPU EIR. The Policies,
Standards and Implementation Measures included in the GPU itself, which serve to
reduce the potential impacts of the GPU below a threshold of significance (in most
cases) are part of the ‘project’, and are therefore not included in the table. The
mitigation measures included in the table provide amended or additional GPU text,
Policies, Standards or Implementation Measures required to insure potential impacts
are sufficiently mitigated.

¢ The second column entitled "Party Responsible for Implementation" refers to the
person(s), in this case County personnel, who will undertake the mitigation measures.

e The third column entitled "Implementation Method and Timing" identifies how the
mitigation measure will be implemented, and when and/or for how long
implementation will take. This column may include a citation for an Implementation
Measure(s) associated with a policy included in a mitigation measure as further
demonstration of how that policy will be implemented.

Note that all mitigation measures require the amendment of or addition of GPU text,
Policies, Standards or Implementation Measures. The timing for the additions or
amendments will be upon adoption of the GPU by the Board of Supervisors with the
actual edits to the GPU occurring within 1 to 2 months. The timing and responsible
party for these actions will not be further addressed in the table below.

The party responsible for monitoring the implementation of the mitigation measures,
and the timing for that monitoring, is also part of the MMRP. Pursuant to Section
15097(b) of the CEQA Guidelines, “where the project at issue is the adoption of a
general plan, specific plan, community plan or other plan-level document (zoning,
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ordinance, regulation, policy), the monitoring plan shall apply to policies and any other
portion of the plan that is a mitigation measure or adopted alternative. The monitoring
plan may consist of policies included in plan-level documents. The annual report on
general plan status required pursuant to the Government Code is one example of a
reporting program for adoption of a city or county general plan.” Long Range Planning
will be the Responsible Monitoring Party for implementation of the mitigation identified
in the MMRP. The County’s annual report to the California Office of Planning and
Research, reporting on the County’s progress implementing the General Plan, is
prepared by Long Range Planning, and will serve to provide the monitoring and
reporting portion of the MMRP annually.
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TABLE IV-1 MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Party
Responsible
for

Mitigation Measure Implementation

Implementation
Method and
Timing

Compliance Verification

Initials

Date

Comments

AGRICULTURAL AND TIMBER RESOURCES

None

AIR QUALITY

Mitigation Measure 3.12.4.2. Add Implementation Measure AQ-IM7  Current Planning
to the Draft General Plan as follows:

AQ-IM7. Regulate the location and operation of land uses
to avoid or mitigate harmful or nuisance levels of air
emissions to the following sensitive receptors: residential
uses, hospitals and nursing/convalescent homes, hotels and
lodging, schools and day care centers and neighborhood
parks. New development shall follow the recommendations
for siting new sensitive land uses consistent with the ARB’s
recommendation as shown in Table 3.12-4.

Project Review
Ongoing

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Mitigation Measure 3.11.3.2. Replace BR-S11 with the below Current Planning
definition of wetlands:

BR-S11. Wetlands Defined. The County shall follow the US
Army Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation manual in the
identification and classification of wetlands which considers
wetlands as those areas that are inundated or saturated by
surface or ground water at a frequency and duration sufficient
to support, and that under normal circumstances do support, a
prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated
soil conditions. Wetlands generally include swamps, marshes,
bogs and similar areas. lands-transitional-between-terrestrial-and

WR-IMx1

2 to 5 years

Project Review

Ongoing
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TABLE IV-1 MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Party Compliance Verification
Responsible Implementation

for Method and
Mitigation Measure Implementation Timing Initials Date Comments

Mitigation Measure 3.11.3.5.a. To avoid impacts to established Planning/ Core County
Habitat Conservation Plan areas through direct conversion to other  Administration Service

uses, the following implementation measure shall be modified in the
Conservation and Open Space Element, Biological Resources
section that states the following:

Ongoing

BR-IM1. Biological Resource Maps. The County shall maintain
the best available data in the form of GIS maps for the location
and extent of wetlands, critical habitats, streamside
management areas, Habitat Conservation Plan Areas,
rookeries, and ranges of species identified in the California
Natural Diversity Database.

CLIMATE CHANGE AND GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

None
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CULTURAL RESOURCES
None
ENERGY CONSUMPTION AND CONSERVATION
None
GEOLOGY AND SOILS
Mitigation Measure 3.8.3.2.a. To lessen impacts relating to water
quallity resulting from increased erosion, the following mitigation is
required:

Implement Mitigation Measures 3.10.3.1.a and 3.10.3.1.b from e

. See Mitigation Measures 3.10.3.1.a and 3.1.3.1.b. below

Impact 3.10.3.1: Degrade Water Quality or Exceed Waste 9

Discharge Requirements in Chapter 3.10, Hydrology and Water

Quality.
HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
Mitigation Measure 3.7.4.2.a. To ensure consistency between the
ALUCP and the General Plan, prior to adopting the Land Use
Diagram:

) ) Long Range Plan Map

Prior to adopting the General Plan Update, amend land use Planning Revision prior to

maps to ensure that maximum allowable residential densities GPU adoption

and maximum allowable building occupancies are consistent

with the Recommended Compatibility Zones contained in the 1to 2 years

March 1993 Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan.

Or, The following standard shall be added:

Plan map
revision
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S-SX. Airport Land Use Compatibility Zone Overlay. An Airport Long Range
Land Use Compatibility Zone for all public use airports shall be Planning
established that matches the Recommended Compatibility

Zones contained in the March 1993 Airport Land Use

Compatibility Plan, as amended, for Humboldt County Airports,

and that limits the maximum allowable residential density and

building occupancy for each land use designation subject to

such zones, to the Airport/Land Use Safety Compatibility Criteria

of the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (Table 14-A).

At GPU
adoption

Mitigation Measure 3.7.4.2.b. To ensure consistency between the
ALUCP and the General Plan, the following implementation
measures shall be added:

S-IMx4. Update Airport/Land Use Safety Compatibility Criteria.
The County shall update Airport/Land Use Safety Compatibility
Ciriteria (Table 14-A), consistent with amendments to the ALUCP.

Long Range
Planning

S-IMx5. Airport Safety Review Combining Zone. Amend the
Zoning Maps to apply an Airport Safety Review Combining
Zone, indicated by "AP", that matches the outer boundaries of
the Recommended Compatibility Zones contained in the March
1993 Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, as amended, for
Humboldt County Airports. Until such time as the Zoning Maps
are amended, places a note on the record for each parcel in
Humboldt County's online permit management system that lies
within the outer boundaries of the Recommended Compatibility
Zones.

Plan Update

as needed

Zoning Map
Revision

1to 2 years

Mitigation Measure 3.7.4.5.a. To lessen impacts resulting from the

Current Planning

Project Review

Chapter 4 Mitigation and Monitoring Program
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exposure of people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or Ongoing
death involving wildland fires, the following mitigation is required.

Amend Standard FR-S2 Forestland-Residential Interface (FRI), Section

E to read as follows:

FR-S2. Forestland-Residential Interface (FRI). Require new
residential subdivisions adjacent to TPZ and public forestlands to
include forested buffers and building setbacks between
residential uses and adjacent timberlands to minimize use
conflicts and safety hazards and, if necessary, require fire breaks
around all or a portion of the development in consultation with
CALFIRE.

For residential development, require compliance with fire safe
standards, and ongoing fire protection management programs
developed by qualified experts.

For residential development in high and very high fire severity
zones, require the establishment and maintenance of a-fire
breaks and open space adjacent to forestlands, consistent with
CALFIRE recommendations, and ongoing fire protection
management programs developed by qualified experts to
ensure defensible space.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Mitigation Measure 3.10.3.1.a. The following policy shall be added to Current Planning  Project Review
the Water Resources Element to lessen impacts resulting from Building

erosion, sedimentation, and siltation: Ongoing

WR-Px. Continue to Implement Water Quality Regulations.
Continue to implement Division 3, Building Regulations, Section
331-12, Grading, Excavation, Erosion, and Sedimentation
Control Regulations, and Division 1, Planning Zoning Regulations

Chapter 4 Mitigation and Monitoring Program
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Chapter 6 - General Provisions and Exceptions Section 314-61.1
Streamside Management Area Ordinance.

Mitigation Measure 3.10.3.1.b. The following policy shall be modified
to apply to all development in order to improve water quality within
watersheds subject to TMDL Controllable Sediment Discharge
Inventories:

WR-Px2. Mitigate Controllable Sediment Discharge Sites.
Proposed Diseretionary development applications involving a
site identified as part of the TMDL Controllable Sediment
Discharge Inventory shall be conditioned to reduce sediment
discharge.

Long Range
Planning

Current Planning

WR-IMx1

2 to 5years

Project Review

Ongoing

Mitigation Measure 3.10.3.2.a. The following policy shall be added to
the Water Resources Element to improve groundwater recharge
capacity:

WR-Px. Enhance Groundwater Recharge Capacity. Encourage
watershed management practices that enhance infiltration of
rainfall into the groundwater.

Board of
Supervisors

Various County
Departments

Core County
Service and

Project Review

Ongoing

Mitigation Measure 3.10.3.4.a. The following Safety Element
implementation measure shall be added to require the County
address new development in tsunami hazard areas:

S-S7. Tsunamis. New development below the level of the 100-
year tsunami run-up elevation shall be limited to public access,
boating, public recreation facilities, agriculture, wildlife
management, habitat restoration, and ocean intakes, outfalls,
pipelines, and dredge spoils disposal.

Current Planning

Project Review

Ongoing

LAND USE, HOUSING AND POPULATION

Chapter 4 Mitigation and Monitoring Program
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Method and
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Mitigation Measure 3.1.3.2.a. Add the following implementation
measure to the Growth Planning section of the Land Use Element to
reduce potential impacts related to conflict between the General
Plan Update and applicable land use regulations:

Implementation Measure GP-IMX, Zoning Consistency. Within
two years after the adoption of the General Plan Update, revise
the Zoning Regulations to re-establish zoning consistency with
the policies of the General Plan and amend the Zoning Map to
achieve consistency with the General Plan Land Use Map.

Long Range
Planning

Zoning
Regulations

1to 2 years

Mitigation Measure 3.1.3.2.b. Add the following narrative to Section
10.1.1, Relationship to Other Elements, and Table 10-A Conservation
and Open Space Policy Summary, of the Conservation and Open
Space Elements to fully demonstrate consistency between General
Plan Update and state law:

Add the following text to the Section 10.1.1, Relationship to
Other Elements:

e Open Space for military bases, installations, and operating
and training areas — areas adjacent to military installations,
military training routes, and underlying restricted airspace

that can provide additional buffer zones to military activities

and complement the resource values of the military lands.
[add to the bottom of page 10-1]

e Open Space for Native American historic, cultural or sacred
site — Open space for the protection of places, features,
and objects described in Sections 5097.9 and 5097.993 of

the Public Resources Code. [add to the bottom of page 10-

1]

Open Space for military bases, installations, and operating and
training areas:

Long Range
Planning

Amendment to
Plan narrative

Upon GPU
Adoption

Chapter 4 Mitigation and Monitoring Program
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e Narrative description of these open space lands and a map
showing their locations is included in the Safety Element.
e Policies to minimize impacts to military trainings areas are
included in the Safety Element.
e Policies to provide notification to the military are included in
the Safety Element.
[add to the bottom of page 10-2]
Open Space for Native American historic, cultural or sacred site:
Narrative description of these open space lands is included in
the Cultural Resources Section of the Conservation and Open
Space Elements.
e Policies relating to Native American Tribal consultation are
included in the Cultural Resources Section of the
Conservation and Open Space Elements.
e Policies relating to the identification, protection, and
enhancement of cultural resources are included in the
Cultural Resources Section of the Conservation and Open
Space Elements.
[add to the bottom of page 10-2]
Add to Table 10-A. Conservation and Open Space Policy
Summary
Open Space for Military Training Areas
A. Minimize impacts to military trainings areas
B. Provide notification to the military of projects that could
affect military readiness.
Chapter 4 Mitigation and Monitoring Program Page 4- 10
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Mitigation Measure 3.1.3.2.c. Add a map identifying the
Unincorporated Legacy Communities within the County as well as
the following policy to the Community Infrastructure and Services
Element to reduce potential impacts related to conflict between
the General Plan Update and state General Plan law:

Appendix F: Map Book. Add a map of Humboldt County
showing the location of Unincorporated Legacy Communities.

Policy I1S-PX3, Unincorporated Legacy Communities. On or
before the due date for each subsequent revision of its Housing
Element, the County shall review, and if necessary amend, the
General Plan to update the analysis of unincorporated legacy
communities.

Long Range
Planning

Long Range

Planning

Plan Map
Revision

30 days from
GPU adoption

Plan Amend.
Housing
Element
Update

MINERAL AND ENERGY RESOURCES

None

NOISE

Mitigation Measure 3.6.3.2.a. Amend Implementation Measure N-
IM7x., Noise Control Ordinance, to the Noise Element to require that
construction noise parameters for discretionary projects be
specified.

N-IM7x. Noise Control Ordinance. Prepare and consider a noise
control ordinance to regulate noise and vibration sources in
order to protect persons from existing or future excessive levels
of noise and/or vibration which interfere with sleep,
communication, relaxation, health or legally permitted use of

property. The ordinance shall define excessive levels of noise for

construction activities to be incorporated as permit
requirements and other noise sources and may exempt or

Long Range
Planning

Zoning
Regulations

5 years

Chapter 4 Mitigation and Monitoring Program
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modify noise requirements for agricultural uses, eenstruction
activities-school functions, property maintenance, waste
collection and other sources. The ordinance shall include
responsibilities and procedures for enforcement, abatement
and variances.

Mitigation Measure 3.6.3.3.a. The following implementation measure Long Range Zoning Map
shall be added to the Noise Element. Planning Revision

N-IMx. Garberville Airport Noise Impact Combining Zone. Add 1to 2 years
a Noise Impact (N) Combining Zone to the areas surrounding

the Garberville Airport that are subject to noise levels equal to

or above 60 CNEL according to Figure 5B of the 2007 Garberville

Airport Master Plan Report, or the most recent Garberville

Airport Master Plan Report.

PARKS AND RECREATION

Mitigation 3.15.3.1.a. In order to protect existing parkland from
deterioration that could result from development pursuant to the
General Plan Update, the following Policies and Implementation
Measures shall be added to the Community Infrastructure and
Services Element:

IS-Px. Parks Master Plan. In cooperation with other park service  Long Range Plan or Study
providers, the County shall establish and maintain a Parks Planning
Master Plan that would assess current facilities within each

inland and coastal planning area, determine appropriate

locations for new facilities, and identify funding options.

2 to 5 years

IS-Sx. Interim Parks and Recreation Standards. Parks and Current Planning  Project Review
recreation standards contained in the Government Code
Section 66477 shall be used as the standard for parkland
dedication in the review of divisions of land for which a

Ongoing
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tentative map is required pursuant to Section 66426, until such
time that the County has established parks and recreation
standards for new development that differentiate between
urban and rural settings; specify acreage of park land of 3 acres
per 1,000 residents; and specify land dedication, in-lieu fee, or
other mechanisms to fund park and recreation improvements
and funding for operation and maintenance.

PuBLIC SERVICES

None

SCENIC RESOURCES

Mitigation 3.16.3.1.a. Standard SR-SXXX, Scenic Highway Map, shall Current Planning  Project Review
be added to the General Plan Update to reduce potential adverse )
impacts to scenic highways that could be caused by ministerial Ongoing
projects until SR-IM1, Mapping of Scenic Areas and Scenic Highways, is

implemented:

SR-SXXX. Scenic Highway Map. Until such time as a General
Plan Scenic Highway Roadway Map is prepared and adopted,
Humboldt County Highways listed in Sections 263.1 through
263.8 of the California Streets and Highways Code shall be
considered to be Scenic Highways pursuant to Policy SR-P3,
Scenic Highway Protection, and the County shall address the
potential for significant impacts to scenic resources during
ministerial and discretionary permit review.

Mitigation 3.16.3.2.a. The following policy shall be added to the Long Range Plan or Study
Biological Resources section of the Conservation and Open Space Planning
Element to lessen potential impacts to natural amenities that are 2to5years

important to visual character:
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BR-Px. Landmark Trees. Establish a program to identify and
protect landmark trees, including trees that exhibit notable
characteristics in terms of their size, age, rarity, shape or
location.

Mitigation 3.16.3.3.a. In order to minimize light trespass, light
pollution, and glare, new development and projects that would
make significant parking lot improvements or add new lighting
would be required to prepare a lighting plan. The following new
program would need to be added to the Scenic Resources Chapter
of the Conservation and Open Space Element:

SR-IMX Lighting Design Guidelines. Amend the Zoning
Regulations to include lighting design guidelines for
discretionary projects. Require new development and projects
that would make significant parking lot improvements or add
new exterior lighting to submit a lighting plan consistent with
these guidelines. Lighting design guidelines should address:

A. Intensity - Acceptable standards shall be defined for
various land uses and development types specifying the
maximum allowable total lumens per acre.

B. Directional Control - Standards shall be developed to
minimize the upward transmission and intensity of light at
various distances from its source through the use of full-
cutoff lighting, downward casting, shielding, visors etc.

C. Signage - Standards with respect to illuminated signs shall
be developed that prohibit or limit the size, spacing, design,
upward transmission of light, and hours of operation. In
addition, signs should be white or light colored lettering on
dark backgrounds.

D. Night Lighting — Hours of operation for various uses shall be
specified in order to prohibit all night lighting except when
warranted for public safety reasons. On demand lighting

Long Range
Planning

Zoning
Regulations

2 to 5 years
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shall be encouraged.

E. Incentives — The County shall develop incentives for
residents and businesses encouraging the conversion of
existing lighting sources to compliant ones.

F. Enforcement - These standards shall be incorporated into
the County Development Code and design review process
for new development.

TRANSPORTATION
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Mitigation 3.5.3.1.a. The following policies shall be added to the
Circulation Element and would require the implementation of
transportation demand management programs with new larger
scale development in the unincorporated area.
C-P3. Consideration of Transportation Impacts in Land Use Long Range Plan Amend.
Decision Making. Decisions to change or expand the land use Planning
. . : . As needed
of a particular area shall include an analysis of the impacts to
existing and proposed transportation facilities and services so as
to minimize or avoid significant operational, environmental,
economic, and health-related consequences.
C-Px9. Regional Transportation Demand Management Funding.
Encourage HCAOG to seek funding to support transportation Board of Core County
demand management planning and to promote strategies that Supervisors Service
can lower the demands made on the road and highway .
system, reduce energy consumption, and improve air quality. Ongoing
C-Px10. Transportation Demand Management Programs. - - -
Require residential subdivisions and multifamily development Current Planning  Project Review
that would result in fifteen or more dwelling units, and non- Public Works Ongoing
residential development that would employ greater than ten Land Use
persons, and that require a discretionary permit, to comply with
County transportation demand management programs.
C-IMX6. Transportation Demand Management. Amend the L<|)ng Range zoning .
Zoning Regulations to include criteria for the development and Planning Regulations
implementation of transportation demand management 2to 5 years
programs as required by this Plan.
Mitigation Measure 3.5.3.2.a. Add the following implementation
measure and policy to the Circulation Element that establishes a
Chapter 4 Mitigation and Monitoring Program Page 4- 16
GPU Adoption October 23, 2017 Page 339



Humboldt County General Plan Final EIR

TABLE IV-1 MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Party Compliance Verification
Responsible Implementation

for Method and
Mitigation Measure Implementation Timing Initials Date Comments

multi-faceted program to lessen impacts relating to traffic
congestion:

C-IMX7. Congestion Relief Planning and Implementation Public Works Project Review
Program. The County shall utilize the best available traffic Land Use and
information, including the Humboldt County Travel Demand Transportation
Model, other models and plans, and transportation impact Board of Planning
analyses to identify roads that are currently capacity Supervisors
constrained or projected to become capacity constrained at

some point as a result of General Plan implementation, and

shall work cooperatively with HCAOG, Caltrans, applicable

cities, HTA, or other agencies to implement a coordinated traffic
management strategy to plan and prioritize transportation

demand measures and roadway improvements to reduce

roadway congestion along such roadways.

Ongoing

The County shall use state and federal transportation
improvement funds available directly to the County or through
HCAOG, other grant funds, project related exactions, other
available County funds, and impact fees to fund congestion
relief improvements.

The following steps shall be taken to address specific capacity
limitations:

A. Monitor vehicle trips and other modes of travel at regular
intervals.

B. Solicit public involvement in transportation improvement
planning prior to implementing any improvements.

C. Identify transportation demand management measures
that could be applied to the areas served by the specific
roadway(s) to reduce peak-hour vehicle trips and
congestion, such as:

1. Coordinate with school districts to expand school bus
operations, create a “walking school bus” program,
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create programs for shared rides to school, or other
programs to reduce school-related vehicle trips;

2. Coordinate with transit providers to identify strategies to
improve and expand bus service and encourage
ridership;

3. Coordinate with businesses served by the roadway(s)
and encourage the use of appropriate transportation
demand measures to reduce employee-related vehicle
trips;

4. Identify bicycle and pedestrian enhancements that
improve the ability of motorists to shift short trips to non-
motorized modes.

D. Use the following roadway and intersection improvements,
as appropriate, in combination with “E” below, to
accommodate additional traffic volumes while providing a
safe multi-modal circulation system:

Public education

Sighage

Stop signs

Traffic signals or roundabouts

Traffic signal timing changes and signal coordination

Striped turn-lanes

Turn movement prohibitions

Bulb-outs and chicanes

Change stop sign location of two-way stop signs at

four-way intersections to reduce unwarranted stops on

parallel alternative routes

10. Develop parallel routes or make parallel routes into
couplets

©CoOoNoOO~LDE

E. Implement the following measures in a stepwise manner to
provide additional vehicle capacity on existing two-lane
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roads:

1. Within the existing curbs, provide a two-way left turn
lane (2WLTL), two travel lanes, and up to two parking
lanes when space permits — provides a capacity of up
to 16,000 vehicles per day.

2. Provide 2WLTL, two travel lanes, two bike lanes, and up
to two parking lanes when space permits (usually a
parking lane needs to be removed to add bike lanes) -
provides a capacity of up to 16,000 vpd.

3. Identify parallel alternate routes with available traffic
capacity to which some of the excess traffic can be
diverted and utilize intersection improvements listed in
“D” above to encourage drivers to divert to identified
alternate routes.

F. If transportation demand management measures and
capacity improvements located within the existing two-lane
cross-section have been demonstrated to be inadequate:
1. Consider accepting a lower level of service;

2. Within the existing curbs, provide four lanes consisting of
two travel lanes and no parking - provides a capacity
of up to 20,000 vpd. Note: Although a four-lane
undivided roadway section provides more capacity
than two lanes and one 2WLTL, the section with a 2WLTL
is considered safer.

a. Within the existing curbs, same as above but with
a.m. and p.m. peak hour left turn prohibitions into
driveways and side streets - provides a capacity of
up to 22,000 vpd.

b. Within the existing curbs, same as above but with
a.m. and p.m. peak hour left turn prohibitions into
driveways and side streets; widen curbs to provide
left turn pockets at key intersections — provides a
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capacity of 24,500.
3. Consider widening the curbs to provide additional
travel lanes, bike lanes, 2WLTL, medians, parking lanes,
and sidewalks, all as needed to meet demands.

C-Px. Countywide Traffic Impact Fee Program. In coordination 232;?\/?;25 Plan or Study

with the cities within the County, shall develop and implement a 1 year from

countywide traffic impact fee program that addresses impacts . GPU Adoption

on major roads resulting from development in cities and Public Works

unincorporated areas. Adopt this fee within one year of the Land Use

adoption of the General Plan Update. A traffic impact fee is

currently being evaluated for the Greater Eureka Area,

encompassing the Eureka urbanized area.
Mitigation Measure 3.5.3.2.c. Modify Policy C-P17 to demonstrate Public Works C-IM5
support for the implementation of Caltrans U.S. 101 Eureka-Arcata
Corridor Improvement Project, in a manner consistent with the Board of Core County
General Plan Update. Supervisors Service

C-P17. Highway Improvements. Encourage state and federal S years

highway improvements that promote safety and connectivity

for all users, especially for communities with highway arterials.

The County supports a strategy for safety and operational

improvements to the U.S. Highway 101 Safety Corridor that is

implemented in a manner consistent with the General Plan.
Mitigation Measure 3.5.3.2.d. A Circulation Element policy shall be Board of Core County
added to direct the County to participate in joint planning for the Supervisors Services
Broadway corridor: )

. Ongoing

C-Px, U.S. 101/Broadway Corridor. The County shall participate Public Works

in joint planning for capacity improvements relating to the U.S.

101/Broadway corridor with HCAOG, Caltrans, and the City of

Eureka.
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UTILITIES AND SERVICES SYSTEMS

Mitigation 3.3.3.2.a. The following implementation measure shall be
added to the Water Resources Element to ensure that water supply
and availabillity is fully characterized within each watershed where

such information is not adequately known:

WR-IMx. Water Supply Evaluation and Monitoring. Conduct
watershed level evaluations within two years after the adoption of
the General Plan Update to determine-the ensure sufficient long
term surface and groundwater supply, including seasonal, average,
dry year, and multiple dry year supplies, and beneficial uses of
walter to-determine an estimate of the quantity of water will be
available for the level of future development described in the
Revised Draft EIR for the GPU. Work with water and wastewater
related special districts, regulators, and other appropriate
organizations to monitor watershed conditions.

Long Range
Planning

Study

Within 2 years
of GPU
adoption
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