AGENDA ITEM NO.

-
COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT
For the meeting of: September 5, 2017
Date: July 31, 2017
To: Board of Supervisors
From: John H. Ford, Director, Planning and Building Department
Subject: Pimentel General Plan Amendment, Zone Reclassification and Parcel Map
Subdivision

Application Number 13422

Case Numbers GPA-17-003, ZR-17-003, PMS-17-002
Assessor Parcel Number 511-501-012

2746 Elizabeth Road, McKinleyville area

RECOMMENDATIONS:

That the Board of Supervisors:
1. Introduce Ordinance No. 2§ 77 (Attachment B) by title and waive further reading.

2. Open the public hearing and receive the staff report and public testimony.

[FS]

Close the public hearing and deliberate.

4. Make the necessary findings to approve the Variance to Humboldt County Code Section
333-4 (Airport Approach Zone Building Height Regulations - Height Limits) consistent

with the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan. and adopt Resolution No. (Attachment
A-2).
oy
Prepared by CAO Approval -
Trevor Estlow, Senior Planner
REVIEW: FI/
Auditor County Counsel / Personnel Risk Manager Other
TYPE OF ITEM: cc: Appjicant: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS. COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT
Consent Jeff Pimentel Upon motion of Supervisor S ?
Departmental 2414 Hawks View Court Seconded by Supervisor SJ;- E_“, 4”'_'.,,TJ ON S UMMARY
Public Hearing MecKinleyville. CA 95519 And unanimously carriea by those members present,
Other The Board hereby adopts the recommended action
Owner: contained in this report.

Tony Pimentel
PREVIOUS ACTION/REFERRAL: 2746 Elizabeth Road
MecKinleyville, CA 95519 Dated: _ .
Board Order No. Kathy Hayes., ®lerk of the Board

Meeting of: By:



5. «Adoptthe Mitigated Negative Declaration and find that there is no substantial evidence that
the proposed project will have a significant effect on the environment.

6. Make the necessary findings to approve the General Plan Amendment and adopt
Resolution No. | 2~&Z(Attachment A-1), approving the amendment to the McKinleyville
Community Plan (MCCP) land use map. by amending property in the McKinleyville area
(GPA-17-003, Pimentel) from Agricultural Rural with a density of one unit per ten acres
(AR10) to Agricultural Rural with a density of one unit per five acres (ARS).

7.  Make the necessary findings for approving the proposed Zone Reclassification and adopt
Ordinance 257%. (Attachment B) amending Section 311-7 of the Humboldt County Code
by reclassifying property in the McKinleyville area (ZR-17-003, Pimentel) from
Agriculture General with a ten-acre minimum parcel size and combining zone for
Streamside Management Areas and Wetlands (AG-B-5(10)-WR) to Agriculture General
with a five-acre minimum parcel size and combining zone for Streamside Management
Areas and Wetlands (AG-B-5(5)-WR).

8.  Direct the Planning Division Staff to prepare and file a Notice of Determination with the
County Clerk and Office of Planning and Research.

9.  Direct the Clerk of the Board to give notice of the decision to the applicant, the County

Assessor’s Office and any other interested party. and to pubhsh summ of the
Ordinance (Attachment C) within 15 days after adoption by the
Board.

SOURCE OF FUNDING:

The applicant is responsible for all costs associated with the processing of the project. Applicant
fees are deposited into Planning and Building Department Current Planning Revenue Account
1100-277-608000.

DISCUSSION:

The project before the Board is a General Plan Amendment from AR10 to ARS, and an
associated Zone Reclassification from AG-B-5(10)-WR to AG-5-5(5)-WR, and a variance to
County Code Section 333-4. The amendments affect approximately 15 acres in the
McKinleyville area, approximately 1,000 feet from the intersection of Murray Road and
Elizabeth Road. The property is accessed via Elizabeth Road. a private road with a 50-foot right
of way. The amendments would facilitate the subdivision of Assessor Parcel Number 511-501-
012 which would divide the 15 acre parcel into two parcels.

The Board has already “straw-voted” a change to Rural Residential Agriculture with a density of
one unit per 5 to 20 acres (RA5-20) which is consistent with the AR5 designation. The Humboldt
County Planning Commission considered the proposal and the project was approved under
consent at their meeting on June 1, 2017.

Summary



The applicant is proposing a General Plan Amendment to change the density of the plan
designation from Agricultural Rural with a density of one unit per ten acres (AR10) to
Agricultural Rural with a density of one dwelling unit per five acres (ARS5), and an associated
Zone Reclassification from Agriculture General with a ten-acre minimum parcel size and
combining zone for Streamside Management Areas and Wetlands (AG-B-5(10)-WR) to
Agriculture General with a five-acre minimum parcel size and combining zone for Strearnside
Management Areas and Wetlands (AG-B-5(5)). The change in the land use and zoning will
facilitate the subdivision of an approximately 15-acre into two parcels of approximately 5 and 10
acres in size. Proposed Parcel 1 will be approximately 5 acres in size and is developed with an
existing well. Proposed Parcel 2 will be approximately 10 acres in size and is currently
developed with a single family residence on-site sewage disposal system and utilizes the existing’
well located within the boundaries of proposed Parcel 1. The variance would allow the
construction of structures within the airspace defined in County Code Section 333-1 et seq.

General Plan Amendment

The General Plan Amendment proposes to change the designation of approximately 15 acres of
land planned AR10 to ARS. This will be consistent with the corresponding zoning designation
proposed (AG-B-5(5)-WR). The parcel is within a larger area (approximately 840 acres)
proposed to be changed from AR10 to Rural Residential Agriculture with a density of one
dwelling unit per 5 — 20 acres (RAS5-20) under the General Plan Update (GPU). The proposed
general plan designation of AR5 will be consistent with the proposed plan designation of RAS5-
20 under the GPU. Because the Board of Supervisors has “straw-voted” this change, a General
Plan Petition was not required for this amendment request.

Additionally, the amendment is necessary because base informatien or physical conditions have
changed. Historically, property owners in this area have been subdividing 20-acre parcels into
parcels of 5 and 15 acres utilizing Lot Size Modification with the expectation of the General Plan
designation changing in the future. The amendment is also necessary to maintain established uses
otherwise consistent with a comprehensive view of the plan. In order to allow for subdivision,
the amendment is necessary.

Zone Reclassification

The Zone Reclassification proposes to reclassify the property from Agriculture General with a
ten-acre minimum parcel size and combining zone for Streamside Management Areas and
Wetlands (AG-B-5(10)-WR) to Agriculture General with a five-acre minimum parcel size and
combining zone for Streamside Management Areas and Wetlands (AG-B-5(5)-WR).

The rezone is in the public interest and is consistent with General Plan policies. The rezone
facilitates the subdivision into two parcels of approximately 5 and 10 acres each. The change to
the minimum parcel size allowed under zoning is the driver of the amendment request. If the
applicant were to wait for the GPU to change the plan density (from AR10 to RA5-20) there
would still be the need for a follow-up zone reclassification before the land could be subdivided.
Were the GPU.to be finalized before this.amendment is considered and adopted, the zone.
reclassification would still be in position to be finalized allowing for the subdivision to proceed.

Both parcels will be served by Elizabeth Road (a private road with a 50 foot right of way) off of
Murray Road (a County maintained road). The project site is located approximately 1,000 feet
from the intersection of Elizabeth Road and Murray Road.



Variance

This project is not compliant with County Code Section 333-4 (Airport Approach Zone Building
Height Regulations - Height Limits) and seeks to obtain a variance pursuant to County Code
Section 333-8 to allow the construction of structures up to 35 feet in height. Thirty-five feet is
the maximum height of a structure permitted by County Code Section 314-7.2. In this area, the
existing terrain penetrates the airspace surfaces defined in County Code for the California
Redwood Coast - Humboldt County Airport (ACV). Therefore development on the subject
property and surrounding properties require variances. For the subject property, the land is
shielded by an adjacent landform that is closer o the airport; and the subject property contains
trees that are taller than the proposed structure(s).

The proposed building site of the subject parcels is approximately 480 feet, which extends about
107 feet above the Horizontal Surface of ACV. Most existing residential development along
private roads in close proximity to Elizabeth Road including David Road, Libby Lane and Arthur
Lane are not compliant with County Code Section 333-4.

Enforcement of the regulation would result in an unnecessary hardship, and the relief granted
would not be contrary to the public interest. The Department of Public Works has reviewed the
request and can support the request as submitted.

In addition, the Department also recommends that your Board consider an alternative that would
create a blanket variance for all properties in this location. This is further discussed in the
alternatives section and in Attachment A-3.

Required Findings

To approve the project, the Board of Supervisors must determine that the applicants have
submitted evidence in support of making all of the following required findings.

Required Findings for General Plan Amendment

Per Sections 65358 and 65359 of the California Government Code, the General Plan may be

amended if the following findings are made:

1. The amendment is in the public interest; and
2. The amendment is consistent with the County General Plan.

Per Section 312-50.3 of the Humboldt County Code Zoning Regulations, Required Findings for All

Amendments, amendments may be approved only if the following findings are made:

1. The amendment is in the public interest;
2. The amendment is consistent with the County General Plan; and

3. The amendment does not reduce the residential density for-any-parcel below that utilized by
the Department of Housing and Community Development in determining compliance with

housing element law.

Planning Commission Recommendation: Based on the information contained in the Planning
Commission staff report (Attachment D), the Planning Commission recommended that the



required findings be made and the proposed General Plan Amendment, Zone Reclassification
and Subdivision be approved. Specifically, the Planning Commission found:

o The General Plan Amendment, Zone Reclassification and Parcel Map Subdivision is
in the public interest, and is consistent with a comprehensive view of the General
Plan; and ‘

o There is no evidence that the project will have any potentially significant adverse
effect, either individually or cumulatively, on the environment; and that a Negative
Declaration of environmental impact as required by Section 15074(b) of the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines was adopted by the
Planning Commission; and

» The findings necessary for approval of the project can be made as indicated in the
Planning Commission staf{f report.

Staff Recommendation .

Planning staff supports the project because the required {findings can be made. Both the General
Plan Amendment and Zone Reclassification are in the public interest; the amendments reflect the
change from public to private property ownership and are consistent with surrounding land use
and would facilitate residential development that would contribute to meeting the housing needs
in the County. The amendments, as supported by planning staff, are consistent with Plan policies
and with the development capabilities of the property.

Based on the on site inspection, a review of Planning Division reference sources and comments
from all involved referral agencies, Planning staff believes that the applicant has submitted
evidence in support of making all of the required findings for approving the project. The
Humboldt County Planning Commission concurred at their meeting of June 1, 2017 when they
adopted Resolution No. 17-23 (Attachment E) unanimously recommending approval of the
project.

FINANCIAL IMPACT:

There will be no impact on the General Fund. The applicant is responsible for paying all actual
costs involved in the processing of the application. This payment is typical for all individually-
initiated plan amendment and zone reclassification applications. This action is consistent with

the Board’s Strategic Framework through the Board’s priorities to retain existing and facilitate
new living wage private sector jobs and housing.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT:

The Department has referred the proposed General Plan Amendment, Zone Reclassification and
Subdivision to numerous agencies for comments and recommendations. All responding agencies
have either recommended approval or conditional approval of the project. In addition, pursuant
to SB 18 (California Government Code Section 65352.3), notice was sent on February 9, 2017 to
potentially affected tribes to-request consultation regarding the proposed-General Plan
Amendment. The Blue Lake Rancheria accepted consultation and recommended that an
archaeological survey be conducted on the property. A survey was completed and found that no
significant archacological or historic period cultural resources exist in the limits of the project
area. It was recommended that the standard condition of approval regarding inadvertent



discovery be included in the project. The Blue Lake Rancheria concurred with the inadvertent
discovery language which concluded their consultation with the County.

ALTERNATIVES TO STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:

1. Your Board may choose not to approve the project. Staff does not recommend this
alternative. Staff believes that satisfactory evidence has been provided in the project
record to support making the required findings.

2. As an alternate to the variance, your Board may choose to expand the variance to include
all properties within area shown below and allow the construction of structures to not
exceed 35 feet in height. This will eliminate need to bring individual projects to your
Board for consideration on a case by case basis. This is shown in Attachment A-3.
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ATTACHMENTS:

NOTE: The attachments supporting this report have been provided to the Board of Supervisors;
copies are available for review in the Clerk of the Board’s Office.

Attachment A-1: RESOLUTION TO MAKE THE REQUIRED FINDINGS FOR
CERTIFYING COMPLIANCE WITH THE CALIFORNIA
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT AND RECOMMENDING
APPROVAL OF THE PIMENTEL APPLICATION: CASE
NUMBERS GPA-17-003, ZR-17-003, PMS-17-002; ASSESSOR
PARCEL NUMBER 511-501-012-000

Attachment A-2: RESOLUTION TO APPROVE A VARIANCE PURSUANT TO
COUNTY CODE SECTION 333-8 THAT WOULD ALLOW
CONSTRUCTION OF STRUCTURE(S) WITHIN THE AIR
SPACE SURFACES OF THE CALIFORNIA REDWOOD
COAST HUMBOLDT COUNTY AIRPORT (ACV) DEFINED IN
COUNTY CODE SECTION 333-1 ET SEQ FOR ASSESSOR
PARCEL NUMBER 511-501-012-000

Attachment A-3: RESOLUTION TO APPROVE A VARIANCE PURSUANT TO
COUNTY CODE SECTION 333-8 THAT WOULD ALLOW
CONSTRUCTION OF STRUCTURE(S) WITHIN THE AIR
SPACE SURFACES OF THE CALIFORNIA REDWOOD
COAST HUMBOLDT COUNTY AIRPORT (ACYV) DEFINED IN
COUNTY CODE SECTION 333-1 ET SEQ.

Attachment B: Ordinance No.25%72 Exhibit A (map), Exhibit B (legal description)
Exhibit A: Map
Exhibit B: Legal Description



Attachment C:  Pre- and Post-Adoption Summaries of Ordinance
Exhibit A: Map

Attachment D:  Copy of Planning Commission Staff Report for June 1, 2017

Attachment E:  Planning Commission Resolution No. 17-23



ATTACHMENT A-1

Resolution No. |3 -7



BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Certified copy of portion of proceedings, Meeting of September 5, 2017

RESOLUTION NO. 17-72

RESOLUTION TO MAKE THE REQUIRED FINDINGS FOR CERTIFYING COMPLIANCE
WITH THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT AND RECOMMENDING
APPROVAL OF THE PIMENTEL APPLICATION: CASE NUMBERS GPA-17-003,
ZR-17-003, PMS-17-002; ASSESSOR PARCEL NUMBER 511-501-012-000

WHEREAS, State law provides for local governments to amend their General Plans up to four
(4) times per year; and

WHEREAS, Jeffrey Pimentel, submitted an application and evidence in support of approving
the General Plan Amendment and Zone Reclassification application along with an associated Parcel
Map Subdivision; and

WHEREAS, the proposed General Plan Amendment and Zone Reclassification; that is, to
change the density of the plan designation from Agricultural Rural with a density of one unit per ten
acres (AR10) to Agricultural Rural with a density of one dwelling unit per five acres (AR5), and an
associated Zone Reclassification from Agriculture General with a ten-acre minimum parcel size and
combining zone for Streamside Management Areas and Wetlands (AG-B-5(10)-WR) to Agriculture
General with a five-acre minimum parcel size and combining zone for Streamside Management Areas
and Wetlands (AG-B-5(5)-WR), may be approved if it can be found that: (1) The proposed change is
in the public interest; (2) The proposed change is consistent with a comprehensive view of the General
Plan; and (3) The amendment does not reduce the residential density for any parcel below that utilized
by the Department of Housing and Community Development in determmmg compliance with housing..
element law; and

WHEREAS, the proposed subdivision will divide an existing 15 acre parcel into two parcels of
10 acres and 5 acres; and

WHEREAS, the County Planning Division reviewed the submitted application and evidence
and has referred the application and evidence to reviewing agencies for site inspections, comments and
recommendations; and

WHEREAS, the project is subject to environmental review pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); and

WHEREAS, County Planning Division prepared a Mitigated Negative Declaration; and

WHEREAS, Attachment 2 in the Planning Division staff report includes evidence in support
of making all of the required findings for approving the proposed General Plan Amendment, Zone
Reclassification, Parcel Map Subdivision application for Case Nos.: GPA-17-003, ZR-17-003,
PMS-17-0P2; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has reviewed and considered said reports and other
written evidence and testimony presented to the Commission, and
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Certified copy of portion of proceedings, Meeting of September 5, 2017

RESOLUTION NO. 17-72

receive

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on June 1, 2017 on this matter to
other evidence and testimony; and

WHEREAS, at their June 1, 2017 meeting, the Planning Commission resolved, determined,

and ordered that the following findings be and are hereby made:

1.

Dated:

The Planning Commission found that, based on the evidence presented in the staff report, there
is no substantial evidence that the proposed project will have a significant effect on the
environment; and

The findings in Attachment 2 of the Planning Commission staff report for Case Nos.: GPA-17-
003, ZR-17-003, PMS-17-002 support approval of the project based on the submitted evidence.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AS FOLLOWS:

. The Board of Supervisors finds the project is subject to environmental review under the

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and finds that there is no substantial evidence
that the proposed project will have a significant effect of the environment; and

The Board of Supervisors makes the findings for Case Nos.: GPA-17-003, ZR-17-003, PMS-
17-002 based on the submitted evidence; and

The Board of Supervisors approves the General Plan Amendment, Zone Reclassification,
Parcel Map Subdivision as recommended by the Planning Commission at their June 1, 2017
meeting for Case Nos.: GPA-17-003, ZR-17-003, PMS-17-002, subject to the recommended
conditions of approval.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Humboldt County Board of Supervisors that:

. The General Plan designation for the subject property in the McKinleyville Community Plan be

amended from Agricultural Rural with a density of one unit per ten acres (AR10) to
Agricultural Rural with a density of one dwelling unit per five acres (ARS); and

The Zone District for the subject property be amended from Agriculture General with a ten-
acre minimum parcel size and combining zone for Streamside Management Areas and
Wetlands (AG-B-5(10)-WR) to Agriculture General with a five-acre minimum parcel size and
combining zone for Streamside Management Areas and Wetlands (AG-B-5(5)-WR).

September 5, 2017 \) Az d e Q)Ln,,
VIRGINIA BASS, Chair
Humboldt County Board of Supervisors

Adopted on motion by Supervisor Sundberg, seconded by Supervisor Fennell, and the following vote:

AYES:

Supervisors  Sundberg, Fennell, Bass, Bohn, Wilson

NAYS: Supervisors  --
ABSENT: Supervisors -
ABSTAIN:  Supervisors --
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Certified copy of portion of proceedings, Meeting of September 5, 2017

RESOLUTION NO. 17-72

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
County of Humboldt )

I, KATHY HAYES, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, County of Humboldt, State of California, do
hereby certify the foregoing to be an original made in the above-entitled matter by said Board of
Supervisors at a meeting held in Eureka, California.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my
hand and affixed the Seal of said Board of
Supervisors.

Lo fatuttl

By ANA HARTWELL
Deputy Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the
County of Humboldt, State of California
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Resolution No.



BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Certified copy of portion of proceedings, Meeting on

RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION TO APPROVE A VARIANCE PURSUANT TO COUNTY CODE
SECTION 333-8 THAT WOULD ALLOW CONSTRUCTION OF STRUCTURE(S)
WITHIN THE AIR SPACE SURFACES OF THE CALIFORNIA REDWOOD COAST
HUMBOLDT COUNTY AIRPORT (ACV) DEFINED IN COUNTY CODE SECTION -
333-1 ET SEQ FOR ASSESSOR PARCEL NUMBER 511-501-012-000

WHEREAS, County Code Section 333-4 prohibits the construction of structures the penetrate
the air space surfaces defined in County Code 333-1 et seq.; and

WHEREAS, County Code Section 333-8 sets for a process in which a variance can be approved
to allow for the construction of structures that penetrate the air space surfaces defined in County
Code 333-1 et seq.; and

WHEREAS, Assessor Parce]l Number 511-501-012 and -surrounding properties are located on
terrain that.penetrates the air space surfaces of the California Redwood Coast Humboldt County
Airport as defined in County Code 333-1 et seq.; and

WHEREAS, Assessor Parcel Number 511-501-012 cannot be developed without the approval of
a variance; and

WHEREAS, Jeffrey Pimentel, submitted a request for a variance to allow development of
structures on APN 511-501-012; and

WHEREAS, the variance would allow structures to be built to the maximum height allowed
under County Code Section 314-7.2, being thirty-five (35) feet; and

WHEREA'S, the Planning Commission on June 1, 2017 recommended that the Board of
Supervisors approve a variance pursuant to County Code Section 333-8; and

WHEREAS, the proposed variance will not adversely affect air traffic at the California Redwood
Coast Humboldt County Atirport; and

WHEREAS, the proposed variance shall be allowed where a literal application or enforcement of
County Code 333-1 et seq. would result in practical difficulty or unnecessary hardship, and the
relief granted would not be contrary to the public interest but would do substantial justice and
would be in accordance with the spirit of this chapter; provided, however, that any variance may
be subject to such reasonable conditions and restrictions as the Board of Supervisors may deem
necessary. '

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AS FOLLOWS:

1. The Board of Supervisors finds that the proposed variance will not adversely affect air
traffic at the California Redwood Coast Humboldt County Airport; and



BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Certified copy of portion of proceedings, Meeting on

2. The Board of Supervisors finds that the proposed variance is allowed because a literal
application or enforcement of County Code 333-1 et seq. would result in practical difficulty or
unnecessary hardship, and the relief granted is not contrary to the public interest but would do
substantial justice and would be in accordance with the spirit of this chapter; provided, however,
that any variance may be subject to such reasonable conditions and restrictions as the Board of
Supervisors may deem necessary.

Chair, Board of Supervisors

Adopted on motion by Supervisor , seconded by Supervisor and the following
vote:

AYES: " Supervisors—-

NOES: Supervisors--

ABSENT: Supervisors--
"ABSTAIN:  Supervisors--

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
) ss.
County of Humboldt )

I, KATHY HAYES, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, County of Humboldt, State of California,
do hereby certify the foregoing to be a full, true and correct copy of the original made in the
above-entitled matter by said Board of Supervisors at a meeting held in Eureka, California as the
same now appears of record in my office.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto
set my hand and affixed the Seal of
said Board of Supervisors

KATHY HAYES
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of

the County of Humboldt, State of
California

By




ATTACHMENT A-3
Resolution No. |Z"?’,3

Note: This is the resolution associated with Alternative No. 2



BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Certified copy of portion of proceedings, Meeting of September 5, 2017

RESOLUTION NO. 17-73

RESOLUTION TO APPROVE A VARIANCE PURSUANT TO COUNTY CODE SECTION
333-8 THAT WOULD ALLOW CONSTRUCTION OF STRUCTURE(S) WITHIN THE AIR
SPACE SURFACES OF THE CALIFORNIA REDWOOD COAST HUMBOLDT COUNTY
AIRPORT (ACV) DEFINED IN COUNTY CODE SECTION 333-1 ET SEQ.

WHEREAS, County Code Section 333-4 prohibits the construction of structures the penetrate
the air space surfaces defined in County Code 333-1 ef seq.; and

WHEREAS, County Code Section 333-8 sets for a process in which a variance can be
approved to allow for the construction of structures that penetrate the air space surfaces defined in
County Code 333-1 ef seq.; and

WHEREAS, the area shown in Exhibit "A" are located on terrain that penetrates the air space
surfaces of the California Redwood Coast Humboldt County Airport as defined in County Code 333-1
et seq.; and

WHEREAS, the area shown in Exhibit "A" cannot be developed without the approval of a
variance; and

WHEREAS, the variance would allow structures to be built to the maximum height allowed
under County Code Section 314-7.2, being thirty-five (35) feet; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission on June 1, 2017 recommended that the Board of
Supervisors approve a variance pursuant to County Code Section 333-8; and

WHEREAS, the proposed variance will not adversely affect air traffic at the California
Redwood Coast Humboldt County Airport; and

WHEREAS, the proposed variance shall be allowed where a literal application or enforcement
of County Code 333-1 ef seq. would result in practical difficulty or unnecessary hardship, and the relief
granted would not be contrary to the public interest but would do substantial justice and would be in
accordance with the spirit of this chapter; provided, however, that any variance may be subject to such
reasonable conditions and restrictions as the Board of Supervisors may deem necessary.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AS FOLLOWS:

1. The Board of Supervisors finds that the proposed variance will not adversely affect air traffic at
the California Redwood Coast Humboldt County Airport; and

2. The Board of Supervisors finds that the proposed variance is allowed because a literal
application or enforcement of County Code 333-1 et seq. would result in practical difficulty or
unnecessary hardship, and the relief granted is not contrary to the public interest but would do
substantial justice and would be in accordance with the spirit of this chapter; provided,
however, that any variance may be subject to such reasonable conditions and restrictions as the
Board of Supervisors may deem necessary.

3. The Board of Supervisors approves the variance as recommended by the Planning Commission
at their June 1, 2017 meeting.

Dated: September 5, 2017 kv) Wi s Do
VIRGINYA BASS, Chair

Humboldt County Board of Supervisors
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Certified copy of portion of proceedings, Meeting of September 5, 2017

RESOLUTION NO. 17-73

Adopted on motion by Supervisor Sundberg, seconded by Supervisor Fennell, and the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors  Sundberg, Fennell, Bass, Bohn, Wilson
NAYS: Supervisors -
ABSENT: Supervisors -
ABSTAIN:  Supervisors --

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
County of Humboldt )

I, KATHY HAYES, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, County of Humboldt, State of California, do
hereby certify the foregoing to be an original made in the above-entitled matter by said Board of
Supervisors at a meeting held in Eureka, California.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my
hand and affixed the Seal of said Board of
Supervisors.

L A

By ANA HARTWELL
Deputy Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the
County of Humboldt, State of California
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Certified copy of portion of proceedings, Meeting on Se Iz& S, 40137

Exhibit "A"
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Certified copy of portion of proceedings, Meeting on S&FL. 5 2011
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ATTACHMENT B

Ordinance ’\Io 2577 Amending Section 311-7 of the Humboldt County Code by Rezoning Property in
the McKinleyville Area

Exhibit A: Map
Exhibit B:  Legal Description



BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Certified copy of portion of proceedings, Meeting of September 5, 2017

ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 311-7 OF THE HUMBOLDT COUNTY CODE BY
REZONING PROPERTY IN THE McKINLEYVILLE AREA [ZR-17-003 (Pimentel)]

ORDINANCE NO. 2577
The Board of Supervisors of the County of Humboldt ordains as follows:

SECTION 1. ZONE AMENDMENT. Section 311-7 of the Humboldt County Code is hereby
amended by rezoning lands in the McKinleyville area out of Agriculture General with a ten-acre minimum
parcel size and combining zone for Streamside Management Areas and Wetlands (AG-B-5(10)-WR) to
Agriculture General with a five-acre minimum parcel size (AG-.B-5(5)-WR). The area described is also
shown on the Humboldt County zoning maps for the McKinleyville area and on the map attached as
Exhibit A.

SECTION 2. EFFECTIVE DATE. This ordinance shall become effective thirty (30) days after the
date of its passage.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 5" day of September, 2017 on the following vote,

to wit:
AYES: Supervisors  Sundberg, Fennell, Bass, Bohn, Wilson
NOES: Supervisors -

ABSENT: Supervisors -

u - . —

AN Y D2

Virginia Bass, Chair

Board of Supervisors of the County of Humboldt,
State of California

(SEAL)

ATTEST:

Kathy Hayes, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
of the County of Humboldt, State of California

By:
Ana Hartwell, Deputy
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EXHIBIT A

Project area to be rezoned
from AG-B-5(10)-WR to

AG-B-5(5}-WR

4 AG-B-5(10}-AP

AG-B-5{10}




EXHIBIT B
Legal Description
All that real property situated in the County of Humboldt, State of California, described as follows:

Parcel 2, as shown on the certain Parcel Map No. 3321, filed in the Office of the County Recorder of
Humboldt County. State of California, on July 8, 2004, in Book 31 of Maps, Page 126.



. ATTACHMENT C

Summaries of Ordinance

Exhibit A: Map



PRE-ADOPTION SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE
(For publication prior to adoption)

On September 5, 2017, the Humboldt County Board of Supervisors adopted Ordinance No. ,
which amends the zoning of property in the McKinleyville area as shown on the above map marked Exhibit
A, by rezoning l'ands in the McKinleyville area out of Agriculture General with a ten-acre minimum parcel
size and combining zone for Streamside Management Areas and Wetlands (AG-B-5(10)-WR) to
Agriculture Genferal with a five-acre minimum parcel size and combining zone for Streamside Management
Areas and Wetlands (AG-B-5(5)-WR). The new zone will become effective thirty (30) days after the date

of adoption.

A copy of the Ordinance is posted in the office of the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, 825 Fifth Street,
Eureka, California.



POST-ADOPTION SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE
(For publication after adoption)

On September 5, 2017, the Humboldt County Board of Supervisors adopted Ordinance No.
which amends the zoning of property in the McKinleyville area as shown on the above map marked Exhibit
A, by rezoning lands in the McKinleyville area out of Agriculture General with a ten-acre minimum parcel
size and combining zone for Streamside Management Areas and Wetlands (AG-B-5(10)-WR) to
Agriculture General with a five-acre minimum parcel size and combining zone for Streamside Management
Areas and Wetlands (AG-B-5(5)-WR). The new zone will become effective thirty (30) days after the date
of adoption. The names of the Supervisors voting for and against are as follows:

AYES: Supervisors:
NOES: Supervisors:
ABSENT: Supervisors:

A copy of the Ordinance is posted in the office of the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, 825 Fifth Street,
Eureka, California. ‘
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ATTACHMENT D

Copy of Planning Commission Staff Report for June 1, 2017



COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT
PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT
CURRENT PLANNING DIVISION

3015 H Street Eureka CA 95501
Phone: (707)445-7541 Fax: (707} 268-3792

Hearing Date: June 1, 2017

|

To: | Humboldt County Planning Commission

from: John H. Ford, Director of Planning and Building Deparimeni

Subject: | Jeffrey Pimentel General Plan Amendment, Zone Reclassification, Parcel
" Map Subdivision

' Application Number 13422
Case Numbers GPA-17-003, ZR-17-003, PMS-17-002
Assessor Parcel Number (APN) 511-501-012-000
2744 Elizabeth Road, McKinleyville area

Table of Contents Page
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Recommended Commission Action and Executive Summcry 3
Draft Planning Commission Resoluiion S
Maps ‘
Location Map 7
Zoning Map 8
Assessor Parcel Map 9
Aerial Photo Map 10
Land Use map 11
Project Proposal Map 83
Attachments
Attachment 1: Conditions of Approval i2
Exhibit A - Public Works Dept. Conditions 64
Attachment 2; Staff Analysis of Required Findings 18
Attachment 3: Applicant's Evidence Supporting the Findings 27
Ai’rochmenf 4: Draft Ordinance for Adoption by the Board of Supervisors 31
Aﬁochmen’f 5: Initial Study and Drait Mifigated Nego’rlve Declaration 32
Ah‘cnchment &: Referral Agency Comments 63

-Please contact Trevor Estlow at (707)-268-3740, or by email at testlow@co.humboldi.ca.us if you -
have any guestions about the scheduled public hearing item.



AGENDA ITEM TRANSMITTAL

Hearing Dale Sublect : Contact
June 1,2017 General Pian Amendment, Zone Reclassification and Trevor Estlow

Parcel Map Subdivision

Project: A General Plan Amendment and Zone Reclassification o facilitate the subdivision of an
approximately 15 acre parcel into fwo parcels of 10 and 5 acres. The General Plan designation is
proposed to change from Agricutiure Rural with o density of one unit per 10 acres [AR10} to
Agriculture Rural with a density of one unit per 5 acres {ARS). The Board of Supervisors has
already “siraw-voted" a change to Rural Residential Agriculture with a density of one unit per 5
to 20 acres (RA5-20) which is consistent with the AR5 designation. The zone classification is
proposed to change from Agricuitural Generat with a 10-acre minimum parcel size (AG-B-5(10}}
to Agriculture General with a 5-acre minimum parcel size (AG-5-5(3)). The parcel is curentily
developed with a single fomily residence and will be sited on proposed Parcel 2. Proposed
Parcel 1 will e vacant and suitable for residential development. The parcels are or will be
served with on-site water (shared well) and on-site wastewater ireatment systems. Pursuant {o
Section 333-8 of Humboldt Couniy Code, the applicant has requested a Variance fo aliow
development within the Horizontal Surface boundary area of the California Redwood Coast —

Humboldi County Airport [ACY).

Project Location: The project site is located in McKinleyville, on the west side of Elizabeth Road,
approximately 1,000 feet northwest of the interseciion of Elizabeth Rood and Muray Road, on
the property known as 2746 Elizabeth Road.

Present Pian Designation: Agricultural Rural {AR-Rural}. McKinleyville Community Plan {MCCP),
Slope Siability: Low Instability {1), Density: one dwelling per 10 acres.

Present Zoning: AGQB-S( 10}-WR, Agriculture General (AG). Special Building Site (8), Streamside’
Management Areas and Wetlands (WR).

Application Number: 13422
Case Numbers: GPA-17-003, ZR-17-003, PMS-17-002

Assessor Parcel Number: 511-501-012-000

Applicant - Owner(s)

Jeffrey Fimentel Tony Pimentel

2414 Hawks View Court 2746 Elizabeth Road
McKinleyville, CA 95512 McKinleyville, CA 95519

Environmental Review: Project requires environmental review.

Major Issues: None

State Appéal status: Project is not appealable to the California Coastal Commission.

GPA 17003 Pimentel 13422 June 1, 2017 Page 2



|
PIMEN'IFE]. GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT, ZONE RECLASSIFICATION, PARCEL MAP SUBDIVISION
Case Numbers GPA-17-003, ZR-17-003, PMS§-17-002 :

Assessor Parcel Number 511-501-012-000

Recommeénded Planning Commission Action

Descrilbe the application as a public hearing:

Allow staff to present the project:

Openthe public hearing: and

After rleceiving testimony, close the public.hearing dnd make ihe following motion io

cpprolve the application:

Make all éf the required findings for approval of the General Flan Amendment, Zone

Reclassification and Parcel Map Subdivision, bosed on evidence in the staff report and public

fesﬁmony.! and recormmend that the Board of Supervisors adopt the Mitigated Negative

Declaration and approve the Pimentel project subject to the recommended conditions.
1 . .

LN

Executive|5ummory: The applicant is proposing a General Pian Amendment to change the
density ofithe plan designation from Agricultural Rural with a density of one unit per fen acres
{AR10) to IAgn'culfurcl Rural with a density of one dwelling unit per five acres (AR5), and an
associated Zone Reclassification from Agriculture General with a ten-acre minimum parcel size
[{AG-B-5{10}) to Agriculiure General with a five-acre minimum parcel size (AG-B-5(5)). The porcel
also has o:combining. zone for Streamsidé Management Areas and Wetlands {WR} which will
rermain. Trje' change in the land use and Zone Reclassification fo facilitate the subdivision of an
approximg’rely 15-acre into two parcels of approximately 5 and 10 acres in size. Proposed Parcei
1 will be approximately 5 acres in size and is developed with an existing well. Proposed Parcel 2
will be approximately 10 acres in size and is currently developed with a single farnily residence
on-site sewage disposal system and utilizes the existing well located within the boundaries of

proposed Parcel 1.

General Plan Amendment

| .
The Gene:rcxl Plon’ Amendment proposes to change the designafion of appreximately 15 acres of
land planned AR10 to ARS. This will be consistent with the corresponding zoning designation
proposed {AG-B-5(5)). The parcel is within alarger area (opproximately 840 acres) proposed to
be changed from AR10 o Rural Residential Agriculture with a denisity of one dwelling unit per 5 -
20 acres [;RAS—QO) under the General Plan Update (GPU). Because the Board of Supervisors nas
“straw-voled” this change. o General Plan Petition was notrequired for this amendment request,

Additionally, the amendment is necessary because base information or physical conditions
have cho:nged. Historically, property owners in this area have been subdividing 20-acre parcels
into parcels of 5 and 15 acres uiilizing Lot Size Modification with the expectation of the Generadl
Plan designation changing in the future. The amendment is also necessary to maintain
esiablishéd uses otherwise consistent with a comprehensive view of the plan. In order to allow
for subdivision, the amendment is necessary.

fone Reclassification

The ione IReclc:ssiﬁcc:ﬁon proposes to reclassify the property from Agriculture General with a ten-
acre minimum parcel size {AG-B-5(10}) to Agriculture General with a five-acre minimum parcel
size [AG-?-S(S)). ‘

- The rezon;e is in the public interest and is consistent with General Plan policies. The rezone
facilitates the subdivision into two parcels of approxmately 5 and 10 acres eoch. The change to
the minimum parcel size allowed under zoning is the driver of the two amendment requests, If
the applicant were to wait for the GPU to change the plan density {from AR10 to AR5-20) there
would sfill be the need for a jollow-on zone reclassification before the land could be subdivided.

|
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Were the GPU 10 be finciized before this amendment is considered and adopted, the zone
reclassification would still be in position to-be findlized allowing fer the subdivision to proceed.

Both parcels will be served by Elizabeth Road (o private road with a 56 foot right of way) off of
Murray Road (a County maintained road}. The project site is located approximaiely 1,000 feet
from the intersection of Elizabeth Road and Murray Road. The Deparimeant of Public Works [DPW)
has provided subdivision requirements that are consistent with the Fresafe Ordinance. A
preliminary drainage study was not required for the subdivision given the large parcel sizes,
however, the Department of Public Works has made the submittal of a complete hydrologic
report and drainage plan and the comection of any drainage problems associated with the
subdivision o condition of approval.

The site is in an area of larger-lot rural development on the outskirts of McKinleyville. There are
predominantily similarly sized roral residential lots due to the absence of community services. The
parcel has varied topography with the headwaters of Duke Creek flowing through the
northeasterty comner. The geclogic hazards map for this area shows that all development
including buiiding sites. septic areas and road consiruction has a low instability rating. There are
nc mapped flood hazards on the property. .

Pursuant fo SB 18 [Cailifornia Government Code Section 65352.3), notice was sent on February 9,
2017 to potentially affected tribes to request consultation regarding the proposed General Plan
Amendment. Blue Lake Rancherio accepted consultation and recommended a cultural
resource study. The applicant retained the services of Williom Rich and Associates who prepared
a cultural resource study [February 2017}, The report found that no significant archaeologicai or
historic period culturalresources that, for the purposes of CEQA. would be considered an
historical resource exist in the limits of the project area. The local Tribal Historic Preservation
Officers {THPOs) were satisfied with the results of the survey and recommended no further study
or consuitation. Nonetheless, the standard condlition of approval regarding inadvertent
discovery has been included in the project. This is included as a mitigation measure in the
Mitigated Negative Declaration and on the Development Plan.

All responding referral agencies have recormmended approval or condifional approval of the
project, Project approval is conditioned upon meeting their requirements. The Department has
prepared and circulated a draft Mitigated Negative Declaration and has determined that the
project, as proposed, mitigated and conditioned, will not have a significant effect on the
environment, ‘

Based on the on-site inspection, a review of Planning Division reference sources, and comments
frem dil responding refemal agencies, Planning sioff has found that the project will not resuit in g
significant impact on the environment as proposed, and that the applicant has submitied
evidence in support of making all of the required findings for approving the proposed subdivision
per the Recommended Commission Action.

ALTERNATIVES: The Planning Commission could elect not to approve the project. This altemative
should be implemented if the Commission is-.unable 1o make all of the required findings. Planning
Division staff has found that the required findings can be made. Consequently, planning staff
does not recommend further consideration of this cliernative.
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RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION
OF THE COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT -
! Resoclution Number 17-

Case Numbers GPA-17-003, ZR-17-003, PMS-17-002
Assessor Parcel Number 511-501-012-000

Makes the required findings for cerlifying compliance with the California Environmental Quality
" Act and conditionally approves the Pimentel Generai Plan Amendment, Zone Reclassification
ond Parcel Map Subdivision.

WHEREAS, 'Jeffrey Plrmentel submitted an applicafion and evidence in support of approving a
General Plan Amendment from AR10 to AR5, a Zone Reclc:smﬁcahon from AG-B-5{10) to AG-B-
5(5) and c Parcel Map Subdivision; and

WHEREAS,Hhe proposed amendments may be approved if it can be found that: (1) The
proposed |change is in the public interest; {2) The proposed change is consistent with the
General Plc:n and {3} The amendment does not reduce the residential density for any parcel
below 1hcf utilizedt by the Department of Housing and Community Development in determining
comphcnce with housing element law; and

WHEREAS, the County Planning Division has reviewed the submitted opp]iccfion and evidence
and has referred the application and evidence to involved reviewing agencies for site
inspections, commenis and recommendations; ond

WHEREAS, the Planning Division, the Lead Department pursuant to Section 202 of Resolution No.
77-29, has;prepared a draft Mitigated Negative Declaration for the subject proposal in
accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); and

!
WHEREAS, the County Planning Department has prepared, posted for public review, and filed
with the Planning Cormmission reporis with evidence, findings. and conclusions showing that
evidence does exist in support of making the required findings for approving the project (Case
Nos.: GPA-17-003, ZR-17-003, FMS-17-002); and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has reviewed and &:on_sidered said reports and other written
evidence and tesfimony presented to the Commission; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on this matter to receive other
evidence'and testimony;

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved, determined, and ordered by the Humboldt County Planning
Commissién that the following findings be and are hereby made:

1. The Planning Commission finds that there is no substonhcl evidence that the proposed
proleci will have a significant eifect on the environment; and

|
2. The proposed General Plan Amendment and Zone Reclassification are in the public inferest:

3. The proposed General Plan Amendment and Zone Reclassification are consistent with the
Generol Flan;

4, ‘The amendment does noireduce the residential density for ony'p'arcei below that ulilized by
the Department of Housing and Community Development in determining compliance with
housing element law;

5. The Planning Commission makes the findings in Attachment 2 of the Planning Division stafi
report for Case Nos.: GPA-17-003, ZR-17-003, PMS-17-002 based on the submitted evidence;
and

GPA 17-00? Pirnentsl 13422 June 1,2017 Page 5



é. The Planning Commission approves the proposed project as recommended and
conditioned in the Plcnnmg Division Staff Report for Case Nos.: GPA-17-003, ZR-17-003, PMS-
17-002.

7. The Planning Commission has considered the variance.request pursuan‘r o H.C.C. Section
333-8 to penetrate the airspace of the California Redwood Coast - Humboldt County Airport
and the memorandum from the Depariment of Public Works and recommends that the
.Board of Supervisors grant the variance subject to such reascnable conditions and
restrictions as the Board may deem necessary.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Planning Commission recommends that the Board of Supervisors of
the County of Humboldt: .

1. Hold a public hearing in the manner prescribed by law.

2. Adopt the Mitigated Negative Declaration and necessary findings prepared by Planning
Staff. '

3. Approve the variance request pursuant to H.C.C. Section 333-8 to peneirate the dirspace of

the Cadlifornia Redwood Coast - Humboldt County Airport subject to such reasonable
conditions and resirictions as the Board may deem necessary.

4, Approve the General Plan Amendment, Zone Reclassification and Parcel Map Subdivision,

5. Adopt Resaiution ___ amending the McKinleyville Community Plan to chaonge the land use
designation of one parcel totaling approximately 15.acres in the McKinleyville area {GPA-17-
003] to Agriculiure Rural with a density of one dwelling unit per five acres (ARJ).

6. Adopt Ordinance No. amending Section 311-7 of the Humboldt County Code by
reclassifying approximately 15 acres in the McKinleyville area [ZR-17-003] into Agriculiure
General with a five acre minimum parcel size and combining zone for Streamside
Management Areas and Wetlands {AG-B-5({5}-WR).

7. Direct the Planning Staff to prepare and file a Nofice of Deteérmination with the Couniy Clerk
and Office of Planning and Research.

Adopted after review and consideration of all the evidence on June 1, 2017.

The motion was made by COMMISSIONER and second by COMMISSIONER and the following
ROLL CALL vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT;

Robert Mortis, Chair

_ 1. Suzanne Hegler, Clerk o the Planning Commlssaon of ihe County of Humboldi, do hereby = _
cemfy the foregoing to be a frue and correct record of the ‘action taken on the above entitled
matter by said Commission at a mesting held on ihe date noted above.

Suzanne lippre. Clerk

GPA 17-003 Pimentel 13422 June 1, 2017 ' Page 6
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Aftachmeni 1A

Recommended Conditions of Approval for the General Plan Amendment and Zone
Reclassification
Approval of the General Plan Amendment and Zone Reclgassification are conditioned on the
following terms and requirements that must be satisfied before the project can be scheduled for
action by the Board of Supervisors.

Conditions of Approval:

1, The applicant shall submit a legal description of the areas to be amended for review and
approval by the Couniy Land Surveyor. The applicable review fee (currenily $211) must
accompany the legal description. The legal description must be approved by the
County Land Surveyor prior to the project being scheduled for a decision by the Board of
Supervisors.
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|
|
AHtachment 18

H Recommended Conditions.of Approvai for the Porcel Map Subdivision
! y

Approval !of the fentative map is conditioned on the following terms and requirements which
must be satisfied before the parcel map may be recorded.

Cond'rﬂon? of Approval:

1.

All‘iaxes to which the propenty is subject shall be paid in full if payable, or secured if not
yet payable, to the satisfaction of the County Tax Collectors Office. and all special
assessments on the property must be paid or reapportioned to the satisfaction of the
affected assessment district. Please contact the Tax Collectors Office approximately
three to four weeks prior to filing the parcel or final map to safisfy this condition. This
reguirement will be administered by the Department of Public Works.

|
Thé conditions on the Department of Public Works referral dated February &, 2017
included herein as Exhibit A shall be completed or secured fo the satisfaction of that
deiporfmen’r. Prior to performing any work on the improvements, contact the Land Use
Division of the Department of Public Works.

|
Thc;e Planning Division requires that two (2) copies of the Parcel Map be submitied for
re\{iew‘ and approval. Gross and net lot area shall be shown for each parcel.

|
Prior to recordation of the Parcel Map, the appiicant shall submit a lefter from the Arcata
Fire Protection District stating that the project meets their requirements. This condttion
sh?![ be administered by the Department of Public Works.

A map revision fee as set forth in the-schedule of fees and charges as adopted by
orginonce of the Humboldt County Board of Supervisors {cumrently $102.00 per parcel) cs
required by the County Assessor’s Office shall be paid to the County Planning Division,
30]5 H street, Eureka. The check shall be made payable to the "Humboldt County
Pl¢nning Division”. The fee is required to cover the Assessor's cost in updating the parcel |
boundaries.
1
A review fee for Conformance with Condifions as set forth in the schedule of fees and
cricrges as adopted by ordinance of the Humboldt County Board of Supervisors
(cprrenﬂy $125.00} shall be paid to the Humboldi County Planning Division, 3015 "H°
Sireet, Eureka. This fee is a deposit, and if actual review costs exceed this amount,
additional fees will be billed at the County's current burdened hourly rate. Please see
Informational Note 1. below for suggesiions to reduce the cost for this review.

Parkland dedication fees of $3,067.92 shall be paid t¢ the Humboldt County Planning
Gi":ld Building Department, 3015 “H" Street, Eureka. Allernately, a parklond dedication fee
of $1.533.96 may be paid, provided the applicant enters inio a Conveyonce and
Agreementiof development rights with the County of Humboldt for second or secondary
dv:velling units on Parcels 1 and 2. Release from the Conveyance and Agreement may
be pursued upon payment of the $1,533.96 parkland dedication fee balance. A copy of
the Conveyance and Agreement form with pro-rata dedication payments amounis for
eé:ch lot calculated will be provided by the Planning Depariment upon the eleclion of
this option by the applicant once the Parcel Map is prepared and approved for
recordafion, These fees may be paid for.by individual lot owners.on a pro-rata basis at
the time individual lot owners apply for a permit to construct a second or secondary
dwelling unit. Should the applicant elect to enterinto a Conveyance ond Agreemeni,
legal document review fees as set forih in the schedule of fees and charges as adopted
by ordinance of the Humbold} County Board of Supervisors {cumently $322.00) will be
reguired. -

|
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The apglicant shall submit at least three {3) copies of a Development Fian o the

Planning Division for review and approval. The map shall be drawn to scale and give
detailed specifications os to the development and improvement of the site and the
following site developmenti details;

A. Mapping

(1)

Topography of ﬂje lond in 5-foot contour intervals;

{2) Details showing conformance with provisions of the County's Fire Safe
Regulafions (Section 3111-1 et seq. H.C.C.}. including but not limited 1o:
Q. Road and driveway access standards {i.e., road width, roadway
surface, roadway grades, roadway structures, etc.) )
b. Signing and building numbering standards {i.e., road name signs.
puilding address signs. etc.) :
C. Emergency water standards (i.e., placement of fire hydrants, 2,500
gallon individual emergency water supply, eic.)
d. " Fuel modification standards (i.e.. setbacks for structure defensibie
space of at least 30 feet, greenbells, etc.).
{3) ' The iocation of ail drainage improvements aond related easements,
including water line easement to Parcel 2;
(4)' Four {4) off-sireet parking spaces on ali lots consistent with Section 314-
109.1 Humboldt County Code:
‘ {3) Streamside Management Area {SMA) labeled "non-buildable”.
{6) Leachfield areas for proposed Parcel 1.
B. Notes to be piaced on the Development Plan:

ny

"The project site is not located within an area where known culiural
resources have been located. However, as there exisis the possibility that
undiscovered cultural resources may be encountered during construction
activities, the following mitigation measures are required under state and
federal law:

]

If archaeoiogical resources are encountered during construction
activities, the contracter on site shall cease all work in‘he
immediate area and wiihin g 50 foot buffer of the discovery
location. A gudlified archaeologist as well as the appropriate Tribal
Historic Preservation Officer(s) are to be contacted 1o evaluate
the discovery and, in consuitation with the applicant and lead
agency, develop a tfreatment plan in any instance where
“significant impacts cannot be avoided.

‘The Native American Heritage Commission {NAHC) can provide
information regarding the appropriate Tribal point{s) of contact for
a specific area: the NAHC can be reached at 21 6-653-4082.

. Prehistoric materials may include obsidian or cherl flakes, tools,
locally darkened midden soils, groundstone arfifacts. shellfish or
tqunal remains, and human burials. if human remains are found.
California Health and Safety Code 7050.5 requires that the County
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Coroner be contacted immediately at 707-445-7242. If the
Coroner determines the remains to be Native American, the NAHC
will then be contacied by the Coroner to determine appropriate
treaiment of the remains pursuant to PRC 5097.98. Violators shall
be prosecuted in accordance with PRC Section 5097.99.

The applicant and successors are ultimately responsible for
ensuring compliance with this condiition.”

(2) + "o ensure continued compiicnce, property owners are responsible for
annual maintenance of the parcels o Firesafe and wildfire protection
standards as required for those items listed under A(2) of the Development
Plan Details, above. Compliance with these provisions is subject to
inspection by the California Depariment of Forestry and Fire Protection.”

(3) “The project is located in a designated non-attainment area for the
state’s healih-based parficulate matter [PM10) gir qudlity standard. As
such, additional emission from the project could exacerbaie air quality

! ' problems, including non-attainment of ambient air guality standards. In

| order to address potential effects ’{o air quality the District recommends:

G Prohibilion of open fireplaces.

0 Heating should be provided using clean fuels (eleciricity or natural
gas), when feasible. )

O If wood heating must be used. only US Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) certified healing oppliances should be permitied in
new construction.”

{4) "Construction activities shall be restriicted to hours between 7:00 a.m. and
6:00 p.m. Monday through Friday dnd 9:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. on
Saturday. All proposed uses must comply with the noise standards

[ identified in Figure 3-2 of the General Plan.”

(S) If applicable: “Development rights for secondary dwelling units have
been conveyed by the subdivider to the County of Humboldt. The terms
and conditions of the Conveyance and Agreement must be satisiied in
order for the County to accept an application for a secondary dwelling
unit on any of the involved parcels. Please refer to the recorded
Conveyance and Agreement for the specific requirements. Questions
regarding this note should be directed to the Humboldt County Planning
Division."” .

(3] "Development within Streamside Management Arecs shall be limited fo
the following uses:

a. Develdpmen’r permitied within stream channels pursuant fo Section
3432.4 of the General Plan {Volume |, Framewaork}.

Applicability Section as well as noncommercial cufting of firewood and
clearing for pasturage, provided that coftonwoods are retained and
remaining. willows and alders, as well as other unmerchaniable

|
I
! b. Timber management and harvests not otherwise excluded by
|
I
|

hardwoods or shrubs should be profected from unreasonable damage.

i <. Road gnd bridge—replccemeni or construction, when it can be

| demonstrated that it would not degrade fish and wildlife resources or
‘ water quality, and that vegetative clearing is kept fo @ minimum.

| .
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10.

.

12

d. Removal of vegetation for disease contirol or public safety purposes.

Note: A Special Permit is required for all new development in Sireamside
Management Areas not exempi per Section 314-61.1(d)(1-7) of the
Humbold? County Zoning Regulations.”

(7) “Any brush clearing or free removal must be conducted outside of the
bird breeding season (March 1 — August 15) in order to avoid a "take” as
defined and prohibited by Fish and Game Code (FGC) §3503. 3503.5,
3513, and by the Federal Migratory Bird Trealy Acit (16 US. Code 703 et
seq.). I any brush or tfrees must be removed within the breeding s=ason,
the Project proponent shall consult with CDFW prior to removal in order to
assess the potential for take of active bird nests. *

(8) ~ "Please note that the information and requirements described and/or
depicied on this Development Plan are current af the time of preparation
but may be superceded or modified by changes to the laws and
regulations governing development activities. Before commencing a
development project, please contact the Planning Division fo verify if any
standards or requirements have changed.”

The applicant shall cause to be recorded a "Nofice of Development Plan” for all parcels
on forms provided by the Humboldi County Planning Division. Document review fees as
set forth in the schedule of fees and charges as adopted by ordinance of the Humbold?
County Board of Supervisors (cumently $322.C0 plus applicable recordation fees) will be
required. The Development Pian shall also be noticed on the Parcel Map.

Within five {5) days of the effective date of the approval of this permit, the apglicant shall
submit a check to the Planning Division payable to the Humboldi County Recorder in the
amount of $2,266.25. Pursuant to Section 711.4 of the Fish and Game Code, the amount
includes the Department of Fish and Wildlife {DFW) fee plus a $50 document handiing
fee. This fee is effective through December 31, 2017 at such fime the fee will be adjusted
pursuant to Section 713 of the Fish and Game Code. Alternatively, the applicant may
contact DFW by phone at {916} 651-0603 or through the DFW website af
www.wildlife.ca.gov for a determination stating the project will have no effect on fish
and wildlife. If DFW concurs, a form will be provided exempting the project from the
$2,216.25 fee payment requirement. In this instance, only a copy of the DFW form and
the $50.00 handling fee is required. ’
The owners of the subject parcel shall executé and file the siatement fitled "Notice and
Acknowledgment Regarding Agricultural Activities in Humboldt County” as required by
Section 314-43.2 of the Humboldt County Code. A copy of the required form will be
provided in the final approval packet.

This project is required to pay for permit processing on a time and mateérial basis as set
forth in the schedule of fees and charges as adopied by ordinance of the Humbpoldt.
County Board of Supervisors. Any and alt outstanding Planning fees 16 cover the
processing of the subdivision shall be paid o the Humboldi County Planning Division,
3015 "H" Street, Eureka. The Depariment will provide a bill to the applicant upon file Close
out affer the Planning Commission decision.

lvnfoz'rkno]‘ionql Notes:

1.

- Y - - - - - -

*
To reduce costs the applicant is encouraged to bring in wiitten evidence of
compliance with all of the items listed as condifions of approval in this Exhibit that are
adminisfered by the Planning Division {Namely: Condition(s) 3-12). The applicant should
submit the listed item{s) for review as a package as soen as possible before the desired
date for final map checking and recordation. Post application assistance by the Planner
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onI Duty, or by the Assigned Planner, with prior appointment, will be subject to a review
fee for Conformance with Conditions billed at the Counhty's curent burdened hourly raie
wﬂh an initial deposit os set forth in the Planning Division’s schedule of fees and charges
(currenﬂy $95.00). Copies of all required forms and writien insiructions are included in the

flgpl approval packet.

[ 3

Each item evidencing compliance should note in the upper right hand cormner:

Assessor's Parcel No. Exhibif "A", Condition .
| _ [Specify) {Specify) \

|
Under state planning and zoning law {CGC §44000 ef seq.). a development project
oppr icont who believes that a fee or other exaction imposed as a condiiion of project
opprovc:l is excessive or inappropriately assessed may, within 90 days of the applicable
dafe of the project’s approval, file a written statement with the local agency stating the
factual basis of their payment dispute. The applicant may then, within 180 days of the
effective date of the fee's imposition, file an action against the local agency to set aside
or adjust the challenged fee or exaction :
Th(l-:- lerm of the approved Tentative Map shall be 24 months from the effective date of
fhe action excep'r where otherwise provided by law. An exfension may be requesied
pnor to the date in accordance with Section 326-21 and 324-31 of the Humboldt County
Code

r
|
|
i
|
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- ATTACHMENT 2 .
statf Analysis of the Evidence Supporling the Required Findings

To approve this project, the Planning Commission must determine that the applicants have
submitted evidence in support of making dll of the following required findings,

A. Required Findings for General Pion Amendmenis/Ione Reclassificatlions

The ‘General Plan of Humboldt County is a dynamic document that can be modified to reflect
changing social, economic or environmental condifions, or changes in state law, These changes
include changing property from one plan.designation or zone to another. Per Section 14522, Findings
Required, of the McKinieyville Communily Plan and the Framework Plan, on amendment may be

approved if: £

1. Base information or physical conditions have changed; or

2. Community values and assumptions have changed: or

3. Thereis an error in the plan; or

4. To maintain established uses otherwise consistent with a comprehensive view of the plan.

B. Stale Planning ond Zoning Llaw(Government Code §65300 et seq.) and Sections 312-50.3 and 312-
50.8 of the Humboldt County Code Zoning Regulafions, Required Findings for All Amendments,
may be approved only if the following applicable findings are made:

1. The amendment is in the public interest;

2. The amendment is consistent with the General Plan; _

3. The amendment does not reduce the residential density for any parcel below that utilized by the
Department of Housing and Community Development in detemiining compliance with housing
element law. '

C. Subdivision Required Findings:

1. That the proposed subdivision together with the provisions for its design ond improvements, is
consistent with the County's General Plan. !

2. That the tentative subdivision map conforms with the requirements and standards of the
County’s subdivision regulations,

3. That the proposed subdivision conforms to all requirements of the County’s zoning
reguiations.

4. The proposed subdivision is not likely to cause substantial environmenial damage.

5. The proposed development does not reduce the residential density for any parcel below

thot utilized by the Department of Housing and Community Development in determining
compliance with housing element law {the mid peint of the density range specified in the
plan designation), unless the following written findings are made supported by subsiantial
evidence: 1) the reduction is consistent with the adopted general plan including the housing
element; and 2) the remaining sites identified in the housing element are adequate fo
accommodate the County share of the regional housing need; and 3) the property contains
insurmountable physical or environmentol limitations and cClustering of residential units on the
developable portions of the site has been maximized.

Finally, the California Environmental Qudiity Act {CEQA] states that one of the following findings musi
be made prior to approval of any development which is subject 1o the regulations of CEGA:

» The project either is categorically or sfcii-L-J;ori_lym éx—emp’g or

s There is no substantial evidence that the project will have a significant effect on the
environment or any potential impacts have been mitigated to a level of insignificance and a
negative declaration has been prepared pursuant to Section 15070 of the CEQA Guidelines;
or o : . )

s An environmental impact report {EIR) has been prepared and oll significant environmental
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effects have been eliminated or mitigated o alevel of insignificance. or the required findings
in Section 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines are made.

Evidence o supporl the findings

I
[Findings for Undertaking Plan Amendmenits)

A. Base Information ond Coemmunity Assumptions and Velues have Changed

[

The omenldmeni affects one parcel of approximately 15 acres in size. The property is currently
developed with a s;ngle family residence and associated outbuildings.

‘The pro;eclt warrants consideration based on the fact that base information and physical conditions
as well as 'communny values and assumptions have changed. The site is in an area that has seen
many subdivisionsin the past. A number of 20-ocre parcels have been divided into 5 and 15 acre
parcels uﬂlrzmg Lot size Modificafion in anticipation of the ultimate change to a density of one
dwelling ulnﬂ per 5 acres-under the GPU.

Bosed on I’rhe above facts, the Board of Supervisors has "straw-voted” the change o a density of cne
dwelling unit per 5 to 20 acres (RAS-20) in the current General Plan Update. The current propaosal is
consns?en1| with the proposed change. The appticant has chosen to move forward with the land use
change as proposed in order to facilitate subdivision of the parcel.

(Findings il

B.1.

or Considerafion of Plan and Zoning Amendments)

The project is in the public interest: As mentioned above, the area has seen many

subdivisions in the past that create parcels five acres in size. The change to the plan designation and
zone will q]low additional housing opportunities which can benefit the public in general.

B.2./C.1. [
evidence

The project is consistent with the General Plan: The following table idenfifies the
wh1ch supports finding that the proposed project isin conformance with all applicable

policies ahd standards in Chapter 2-4 of the Framework Plan {FRWK) and ihe McKinleyville Communn‘y

Plan [MCCP).

I
Plan S_e¢ﬁon(s)

Summary of Applicable Goal,
Policy or Standard

N
Evidence Which Supports Making the General
Pian Conformance Finding

Proposed Land
Use [proposed):

Agriculture
Rural {ARS)

Land Use: §2732
[MCCP) I

|
|

Primary and compatible uses
include single family residential use
and general agricuiture. Density: 1
dweling unit per 5 acres.

The existing parcel is developed with a singie
family residence, on-site wastewater freatment
system-and well. The single family residence will
remain on proposed Parcel 2. Proposed Parcel
1 will be available for residential development
and served by the existing well. A new on-site
wastewater treatment system will be required

| for development on proposed Farcel 1. The

subdivision will result in a density of one unit per
7.5 acres.

B
tUrban _Limits:
§2400 (NIlCICP)

New development shall be
located within existing déveloped
areas or in areas with adequate
pubiic services.

Both proposed parcels are outside the Urban

"Lifnit i€ andare served by onsite water™ -

systems and on-site sewage disposal sysiems.
The parcels will be served by Elizabeth Road
which is privately maintained.

|

|
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Housing: §2400
{MCCP)

Housing shall be developed in
conformity with the goals, policies
and standards of the Humboldt
County Housing Element.

The project will divide an approximately 15 acre
parcel into fwo iots. Two units on approximately
15 acres resulls in o density of 1 dwelling unit per
7.5 acres consistent with the proposed AR5 plan |.
designation and consistent with the proposed
RAS5-20 designation proposed under the
General Plan Update.

‘Hazards:
§3200 (MCCF)

New development shall minimize
risk to life and property in areas of
high geologic, flood and fire
hazards. .

Geologic
Fire
Flood Hazards

) The area.of the proposed building sites,

leachfield areas and driveways are within,
Geologic Hazard Rating 1 - "Low Instability” and
not within the Alquist-Priclo Fault Hazard Area. A
Soils Report was prepared by Jefirey Pimentel,
P.E. ond determined that there are adequate
building sites for the proposed parcels.

The proposed subdivision site is in an area of
high fire hazard.

According to FIRM Map #4625, the parcel is
within Fiood Zone C, dreas of minimal flood
hazards.

Noise:
§3240 (MCCP)

-

New development shall maintain
low exposure levels to noise.

-

The parcel is not located within a noise
combining zone and is oulside the area of
concemn regarding noise for the Arcata/Eureka
Airport,

Sensiive and
Critical Habitatls:
§3420 [MCCP)

To profect designated sensitive
and critical resource habitats.

Duke Creck flows through the northeastern
cornér of the parcel, however, all development
will be well outside the required 100 foot
Streamside Management Area {SMA). A site visit
conducted by a representative from the
California Department of Fish and Wildiife found
no impacits to sensitive resources, although they
did recommend that free or brush removal be
conducted outside of the bird breeding season
and ihat adequate buffers be maintained on
the streams on the properly. Thase
recormnmendations will be memorialized on the
Developmeni Plan. )
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Culturagl
Resourc:eI
Protection:

§3500 (FF)

New development shall protect Pursuant to $B 18 (California Government Code
cultural, archeological and Sectlion 65352.3), notice was sent on February 9,
paleontological resources. 2017 to polentially affected tribes 1o request

consultation regarding the proposed General
Plan Amendment. The Blue Lake Rancheria
accepted consultation and recommended that
an archaeclogical survey be conducted on the
property. The applicant retainéd the services of
Williom Rich and Associates to conduct the -
survey. The survey found that no significant
archaeological or historic period culturai
resources exist in the imits of the project area. If
was recommended that the standard condition
of approval regarding inadvertent discovery be
included in the project. Thisis included as a
mitigation measure in the Mitigated Negatlive
Declaration. The Blue Lake Rancheria
concurred with the inadverteni discovery
language which concluded their consuliation
with the Countly. In addition, the Bear River
Band of the Rohnerville Rancheria and the
wivot Tribe were satisfied with the inclusion of
the inadvertent discovery language (see
Referral Agency Cormments in Attachment 4).

Parkland!
I

I
I
|

§4420 (MCCP)

To establish recreational facilities to | Parklond dedication inieu fees were
meet the needs of Eureka _ colculated by the Assessor’s Office to be
resic__ien’fs.

$100,000/gcre or: 2{2{130 x 2.57/43,560)) x
$100,000 = $3,067.92 without the conveyance of
secondary dwelling unit righis; or $1,533.96 with
the conveyance of secondary dwelling unit
rights on all parcels.

- Parkland i?edicoﬁon Fee Calculations

> X XK Xx

130.00

$3.067.92
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McKinleyville Community Plan requires 130 square feet of parkiand
dedication per person for new subdivisions

Persons per average McKinleyville household (Source: 2000 US.
Census)

Parkland dedication per average household in square feet

Square feet per acre

Farkland dedication per average household in agres

Number of parcels being created by the subdivision,

Number of dwellings per legal parcel or lot, including potenticl
second units :

Percemtage of these parcels within the McKinleyville Community
Planning Arec

VYalue of one acre of land in the vicinity of the subdivision project
Parkland Dedication In-lieu Fee for the Pimentel Subdivision
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B.3./C.5 impact on Residential Density Target: The following table identifies the evidence
which supports finding that the proposed project will not reduce the residential density for any
parcel below thot utilized by the Department of Housing and Community Development in
determining compliance with housing element law.

Code Sectlion  Summary of Appiicable Evidence that Supports the
| Regquirement Required Finding
312-17.1.5and The proposed development does | The project will divide an
322-3.1 not reduce the residential density | approximately 15 acre parcel into

tor any parcel below that uiilized two lots, Two units on approximately

Housing Element g ’ k
by the Department of Housing and | 15 acres results in a density of 1

Densities ) g ? ! 3
: Community Development in dwelling unit per 7.5 acres
determining compliance with consistent with the proposed ARS
housing element law {the mid plan designation and consistent
point of the density range with the proposed RAS-20

specified in the plan designation), | designafion proposed under the
except where: 1) the reduction is General Plan Update. Therefore, the
consistent with the adopted project is consistent with this policy.
general plan including the housing
element; and 2) the remaining
sites idenfified in the housing.
element are.adequate to
accommodate the County share
of the regional housing need; and
3) the property contains
insurmouniable physical or
environmental imitations and
clustering of residential units on the .
developable portions of the site : .
has been maximized.
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c.2

Subdivision Reguldlions: The following table identifies the evidence which supporis

finding th‘lcf the proposed subdivision is in conformance with all applicabie policies and
standards in Section 66474 of the State Subdivision Map Act and Title Il Division 2 of the
Humboldi County Code (H.C.C.).

Secﬁon(ls]
i

Applicable Subdivision
Requirements

Evidence Supporting Subdilvision
Requirement Finding

Lot Suitability
3223 |

All lots shall be suitable
for their intended uses.

For the subdivision, one single family residence
will remain on proposed Parcel 2. Evidence
submitted by the applicant, staff site inspections
and referral agency comments indicate that the
proposed lot will be G suiicble residential
location. The minimum parcel size is five ocres.
One parcel will be approximately 5 acres in size
and one will be approximately 10 acres in size.

Aééess and
Drainage
324-1 !

1
]
1
+
'
!

Improvements shall be
required for the safe
and orderly movement
of pecple and vehicles.

The parcel is served by a private road (Elizabeth

'Department of Public Works (DPW) has provided

Road) within a 50 foof right of way. The

conditions of approval that ensures that the
project Is consistent with the Firesafe Ordinance.

No drainage study was required'due to the large
parcel size. however, DPW has made a
condition of approval that requires the submiital
of a complete hydrologic report and drainage |
plan, and that the applicant correct any
involved drainage problems associated with the
subdivision.

Sewer & cher
324-1 {d)i
1

Sewer and water
systems shall be
constructed to
appropriate standards.,

The parcels will be served by an existing well and
on-site sewage disposal systems. The.Division of
Environmental Health has reviewed and
approved the proposed septic tank and leach
field location as well as the volumetric testing of
the existing well.

1
Access Rbcd
Appendix 4-1

Roadway design must
incorporate a 40-ioot
right of way unless an
exception is granted.

See above.

'
§
=t
1
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C.3. Zoning Compiiance and Development Standards: The following table identifies the
evidence which supporis finding that the propased development is in conformance with all
_applicabie policies and standards in the Humboldt County Zoning Regulations.

Zoning Sectlon

Summary of Appilcable
Requirement

Evidence That Supports the Zoning Finding

Agriculivre General

One family dwellings are

The proposed subxdivision divides one porcel

[AG) §314-7.2 principally permitted already developed with o single family
. Uses. residence and provides one new additional
parcel for residential development,
Development Standards
Minimum Parcel 5acres Parcet 1. 5 acres
Size (proposed): Parcet 2: 10 acres
Minimum Yard Front: 30 All existing development on proposed Parcel
Setoacks per Side: 30 2 currently meets the required setbacks.
Zoning: Rear: 30" Setbacks for development on proposed
SRA Sefback | ear: Parcel 1 will be required to meet standards ai
A setbacks apply time of Building Permit. Future development
will be required to meset current standards.
Maximum Ground  |-35% Propcsed Parcel 2 will be develo'ped at less
Coverage than 1%. Future development will be required
to meet current standards.
Maximum Structure |35 fi, ‘ The existing struciures do nbt exceed the 35'
Height height limit. Future development will be

required to meet current standards.

§314-38.1 streamside Management Areas and Wellands combining zone

Requiremenis:

To qssist in the
application of minimum
standards pertaining fo
the use and
development of land
located within
streamside
management aregs,
wetlands and other wet
areqs. .

1 found no impacts to sensitive resources,

Duke Creek flows through a northem segment
of the parcel, however, all development wili
be well cutside the required 100 foot
Streamside Management Area (SMA). A site
visit conducted by a representative from the
Cdiifornia Department of Fish and Wildlife

although they did recommend that free or
brush removal be conducted outside of the
bird breeding season and that adequate
buffers be mainiained on the streams on the
property. These recommendations will be
memericlized on the Development Plan.
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|
Varlance Discussion: The following tabie identifies evidence which supports the approvai of the

proposedl varance,
I

Humboldt County Code Section

Discussion

333-4 - Helght Limits
Except c:s otherwise provided in this

erec’red or altered, or tree
mointoin,ed in any airport approach
zone, curport turning zone or qirport
tronsmon zone to a height which
would pro;eci above the approach
surface, fhe horizental surface, the
conical surface or the fransitionai
surfaces ;cs defined in this chapter.

|

1

This project is not compliant with County Code Section
333-4 |Airport Approach Zone Building Height
Reguiations - Height Limits) and seeks fo obtain a
variance. The project site is within the Horizontal
Surface boundary area of The Cgalifornia Redwoced
Coast - Humboldt County Airport [ACY). The Horizontal
Surface is a plane, circular in shape, with ifs height 150
feet above the established airport elevation. The
established elevation of ACY is 223 feet, which sets the
Horizontal Surface plane at an elevation of 373 feet.

The proposed building site of the subject parcels is
approximately 480 feet, which extends 107 feet above
the Horizontal Surface of ACY. Most existing residential
development along private roads in close proximity to
Elizabeth Read including David Road, Libby Lane and
Arthur Lane are not compliant with. County Code
Section 333-4,

This project is unable to meet the regulations of County
Code Section 333-4, Enforcement of the regulation
would result in o hardship to the property owner for
residential development.

333-8 - Vc:nc:hc:es
Any person desiring 1o erect any
structure|or increase the height of
any structure, or permit the growth of
any tree or use his properfy not in
occordc:nce with the reguiations
prescrlbed in this chapter, may apply
| to the Ptcnn:ng Commission for a
vononce therefrom. The variance
may be gran’red by the Board of
Superwsors following receipt of
report oﬂ’rhe findings made by the
Planning Commission. Such variance
shall be allowed where a literal
c:ppl:ccn‘lon or enforcement of the
reguichons would result in practicai
difficulty ! or unnecessary hardship,
and the relief granted would not be
contrary to the public interest but
would do substantial justice and
would be in accordance with the
spirit of ﬂl'ns chapter; provided,
however, that any varionce may be
“subject to such reasonable
cenditions and restrictions as the
Board of|Supervisors may deemn
necessary (Ord. 331, § 7, 8/29/55)

The applicant is seeking a Variance to peneirate the
dirspace surrounding the California Redwood Coast -

"Humboldt County Airport (see Variance Request in

Aftachment 3). The Department of Pubtlic Works has
reviewed the request and can support the request as

.submitted {see DPW Memo dated May 8, 2017 in

Attachment 6}. Their support is summarized below.
DPW staoff measured the location of the subject
property along the prolongation of Runwoy 34
centerine from the rmwnway endpoint to «
perpendicular offset of where the proposed house will
be built. It appears that the building site on the subject
property is located approximately 7,500 feet clong the |
prolongation of the runway centerine for Runway 34
and offset approximately 6,600 feet.
The May 2013 Airport Layout Plan for the Cclifermnia
Redwood Cogst ~ Humbeoldt County Airport shows an
orea with known ground peneirations into the airspace
surrounding the dirport. The subject property is located
within this area. The Department of Public Works can
support the varance subject to the following:-
1. The Applicant shall submit Form 7460-1 to the
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA).
2. That the proposed projéct shdll be subject 1o
conditions, if any. set forth by the FAA,
3. That the Arport Land Use Cornmission review
the project pursuant to ALUCP section 1.3.3(c).
This con be done at the same time as ihe
Board of Supervisors considers the Variance.

[
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Public Healfh, Salely and Welfare:

The project will not be detrimental to the public healih, | Evidence supperting the finding:
safety and welfare nor will it be materially injurious to

‘properties or improvements in the arec because:

‘All reviewing referral agencies have approved or See Attachment 4 - Agency
condifionaily approved the proposed project design. Recommendaiions
Thetproposed project is consistent with the general See previous discussion

pian.

The proposed, prdjec? is consisteni with the zoning. See previous discussion

The proposed project will not cause environmental See following discué’sion
damage.

Environmental Impact:
Please see the attached draft Mitigated Negative Declaration.

As required by the California Environmental Qudlity Act, the initial study conducted by the
Planning and Building Department, Planning Division {Attachment 5} evaluated the project for
any adverse effects on the environment, Based on a site inspection, information in the
application, and a review of relevant references in the Department, staff has determined thot
there is no evidence before the Department that the project will have any potential adverse
effect, either individually or cumuiatively, on the environment. The environmental document on
file in the Department includes a detailed discussion of all relevant environmental issues.

Because the project was found subject to CEQA and a Mitigaled Negative Declaration was
prepared, the provisions of Sectlon 711.4 of the Cadlifornio Fish ond Game Code apply to this
_project. Within five (5) days of the effective dale of the approval of this tentative map, the
applicant shall submit a check to the Planning Division payable to the Humboldt County
Recorder in the amount of $2,266.25. Pursuant to Section 711.4 of the Fish and Game Cods, the
amount includes the Depariment of Fish and Wildiife {DFW) fee plus the $50 document handling
fee. This fee is effective through December 31, 2017 at such time the fee will be adjusted
pursuant to Section 713 of the Fish and Game Code. Alternatively, the applicant may contact
DFW by phone at (216) 6510603 or through the DFW website at www.wildlife.ca.gov for a
determination stating the project will have no effect on fish and wildlife. If DFW concurs, a form
will be provided exempting-the project from the $2,216.25 fee payment requirement. In this
instance, only a copy of the DFW form and the $50.00 hondiing fee is required. This requirement
appears as Condition #10 of Atachment 1.
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ATTACHMENT 3
Applicants’ Evidence In Support of the Required Findings

Document Date Recelved by Loecaticn
: Planning '
Tentative Subdivision Map January 13,2017 Attached

Applicc’rio}‘l Form'

January 13, 2017

On file with Planning

Preli_minor;} Title Report

January 13, 2017

On file with Planning

Variance Request

April 5, 2017

Atlached

Soils Reporif

January 13, 2017

On file with Planning

Sewage di:sposcl testing

Jonuary 13, 2017

On file with Flanning

Well testing information

January 13,2017

On file with Planning

Cutural Refsources Studly

March 6, 2017

On file with Planning

General Plan Update Land Use Designation May 12, 2017 Attached
Map . :
|
|
i
|
! !
F’
i
|
|
|
|
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VARIANCE LANGUAGE FOR APN 511-501-012

This project is not compliant with County Code Section 333-4 Airport Approach Zone
Building Height Reguiations - Height Limits and seeks to obtain a variance. The project
site is within the Horizontal Surface boundary area of The California Redwood Coast -
Humboldt County Airport (ACV). The Horizontal Surface is a plane, circular in shape,
with its height 150 feet above the established airport elevation. The established
elevation of ACV is 223 feet, which sets the Horizontal Surface plane at an elevation of

373 feet.

The proposed building site of the subject parcels is approximately 480 feet, which
extends 107 feet above the Horizontal Surface of ACV. Most existing residential
development along private roads in close proximity to Elizabeth Road including David
Road, Libby Lane and Arthur Lane are not compliant with County Code Section 333-4.

This project is unabie to meet the regulations of County Code Section 333-4.
Enforcement of the regulation would result in a hardship to the property owner for
residential development. Granting a variance would not be contrary to pubiic interest
nor would it put public health, safety or general welfare of the inhabitants of the county
at risk for the following reasons:

- Existing Redwood, Sitka Spruce and Douglas Fir trees extend as high as 200ft -
above the existing ground surface elevation of the subject parcels, which places
many of the existing tree tops at an elevation of approximately 480 ft + 200 ft = 680 ft.

- The terrain continues to climb in elevation as you travel southeast from the subject
parcels, which shadow/block the parcels from a confficting aircraft flight path.

- The parcels are outside of the ACV approach surface boundary.

- Existing utility poles and lines extend as high as 50 feet above the existing ground
surface elevation.

- Existing residences exist on all sides of the subject parcels. .

- The maximum allowed elevation for a structure on the subject parcels is 35 feet
based on county standards for land in AG zone, which is well below the height of
existing tree canopies and utilities.
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' ATTACHMENT 4

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT AMENDING SECTION 311-7 OF THE
HUMBOIDT COUNTY CODE BY REZONING PROPERTY IN THE MCKINLEYVILLE AREA (ZR-17-0003, PIMENTEL)

The Boarci of Supervisors of the County of Humbeldt do crdain as follows:

|
SECTION 1. ZONE AMENDMENT. Section 311-7 of the Humboldt County Code is hereby amended
by reclassifying 15 acres in the McKinleyville area from Agricultural General with a Building Site
Combining Zene specifying a minimum parcel size of ten acres [AG-B-5{10)) to Agriculiural
General with q Building Site Combining Zone specifying a minimum parcel size of five acres {AG-
B-5(5)), as described in the aftached Exhibit A.

The area described is also shown on.the Humboldt County Zoning Map [mckzone] and on the
map attached as Exhibit A.

SECTION 2, EFFECTIVE DATE. This ordinance shall become effective thirty [30} days affer the date
of its passage.
|

Chair, Humboldt County Board of Superviseors

PASSED, A'PPROVED AND ADOPTED this day of _ ., 2017, on the following
vote, to wit:

AYES:  Supervisors:
NOES: Sluperifisors:

ABSENT. Slupervisorsz

[SEAL)

ATIEST.

Kothy Hayes

Clerk of the Board of Superyisors

Of the Co}.lnfy of Humbeoldt, State of Cdlifernia

i

3
i
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ATTACHMENT §

Draft Initicl Study and Mitigated Negative Declarc;ﬂon

[}
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Project I!nformcﬁon

|
Project Tille: Pimentel General Plan Amendment, Zone Reclossification and Minor Subdivision

Lead Agency
Huml:nc»ldfl County Planning and Building Department ~ Planning Division
3015 H Street
Eureka, CA 95501
[707) 445-7541
|

Property Owner

Tony Pimentel

274¢6 Elizabeth Road
McKinIey\{iHe, CA 95519

Project Aplap!icunt
Jeffrey Pimentel

2414 Hawks View Court
McKinIeyvljlle, CA 95519

Project Location
The project site is located in McKinleyville, on the west side of Elizabeth Road, approximately

1.000 feet|northwest of the intersection of Elizabeth Road and Murray Road, on the property
known as 2746 Elizabeth Road.

I
General Plan Designation
Agricultural Rural {AR-Rural). McKinleyville Community Plan {MCCP). Slope Stability: Low instability
(1), Densify: one dwelling per 10 acres,

Zoning
AG-B-5{10)-WR, Agriculiure General (AG). Special Building Site (B), Streamside Management

Areas ancii Wetlands {WR).

Project Deéscripfion

A Generdl Plan Amendment and Zone Reclassification to facilitate the subdivision of an
approximately 15 acre parcel into two parcels of 10 and 5 acres. The General Plan designation is
proposed to change from Agriculiure Rural with a density of one unit per 10 acres [AR10) fo
Agriculture Rural with a density of one unit per 5 acres {ARS). This change in the plan has already
been "straw-voted" by the Board &f Supervisors and is the recommendation in the General Plan
Update. The zone classification is proposed to change from Agricultural General with a 10-acre
minimum parcel size (AG-B-5{10)} to Agriculture General with a >-acre minimum parcel size (AG-
5-5[5)). The parcel is currently developed with a single family residence and will be sited on
proposed|Parcel 2. Proposed Parcel 1 will be vacant and suitable for residential development.
The parcels are or will be served with on-site water {shared well} and on-site wastewater
treatment systems. Pursuant to Section 333-8 of Humboldt County Code, the applicant has
requested a Yariance to allow development within the Horizontal Surface boundary area of the
California!Redwood Coast — Humboldt County Airport [ACV).

Baseline Conditions: Surrounding.Land Uses and Selting

.
|
‘
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The project site is located in the rural part of McKinieyville, along Elizobeth Road, approximately
1,000 feet northwaest of the intersection of Murray Road and Elizabeth Road. The parcel is
surrounded by similar wooded rural residential parcels between 5 and 20 acres in size.

Otiher Public Agencies Whose Approval Is or May Be Required [permits, financing approval, or

participation agreement): Humboldi County Public Works Department, Division of Environmental
Health, Building Division, California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection.
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Environmental Facters Potentlally Affected: The environmental factors checked below would bé
potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant
Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

a Aesthelics Q3 Agricultural and Forestry Resources T Air Quality
Biologiércl Resources B2 Cultural Resources . 0 Geology/Soils

0 Greenh;ouse Gas Emissions O Hazords/Hazardous Materials U Hydrology/Water
Q Lend Uée/PIonning d Mineral Resources Qudality
"d Noise | O Population/Housing U Public Services

d Recregtion Q Transportation/Traffic 0 Tribal Culiural

O Utilities/Service d Mandatory Findings of Significance  Resources

|
Determingtion: On the basis of this initial evaluation:

Q ﬁ]nd that the proposed project could not have a significant effect on the environment,
and a Negative Declaration wili be prepared.

| fil\d that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the
prpjec’r have been made by or agreed o by the project proponent. A Mitigated
Negative Declargtion will be prepared.

Q | find that the proposed project may have a significant effect on the environment, and
an Envircnmental Impact Report (EIR) is required.

Q0 |find that the proposed project may have a "potentially significant impact” or
“potentially signifi icant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one
effec'r 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable
Iegoi standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier
onolysns as described on attached sheets. An Environmental Impact Report is required.
but it musi analyze only those effects that remain to be addressed.

Q Ifind that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
enwronmen’r because all potentially significant effects [a) have been analyzed
cdequcﬁeiy in an earlier EIR or Negdalive Declaration pursucznf to applicable standards,
and {b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or Negative
Declaration. including revisions or mitigation measures that-are imposed upon the
proposed project, nothing furtheris required.

ié? ?274— 4-17-17

Signature Date

Trevor Estlow, Senior Planner ' Bumboldi County Planning

PrintedName  ____ . ___ . . .. S and Buiiding Deoartment
I For
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EVALUATION OF ENV]RONMENTAL IMPACTS

1)

2}

3)

3)

6)

‘ihciude g reference 16 the page o pages whiere the staferfient is sUbstantiated.

A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impaci” answers that are i
adequately supported by the information sources o lead agency cifes in the

parentheses following each questions. A "No Impact’. answer is adequately supported i

the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply io

projecis fike the one involved (e.g., the project falis outside a fault rupture zone). A "No
Impact” answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well

as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants,

based on a projeci-specific screening analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including offsite as well as
onsite., cumulative as well as projeci-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as
well as operational impacts.

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur,
then the checkiist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less
than significant with mifigation, or less than significant. *Potentially Significant Impact” is
appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are
one or more “Potentially Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an
EIR is required.

"Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where
the incorporation of mifigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially
significant impact" to a "Less Than Significant Impact.” The lead agency must describe
the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than
significant level {mitigation measures from Section XV, “Earlier Analyses,” may be cross-
referenced).

Eariier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering. program EIR, or other CEQA
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earier EIR or negative
declaration. Section 15063{c}(3§(D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the
following: -

Q) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b) iImpacts Adequately Addressed. identify which effects from the above checklist
were within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document
pursuant {o applicable legal standards, and state whether such effecis were
addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less Than Significant with Mitigation
Measures Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures which were
incorporated or refined from the earlier document and fhe extent fo which they
address site-specific conditions for the project.

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references fo
information sources for potential impacts {e.g.. general plans, zoning ordinancesj.
Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should, where appropricie,
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|
7} Supporhng Information Sources: A source lisi should be attached, and other sources used
orjindividuals contacted should be citied in the discussion, ‘

8) Thls isonly a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats;
however, lead agencies should normally address the guestions from this checklist that
aré relevant to a project’s environmental effects in whatever format is selected.

9) The analysis of each issue should identify:

o)_: the significance criteria or threshold used to evaluaie each question: and
b]: the mitigation measure identified, if any, o reduce the impact fo less than
! significance.
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Less Than

Potentially Slgniﬁcanf Less Than

Signiticant With Significant No
issues and Supperting Infermation Mitigation Impact

Impact - Impact

Incorporated

AESTHETICS: Would the project:
a) Have a substontial adverse effect | X

on a scenic vista? -

b} Substantially damage scenic
resources, including, but not limited X
1o, trees, rock outcroppings. and
historic buildings within a state scenic
highway?

c) Substantially degrade the existing
visual character or qudlity of the site | X
and its suroundings?

d) Create a new source of substantial
light or giare which would adversely X
affect day or nighttime views in the

areq?

Discussion

a, b}

c)

d)

The project site is located in a rural residential area east of McKinleyville on Elizabeth
Road. Elizabeth Road is a private road off of Murray Road. The project site coniqins an
existing residence, hidden from the private road due to the forested nature of the site.
The existing residence will be sited on proposed Parcel 2. The building site-for proposed
Parcel 1 will be minimally visible from the private road. The site is not located within a
Coastal Scenic area and not within the Coastal Zone. The proposed project would have
a less than significant impact on a scenic vista or scenic highway. :

- The existing visual character of the project vicinity consists of rural residential

development within a forested area. The project site consists of one parcel developed
with a residential structure. The parcel consists of mostly forested hillsides with a cleared
area around the exisfing residence. The proposed subdivision would not substantiaily
degrade ihe existing visual character or quality of the site or surounding area. Therefore,
a less than significant impact would occur.

The subdivision would create one new lot for residential development. Any future -

“residential lighting would be consistent-with the suiTounding residenfial community.
Therefore there would be no new sources of substantial light or glare and a less than
significant impact would occur. .
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Issues and Svpporling Information

Potentiall
v
Significan
{ Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

AGRICUL:TURE AND FOREST RESOURCES: Would the proje

ct:

| a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmlond of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on
the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
Program of the Califomia Resources
Agency, to non-agriculiural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
contract?

c} Conﬂicl:f with existing zoning for. or
cause re:laoning of, forest land (as
defined in Public Resources Code
section 12220(g). fimberand (as
defined by PRC section 4526), or
fimberland zoned Timberland
Production {as defined by
Government Code section 51104(g)}?

d) Resuit in the loss of forest land or
conversicim of forest land 1o non-forest
use? |

&) Involve other changes in the
exisiing environment which, due to
their location or nature, could result in
conversion of Farmland, 1o non-
agricultural use or conversion of
forestland to non-forest use?

Discussiori

a, b, e) The project site is not designated Unique Farmland or Farmiand of Statewide Importance

and is not within a Williamson Act coniract. The parcet is curently zoned Agriculture

General with a ten-acre minimum parcel size {AG-B-5{10}). The General Plan
Amendment {GPA) and Zone Reclassification included in the project will change the

- zoning te-Agriculture-General-with a five-acre minimum parcel size.[AG=B-5{5]]. Aithcugh
zoned AG, the site is heavily fimbered and does not lend itself to agricultural uses. The

subject property is bordered by similar wooded, rural residential lots. The proposed

subdivision would allow additional residential developrnent which is compatible with

GPA 17-003 Pimentel 13422
i
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existing adjacent uses. Single family residential is o primary and compatible use in the
Agricultural Rural {AR) land use designation and is principally permitted inthe AG zone.
The project includes changing the density associated with the AR plan designation from
one unit per ten acres (AR10) to one unit per five acres [ARJ). The project would not
convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland or Farmiand of Statewide Importance to non-
agriculture use or conflict with existing or proposed zoning for agriculture use; and would
not involve changes in the existing environment which, due to its location or nature,

could result in conversion of Farmiand to non-agriculiural use. A "Less than 3-Acre

Conversion Exemption” was previously compieted for this parcel that inciuded the tree
removal which is principally permitfed in the zone. The free removal is not considered
significant in an area planned for this level of residential density. A less than significant

impact would occur.

c.d) The project area has already completed a “Less than 3-Acre Conversion Exempftion”
from Calfire prior to the application for sukdivision. The loss of timberand is not
considered significant as the area was reviewed for this level of development under the
McKinleyville Community Plan. Therefore, the proposed project will have a less than

significant impact.

Issues and Supporling Information

Potentiglly
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

determinations. Would the project:

AIR QUALITY: Where available, the significance criteric established by the applicable air quality
management or air pollution control district may be refied upon to make the following

a) Conflict with or obstruct Implementation of
the applicable air quality plan?

b) Violate any air quaiity standard or
contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation?

c) Result in a cumulotively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
projectregion is non-atiainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard {including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors) 2

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?

) Create objectionable odors affecting @
substantial number of people?

Discussion

GPA 17-003 Pimentel 13422 June 1, 2017
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a.b.d,e) The project site is located within the North Coast Alr Basin and the jurisdiction of the

c)

No'rih Coast Unified Air Quality Management District [NCUAQMD). The North Coast Alr
Bcsm generally enjoys good air qudlity, bul has been designated non-attainment {does
nolf meet federal minimum armbient air quality standards) for particulate matter less than
ten microns in size [PMio}. To address this, the NCUAQMD adopted a Parficulate Matter
Attginment Plan in 1995. This plan presents available informafion about the nature and
causes of PMho standard exceedance, and identifies cost-effective control measures to
requce PMio emnissions, 1o levels necessary io meet California Ambient Air Quality
Standards. These include transportation measures {e.g., public fransit, ridesharing, vehicle
bu'y—bcck programs, traffic flow improvernents, bicycle incenfives, etc.), land use
mecsures (infil development, concentration of higher density adicocent to highways,

e’rc }. and combustion measures (open burming iimifations, hearth/wood buming stove
limitations: NCUAQMD 1995).

The proposed subdivision results in one new parcel suitable for residenticl development
and would not: (1) obsiruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan: {2) violate
qiriquality standards: (3) contribute substantially fo an existing or projected air quality
wollcs’non (4) expose sensitive receptors to substantial poliutant concentrations; or {5}
crz?cﬂe objectionable odors. A less than significant impact would occur.

Thé proposed subdivision would create.one new parcel for residenfial development and
allow one additional residence to be constructed. The proposed development. when
consirucfed would generate limited construction and operational emissions that would
coninbufe to cumulative emissions of pollutants within the North Coast Alr Basin, As
lndlccﬁed above, the North Coast Alr Basin is in non-attainmeni for PMio. Because future
developmen’r is consistent with planned vses the proposed project would not contribute
to ﬂ"lIS non-atiginment for PMio beyond levels considered in approved Iond use plans,
and thus would result in a less than significant impact.

Issues and Supporhng Information

less Than

Significant Less Than

Significant
Impact

No

|
|
! ' Potentially
' Impact

o With
Significant e o
Impact Mitigation

| Incorporated

BIOLOGI(!:AL RESOURCES: Wouid the project:

a) Have o substantial adverse effect, either X
directly or through habitat modifications, on
cany speCIes identified as g candidcte,
sensitive,; Lor special status species in local or
regional plons policies, or regulations, or by
the Coltfornlo Department of Fish ond' Game or
U.3. Fish c:nd Wwildlife Service?

b) Have c substantial adverse effect on any ' X
riparan habitat or other sensitive natural
communn‘y idenfified in local or regional plans, )
 policies, and regulations or by the California- - = - - -- e
} Depcn‘menf of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and : :
wildlife Semcee

GPA 17-003 Pimentel 13422 June 1, 2017 Page 41

\
. ‘




c) Have a substantial adverse effect on
tederally protected wellands as defined by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act {including.
but not limited to, marsh, vernal poocl, coastal,
etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means?

d} Interfere substaniially with the movement of
any nalive resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with.established native resident or
migratory wildlife conidors, or impede the use
of native wildlife nursery sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or-
ordinances protecting biclogical resources,
such as a free preservaiion policy or
ordinance?

f} Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
régional, or state habitat conservation plan?

Discussion

a,b) The project site is developed with a single family residence. Duke Creek flows northerly
and westerly through a northern segmeni of the property. A Streamside Management
Ared (SMA) will be mapped on the Development Plan and labeled unbuildable.

Sensifive resources or species were not identified. In order to avoid a "take™ as defined
and prohibited by Fish and Game Code {FGC) Sections 3503, 3503.5, 3513, and by the
Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act, any brush clearing cr tree removal associafed with the
project must be conducted outside of the bird breeding season {March 1 - August 15}.

This will be noled on the Development Plan.

The proposed subdivision would not have a substantial adverse efiect, either directly or
through habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or
special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and wildlife Service. This impact
would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

cj The only wellands identified on-site were those associated with the riparian corridor of
the stream on the property. These will be protecied by butfers indicated on the
Development Plan. The proposed.project would not have a substantial adverse effect on
federally protecied wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act through
direct removal, filing, hydrological interruption, or other means. This impact would be less

than significant with mitigation incorporated.

e e

d)

Al

——————— ——— e e

R VNG M

Duke Creek flows northerly and westerly through a northern segment of the property.
Adequate butfers {minimum of 50 feet af intermittent segments and 100 feet at perennial

segmenis) will be maintained on these watercourses. Additionally, any tree removal will
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bé resticted within the bird breeding season. These measures are included in Mitigation
Mlecsure No. 1. This impact would be less than significant with mitigation incorporaied.

e.f) Thle proposed subdivision would not conflict with local policies protecting biclogical
resources. The project site is subject to the County's Streamside Management Area
Ordinance, which requires adequate buffers to watercourses. This impact would be less
than significant with mitigation incorporated.

Mifigation Measure No.1. The Development Plan shall map the Streamside Managemsn! Arec
{50 feet along intermitient segments and 100 feet along perennial segments on both sides of the
watercourse) and label it as "unbuildable.” In addition, the following language shall appear on
the Development Plan: "any brush clearing or iree removal must be conducted cutside of the
bird breeding season (March 1 - August 15) in order 1o avoid a "take™ as defined and prohibited
by Fish and Game Code {FGC} §3503. 3503.5, 3513, and by the Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act
(16 U.S. Code 703 et seq.}. If any brush or trees must be removed within the breeding season, the
Project proponent shall consult with CDFW prior to removal in order to assess the potential for
take of active bird nesis.”

Less Than
Potentiaily Significant Less Than
| Significant With Significant No
Issues and Supporting Informdtion Impact Mitigation impact Impact
f PAc! . |incorporated | MP
CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of @ histerical resource as defined X

in §15064.52

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource X
pursuantito §15064.52

c) Difeciiy or indirectly destroy a unique

paleontological resource or site or unique X

geclogic feature?

d) Disturb any human remains, inciuding those

interred outside of formal cemeteries? ) X
Discussion .

a-d) Re;ferrc:l comments indicated that the site has the potential to contain archaeological
crlldior historical resources. Therefore, a Cultural Resource investigation was periormed
by William Rich and Associates {February 201 7}. The report found that the site was unlikely
to;contain significant cultural resources. The County's standard condition regarding the
applicant's responsibility should remains or artifacts be unearthed during any
development will be an on-going.requirement. Therefore impacts would.be less than
significant with miligation incorporated.
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Mitigation Measure No.2. The following note shall be place on the Development Plan: "If cultural
resources are encountered during construction activities, the coniractor on site shall cease all
work in the immediate drea and within a 50 foot buffer of the discovery location. A qudlified
archaeologist as well as the appropriate Tribal Historic Preservation Officer(s) are {o be
contacted o evaluate the discovery and., in consultation with the applicant and lead agency,
develop a treatment plan in ony instance where significant impacts cannot be avoided.

The Native American Heritage Commission {NAHC) can provide information regarding the
appropriate Tribal point(s} of contact for a specific area; the NAHC can be reached ot 916-653-
4082. Prehistoric materials may include obsidian or chert flakes, tools, locally darkened midden
soils, groundstone artifacts, shellfish or faunal remains, and human buridls. If human remains are
found, ‘California Heaith and Safety Code 7050.5 requires that the County Coroner be
contacted immediately at 707-445-7242. If the Coroner determines the remains to be Native
American, the NAHC will then be coniacted by the Coroner fo determine appropriate
treatment of the remains pursuant to PRC 5097.98. Violators shall be prosecuted in accordance
with PRC Section 5097.99

The applicant is ultimately responsible for ensuring compliance with this condition.”

Less Than
Significant
Potentially | With vess than | No
Issues ‘and Supperling Information Significant | Mitigaiion _ 9 Impact
Impact
Impact Incorperated
GEOLOGY AND SOILS: Would the project:
a) Expose people or structures to potential X

substantial adverse effects, including the risk of
loss, injury, or death involving: !

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alguisi-Priclo X
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fauli? Refer fo
Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? ) X
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including . X
liquefaction?

iv) Landslides? , _ X
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of X
topsoile
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I
i - | Less Than
- Significant
] Potentially | With ;f"':gi';‘;':ﬂ No
Issves un:d Supporling Infermation - ; Significant | Mifigdtion In? act Impact
| 7 Impact _ incorporafed _ P
c) Be’_loc!oied on a geologic unit or soil thot is ' X
unstablelor that would become unstable as a.
result of the project, and potentially resuif in
onsite or :offsi’re landslide, Iateral spreading,
subsidence. liquetaction or collapse?
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in : X
Table 18-:1 -B of the Uniform Building Code
{1994}, creating substantial risks to life or
property?
e} Have sorls mc:opoble of cdequofely X
suppor’nng the use of septic tanks or alternafive
wastewater disposal systems where sewers are
not available for the disposal of wastewater?
I
|
Dnscussron N
Q) i-ii) The project site is not located within an AIqmsT—Pnoro {A-P) Eorrhqucke Fault Zone The

neoresi A-P zone'is located approximately one mile southwest of the project site.
Norrhwesiern Cailifornia is the most seismically aclive region in the confinental United
SToTes making the probability of strong seismic ground shaking at some fime in the future
hlgh While the proposed project could potentially be subject to ground shaking from
these or other Northern California faults, it would be comparable o all other
derelopmenT in this. seismicaily active region. Compliance with standard state and local
bu?lding codes would provide foundation and structural strengthening applicable to this
one.

|

iii, iv) Liquetaction is described as the sudden loss of soil shear strength due fo a rapid increase
of soil pore water pressures caused by cyclic loading from a seismic event. According to
the County geoclogic hazard maps, the project site is not located in a potential
hquefocﬂon area. There is no evidence of recent active landslides and the poiential for
slope stability hazard associated with the proposed project is considered negligible.
Accordlng to the Frarnework Pian Geologic Hazards Map, the project site has a rating of
low instability. A Soils Report was prepared by Jeffrey Pimentel, P.E. (March 2016) for the
proposed subdivision. The report found that the site was suitable for the intended use
(resrdenhcl}

Therefore the proposed project would not expose people or siructures fo polential
subsfom‘lol adverse effect involving: the rupture of a known earthquake fault as
dehneo?ed on the most recent Alquist-Priclo Fault Zoning Map:; strong-seismic ground
shoking seismic relgted ground failure mcludung liquetoction and landslides; a less than

- -—--‘-sigmt'cantimpacfwould OCCUFr= = = = - w0 e em e s s mme = s - s s

b.c.d) The newly creon‘ed vacant parcel thai will be suitable for residential development is
located on the fiatier portions of the parcel and would not result in soil erosion. iandsiide,
|

I
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- lateral spreading, or liquefaction. There are no significant on-site slopes — oiher than
those associated with the restricted Streamside Monagement Area — and no major
grading proposed for the-development of fuure homesites. The project is not located on.
expansive soils. Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur.

e) The existing residence is served by on-site wastewater disposal systems and any future
development would giso require on-site wastewater disposal systems. A scils evaluation

was conducted by Jefirey Pimentél, P.E. and a series of percolation test pits were dug to

determine the appropriate location for a future on-site wastewater system on Farcel A.
The parcel map shows the test pit locations where the soils are capable of adequately

supporling wastewater disposal systems. Future development of wastewater disposal

systemns would be in accordance with the soils evaluation. A permit from the Humboldi

Couniy Depariment of Environmental Health will be required for all new on-site sepfic
systemns. A less than significant impact-would occur.

the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Less Than
Potentially i;ig'glﬁcani Less Than No
Issues and Supporting Information Significant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact Incorporated tmpact
GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS: Would the project:
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant X
impact on the environmeni?
b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing X

Discussion
Q, b)

In 2002 the California legisiature declared that global climate change was a maiter of

increasing concern for the state’s public heaith and environment, ond enacted law
requiring the Califormnia Air Resources Board (CARB) to control GHG emissions from motor
vehicles (Health & Safety Code §32018.5 et seq.). In 2006, the Cadiifornia Global Warming
Solutions Act [Assembly Bill 32) definitively established ihe state's climate change policy
and set GHG reduction iargets (health & Safety Code §38500 et sec.), inCluding seifing o
target of reducing GHG emissions to 1990 levels by 2020. AB 32 requires focal
governmenis to take an active role in addressing climate change and reducing

greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. While methodologies 1o inventory and quantiify local
GHG emissions are siill being developed, recommendations 1o reduce residential GHG

emissions include promoting energy efficiency in new development.

The proposed project involves cregtion of a new residenfial lot. Future residential use

would emit limited greenhouse gases. The proposed project is consistent with planned

densities and land use in 1he area and would nof conflict with an applicable pian, policy. ™

or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases; a

less than significant impact would occur.
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Issues and Supporling information

Less Than
Significant
Wwith
Mitigation
Incorperated

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impaoct

No Impact

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS: Wo

uld the project:

q) Create a significant hazard to the
public orifhe environment through the
routine transport, use, or disposal of
hazardous materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the
public orithe environment through
recsonably foreseeable upset and
accident condifions involving the release
of hazardous matericis into the
environment?

¢) Emit hc':zordous emissions or handle
hozardous or ccutely hazardous
mc’renqls substances, or waste within
one-quorfer rmile of an existing or
proposed school?

d) Be located on a site which is included
on a list of hazardous materials sites
complled pursuant to Government Code
Section 65962.5 and, as a resull, would it
create asignificant hazard to the public
or the environmem?

e) Fora prolec‘f located within an dirport
land use plon or, where such a plan has
not beern adopted, within two miles of a
public curpori or public use dirport, would
the pro;elci result in a safety hazard for
people residing or working in the project
area? |

f) Fora prolecf within the vicinity of a -
private clrsmp, would the project result in
a safety | hazard for people residing or
working:in the project areq?

gl Impci% implementation of or physically
interferelwith.an adopted emergency. .
response plan or emergency evacuation

plang !

i
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Less Than
Potentiaily ﬂﬁgiﬁcum‘ Less Than
Issues and Suppoerling Information lSrIEn;ﬁ;ant Mitigation lsr:?nl;f}cnt No Impact
P Incorporated P
h) Expose people or structures fo a
significant risk of loss, injury cr death
involving wildland fires, including where X
wildlands are adjacent to urbaonized
areqs or where residences are intermixed
with wildlands?
Discussion -
a) The project does not propose any change in the transport, use, or disposal of hazardous

materials. These activities are controlled by County code provisicns and state

regulations. New owners would be subject to these same provisions and regulations and
thus the subdivision itself would not create a significant hazard to the public associated
with these activities. No impact would occur.

v) The proposed project would not create a significant hazard fo the public or the

environment? through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving
the release of hazardous materials into the environment. No impact would occur.

c) The proposed brojec’r would not emit hazardous emissions or acutely hazardous

L

materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an exisiing or ‘pro‘posed school
(e.g.. the project would not emit such materials, and there is no school located within
one-quarter (0.25) mile of fhe project site). No impact would occur.

d) The project site is not located on a site thot is included on any list compiled pursuant to
Governmerit Code Section 65%62.5 (Cortese List
http://mww.calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/corteselist/}, Hence, the proposed preject
would not create a significant hazard fo the public or the environment. No impact would

OoCCur.

e) The project is just over one mile from the Califernia Redwood Coast — Humboldt County
Airport and is located within the Horizontal Surface boundary area. The Horizonidl
surface is a plane, circular in shape, with its height 150 feet above the established airport
elevation. The established elevation of the Airportis 223 feet, which sets the Horizonial
surface plane at an elevation of 373 feet. The proposed building site of the subject
parcels is approximately 480 feet; which extends 107 feet above the Horizental Surface
of the Airport. Because of this penetrafion, a Variance is required pursuant te Section
333-8 of Humboldt County Code. The applicant has provided evidence 10 support the
variance including the fact that existing trees extend as high as 200 feet above the
existing ground surface of the project site, existing terain climbs in elevation beyond the
site and the proposed residence will extend no more-than 35 feet above the existing
ground surface. The Department of Public Works has reviewed the request and can

- suppertthe Variance. Therefore; alessthan significant impact would-occur.

f) The project site-is not located within the Vicinity of a private airstrip. No impact would

OCCUL.
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Q)

Emergency response and evacuation in the project area is ihe responsibifity of the

Htﬁmboldi County Sheriff's Ofiice of Emergency Services. The proposed project would not
|mpc1|r implementation of or physically interfere with the County’s Emergency Response
Plan including the evacuation aspects of the plan, because the project : {1} would not
ch‘er or block existing streets; (2} would not increase the number of people exposed o
potential emergencies; {3) would not generate significant traffic congestien during an
emergency; and {4} would not include uses that would require amendment of the
County's emergency planning {such as a'chemical storage facility or large industrial

plcmﬂ. No impact would occur.

h)

The project site served by Arcata Fire Protection District for structural fire proteciion.

Accordmg to the County’s Fire Hazard Map, the site'is located in a high fire hazard area.
Al |proposed parcels would have access from Elizabeth Road, either directly (Parcel A) or
v1c: a shared driveway (Parcel B). Therefore the proposed project would not expose
people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires. No

impact would occur.

oo
Issues and Supporting Information

Potenfially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Im_pc:ci

No
Impact

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY: Would the p

roject:

Q) \ﬁoloié any waler quality standards or
wasie dischorge requirements?

D) Subsionhatly deplete groundwater supplies
or mferfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net
deficit inlaquifer volume or a lowering of the
local groundwater table level (e.g.. the
production rate of pre-existing nearby wells
would drop to a level which would not
support existing land uses or planned uses for
which permifs have been granied)?

/

c} Substartially alter the existing drainage
pattemn of the site or area. including through
strearn or river course alteration, in a manner
-which would result in substantial ercsion or
siltation onsite or offsite?

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattemn of the site or areq, including through
the clieration of the course of a stream or
Tiver, or substantially increase the rafe or”
amount of surface runoff in a manner which

would result in flooding onsite or offsite?
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less Than

Potentially SIgnrﬁcani Less Than
significant | WD significant | N°
Issves and Supporting Information Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated

e) Create or contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or X
planned stormwater drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?

fi Otherwise substantially degrade waier X
guality? .

g} Place housing within a 100-year flood
hazard Area 1as mapped on a federal Flood X
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate

Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard areg .
structures which would impede or redirect X
flood flows?

i) Expose people or sfructures to a significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding. X '
including flooding as a result of the failure of a
levee or dam?

i) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? X

Discussion "
a,c-f) The proposed project would create a new rural residential parcel. A majority of the

b

gl

project site is undeveloped. The parcels accommeodate stormwater runoff onsite and
there is no proposed change in direction of stormwater runoff. Therefore, the proposed
project would not violate water quality standards, alter the existing drainage pattern of
the parcel, alter the course of a stream or river, substantially increase the rate or amount
of surface runoff, result in flooding on- or off-site, provide substantial additional socurces of
polluted runoff, or otherwise substantially degrade water qualily. A less than significant
impact would occur. :

Under the proposed project there would be minimal increase in impervious surfaces so
the change in potential groundwater recharge on the parcel wil be minimal. The new
parcel wilt have shared use of the existing well, which is located within the boundary of
proposed Parcel 1. The additional use of the existing well by a single family residence will
not significantly deplete the groundwater. Therefore, the proposed project would not
substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater

__recharge such thai there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or alowering of the

local groundwater table level. A less than significant impact would occur.

The parcel is located enfirely outside the 100-year FEMA mapped floodplain and at

~
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approximately 400 feet in elevation. The project is well outside of any tsunami inundation
area..Therefore, the proposed project would not impede or redirect flood flows, and
would not expose pecple or structures to a significant risk involving flooding. A less than

significant impact would occur.

|

Issves and Supporting information

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Miigafion
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
impact

LAND USE AND PLANNING: Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established comrmunity?

1
b} Conflict with any applicable land use plan,
policy, oriregulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but not
limited to the general plan, specific plan, local
coastal program, or zoning ordinance)
odoptedfor the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

¢) Conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community
conservation plang

Discussion!

a) The proposed subdivision would not physically divide an established community,
because the project: (1] site is locaied in arural residential areq; (2} involves the
subdivision of one parcel info two parcels consistent with the proposed density

associated with the General Plan Amendment {as recommended by the Board of

Supervisors); (3} would not block or remove any existing streets; and (4} would not
change the use of the site. Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur.

b) The project site is located in an unincorporated area east of the town of McKinleyville
and is subject to the Humboldt County Framework General Plan, McKinjeyville
Community Plan {MCCP}, and County zoning regulations. The project site totcls
opproximately 15 acres. The property is planned and zoned for rural residential
deyelopment with a density of one unit per 10 acres.

1
Thé proposed subdivision would result in the following two parcels: Parcel 1 {5 gacres) and

Parcel 2 (10 acres).
|

Thé propased project is consistent with the comprehensive view of the MCCP and

Framework General Plan as it concems land use, hazards, biological rescurces,
~hydrology and water quality; circulafion, and-public-facilities. with-approval-of-aSpecial
Permit for reducing the minimum loi size the proposed project would not conflict with
applicable land use plan, policy, or reguiaiion adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
. mitigating an environmental effect. A less than significant impact would occur.
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c} The project sne js not subject to anexisting habitat conservation plan or nafural
community conservation plan. No iImpact would occur. :

delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan or other land use plan?

Less Thon
Polentiaily SIgmﬁcum Less Than
Significant | i significant | N°
Issues and Supporling Information Imbact Mitigaiion Impact Impoct
' P Incorporated P
MINERAL RESOURCES: Would the project:
MINERAL RESOURCES: Would the project:
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value fo 5%
the region and the residents of the state?
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-
important mineral resource recovery site X

Discussion:
a-bj

No mineral resources are known to be located within ihe project site. Therefore, the

proposed project would not affect the availability of a known mineral resource hat
would be of value to the region, nor would the project result in the loss of availability of a
locally important mineral resource, recovery site delineated on a specific.-general plan
or other land use plan. No impact would occur.

_ Less Than

Issues and Supporting lnformcﬂop Potentially Sigr_:iﬁccmf Less Than
Signiﬁcdni with . Significant No
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact

) P Incorporated | pact

NOISE: Would the project: _

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of

noise levels in exceass of standards established X

in the local general plan or noise ordingnce, or

applicable standards of other agencies?

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of X

excessive groundbome noise levels?

‘&) A sUbstdntial permanent incréasein T B )

ambient noise levels in the project vicinity X

above levels existing without the projects
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i Less Than

1 - -

Issues and Supporing.Information p oienﬂally' ﬁgzlﬁcam Less Than - No
i ls;r?ngi;ani Mitigation ;s;?n;ﬁ;ani impact
: P i Incorporated P

d} A substantial temporary or pericdic increase
in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity X
obove levels existing without the projeci?

g) Fora p'rojec1 located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not been ‘ X
adopted! within fwo miles of a public airport or *
public use dirport, would the project expose
people residing or working in the project area
to excessive noise levels?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project expose people X
residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

|
Discussionf
a-d) The'proposed project would be subject o the noise standards contained in the
Framework General Plan for residential areas. The project site is located adjacent to
Elizabeth Road, a privately maintained road.

The ‘proposed project would create one new lot for residential development. The
proposed subdivision would not expose persons to or generate neise levels in excess of
gen:eral plan standards, would not involve blasting, or other activities that could creaie
excgzssiv‘é ground born neise levels or vibration, and would not create a substantial
permanent, temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity.

A Ielss than significant impact would occur,

e, f] The site is approximately one mile from the Arcatg-Eureka Airport, however, it is outside of
the area affected by the Alrport Land Use Compatibility Plan. The site would not expose
people working or residing in the area due fo excessive noise levels. A 1éss than significant
impact would occur. '

: Lless Than
1 - »
5 Potentially Significant Less Than
i Significant with Significant No
Issues and Supporting Information Impact 1 Mitigation Impact Impact
! o P Incorporated P
POPULATION AND HOUSING: Would the projeci: -

|
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Issves and Supporting Infermation

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant

‘'with

Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

a) Induce substantial population growthin the
areq, either direcily (for example, by proposing
new homes and businessas) or indirectly {for
example, through extension of roads or other
infrastruciure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing
housing. necessitating the construction of
repiacement housing elsewhere?

c) Displace substantial numbers of people,
necessitaling the construction of replocemen’r
housing elsewhere?

Discusmon
a}

The proposed subdivision would creaie one new lot with the consfrucf:on of aresidence

on proposed Parcel 1 consistent with the proposed land use and zoning designations.
The subdivision is consistent with the proposed planned density of the area and would
not directly or indirectly induce substantial population growth. Therefore, a less than

significant impact would occur.

b, )

The proposed project would not displace existing housing or people. and would nct

necessitate the construction of replacement housing elsewhere. No impact would cccur)

Issves and Supporting Information

Fotentially
Significant
impact

Less Than
Significant
With-
Mitigation-
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

PUBLIC SERVICES: Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physicdlly altered governmental facilities, the consiruction of which could
cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other perfermance objectives for any of the public services:

Q) Fire protection?

b} Police protection?

c) Schools?

| d) Parks?

e} Other public fcc:llmes?

s || = x| x
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|
|
|
|
i

Dlscusslon

N

Qa-e) Emergency response in the project area is the responsibility of Arcata Fire Protection

DISfﬂC‘]‘ Calfire and the Humboldt County Sheriti's Office. The proposed project will

crecr}e one new parcel. All parcels will have access from Elizabeth Road. The proposed
pl’OjeCT would not impair fire or police protection services, because the project would

nof alter or block existing streets, result in development, or include uses that wouid

requnre amendment of the County's emergency planning {such as a chemical storage

fcqlhiy or large industrial plant),

No new or physically altered govemment facilities aré required as a result of the project.
The project would not resuli substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
prowsmn of new or physically alterad governmental facilities, the construction of which
could couse significant environmental impacis. in order to maintain acceptable service
rotios, response times or other performance objectives for fire protection, police

protection, schools, parks, or other public facilities. Therefore, a less than significant

impoct would occur.
|

facilities or require the consiruction or
expansion of recreationat facilities which might
have an adverse physical effect on the
environmeni?

i Less Than
i Potentially &Igf:‘mcanf | Less Than No
Issues and Supporiing Information ;Srl‘?ng'::cianf Mitigation ]Sri‘?nggant impac!
; P | Incorporated | P ‘
RECREATION: '
Q) Would the project increase the use of
existing nelghborhood and regional parks or X
other recireohoncﬂ facilities such that
substantial physical deterioration of the facility
wouid occur or be accelerated?
b) Does i‘he project include recreational
X

Discussion

a-b) The project does not include recreational facilities. The project has been conditioned
upon payment of parkland dedication fees in lieu of creating a neighborhood park on
1he site. The Department finds no evidence that the project will require construction or
exponsmn of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment. Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur.
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Issues and Supporting Information

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Potentiqily
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC: Would the project:

a) Conflict with an applicabie plan,
crdinance or policy establishing measures
of effectiveness for the performance of
the circulation system, taking into account
all modes of tfransportation including mass
tfransit. and non-motorized fravel and
relevant components of the circulation
systems, including but not limited to
intersections, streets; highways and
freeways, pedestiian and bicycle paths,
and mass transit,

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
congesfion management agency for
designated roads or highways?

c) Result in a change in air fraffic paitemns,
including either an increase in traffic levels
or a change in location that results in
substantial safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards due to @
design fegiure {e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible
uses (e.g.. farm equipment)e

e) Result in Inodequate emergency
Qaccesse

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or

or pedestrign facilities, or otherwise
decrease the performance or safsty of
such facilities?

programs regarding public transit, bicycle,

Discussion

a.b} The project site is accessed from Elizabeth Road off of Murray Road. The proposed
“project would create one new lof for rurdl residential development. Traffic Hrips to/ffom
the site are not expected to change significantly as a resuli of the proposed project.
Therefore, the circulation system of the area would not be affected. The subdivision
would not confiict with applicable pians, policies, or ordinances establishing measures of
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efflecﬁveness for the performance of the circulafion system and would not conflict with a
level of service standard established by the county congestion management agency for
desrgnofed roads or highways. A less than significant impact would occur.
I

c) The proposed project is approximately one mile from the Cailifornia Redwood Coast -
Humboldi County Airport, however, it would have no impact on air traffic patterns,
would not substantially incregse air traffic levels, ond would not result in substantial safeiy
risks. A less than significant impact would occur.

d) The project would aliow continued rural residential use of the site and is compatible with
The existing adjacent similar uses. The two parcels would have access off of Elizabeth
Rocd Access to the new parcel would not substantially increase hazards due o a
desrgn feature or incompatible uses. A less than significant impact would occur.

I
F

e) The project site is located adjacent to Elizabeth Road, and is already served by an
ex:shng street system. All lofs would have access to Elizabeth Road. Adequate
emergency access to the project site already exists from this sireet, and would continue
fo exrs1 under the proposed project. Therefore, a less thon significant impact would
oc?un

f) The proposed project would not conflict with policies, pians, or programs, regarding
public transit, bicycle. or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or
scf}e?y of such facilifies. A less than significant impact would occur.

i less Than
. Potentially :I’ﬁ:mccnt Less Than No
Issues and|Supperting Information fgn:‘:;ani Mitigation Isl;1gn:r<:<:tanf impact
P incorporated P

TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the
signifi cance of a fribal cultural resource, defined in Public Resource Code section 21074 as either
q site, fecn‘ure place, cultural landscape that is gecgraphically defined in terms of the size and
scope of 1he landscape. sacred place, or object with culiural value to a California Native
American mbe and that is:

q) Listed or eligible. for listing in the California X
Register of Historical Resources, or in a tocdl
register of historical resources as defined in
Public Resource Code section S020.1(k), or .

b) A resource determined by the lead X
agency, |n its discretion and supported by
SUbSTCInﬂCI] evidence, to be significant
pursuant To criteria set forth in subdivision {c)
of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1, the
lead cgency shall ceonsider the significance of
the resourée to a California Nafive American
tribe?

Discussion
a-bj —*The project was referred to the Northwest Information.Center at Sonoma.State University, - ..

. the Blue Lake Rancheria, the Wiyot Tribe and the Bear River Band, of the Rohnerville
Rancheria. In addition, pursuant to SB18 and AB52, the County contacted the various
Tribes to offer consultafion. Consultation was accepted by the Tribes and a Cultural
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Resource Investigation was performed by William Rich and Associates {Fébruary 2017).
The invesfigation concluded that no significant archaeological or historic period cultural -
resources that, for the purposes of CEQA, would be considered an historical resource

exist in the limits of the project area. Nonetheless, the standard condition of inadvertent
discovery has been included as Mitigation Measure No. 3. The Tribes reviewed the repori
and were satisfied with the resulfs. This concluded the Tribe's consuliation with the

County pursuant to SB18 and AB52. Therefore, o less than significant impact would occur.

Less Than
Potentially ;lﬁgt:IfIcant lessThan |,
Issues and Supporing Information fr:?n;ﬁ;cnt Mitigation fri'f_;';n:':;ani Impact
' P Incorporated P 7

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS: Would the project:

) Exceed wastewater freatment
requirements of the applicable-Regional X
Water Quality Control Board?

b) Require or result in the construction of
new water or wostewater freatment
facilities or expansion of existing facilifies, X
the censtruction of which cduld couse '
significant environmential effects?

¢} Require or result in the construction of
new stormwater drainage facilities or
expansion.of existing facilities, the X
construction of which could cause
significant environmental-effecis?

d) Have sufficient water supplies available
to serve the project from existing X
entitlements and resources, or are new of
expanded entitlements needed?

e) Result in o determination by the
wastewater freatment provider which
serves or may serve the project that it has X
adequate capacity to serve the project's
projected demand in addition to the
provider's existing commitments?

1) Be served by a landiill with sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate the X
project's solid waste disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal, state, and local
statutes and regulations reiated fo solid . I U SR, %
waQste?
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Dlscuss:on

)

b, e)

c)

d)

1. 9)

The existing residence on the project site is served by an on-site wastewater treatment
sysfem The new parcel would also be served by an on-site wastewater treatment

_sysfem Therefore, the proposed project would not exceed wastewater tfreatment

requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board. A less thcm
significant impact wovid occur.

The proposed subdivision would be served by an existing well and shared beitween the
resulhng two parcels. The site is served by an on-site wastewater treatment system and
the Division of Environmental Health has approved the designs for the newly created lot.
Thgrefore the project would not resuit in the need for the consiruction of new water or
wastewater freatment iacilities or the expansion of existing facilities. A less than
slg’ln'_lﬁcunl impact would occur,

The proposed project would not require the construction of new storm water drainage
focnlmes or the expansion of existing such facilities, the construction of which could cause
sngnnf' icant environmental effects [see Response ¢-d under the "Hydrology and Water
Qudlity” for analysis). A less than significant impact would occur.

The project site receives water service from an existing well that has demonstrated
od:equc’re volumetric capacities. The proposed project is consistent with existing land use
and zoning designations and any incremental increase in demand would not be
sngnl‘iconi Theretore, the water system would have sufficient water supplies available to
serve the project from existing entitlements and resources. A less than significant impact

would OCCur.

The proposed subdivision would create one new residence which would generate
minirmnal solid waste. The residential use of the site would not change and any poiential
future development would be required to comply with federal, state, and local solid
waste regulations. Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur.

i Less Than
1 Potentially | Significent | o< Than
Significant With Significant | No Impact
Issues and Suppedding Information Mitigation
. Impact Impact
Incorpeorated

MANDAT,CRY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:

- -+
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a) Does the project have the potential
to degrade the qudlity of the
environment, substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species,
cause a fish or wildlife population to
drop below self-sustaining levels,
threaten 1o eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare
or endangered plant or animal, or
gliminate important examples of the
mdijor periods of California history or
prehistory?

b} Does the project have impacts that
are individually limited, but
cumulalively considerable?
("Cumuiatively considerable” means
that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable whean
viewed in connection with the effecis
of past projects, the effects of other
current projects, and the effects of .
probable future projects.)

c) Does the project have
environmential effects which will cause
substantial adverse effects on human
beings, either directly or indirectly?

Discussion:

Certain mandatory findings of significance must be made to comply with CEQA Guidelines
§15065, The proposed project has been analyzed, and it has been determined ihat it would not:

« Substanficlly degrade environmenial quality; .

Subsiantially reduce fish or wildlife habitat;

- Cause a fish or wildlife population to fall below self-sustaining levels;

+  Threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community;

+  Reduce the numbers or range of a rare, threafened, or endangered species:

« Eliminate important examples of the major peﬁodé of Cdlifomnia history or pre-history;

+  Achieve short term godls to the disadvantage of long ferm goals;

- Have environmental effects that will directly or indirectly cause substantial adverse

effects on human be_:in_g_;s_: or

+ Have possible environmental effects that are individually limited but cumuiaiivefy
considerable when viewed in connection with past, cureni, and reasonably

anficipated future projects.
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The project would not have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
subsiam‘loily reduce the habital of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
populoﬂon to drop below self sustaining levels, threaten teo eliminate a plant or animal
communn‘y or reduce the number or resirict the range of a rare or endangered plant or
cmlmcl See Biological Resources Section for a specific discussion of blolog;col resources.

su1|:>porhng this finding.

Th:e proposed project would not have the potential to eliminote important examples of
1he maqjor periods of Califomia history or prehistory because no significant impacts to
h:sfonc and culiural resources would occur. See Cultural Resources Section for a specific
dlsicussmn of historic resources supporting this finding.

Thd:e project would not have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable, because: (1) Given the nature of the project site, the project would not
contribute to the cumulative loss of prime farmiand, special-status species or their
habitat, wetlands or other natural community, minerai resources, or other cumulafive
impacts to natural resources; (2) Given the relative small size of the proposed project, it
would not add appreciably to cumulative utilities or service demand, park demand,
wc:’rer demand, energy consurmnption, or other growth-related cumulative impacts; (3)
The project site is already designated for rural residenticl use under the County's General
Plon and Zoning Crdinance. Hence, some degree of growth at the site has already been
cssumed in County planning; and {4} The project would not interfere with the abiliity of
’rhe region to attain the PMipo reduction godals set forth in the NCUAGMD's PMjs Attain
Plan.

The proposed project has been designed to be consistent with General Plan policies and
zonlng requirements, and measures to reduce project reiated impacts fo the
environment have been incorporated into the project design wherever possible fo -
ensure compliance. Based on the project as described in this Initial Study and a review of

opphcqble regulations there'is no evidence that the proposed project as mitigated will
ccuse substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly.

l
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Proposed Mitigation Measures, Monitering, and Reporting Program .

£y

Biological Resources
Mitigation Measure No. 1.

The Development Plan shall map the Sfreamside Management Area (50 feet along intermittent
segments and 100 feet along perennial segments on both sides of the watercourse) and label it
as "unbuildable.” In addition, the following language shall appear on the Development Plan:
“any brush clearing or tree removal must be conducied outside of the bird breeding season
{March 1 - August 15) in order to avoid a “take” as defined and prohibited by Fish and Gome
Code (FGC) §3508, 3503.5, 3513, and by the Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act {16 U.S. Code 703
et seq.}. if any brush or irees must be removed within the breeding season, the Project
proponent shall consult with CDFW prior to removal in order to assess the potential for take of
active bird nests.”

Timing for Implementation/Compliance: Noted on Development Plan and required throughout
project construction. . . :

Person/Agency Responsible for Monitoring: Applicant and successors

Menitoring Frequency: Throughout construction '

Evidence of Compliance: Prior to filing Parcel Map.

Cullural Resources

Mitigation Measure No. 2. The following note shall be place on the Development Plan: “If cuitural
resources are encountered during construction activifies, the contractor on site shali cease ol
work in the immediate area and within a 50 foot buffer of the discovery location. A quadlified
archceclogist as well as the appropriate Tribal Historic Preservation Officer(s)] are to be
contacted 1o evaiuate the discovery and, in consultation with the applicant and lead agency,
develop a treatment plan in any instance where significant impacts cannot be avoided.

The Native American Heritage Commission {NAHC) can provide information regarding the
appropriate Tibal peint(s) of contact for a specific area: the NAHC can be reached at 916-653-
4082. Prehistoric materials may include obsidian or chert flakes, tools, locally darkened midden
soils, groundstone artifacts, shellfish or founal remains, and human burigls. If human remains are
found, California Health and Safety Code 7050.5 requires that the County Coroner be
contacted immediately at 707-445-7242. |f the Coroner determines the remcins to be Naiive -
American, the NAHC will then be contacted by the Coroner io determine appropriate
freatment of the remains pursuant to PRC 5097.98. Violators shall be prosecuted in accordance
with PRC Seciion 5097.99

The applicant is ultimately responsible for ensuring compliance with this condition.”

Timing for Implementation/Compliance: Noted on Development Plan and required throughout
project construction. .

Person/Agency Responsible for Monitoring: Applicant and successors

Monitoring Frequency: Throughout construction .
Evidence of Compliance: Prior to filing Parcel Map.
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Exhibit A
. DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT

[
|
|
|r MAILING ADDRESS: 1106 SECOND STREET, EUREKA, CA 95501-0578
t

AREA CODE 707
|
ARCATA-EUREKA AIRPORT TERMINAL PUBLIC WORKS BUILDING CLARK COMPLEX
McKINLEYVILLE | SECCND & L ST . EUREKA HARRIS & H ST, EUREKA
FAX 8353896 | FAX 4457409 FAX 445.7388
AVIATION B39-5401 ADMINISTRATION Jd5-7451 NATURAL RESCURCES 44577491 LAND USE A45-72C5

| BUSINESS AE7652  NATURAL RESOURCES PLANNING 267-540

ENGINEERING 845-7377  PARKS 4457651

! FACILITY MAINTENANCE 445-7483 ROADS & EQUIFMENT MAINTENANCE 445.7401

LAND USE DIVISION INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Trevor Estlow, Senior Planner, Planning & Building Department
FROM: Robert W. Bronkall, Deputy Director’w'
DATE:  02/06/2017

RE: PIMENTEL, APN $11-501-012, PMS 17-002
t

PRELIMINARY SUBDIVISION REPORT: A preliminary report was submitted in lieu of a preliminary
subdivision report as specified in County Code Section 323-6(c). '

|
PROOF OF :ILEGAL ACCESS: The Department recommends that the project not be presented to the Planning
Commission until proof of legal access has been provided.

[ .
NON—COUN';]"Y MAINTAINED ROAD NOTE: The project will be taking access from an existing non-county
maintained road. If a road maintenance association currently exits, this Department recommends that the
applicant secure an agreement for annexation prior to the project being presented to the Planning Commission. If
an agreement ‘for annexation cannot be reached, then the issue of road maintenance should be discussed/addressed
at the Planning Commission meeting.

AIRPORT: The subject property is located near the California Redwood Coast Humboldt County Airport. The
Alirport is maintained by County of Humboldt. The Department of Public Works assists the Airport Land Use
Commission in determining if a project is compatible with the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP). 1In
Humboldt County, the Airport Land Use Commission consists of the Board of Supervisors (see Board of
Supervisors Agenda item for 05/19/1981 Airport Land Use Commission; Approved Recommendations). The
Department typically reviews three items for compliance with the ALUCP:

1. ALCUP compatibility. The subject property is not located within an Alrport Land Use Compatibility
Zone.

2. Avigation Easement/Overflight Easement/Deed Notice, The project does not require an avigation
eas:ement, overflight easement, or deed notice.
I
3. Co:mpliance with County Code Section 333-1 et seq. Airport Approach Zone Building Height
Lillnitaﬁons. The subject property is located within the area covered by County Code section 333-1 et
seq. The applicant shall submit evidence that the project complies or will comply with County Code
_Sgc;:tiqn 333-4. o ) ) ] i
[References: 'Sections 3291(6)(C) and 3291(6)(E) Humboldt County General Plan, Volume I, Framework Pian,
Adopted December 10, 1984; Section 3.3 Airspace Protection, Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan Humboldt
County Airports,-dated March 1993, adopted January 27, 1998; County Code 333-3 et seq.]

#END ./
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ATTACHMENT &

Referral Agency Comments ond Recormmendation

All referral agencies that the proposed project was sent 1o for review and comment are listed
below. Those agencies that provided writen commenits are checked off.

Refemal Agency Response | Recommendation | Attached | On File
County Building Inspection X Approval X
.County of Public Works, Land Use Division X Conditional X
Subdivision Requirements dated February 4, approval
2017 {Exhibit A of
Atrtachment 1}

County of Public Works, Lond Use Division X Comments X
memo dated February &, 2017
Céun’:y of Public Works, Land Use Division X Comments X
memo dated May 8, 2017
County Division of Environmental Health X Approval X
NWIC X Recommend study X
Arcata Fire Department X Comments X
McKinleyville Municipal Adviscry X No Comment X
Caifire X Approval X
Cdlifornia Department of Fish and Wildlife X Conditional X

Approval
Wiyot Tribe X Condifiona X

Approval
Blue Lake Rancheria X Conditional X

Approval
Bear River Band of the Rohnerville X Conditional - X
Rancheria Approval
PG&E .
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT

MAILING ADDRESS: 1106 SECOND STREET, EUREKA, CA 95501-0579

AREA CODE 707
ARCATA-EUREKA AIRPORT TERMINAL PUBLIC YWORKS BUILDING CLARK COMPLEX
McKINLEYVILLE SECOND 2 | 5T, EUREXA HARRIS & H ST, EUREKA
FAX 839-3556 FAX 445-7409 FAX 4427385
AVIATION ' 539-5401 ADMINISTRATION 445-7491 NATURAL RESOQURCES 23457741 LAND LSE 445-72CE
' BUSINESS 445-7652 NATURAL RESCURCES PLANNING 2687-9540
ENGINEERING . 467377 PARKS 345-785%

FACILITY MANTEMANCE 445-7493 ROADS & EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE

4457424

LAND USE DIVISION INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Trevor Estlow, Senior Planner, Planning & Building Department

FROM: ' Robert W. Bronkall, Deputy Directof@’
DATE:  05/08/2017

RE: PIMENTEL, APN 511-501-012, PMS 17-002
- VARIANCE TO COUNTY CODE SECTION 3334
. PURSUANT TO COUNTY CODE SECTION 333-8

The Department is in receipt of the undated variance for the above project which is date stamped
as received by the Humboldt County Planning Commission on 04/05/2017. The variance is
seeking to penetrate the airspace surrounding the California Redwood Humboldt County Airport
(formerly Arcata-Eureka airport). The location of the subject property with respect to the

runway is shown in the diagram below. It lies to the south and east of Runway 34.

:éd sﬁgﬁ _l £ - " o E ‘ “ . w&&&;‘ !!m'r. " ‘ ':‘.-_1 I;':Lpd-g. L
Above: subject property shown in red.
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Using the measuring tools in the GIS, staff measured the location o1 wne subject property along
the prolongation of Runway 34 centerline from the runway endpoint to a perpendicular offset of
where the proposed house will be built. It appears that the building site on the subject property i3
located approximately 7,500 feet aloncr the prolongation of the runway centerline for Runway 34
and offset approximately 6,600 feet.

The submitted cross section shows that the subject property is shadowed by existing landforms
that are closer to the runway centerline. In addition, the height of the proposed structure will be
below the height of mature trees in and around the subject property. The subject property is
located in a heavily forested area with mature trees.

The 5/2013 Airport Layout Plan for the California Redwood Humboldi County Airport shows an
area with known ground penetrations into the airspace surrounding the airport. The subject
property is located within this area. :

LEGEND
Part 77 Surfaces
50 Foet Part 77 Surface Contours
==-~m=-=w-== Threshald Siting Surtaca
Existing Runway Protection Zone
L4 Obijact Penetrates Indicated Surface

% Group of Objects Penstrates Indicated Surt

MAP SOURCE:
USGS Topographic Survey Map
coardinates: NAD27, Terrain
comours: NGVD25

NOTES: .

Part ??\uurface contours and
- cbstruction elevations are shown in
NAD 83 and NGVD 88.

Above: Excerpt ﬁ'om the 5/2013 A zrport L;zyout Plan for the Caly"orma ‘Redwood
Humboldt County Airport.

The Department can ‘support the variance subject to the followmg
1. The Applicant shall submit Form 7460-1 to the Federal Aviation Admlmstratlon (FAA).
2. That the proposed project shall be subject to conditions, if any, set forth by the FAA.
‘3. That the Airport Land Use Comrrussmn review the project pursuant to ALUCP section
1.3.3(c). This can be done at the same time as the Board of Supervisors considers the
variance.

_ Courrty Code Section 333-1 e‘c seq has been codified sm_ce 1955 Ihave requested that the Clerk
of the Board research prior variances; particularly a blanket variance for the region identified in
the diagram above, -

/I END /f

wipwik,_tanddevprojectstsubdivisions\511-501-012 pimente] prmsi 7-00245F1-50-012 pimentel pms]7-002 meme 05-03-2017 doox 2
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| LT - l-j @\1

| . w% -

| _,
VARIANCE LANGUAGE FOR APN 511-501-012 - L

This project is not compliant with County Code Section 333-4 Airport Approach Zone
Building Height Regulations - Height Limits and seeks 1o obtain a variance. The project
site is within the Horizontal Surface boundary area of The California Redwood Coast -
Humboldt County Airport (ACV). The Horizontal Surface is a plane, circular in shape,
with its height 150 feet above the established airport elevation. The established
elevation of ACV is 223 feet, which sets the Horizontal Surface plane at an elevation of

373 fqat.

The proposed building site of the subject parcsls is approximately 480 feet, which
extends 107 fest above the Horizontal Surface of ACV. Most existing residential
development along private roads in close proximity to Elizabeth Road including David
Road; Libby Lane and Arthur Lane are not compliant with County Code Section 333-4.

This project is unable to meet the regulations of County Code Section 333-4.
Enforcement of the regulation would resuit in a hardship to the property owner for
residential development. Granting a variance would not be contrary to public interest
nor would it put public heaith, safety or general welfare of the inhabitants of the county
at risk for the following reasons:

- Existing Redwood, Sitka Spruce and Douglas Fir trees extend as high as 200 t
abdve the existing ground surface elevation of the subject parcels, which places

~ many of the existing tree tops at an glevation of approximately 480 ft + 200 ft = 680 ft.

- Thé terrain continues to climb in elevation as you travel southeast from the subject
parceis, which shadow/block the parcels from a conflicting aircraft flight path.

- The parcels are outside of the ACV approach surface boundary.

- Existing utility poles and lines extend as high as 50 feet above the existing ground
surface elevation.

- Existing residences exist on all sides of the subject parcels.

- Thée maximum allowed elevation for a structure on the subject parcels is 35 feet
based on county standards for land in AG zone, which is weil below the height of
existing tree canopies and utilities.
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) HUMBOLDT COUNTY
' PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT

CURRENT PLANNING DIVISIO]_B E C E i VE D

3015 H STREET, EUREKA, CA 95501 ~ PHONE (707) 445

I
!
l FER 1008
|

ka

1/31/2017 _ 7
PROJECT REFERRAL TO: Heéalth and Human Services Environmental HUM BOLD_T QQ;DW!,SJON.
‘ . F ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

) Health Divisien

Project Referrad To The Following Agencles:

Building Inspection: Division, Public Works Land Use Division, Health and Human Services Environmental Health
Division, Supervising Planner, Current Planning Division, County Counsel, CalFire, California Departrnent of Fish
And Wildlife, Pacfic Gas and Electric, Arcata Fire Protection District L, oy =

ff 0 772

-

Applicant Name leff Pimentel Key Parcel Number 511-501-012-000

1
Application (APPS#) 123422 Assigned Planner Trevor Estlow (707) 268-3740 Case Number(s) GPA17-003
' ZR17-003

. . PMS17-002

Please review the above project and provide comments with any recommeanded conditions of approval. Io
helo us log vour response accurately, olease include a copy of this form with vour correspondence.

i ) -
Questions concernilng this project may be directed to the assigned planner for this project between 8:30am
and 5:30pm Mondaly through Friday.

County Zpning Ordinance allows up to 15 calendar days for a response. If no response or extension request is
received by the response date, processing witl proceed as proposed.
{_ If this box is checked, please return large format maps with your response.

Return Response No Later Than 2/15/2017  Planning Commission Clerk
' County of Humboldt Planning and Building Department

3015 H Street
Eureka, CA 95501
E-mail: PlanningClerk@co.humboldt.ca.us Fax: (707) 268-3792,

We have reviewe:d the above application and recommend the following (please check one):

@ Recommend Aporoval. The Department has no comment at this time.

¥

C Recommend Cclindltional Approval. Suggested Conditions Attached.
|

[ Applicant needs to submit additional information. List of items attached.

[ Recommend De]nial. Attach reasons for recommended denial.

|
[T oOther Comments:

\

i1 RIANE > j
s PRINT NaME: _ MV D) (AT )

DATE: 5“{{6

O
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Northwest Information Cenier

CALIFORNIA NIEDN SO SWIMNCSCO  Soroma Sle Univsity
HisToRICAL CONTRA COSTA  MARN SANTA CLATA 150 Professional Center Drive, Suite €
R DEYL NORTE MENDOCING  SANTA CRUZ Rohnert Pork, California S4928-3609
ESQURCES MONTEREY  SOLANG Tel: 707.389,8453
NAPA SONOMA i
INPDRMAT]ON SAN BENTTD  YOLO nwic@sonoma.zdu
http:/iwww.sonpma.edu/nwic
SYSTEM
December 5, 2016 File No.; 16-0812

Planning Commission Clerk
County of Humboldt

Planning and Building Department
3015 H Strest

Eureka, CA 95501
PlanningClerk@co.humboldt.ca.us

re: County File Number SP16-201 / 2746 Elizabeth Rd., McKinleyville / Jeff Pimentel / Stephen Umbertis

Dear Mr. Umbertis:

Records at this office were reviewed to determine if this project could adversely affect cultural resources.

" Please note that use of the term cultural resources includes both archaeoclogical sites and historical buildings
and/or structures. The review for possible historic-era building/structures, however, was limited to
references currently in our office and should not be considered comprehensive.

The project entails constructing a second dwelling unit abcve a garage on a 15-acre parcel in McKinleyville. The
unit will use an existing well and septic system already present on the property.

Previous Studies:

'

XX This office has no record of any previous cultural resource studies for the propesed project area (see
recommendation below).

Archaeological and Native American Resources Recommendations:

_XX _The proposed project area is located within an environmental setting that, based on prior research, tends
1o be sensitive for cultural resources. For this reason, the proposed project area has a moderate possibility
of containing unrecorded archaeological site(s). However, as noted above, the proposed project entails
constructing a unit atop an already existing structure. If the proposed construction does not have the
potential to impact non-disturbed soils, then no further study for archaeological resources is recommend at
this time. 1 the proposed construction does have the potential to impact non-disturbed scils, then further
study for archaeclogical resources is recommended. Field study may include, but is not limited to, hand
auger samgpling, shovel test units, or geoarchaeclogical analyses as well as other common methods used to
identify the presence of archaeological resources. Please refer to the list of consultants who meet the

Secretary of Interior's Standards at bttp://www.chrisinfo.org.
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XX We recommend the lead agency contact the local Native American tribe(s) regarding traditional, cultural,
and religious heritage values. For a complete listing of tribes In the vicinity of the project, please contact
tha Native American Heritage Commission at {316)373-3710.

Built Emrironment Recommendations:

XX_Since the Office of Historic Preservation has determined that any building or structure 45 years or older
may be of historical value, if the project area contains such properties, it is recommended that prior to
commencemem of project activities, a qualified professional familiar with the architecture and history of
Humbqldt County conduct a formal CEQA evaluation.

Due to processing delays and other factors, not all of the historical resource reports and resource records that
have been submitted to the Office of Historic Preservation are available via this records search. Additional
information 'may be available through the federal, state, and local agencies that produced or paid for historfcal
resource management work in the search area. Additionally, Native American tribes have historical resource
information not in the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) Inventory, and you should
contact the Califomia Native American Heritage Commission for information on local/regional tribal contacts.

The Cahforma Office of Historlc Preservation (OHP) contracts with the Caiifornia Historical Resources
lnformationlSystem s (CHRIS) regional Information Centers {ICs) to maintain information in the CHRIS inventory
and make it avallable to Jocal, state, and federal agencies, cuitural resource professionals, Native American
tribes, researchers, and the public. Recommendations made by IC coordinators or their staff regarding the
interpretation and application of this information are advisory only. Such recommendations do not necessarily
represent the evaluation or opinion of the State Historic Preservation Officer in carrying out the OHP's
regulatory authorrty under federal and state law.

For your reference, a list of qualified professionals in California that meet the Secretary of the Interior’s

Standards can be found.at httn://www.chrisinfo.org. If archaeological resources are encountered during the
project, work in the immediate vicinity of the finds should be halted until a qualified archaeologist has evaluated

the sntuatlor% If you have any questions please give us a call (707) 588-8455.

I .
1
i ' Sincerely,
1
1

Jessika Akmenkalns
Researcher

enc: Humbildt County project cover letter
cc:  leff Pimentel
2414 Hawks View Court
McKinleyville, CA 95519
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&
HUMBOLDT COUNTY CE/VED
PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPA_RTMEN'DCEQ 9

CURRENT PLANNING DIVISION,

3015 H STREET, EUREKA, CA 95501 ~ PHONE (707) 445-‘7‘54'992.6 2017

I}'e

ISt
1/31/2017 St,-,o[

PROJECT REFERRAL TO: Arcata Fire Protection District ool

A i
r\iz&m‘o&‘ﬁ\m.“w

sexva®SErivironmental Health
i la Department of Fish

0

Project Referred To The Following Agencies:
Building Inspection Division, Public Works Land Use Division, Health and Huma
Division, Supervising Planner, Current Planning Divislon, County Counsel, Calfire
And Wildlife, Pacfic Gas and Electric, Arcata Fire Protection District

Applicant Name Jeff Fimentel Key Parcel Number 511-501-012-000

Application (APPS#) 13422 Assigned Planner Trevor Estlow (707) 268-3740 Case Number(s) GPA17-003
ZR17-003

PMS17-002

Please review the above project and provide comments with any recommended conditions of approval. To
help us log your rasponse accuratelv, please include_a conv of this form with your correspondence.

-Questions concerning this project may be directed to the assigned planner for this project between 8:30am
and 5:30pm Monday through Friday.

County Zoning Ordinance allows up to 15 calendar days for a response. If no response or extension request is
recelved by the response date, processing will proceed as proposed.
[ If this box is checked, please return large format maps with your response.

Return Response No Later Than 2/15/2017  Planning Commission Clerk
County of Humboldt Planning and Building Department

3015 H Street
Eureka, CA 95501
E-mail: PlanningClerk@co.humboldt.ca.us Fax: (707) 268-3792

We have reviewed the above application and recommend the following (please check one):
[= Recommend Approval. The Depa-rtment has no comment at this time.

[C Recommend Conditional Approval., Suggested Conditians Attached.

C Appiicant needs to submit additional information. List of items attacher;l.

[T Recommend Denial, Attach reasons for recommended denial.

7 Other Comments: "T';f"f— déﬂc’%”’/ yieat ZecesS

D;\TE: Feb Q Yo PRINT NAME: A A/MZ//{ 1,)
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STATEOF C;:‘\LIFORNIA-—THE RESOURCES AGENCY . EDMUND G. BROWN, JR,, Gevemor

DEPARTMENT OF FORESTRY AND FIRE
PROTECTION

Humboldt — Del Norte Unit

118 Fortuna:Blvd.
Fortuna, CA " 95840

Woebsite: M.ﬁ:e.ca.guv
(707) 728-1272

Ref. 7100 Planning
Date: February 2, 2017

John Ford, Director

Humboldt Gounty Community Development Services Department
3015 H Strest

Eurgka, CA 95501

Attention: Trevor Estiow ' Humboldt County Application #: 13422

Applicant: Pimentel, Jeff / Pimentel, Type of Application: General Plan Amendment, Zoning

Tony & Vidalia Reclassification, Parcel Map Subdivision

APN: 511-501-012-000 Date Received: 1/30/2017

Area: McKinleyville Due Date: 2/15/2017

Case Numbers GPA17-003 Project Description: A General Plan Amendment and Zone
ZR17-003 Reclassification to facilitate the subdivision of an approximately

i PM317-002 15 acre parcel into two parcels of 10 and 5 acres. The General
’ Plan designation is proposed to change from Agriculture Rural
with a density of cne unit per 10 acres (AR10Q) to Agriculture
Rural with a density of one unit per 5 acres (ARS5). This change
' in the plan has already been "straw-voted" by the Board of
Supervisors and is the recommendation in the General Plan
Update. The Zone Classification is proposed to change frem
Agricultural General with & 10-acre minimum parcel size (AG-B-
5(10)) to Agricultural General with a 5-acre minimum parcel size
{AG-B-5(5)). The parcel is currently deveioped with a single
family residence and will be sited on proposed Parcel
2. Proposed Parcel 1 will be vacant and suitable for residential
' development. The parcels are or will be served with on-site water
! {shared well) and on-site wastewater treatment systems.

Mr. Ford, .

|
The California Dapariment of Forestry and Fire Protection (CALFIRE) provides these standard project review
comments on the above noted project.

' FIRE SAFE
General: |
CALFIRE: has responsibility for enforcement of Fire Safe Standards as reqmred by Public Resources
Code (PRC) 4290 and-4291. However CALFIRE is.not-the lead agency in planning.development and .
project permntlng CALFIRE provides input as a contributing agency, generally limited to plan review, and
is not the approving agency for these projects.

Local Responsibility Areas:

GPA 17-003 Pimenie! 13422 June 1, 2017 ' Page 73




Should this project include Local Responsibility Area (LRA) lands, CALFIRE has ne direct fire safe input
on those parcels. However, in those areas with LRA parcels adjscent to Stale Responsibility Area (SRA)
land, CALFIRE recommends that local standards be apgplied that are consistent with those CALFIRE
makes for SRA lands. )

State Responsibility Areas:
Should this project include State Responsibility Area {(SRA) lands, the following are CALFIRE's Fire Saie
minimum input and recémmendation for any and sl development..

1.

in Humboldt County, developments must mest minimum fire safe standards by constructing the
project in conformance with County Cede Title [ll, Division 11, Fire Safe Regulations Ordinance,
which the California Board of Forestry and Fire Protection has accepted as functionally equivalent
to PRC 4280. The County Fire Safe Regulations Ordinance provides specific standards for roads
providing ingress and egress, signing of strests and buildings, minimum water. supply
requirements, and setback distances for maintaining defensible space.

+

New buildings located in any Fire Hazard Severity Zone within State Responsibility Areas shall
comply with the 2007 California Building Code (CBC) Section 701A.3.2. This requires roofing
assemblies, attic and eve ventilation, exterior siding, decking and deck enclosure, windows and
exterior doors, and exposed under floor areas that are approved “ignition resistive” in design.

All development, especrally commercral or industrial development, should be designed to comply
with the most current versions of the following standards:
a) California Fire Code (CFC) — for overail design standards
by Public Utilities Commission (PUC) General Order 103 — for design of water systems
¢) National Fire Protaction Association Standards (NFPA) for fire flow minimums and other
design guestions not specifically covered by CFC and PUC
d) Housing and Community Development Codes and Standards —for mobile home parks
and recreational camps

For Department of Real Estate reporting purposes, fire protection coverage in SRA is generally

described as follows:

- During the declared fire season (usually June through October) CALFIRE responds to all
types of fires and emergencies in SRA..During the remainder of the year (winter period),
CALFIRE responds to emergency requests with the closest available fire engine, ifa .
response can reasonably be expected to arrive in time to be effective. A fire engine is usually
available somewhere in the Unit, but may have an extended response time.

- There are many hazards confronting fire protection agencies in most subdivisions on SRA
tands. Steep terrain and heavy wildland fuels contribute to fire intensity and spread. The
distances from fire stations and road grades encountered usually create an excessive
response time for effective structure fire suppression purposes.

- Subdivisions increase fire risks from additional people and increase probable dollar losses in
the event of fire due fo added structures and improvements.

If the project expects to produce densities consistent with a major subdivision, the impacts on all
infrastructures should be mitigated. Local government more appropriately provides the
responsibility for high-density area protection and services. Annexation or inclusion into Local
Responsibility Area should be studied as well.

CALFIRE does not support development in areas where there is no local agency fire service for
_ structure fires and emergency medical response. Fire services should be extended into service
gap areas as a condition of development. New development can adversely impact existing fire
services. Careful consideration must be given where development may overload the local fire

service’s ability to respond.
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' RESOURCE MANAGEMENT .

CALFIREI has enforcement responsibility for requirements of the Z’berg—Nejedly Forest Practice Act of
1973. CALFIRE is also the lead agency for those parts of projects involving the scope of the Forest
Practice Act. The following basic input will cover the majority of projects. Each project will be reviewed
with addiﬁonal input sent at a later date, if needed.

The following comments reflect the basic Resource Management policies of the Board of Forestry and
Fire Protection and CALFIRE on CEQA review requests. These policies apply fo both Local and State
Responsibility Areas.

1. If this project reduces the amount of timberland, by policy, the Board of Forestry and CALFIRE
wnnot support any project that will reduce the timberland base of California. *Timberliand” means
!and which is available for, and capable of, growing a crop of trees of any commercial species used
to produce Jumber and other forest preducts, including Christmas trees regardless of cumant zoning
(PRC 4526). However, if the zoning and intended use are consistent with the county’s general plan;
and if no land other than timberiand can be identified to site the project; then CALFIRE may choose
not to oppose the project.

2. If any commercial imber operations are involved with a project, the timber operations cannot be
conducted without a CAL FIRE permit. Commercial timber operations include the cutting or removal
of trees offered for sale, barter, exchange, or frade or the conversion of timberiands fo land uses
other than the growing of timber (PRC 4527). Contact your nearest CAL FIRE Resource
Mlanagement office for guidance cn obtaining the necessary permits.

3. If any timberlands are being converted to a non-timber growing use by this project, the conversion
operauons cannot be conducted without a CAL FIRE permit (PRC 4621). Conversion of imberland
takes place when trees are removed and the land use changes, even without the sale, barter,
exchange, or trade of the trees. Contact your nearest CAL FIRE Resource Management office for
guidance on obtaining the necessary permits.

4. |If imberland is in the viewshed of a project, the current and future owners should be overtly notified
that changes will oceur to their views due to imber management activities. Further, no project
should be allowed to negatively affect access to timberfand for imber management purposes
neither on the project parcel(s) nor any other imberiand parcels.

5 ¥ Umber harvesting has occurred and post-harvest restocking and prescribed erosion control
maintenance obligations have not been met on a parcel, future owners should be overtly notified (14
CCR 1042). The current owner of a parcel is responsible for restocking requirements and
maintenance of roads whether or not they were involved in the actual harvest plan.

6. If the project involves the development of parcels zoned as Timber Production Zone (TPZ) CALFIRE
cannot support the project. Dividing TPZ land into parcels of less than 160 acres requires a Joint
Timber Management plan prepared by a Registered Professional Forester {(RPF), recorded as a
deed restriction for a minimum of 10-years on all affected parcels, and approved by a four —fifths
vote of the full board (Govt. Code 51119.5). TPZ may be rezoned using a “Ten Year Phase Out”
Wthh precludes the need for a Timberland Conversion Permit. CALFIRE opposes immediate
relzonmg of TPZ land.

| .
If CALFIRE staff develops additional comment on this project, it will be forwarded in an additional response
letter.

By: lglannin_g- Battalion
CALFIRE Humboldt — Del Norte Unit

For Hugh Scanlon, Unit Chief
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Estlow, Trevor
[ ~— = o e =

- T T N L T Rt
From: Olson, Jennifer@Wildlife <Jennifer.Olson@wildlife.ca.gov>
Sent: Wadnesday, February 22, 2017 4:46 PM
To: Estlow, Trevor
Subject: Pimentel subdivision APPS 13422

Good afternoon Trevor,
Thank you for referring the subject project to CDFW for review and comment. CDFW offers the following comments on

this Proiect in our role as a Trustee and Responsible Agency pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA;
California Public Resource Code section 21000 et seq.). These are informal comments intended to assist the Lead Agency
in making informed decisions early on {pre-consuitation).

Tree removal and vegetation clearing associated with the Project should be conducted outside of the bird breeding
season {the nesting season is generally considered to be March 1 — August 15) in order to avoid ‘take’ as defined and
prohibited by Fish and Garne Code {FGC) §3503, 3503.5, 3513, and by the Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16 U.S.
Code 703 et seq). If work must be conducted during the bird nesting season, a qualified ornithologist (someone who Is
able to identify Northern California birds, and who has experience in nest-searching for passerines and raptors) should
thoroughly survey the area no more than seven days prior to tree/vegetation removal to determine whether active
nests (nests containing eggs or nestlings) are present. If active nests are found, appropriate buffers should be developed
in consultation with CDFW to avoid take.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this Project. Feel free to contact me if you have any questions.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Olson

Jennifer Olson )
Environmental Scientist - Coastal Conservation Planning
California Department of Fish and Wildlife

619 2nd Street

Eureka, CA 95501

(707) 445-5387

jennifer.olson@wildiife.ca.cov

1
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From: Tom

To: "Jangt Eidsngss™; Estiow. Travgr, Planming Clark
Cc grikacooner@ibrb-nsn.gov; "B Rich”.
Subject: RE: Blue-Lake THPQ final recommendations for Pimental GPA, Zone Reclassification & Subdivision
Date: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 4:03:38 PM
. |
Hi Trevor,

| also find that inadvertent discovery will be adequate for this project. No additional consuitation is
needed. !

i

Thank you,

Tom .
I

<

From: Janet Eidsness [mailto:)Eidsness@bluelakerancheria-nsn.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 1:10 PM

To: Estlow, Trevar; PlanningClerk@co.humboldt.ca.us

Cc: erikaccoper@brb-nsn.gov; Tem Torma (tom@wiyot.us); Bill Rich
Subject: Blue Lake THPO final recommendations for Pimental GPA, Zone Reclassification &
Subdivision

1

i
Qear Trevor:

Affter reviewing the cultural resources survey report by Biil Rich, | find it adequate in
spporting negative cultural resource findings on the property. My final recommendation if
f:orthe standard inadvertent archaeological discovery protocol as a project condition.

[

Tihis correspondence concludes Blue Lake Rancheria’s consultation with the County under SB
1|8 and AB 52/CEQA. .
|

T}ianks for your assistance.
!
F{ega rds,

Ig}a.net P. EBidsness, M. A.

'1:Tribal Heritage Preservation Officer (THPO)
Blue Lake Rancheria N
P.0. Box 428 (428 Chartin Road)

B;lue Lake, CA 95525

(?ffice (707) 668-5101 ext. 1037

Fax (707) 663-4272

¢ell (530) 623-0663 ipeidsiess@valioo.com

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail and attachunent(s), if any, is for the sole
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use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential business information
protected by the trade secret privilege, the Electronic Communjcations Privacy Act
(ECPA), and/or other legal bases as may apply. If you are not an intended recipient,
please take notice that disclosure of the information contained herein is inadvertent,
expressly lacks the consent of the sender, and your receipt of this e-mail does not
constitute a waiver of any applicable privilege(s). In this event, please notify the
sender immediately, do not disseminate any of the information contained herein to
any third party, and cause all electronic and/or paper copies of this e-mail to be
promptly destroyed. Thank you.
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I
f
From: ! Janet Eidgnags
1
i

To: Estiow, Trevor: Planning

Ce erikacooger@ibri-nsn.gov; Tom Terma {tom@wiver us); Bill Rich

Subject: | Blue Lake THPO final reccmmendations for Pimental GPA, Zone Reclassification & Subdivision
Date: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 1:29:10 PM

Dear Trevor:

After reviewing the cultural resources survey report by Bill Rich, | find it adequate in supporting
negative cultural resource findings on the property. My final recommendation if for the standard
inadvertent archaeological discovery protocol as a project condition.

This corrlespondence concludes Blue Lake Rancheria’s consultation with the County under 5B 18 and'
AB 52/CEQA.

1
Thanks for your assistance,
Regards,

Janet P.I| Eidsness, M.A.

Tribal Heritage Preservation Officer (THPO)
Blue La:ke Rancheria -
P.O. Box 428 (428 Chartin Road)

Biue Lake, CA 95525

Office (i707) 668-5101 ext. 1037

Fax (707) 668-4272

91 ] eria-nsn.gov

cell (530) 623-0663 ;p_ej_mismm

CONFII!DENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail and attachment(s), if any, is for the sole use of
the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential business information protected by
the trade secret privilege, the Electronic Communications Privacy Act (ECPA), and/or other
legal bases as may apply. If you are not an intended recipient, please take notice that
dlsclosure of the information contained herein is inadvertent, expressly lacks the consent of
the sender and your receipt of this e-mail does not constitute a waiver of any applicable
privilege(s). In this event, please notify the sender immediately, do not disseminate any of
the mformahon contained herein to any third party, and cause all electronic and/or paper
copies of this e-mail to be promptly destroyed. Thank you.

|
: .
.I. - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

|
1 .
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From: Erika Cooper

To: Iom

Cc Janet Eidsness; Zstiow, Trevor; Planning Cledk; Bill Rich

Subject: Re: Biue Lake THPO final recommendations for Pirental GPA, Zone Reclassification & Sukdivision
Date: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 9:41:46 AM

Trevor, )

Like Janet and Tom, after reviewing Bill Rich's survey report, 1 also recommend the standard
inadvertent discovery language for this project.

Thank you.
On Tue, Mar 14, 2017 at 4:03 PM, Tom <tom@wiyotus> wrote:

Hi Trevor,

1 also find that inadvertent discovery will be adequate for this project. No additional
consultation is needed. '

Thank you,
Tom

From: Janet Eidsness [mailto: JEidsness@bluelakarancheria-nsn.oov]
Sent: Tussday, March 14, 2017 1:10 PM

To: Estlow, Trevor; ningCler .humboldb.cs _
Ce: erikacooper@brb-asn.gov; Tom Torma (tom@wivat.us); Bill Rich

Subject: Blue Lake THPO final recommendations for Pimental GPA, Zone Redassification &
Subdivision

Dear Trevor:

After reviewing the cultural resources survey report by Bill Rich, I find it adequate in
supporting negative cultural résource findings on the property. My final
recommendation if for the standard inadvertent archaeological discovery protecol as

a project condition.

This correspondence concludes Blue Lake Rancheria’s consuitation with the County
under SB 18 and AB 52/CEQA.
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Thanks for your assistance.
Regards,

! Janet P. Eidsness, M.A. '

Tribal Heritage Preservation Officer {THPO)

Blue Lake Rancheria
|

| P.O. Box 428 (428 Chartin Road)

|
i Blue Lake, CA 95525

| Office (707) 668-5101 ext, 1037

1

' Fax (707) 668-4272

1

! jeidsness@l r ia-nsn.g
cell (3301 623-0663 ipei @y

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail and attachment(s), if any, is for
the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential
business information protected by the trade secret privilege, the Electronic

Communications Privacy Act (ECPA), and/or other legal bases as may
apply. If you are not an intended recipient, please take notice that disclosure
of the information contained herein is inadvertent, expressly lacks the

consent of the sender, and 'your receipt of this e-mail does not constitute a
waiver of any applicable privilege(s). In this event, please notify the sender
immediately, do not disseminate any of the information contained herein to

any third party, and cause all electronic and/or paper copies of this e-mail to

| be promptly destroyed. Thank you.
| :
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Erika Cooper, M.A.

Tribal Historic Preservation Officer

Bear River Band of Rohnerville Rancheria
266 Keisner Road

Loleta, CA 05551

707-733-1900 x233 Office

707-502-5233 Cell

707-733-1727 Fax
erikacooper@brb-nsn.gov

CONFIDEMTIALITY STATEMENT: This message, together with any atizchments is intended only for the use of the Individual cr entity io

which it is addressed. It may contain information that is confidential and prohibited from disclesura. i you are not the intended recipient, you

ara hereby notified that any review, disseminaticn or copying of this message or any atfachment is skiclly profiibited, if you have received
this item in errcr, please notify the original sender and destray this itern, along with any aftachments. Thank you,

GPA 17-003 Pimentel 13422
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ATTACHMENT E

Planning Commission Resolution No. 17-23



RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION
OF THE COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT
Resolution Number 17-23

Case Numbers GPA-17-003, ZR-17-003, PMS-17-002
Assessor Parcel Number 511-501-012-000

Makes the required findings for cerlifying compliance with the Cailifornia Environmental Quality
Act and conditionally approves the Pimentel General Plan Amendment, Zone Reclassification
and Parcel Map Subdivision.

WHEREAS, Jeffrey Pimentel submitted an application and evidence in support of approving a
General Plan Amendment from AR10 to ARS, a Zone Reclassification from AG-B-5{10] to AG-B-
5(5) and a Parcel Map Subdivision: and

WHEREAS, the proposed amendments may be approved if it can be found that (1} The
proposed change is in the public inferest; (2) The proposed change is consistent with the
General Plan; and (3} The amendment does not reduce the residential density for any parcel
below that utilized by the Department of Housing and Community Development in determining
compiiance with housing element law; and

WHEREAS, the County Planning Division has reviewed the submitted applicafion and evidence
and has referred the application and evidence to involved reviewing agencies for site
inspections, comments and recommendations; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Division. the Lead Department pursuant to Section 202 of Resolution No.
77-29, has prepared a.draft Mitigated Negative Declaration for the subject proposal in
accordance with the Cadlifornia Environmental Qudlity Act (CEQA); and

WHEREAS, the County Planning Department has prepared, posted for public review, and filed
with the Planning Commission reports with evidence, findings, and conclusions showing that
evidence does exist in support of making the required findings for approving the project (Case-
Nos.: GPA-17-003, ZIR-17-003, PMS-17-002};-and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has reviewed and considered said reporis and other written
evidence and testimony presented to the Commission; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on this matter to receive other
evidence and testimony;

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved, determined, and ordered by the Humboldt County Planning
Commission that the following findings be and are hereby made:

1. The Planning Commission finds that there is no substantial evidence that the proposed
project will have a significant effect on the environment; and

The proposed General Plan Amendment and Zone Reclassification are in the public interest;
The proposed General Plan Amendment and Zone Reclassification are consistent with the
General Plan;

4, The amendment does not reduce the residential density for any parcel below that ulilized by
the Department of Housing and Community Development in determining compliance with
housing element law;

3. The Planning Commission makes the findings in Attachment 2 of the Planning Division staff
report for Case Nos.: GPA-17-003, ZR-17-003, PMS$-17-002 based on the submitted evidence:

and



lk».
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6. The Planning Commission approves the proposed project as recommended and
conditioned in the Plahning Division Staff Report for Case Nos.: GPA-17-003, ZR-17-003, PM3-
17-002. ) .

7. The Planning Commission has considered the variance request pursuant to H.C.C! Section
333-8 to penetrate the airspace of the California Redwood Coast - Humboldt County Airport
and the memorandum from the Department of Public Works and recommends that the
Board of Supervisors grant the variance subject to such reasonable conditions and
restrictions as the Board may deem neceassary.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Planning Commission recommends that the Board of Supervisors of
the County of Humboldt:

1. Hold a public hearing in the manner prescribed by law.

2, Adopt the Mitigated Negative Declaration and necessary findings prepared by Planning
Staff.

3. Approve the variance request pursuant to H.C.C. Section 333-8 to penetrate the dirspace of

the Cdlifornia Redwood Coast - Humboildt County Airport subject to such reasonable
conditions and restrictions as the Board may deem necessary.

Approve the General Plan Amendmaent, Zone Reclassification and Parcel Map Subdivision.

Adopt Resolution __ amending the MdKinleyvilie Community Plan to change the land use
designation of one parcel totaiing approximately 15 acres in the McKinleyville area [GPA-17-
003] to Agriculture Rural with a densily of one dwelling unit per five acras (ARS5).

6. Adopt Ordinance No. amending Section 311-7 of the Humboldt County Code by
reclassifying approximately 15 acres in the McKinleyville area [ZR-17-003] inte Agriculfure
General with g five acre minimum parcel size and combining zone for Streamside
Management Areas and Wellands [AG-B-5{5)-WR).

7. Direct the Planning Staff to prepare and file a Notice of Determination with the County Clerk
and Office of Planning and Research.,

Adopted after review and consideration of all the evidence on June 1, 2017. -

The maotion was made by Commissioner McKenny and seconded by Commissioner Shepherd to
approve the project. The motion caried by the following ROLL CALL vote:

AYES: &- Commissioners Levy, McKenny, Morris, Edmonds, Shepherd, Bongio
NOES: None
ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: 1- Commissioner Mitchell m
/ /4

Robert Moris, Chair 7/ ¢

I, Suzanne Lippre, Clerk to the Planning Commission of the County of Humboldt, de hereby
certlify the foregoing fo be a true and correct record of the action taken on the above entitled
matter by said Commission af a meeting held on the date noted above.

Q.- , Al *

Suzonr‘(g Lippre, Clerk v




