Dear Commissioners:

The Bear River Band of Rohnerville Rancheria supports the working group's comments in favor of
Alternative A dated 3/22/11 and submitted to you (via Mr. Hofweber) by Janet Eidsness and Kathleen
Stanton. These comments are expressed in their cover letter and the attached file that integrates
comments and recommendations into the GPU table posted 11/5/10, "Section 10.6 Cultural Resources,
Summary of Key Issues and Review of Alternatives.
Sincerely,
3/24/2011

X
Nick Angeloff
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer

Dear Commissioners:
I support the comments and recommendations of the working group on cultural
resource's in favor of Alternative A, which are dated 3/22/11 and submitted via Mr.
Hofweber, by Janet Eidsness and Kathleen Stanton. Their cover letter and in attached
file integrates comments and recommendations into the GPU table posted 11/5/10,
"Section 10.6 Cultural Resources, Summary of Key Issues and Review of Alternatives."
I believe that the measures which have been recommended are both reasonable and
achievable.
The working group which prepared these comments is composed of a broad spectrum of
professionals, including tribal affiliates, the Humboldt Heritage Professionals
Network (HHPN) and others interested in the preservation of heritage resources. As
preservation professionals our goal is always to provide our clients with the most
accurate and complete information available on cultural resources upon which they may
base their planning decisions. These recommendations should assist in better
integrating the management of cultural and historical resources into the planning
process, and assure compliance with state and federal standards.
We all benefit when our local governments provide sound guidance for the public in
dealing with our natural resources. Over the past several decades we have seen the
benefits in improved air and water quality, habitat restoration, and enhanced
economic development in tourism, recreation, agriculture and industry. It is time to
do the same with our cultural heritage resources, and ensure that they will continue
to contribute to both the quality of life that we all have come to expect and to the
economic prosperity that we depend upon.

Sincerely.
Suzanne Guerra M.A.
Public History, Archives, Historic Preservation
Guerra & McBane LLC
P.O. Box 367
Bayside, Ca. 95524
707-845-5219

-----Original Message----From: Sam Stark [mailto:sambstark@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 20, 2011 8:24 PM
To: Spencer, Martha
Subject: Public Comment on the GPU

Sam Stark, Student
Humboldt State University
Department of Wildlife Management
1 Harpst st.
Arcata, CA 95521
Humboldt County Planning Commission
General Plan update: Section 10.2, 10.3, 10.5
Humboldt County is a unique area for many reasons, the key of which is its alternative approaches
to issues of land management, waste water disposal and maintenance of it’s biological resources. Our
approach to solid waste disposal however presents and conflict of interest in between the protection of our
scenic resources and our need for more effective waste disposal practices.
Section 10.5 of the general plan deals with the issues associated with waste disposal but presently
has little in regards of time frame. Our current policy of exporting our solid waste out of state is
expensive, polluting and immoral. With rising fuel prices increasing the cost of transport, exporting our
solid waste to out of state facilities will become less and less cost effective. It is time as a community that
considers itself “eco-friendly” to start taking responsibility for its garbage. It is stated 10.5.2 that there
was extensive surveying done in the 1990’s to find possible sites for in county landfills, we should raise
funds to implement some of these potential sites for future use as a long term infrastructure investment to
avoid reaching this problem when we do not have to means to fix it. Let Humboldt County set the lead
once more for personal responsibility of waste management. This idea may prove to be easier with the
75% diversion rate set for 2020 sited in section 10.5.2. Wording which explicitly includes some action
toward this goal should be included in the plan in order
In regards to section 10.3, biological resources, our county would benefit highly from public
education on issues like threatened and endangered species, the effects of urban expansion and the
importance of maintaining sustainable resources harvest within the county. Our county is placed in a
unique position in which we have highly stratified opinions on these issue and very little useful dialog
between the two or more interests involved in them. More education on these subjects would result in a
general plan and a community that functions and understood each other’s interests better. Wording
regarding this should be added to this section.
The greatest asset of Humboldt County is our open spaces, they provide for great scenery, natural
resources, amazing recreational opportunities and necessary habitat for wildlife. These spaces are
essential to the success of our economy and to our quality of life. Proper plan of new housing
developments will be necessary to accomplish this. I refer here to section 10.2.3 policy CO-P4 and COP4, I recommend stronger language in the policy on green space as it represents such and import asset not
only for aesthetic purpose but also to safe travel of wildlife between protected areas.
Thank you for your time and I hope you have to opportunity to consider some of my suggestions,
Sam Stark

From: sara thomas [mailto:saraology@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 23, 2011 11:47 AM
To: Hofweber, Tom
Cc: jpeidsness@yahoo.com; kathleenjstanton@gmail.com
Subject: Support for Cultural Resources (Alternative A)
Dear Commissioners:
I support the working group's comments in favor of Alternative A dated
3/22/11 and submitted to you (via Mr. Hofweber) by Janet Eidsness and
Kathleen Stanton. These comments are expressed in their cover letter and
attached file that integrates comments and recommendations into the GPU
table posted 11/5/10, "Section 10.6 Cultural Resources, Summary of Key
Issues and Review of Alternatives."

SARA ATCHLEY THOMAS, M.A., Registered Professional Archaeologist
Caltrans Associate Environmental Planner - Archaeologist
RESIDENCE:
960 Seventh Street, Fortuna, CA 95540
(707) 726-0202

Sent: Wednesday, March 23, 2011 11:34 AM
To: Hofweber, Tom
Cc: jpeidsness@yahoo.com
Subject: Planning Commission Cultural Resources Comments
Dear Commissioners:
I support the working group's comments in favor of Alternative A dated 3/22/11 and submitted
to you (via Mr. Hofweber) by Janet Eidsness and Kathleen Stanton. These comments are
expressed in their cover letter and attached file that integrates comments and
recommendations into the GPU table posted 11/5/10, "Section 10.6 Cultural Resources, Summary
of Key Issues and Review of Alternatives.
It is important to the citizens of Humboldt County that we adopt the recommended guidelines
regarding the management of cultural resources in order to ensure preservation of our county's
rich heritage.
Sincerely,

Matthew Steele
Research Associate
Cultural Resources Facility
Humboldt State University
Sponsored Programs Foundation
1 Harpst St. Arcata CA 95521
(707) 826-4333

Dear Commissioners:
I support the working group's comments in favor of Alternative A dated
3/22/11 and submitted to you (via Mr. Hofweber) by Janet Eidsness and
Kathleen Stanton. These comments are expressed in their cover letter and
attached file that integrates comments and recommendations into the GPU table
posted 11/5/10, "Section 10.6 Cultural Resources, Summary of Key Issues and
Review of Alternatives.”
Thank you,

Briannon Fraley,
Cultural Director/THPO
Wiyot Tribe
1000 Wiyot Drive
Loleta, CA 95551
Phone: 707.733.5055
Fax: 707.733.5601
Web: <www.wiyot.us>

From: Edith F. Butler [mailto:Edith.Butler@humboldt.edu]
Sent: Wednesday, March 23, 2011 12:08 PM
To: Hofweber, Tom
Cc: Janet Eidsness; kathleenjstanton@gmail.com
Subject: GPU Cultural Resources

March 23, 2011
Humboldt County Planning Commission
3015 H Street
Eureka, CA 95501
RE: Working Group Comments on General Plan Update (GPU), Part 3, Chapter 10.6 Cultural
Resources
Dear Commissioners,
I support the ideas of:
A Cultural Resources Commission or Committee to assist staff and the Planning Commission in
the identification and protection of significant cultural resources, and to help educate the
community about the economic, heritage and other benefits of preserving our County’s cultural
places and the process for County review for compliance with CEQA and historical resources.
A Cultural Resources Ordinance to provide a framework for CEQA implementation to include a
two-tiered review process: 1) Initial Screening, and 2) Cultural Resources Report if known or
potentially unknown significant resources are identified.
Overlay Zones for Culturally Sensitive Zones (including Cultural Landscapes) especially in rural,
inland areas outside the Coastal Zone to expand the County’s review of projects that may
affect known and unknown cultural resources.

Thank you for you ongoing work on this General Plan Update.
Sincerely,
Edie Butler
1086 Redmond Rd
Eureka, CA 95503

From: Darrell Cardiff [mailto:1457doc@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 23, 2011 2:35 PM
To: Hofweber, Tom
Subject: jpeidsness@yahoo.com, kathleenjstanton@gmail.com

Dear Commissioners:
I support the working group's comments in favor of Alternative A dated 3/22/11 and
submitted to you (via Mr. Hofweber) by Janet Eidsness and Kathleen Stanton. These
comments are expressed in their cover letter and attached file that integrates comments
and recommendations into the GPU table posted 11/5/10, "Section 10.6 Cultural
Resources, Summary of Key Issues and Review of Alternatives."
Thank You,
Darrell Cardiff
PO Box 2117
McKinleyville Ca 95519

-----Original Message----From: Andre Cramblit [mailto:andre.p.cramblit.86@alum.dartmouth.org]
Sent: Thursday, March 24, 2011 1:24 PM
To: Hofweber, Tom
Cc: Janet Eidsness; kathleenjstanton@gmail.com
Subject: Humboldt County General Plan-Cultural Resources
Hello my name is André Cramblit and I am an enrolled member of the Karuk Tribe and live in
Arcata. I am writing to comment on the Humboldt County General Plan-Cultural Resources
element. I have reviewed and support Alternative A which has been previously submitted to the
Planning Commission. I encourage the Commission to also support Alternative A.

To the Planning Commission:
I support Alternative A (Cultural Resources Section 10.6) as proposed by Janet Eidsness and
Kathleen Stanton in comments submitted March 22. Those comments provide a strong framework for
identifying and protecting significant cultural resources for which the County is responsible. Historic
preservation has traditionally focused on individual buildings and archaeological sites, but no longer. We
have come to understand that there is a cultural overlay on the land, most notably in the rural areas
where the County has jurisdiction. That cultural overlay includes not only old buildings, but their
association with other human and natural features that were and are part of rural lands. The ethnographic
overlay is rich and rarely incorporated in planning and land management. We understand archaeological
sites and sacred sites, but Native American management of natural resources is almost never considered
in planning. It is the integration of the natural environment and human use, including buildings, collections
of human-built features (trails, roads, fences, etc), archaeological sites, and very importantly ethnographic
evidence that creates cultural landscapes. Much of Humboldt County’s heritage resides in these
landscapes.
Susie Van Kirk

