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1.0

INTRODUCTION

1.1

Purpose of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR)

The purpose of this Supplemental EIR is to identify and evaluate the potential environmental
impacts of the implementation of the proposed 2009 update of the County's Housing
Element, which includes 1) adoption of the Element, 2) adoption of associated implementing
ordinances, and 3) amendments to the Framework Plan (the overall County general plan),
community plans and coastal plans to incorporate the new Housing Element text. The
Housing Element sets policy guidelines and programs to guide for future growth and
development for the unincorporated portions of Humboldt County.
As provided by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), an EIR is an informational
document intended for review by members of the public and concerned public agencies.
For this project, Humboldt County is the lead agency and will consider certification of the
EIR and adoption of the Housing Element. The comment period for the DEIR will run from
February 8, 2009 through March 28, 2009.
1.2

Scope of the Environmental Impact Report

The previous EIRs and this Supplemental EIR were prepared pursuant to State CEQA
Guidelines (Section 15168) for plan documents. The State CEQA Guidelines (Section
15168) identify the program EIR as advantageous for plan documents. The Guidelines
state:
(a)
General. A program EIR is an EIR which may be prepared on a series of actions
that can be characterized as one large project and are related either:
(1)

Geographically,

(2)

A logical parts in the chain of contemplated actions,

(3)

In connection with issuance of rules, regulations, plans or other general criteria to
govern the conduct of a continuing program, or

(4)

As individual activities carried out under the same authorizing statutory or regulatory
authority and having generally similar environmental effects which can be mitigated in
similar ways.

The Housing Element provides a framework for future decisions and actions that affect
development of housing and accessory uses in the unincorporated portions of Humboldt
County. It is a policy document rather than a proposal for a specific action. Consistent with
its policy function, it contains a full set of programs that should be implemented to achieve
its goals. Many of the implementation measures called for by the Housing Element involve
the adoption of ordinance changes, which have been included in the project description of
this EIR. Also, it will be necessary to change the Framework Plan to achieve consistency
between the Plan and the proposed Housing Element.
This EIR addresses environmental impacts on two different levels, specifically on a project
level and a programmatic level. First, this EIR addresses impacts on a project level. The
project level provides sufficient details of planning documents where future development
proposals will have specific CEQA review requirements and will be evaluated for
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consistency with the Framework Plan. Second, this EIR addresses impacts on a
programmatic level. The programmatic level addresses impacts for programs being
immediately implemented, such as the zoning ordinance changes.
The CEQA Guidelines recognize the interactive nature of the planning process on both
project and programmatic levels and that some measures are intended to mitigate project
level impacts and may be incorporated into the project proposal. Mitigation measures have
been integrated into the Element and associated ordinance and Framework Plan changes
on a programmatic level to address areas of concern, and to enhance and protect the
environment.
As required by the State CEQA Guidelines, a distinction is made between mitigation
measures integrated on project level and mitigation measures proposed in the EIR on a
programmatic level. All of the additional future programmatic mitigation measures
recommended in the EIR will be incorporated into the final version of the Housing Element
and the proposed ordinance changes. These programmatic mitigation measures are also
required to be identified in the Final EIR for this project.
EIRs must describe a range of reasonable project level alternatives. The Guidelines state:
"The key issue is whether the selection and discussion of alternatives fosters informed
decision-making and informed public participation." This EIR evaluates four (4) alternatives
and their potential environmental impacts compared to the proposed project.
Potential environmental impacts from encouraging residential development through the
proposed policies, standards and implementation measures are not substantially different
from those that were reviewed and discussed in the previous EIRs. For example, the
previous Housing Element contained measures to achieve certain objectives, such as the
construction of 1,372 single family units and 128 multi-family units. The proposed 2009
Element carries forward these same objectives. To avoid duplication, this Supplemental EIR
will analyze only the impacts of the newly proposed policies, standards and implementation
measures.
Initial Study
An Initial Study (Appendix A) was prepared for the Housing Element and related ordinance
and Framework Plan changes, and distributed to interested agencies and individuals along
with a Notice of Preparation for the EIR (September 22, 2008). The Initial Study identifies
topics subject to significant impacts from the project:
⌧ Aesthetics

⌧ Agriculture Resources

⌧ Air Quality

⌧ Biological Resources

⌧ Cultural Resources

⌧ Geology / Soils

⌧ Hazards & Hazardous
Materials

⌧ Hydrology / Water Quality

⌧ Land Use / Planning

⌧ Mineral Resources

⌧ Noise

⌧ Population / Housing

⌧ Public Services

⌧ Recreation

⌧ Transportation / Traffic

⌧ Utilities / Service Systems

⌧ Mandatory Findings of Significance
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1.3

Contents of the Environmental Impact Report

The Housing Element contains the goals, policies, standards and programs designed to
guide the physical development of housing in Humboldt County until the year 2014. It is a
programmatic document which does not propose specific construction projects, but rather
guides how specific projects will be encouraged and reviewed. This EIR relies on each of
the previous Housing Elements, and numerous technical background studies, plans,
ordinances and standards. Those documents are listed in Attachment 1 of this EIR.
The EIR is composed of six (6) chapters:
Chapter 1:

1.0 Introduction. This chapter provides an overview overview of the EIR.

Chapter 2:
2.0 Summary of Proposed Actions and Consequences. This chapter
provides a summary of the project, major issues, and project level impacts and
mitigation measures.
Chapter 3:
3.0 Project Description. This chapter provides a detailed project description,
including the Housing Element’s goals and programs for the County, a summary of the
process used to update the Element, and proposed changes to the Housing Element
ordinance and Framework Plan. This chapter additionally summarizes the unavoidable
and irreversible impacts of the proposed project, and describes the relationship between
the short-term use of the environment, and the maintenance and enhancement of long
term productivity.
Chapter 4:
4.0 Alternatives Analysis. This chapter identifies alternatives to the proposed
project and analyzes probable impacts of each alternative.
Chapter 5:
5.0 Environmental Setting, Impacts and Mitigation. This chapter outlines the
CEQA issues identified in the Initial Study, and provides a brief summary of existing
conditions, project impacts, and programmatic level mitigation measures proposed to
minimize potentially significant adverse impacts. The description of impacts assumes
implementation of the Element's goals, policies, and programs.
Chapter 6:
6.0 Agency Comments, and Persons and Agencies Consulted. This chapter
provides the comments received in response to the Notice of Preparation, and
references the sources of information for the Element and EIR.
2.0

SUMMARY OF PROPOSED ACTIONS AND CONSEQUENCES

2.1

Summary of Project

The project will be completed in two parts: 1) updating the Housing Element; and 2)
adoption and implementation of ordinance and Framework Plan changes. . The first part is
the Update of the Humboldt County Housing Element. The2009 Housing Element is
required to be completed by August 31, 2009, and must contain the following components
(in accordance with Section 65583 of the Government Code):
1) Assessment of housing needs including a detailed discussion of population and
household characteristics, existing and projected housing needs, existing housing
stock characteristics, and inventory of land suitable for residential uses;
2) Statement of the County’s goals, objectives, and policies developed to address the
County’s housing needs; and
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3) Program that describes actions the County will undertake to implement the policies
and achieve the goals and objectives of the Housing Element.
The second part of the project involves the adoption of ordinance and Framework Plan
changes required to implement the policies and programs of the 2009 Housing Element.
Section 2.2. outlines the significant policies, standards, implementation measures,
ordinance and plan changes under consideration.
2.2

Summary of Project Level Impacts and Mitigation Measures

This EIR establishes general criteria for determining the significance of project level impacts.
These impacts are discussed and identified for each issue area. Impacts are defined as:
Potentially Significant (PS)

Should be considered synonymous with significant. This
designation is used to indicate pre-mitigation level of
significance.

Less than Significant (LS)

An impact is defined as "less than significant" when there are
no substantial adverse changes in the physical environment.

Significant (S)

A "significant" impact is identified where an impact will have a
substantial adverse impact on the environment.

Significant Unavoidable (SU) Considered to have a significant adverse effect on the
environment which cannot be avoided even with
implementation of the mitigation measures.
Beneficial (B)

When adoption of the Housing Element will result in a positive
change in the environment, it is identified as a "beneficial
impact.

A level of significance is determined by evaluating whether there will be impacts beyond
those which were addressed in the previous EIR. Many of the impacts considered
significant and unavoidable in the previous EIRs are now less than significant in areas
where the new project and the previous EIRs are the same or similar. For example, this
version of the Housing Element continues to support construction of housing, just as
previous versions of the Element.
A level of significance is also is also determined by evaluating impacts that will be
addressed by existing and proposed permit requirements. An impact may be considered
less than significant if it is reduced by existing permit requirements. For example,
subdivision requirements to prevent soil erosion during construction mitigate the impacts of
new policies and programs that might otherwise increase soil erosion in new subdivisions.
For those impacts considered potentially significant, new mitigation measures are necessary
to reduce them to a level of insignificance. While the 1998 and 2003 versions of the
Housing Element EIR considered a number of impacts to be significant and unavoidable,
there are no new impacts with the proposed project considered significant and unavoidable.
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2.2.1

Major Conclusions and Areas of Interest

Nearly all the environmental impacts of the new project are considered to be insignificant or
less than significant. In many cases, this is due to the continued administration of policies,
programs, standards and other requirements of public agencies, and through mitigation in
the proposed project. This Supplemental EIR proposes additional mitigation not currently
included in the new project reduce the potentially significant adverse environmental
biological resource and cumulative impacts to less than significant levels. There are no
significant unavoidable adverse environmental impacts of the new project that were not
addressed in the previous EIRs.
2.2.2

Effects Found not to be Significant

The Initial Study (Attachment 1) concludes the following environmental impacts of the
project are less than significant; these impacts are not otherwise addressed in this EIR: The
numbering of the impacts from the Initial Study is provided below for cross reference.
Air Quality
3 e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people;
Biological Resources
4 f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan;
Geology / Soils
6 d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994),
creating substantial risks to life or property;
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
7 a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials;
7 b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment;
7 c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school;
Land Use and Planning
9 a) Physically divide an established community;
Noise
10 a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region
and the residents of the state;
10 b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site delineated
on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan;
Public Services
11 a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards established in the
local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies;
11 c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project;
11 d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project;
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11 f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people residing or
working in the project area to excessive noise levels;
Recreation
12 a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by proposing new
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure).
12 b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere;
12 c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere;
Transportation / Traffic
13 c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a change
in location that results in substantial safety risks;
13 g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation (e.g.,
bus turnouts, bicycle racks);
Utilities and Service Systems
14 d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements and
resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed;
14 f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project's solid
waste disposal needs.

2.2.3

Potentially Significant Impacts That Are Reduced to Less Than
Significant Levels

Chapter 5 details how following potentially significant impacts are reduced to less than
significant levels through the proposed policies, standards, and implementation measures,
and proposed changes to the land use plans and ordinances: The numbering of the impacts
in Chapter 5 is provided for cross reference.
Aesthetic Impacts
5.1-A Effects on a scenic vista area.
5.1-B

Damage scenic resources.

5.1-C

Degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings.

5.1-D

Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area.

Agricultural Resources
5.2-A Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland)
to non-agricultural use.
5.2-B

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract.

5.2-C

Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, could
result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use.

Air Quality
5.3-A Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan.
5.3-B

Violate an air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation.
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5.3-C

Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment.

5.3-D

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.

Biological Resources
5.4-B Have a substantial adverse effect on riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community.
5.4-C

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands through direct removal,
filling, hydrological interruption, or other means.

5.4-D

Interfere substantially with the movement of native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use
of native wildlife nursery sites.

5.4-E

Conflict with local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources.

Cultural Resources
5.5-A Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as defined in
§15064.5.
5.5-B

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to §15064.5.

5.5-C

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic
feature.

5.5-D

Disturb human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries.

Geology / Soils
5.6-A Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss,
injury, or death involving rupture of a known earthquake fault.
5.6-B

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil.

5.6-C

Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative waste
water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste water.

5.6-D

Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss,
injury, or death involving strong seismic ground shaking, or seismic-related ground failure,
including liquefaction, or landslides.

5.6-E

Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials
5.7-A Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment.
5.7-B

For a project located within an airport land use plan, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the project area.

5.7-C

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a safety hazard
for people residing or working in the project area.

5.7-D

Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan.

5.7-E

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland
fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wild lands.

Hydrology And Water Quality
5.8-A Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements.
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5.8-B

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local
groundwater table level.

5.8-C

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which would result in substantial
erosion or siltation on- or off-site.

5.8-D

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site.

5.8-E

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

5.8-F

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality.

5.8-G

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map.

5.8-H

Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect flood
flows.

5.8-I

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding,
including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam.

5.8-J

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow.

Land Use and Planning
5.9-A Conflict with a land use plan, policy, or regulation.
5.9-B

Conflict with a habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan.

Noise
5.10-A Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne
noise levels.
5.10-B For a project located within an airport land use plan or near a private airstrip, the project
would expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels.
Public Services
5.11-A Result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of
the public services: Fire protection, Police protection, Schools, Parks, or other public facilities.
Recreation
5.12-A Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities
such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated.
5.12-B Require the construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse
physical effect on the environment.
Transportation / Traffic
5.13-A Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to the existing traffic load and
capacity of the street system.
5.13-B Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard established by the
county congestion management agency for designated roads or highways.
5.13-C Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment).
5.13-D Result in inadequate emergency access.
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5.13-E Result in inadequate parking capacity.
Utilities and Service Systems
5.14-A Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control
Board.
5.14-B Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects.
5.14-C Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects.
5.14-D Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve
the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand in addition to
the provider's existing commitments.
5.14-E Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste.
Mandatory Findings of Significance
5.15-B Have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable. ("Cumulatively
considerable" means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable when viewed
in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects).
5.15-C Have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly.

2.2.4

Potentially Significant Impacts Which Can be Avoided With Mitigation if
the Proposal is Implemented

This project, like the previous Housing Elements, encourages the construction of new
housing. In areas not served by public water, new residential development will require
development of on-site water systems. Where such water systems reduce the flows in
streams or rivers below levels needed to sustain aquatic species that are threatened or
endangered, the project may indirectly result in potentially significant biological resources
impacts. These impacts were not adequately addressed in the previous EIRs.
Biological Resources
5.4-A Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on a
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species.
Mandatory Findings of Significance
5.15-A Have the potential to degrade the quality 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 to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the
range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major
periods of California history or prehistory.

The project’s policies, standards and implementation measures to encourage development
in areas served by public water and sewer will reduce these impacts, but not to less than
significant levels. Proposals in this DEIR to add a policy and implementation measure to
refer all building permits to the Department of Fish and Game that involve water diversions
or the construction of wells within 100’ of a perennial stream or river mitigate these potential
impacts to less than significant levels.
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2.3

Areas of Controversy

The proposed project may involve controversy in several ways. First, the project includes a
residential land inventory, which identifies properties with residential development potential.
In the past, the estimates of development potential have been challenged. Secondly, the
project encourages construction of multifamily housing in a number of ways. Multifamily
housing projects have caused controversy in the past. Third the project will identify areas
where emergency shelters are principally permitted. Residents that live nearby those areas
may object to allowing emergency shelters on those properties.
2.4

Issues to Be Resolved

There are three issues that still need to be resolved with the proposed project. There are a
number of alternative policies, standards and implementation measures that need to be
decided upon as a part of the adoption of the Element. Also, the County’s share of the
projected regional housing needs have not been established. Those new numbers will need
to be incorporated into the Element, which needs to happen prior to adoption of the
Element.
The mitigation measures in this EIR that do not already appear in the Housing Element need
to be added to the Element prior to its adoption. Finally, after adoption of the Element, the
proposed Plan and ordinance changes that are a part of the County’s Local Coastal
Program will need to be reviewed and certified by the California Coastal Commission prior to
taking effect.
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3.0

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

3.1

Planning Area Description

Humboldt County is located approximately 200 miles north of San Francisco in California. It
includes a total of 2.28 million acres; Table 1 shows the percentage of acres in various uses.
TABLE 1
HUMBOLDT COUNTY LAND AREA
Total County

2,286,720

100%

State and Federal Public
Lands Devoted to Timber Production

485,191

21%

State and Federal Public
Lands Not Devoted to Timber Production

145,655

7%

Total State and Federal Public Lands

630,846

28%

County Parks
Incorporated Cities

478

.02%

23,143

1%

Timberland Production Zone

991,609

43%

Agricultural Preserves

198,814

9%

Areas designated for rural development
(outside of Community Planning Areas)

131,471

6%

Community Planning Areas
excluding Coastal Zone Area Plans

100,480

4%

Lands designated for Agriculture**

209,879

9%

**
This figure is a calculation, not an acreage count.
Source: Humboldt County General Plan - Volume I - Framework Plan, page 29 (Chapter 2).

Figure 1 shows a location map for the County and several of its cities and communities.
Most of the County's residents live in the seven incorporated cities and the 16 community
planning areas of the unincorporated County. Although the land area of the cities comprised
only 1% of the land area, almost half (47%) of the County's population lived within cities in
2000.
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FIGURE 1
LOCATION MAP

Prepared By: Humboldt County Community Development Services, 2003
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The 2009 Draft Housing Element presents a large collection of demographic and housing
statistics for the county.
3.2

Housing Element Purpose, Objectives and Description

The Housing Element update process provides an inventory, analysis, and needs
assessment of current housing in the County. It also reviews the adequacy and
performance of the previous Element and develops programs, policies, and quantified
objectives to meet current and future housing needs, and other requirements of State law.
The 2009 update of the Housing Element builds on a long tradition of housing advocacy.
The first Housing Element was adopted in 1981 and updated in 1985, 1992, 1998 and 2003.
The present update uses current data and projections to identify where a new policy
direction might be appropriate for addressing Humboldt's current and future housing needs.
3.3
Relationship to the 1998 EIR and 2003 Supplemental EIR
Because the past and proposed 2009 Housing Elements all encourage residential
development in many areas of the County, there are a wide variety of indirect potential
adverse environmental impacts analyzed by the EIRs. (The impacts are considered to be
indirect because the Elements do not actually construct residential units.) The 1998 EIR
identified that the project had a number of significant adverse unavoidable environmental
impacts.
-

Conflicts with the General Plan

-

Impacts on Existing Community Character

-

Diversity of Plants and Animals

-

Barriers to Plant/Animal Movement and Dispersal,

-

Reduce Populations of Rare/Endangered Species,

-

Increase Traffic, and

-

Increase Noise Levels.

The Supplemental EIR in 2003 went on to identify the following significant unavoidable
impacts:
-

5.1-A

Effects on a scenic vista area.

-

5.1-B

Damage scenic resources.

-

5.1-C

Degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings.

-

5.1-D Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area.

-

5.2-A Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland) to non-agricultural use.

-

5.2-B

-

5.2-C Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use.

-

5.3-A

-

5.3-B Violate an air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected
air quality violation.

-

5.3-C Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is non-attainment.

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract.

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan.
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-

5.5-A Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as
defined in §15064.5.

-

5.5-B Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to §15064.5.

-

5.5-C Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature.

-

5.5-D

-

5.6-D Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk
of loss, injury, or death involving strong seismic ground shaking, or seismic-related ground
failure, including liquefaction, or landslides.

-

5.8-B Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local
groundwater table level.

-

5.13-E Result in inadequate parking capacity.

-

5.14-A Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality
Control Board.

-

5.14-B Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects.

-

5.14-D Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may
serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand in
addition to the provider's existing commitments.

-

5.14-B Have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable.
("Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future projects).

Disturb human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries.

The current Element continues to support development of housing, and will continue to have
the same impacts on the environment described as significant and unavoidable in the
previous EIRs. However, this is not the focus of this EIR. Instead, this EIR describes the
environmental impacts of the new policies, standards, and implementation measures
compared to the current land use plans and ordinances.
3.4

Relationship to the Zoning Ordinance

A number of the programs in the Housing Element call for actions to be taken to address
some of the documented housing needs. Some of the proposed actions involve amending
the County's zoning ordinance. If adopted by the Planning Commission and Board of
Supervisors (and, when necessary, the Coastal Commission), the changes to the zoning
ordinance will implement the policies and programs of the Housing Element.
3.5

Relationship to the General Plan

Part of this project will involve amending those sections of the Framework Plan, community
plans and coastal plans that contain references to the Housing Element to ensure
consistency between the two documents. Following is a brief description of the relationship
between the Housing Element and the Framework Plan, community plans and coastal
plans.
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All cities and counties in California are required to prepare and adopt a general plan. The
California Government Code specifically defines the purpose and content of general plans.
State law requires that a general plan be an integrated, internally consistent document with
analysis and data supporting the objectives, policies, standards and actions contained in the
plan.
The Government Code specifies that the general plan must include seven mandatory
elements: land use, circulation, conservation, open space, noise, safety and housing,. In
addition, a local jurisdiction may adopt any other elements which relate to the physical
development of the jurisdiction.
From an overall standpoint, the County's general plan, which is a combination of the
Framework Plan, community plans and coastal plans, identifies objectives, policies and
implementation programs to address environmental protection, preservation of the unique
character and visual quality of the county, provision of adequate public services and utilities,
adequacy of circulation patterns, open space, housing, commercial services, and
employment. The Housing Element of the general plan establishes the policies and
programs related to the development, conservation and rehabilitation of housing.
3.6

Conformance with Other Plans and Policies

There are many other plans in the county which State law requires to be consistent with the
Housing Element and the Framework Plan. These include all of the community plans, the
coastal plans, Beach and Dunes Management Plan, Airport Land Use Plan, and the
Integrated Waste Management Plan.
Since cities have jurisdiction over the lands within their boundaries, revisions of city plans,
based on policy in the County’s Housing Element, is strictly voluntary. In developing the
Housing Element, county staff worked with the cities to ensure compatibility of the projected
housing needs. Community plans and coastal plans were used to inventory land potentially
available for housing.
The County will review potential inconsistencies with community plans and the coastal plans
and will make revisions to these documents where necessary to ensure consistency with the
Housing Element. The Housing Element is consistent with the Beach and Dunes
Management Plan, Airport Land Use Plan, and the Integrated Waste Management Plan.
3.7

Jurisdictional/Permit Granting Agencies

As the lead agency for this "project," Humboldt County will be responsible for considering
certification of the EIR, adoption of the Element, and adoption of the proposed zoning
ordinance amendments and changes to the Framework Plan. In addition to Humboldt
County and each of the seven cities, there are a number of other jurisdictional and permitgranting agencies that have control over specific environmental concerns in the planning
area. The following is a listing of agencies and their authority, jurisdiction or area of
environmental concern. Each of those agencies may utilize this EIR:
Federal Agencies
National Marine Fisheries Service: Administers Endangered Species Act as it pertains to
marine species.
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service: Administers Endangered Species Act.
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency: Issues permits for point source discharges.
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers: Controls dredge and fill of U.S. waters including wetlands
under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act; controls navigable waters under Section 10 of
the River and Harbors Act; establishes wetlands boundaries.
State Agencies
California Coastal Commission: Reviews amendments to the coastal plans and coastal
zoning ordinance; issues permits for development in mapped areas under authority of the
California Coastal Act.
Department of Housing and Community Development: Reviews the adequacy of Housing
Elements and funding for affordable housing programs.
State Lands Commission: Responsible for tidelands and historic waterways.
California Department of Transportation: CalTrans is responsible for the management of the
statewide transportation network.
The Native American Heritage Commission: Mandated to preserve and protect places of
special religious or cultural significance pursuant to Section 5097 et seq. of the Public
Resources Code.
California Department of Fish and Game: Reviews fish and wildlife issues.
California Department of Conservation: Division of Mines and Geology has special
expertise in evaluating geologic and seismic hazards as well as mineral resource issues.
The California Regional Water Quality Control Board: Concerned with the effects of
wastewater disposal on water quality and supply.
Air Resources Board. Responsibility for establishing State air quality standards, maintaining
oversight authority in air quality planning, developing programs for reducing emissions from
motor vehicles, developing air emission inventories, collecting air quality and meteorological
data, and approving State implementation plans.
Regional Agencies
Humboldt County Association of Governments: HCOAG prepares regional housing needs
determinations that must be addressed in local housing elements.
Air Quality Management District: Monitors air quality and has permit authority over certain
types of facilities, including dry-cleaning plants, service stations, land fills, sewage treatment
plants and industrial plants as examples.
Local Agencies
Humboldt County Cities: Arcata, Blue Lake, Eureka, Ferndale, Fortuna, Rio Dell, Trinidad.
Responsible for future development within their communities.
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Special Districts: There are many special districts in the County. Water districts such as the
Humboldt Bay Municipal Water District; and the McKinleyville Community Services District
supply water, sewer and other services. Fire districts in the county are responsible for fire
protection.
3.8

Proposed Policies, Standards, Implementation Measures, and Land Use Plan
and Ordinance Changes

A number of the proposed polices, standards and implementation measures have no
potential direct or indirect environmental impacts. For example, policy H-P20 is to “support
the enforcement of state and federal tenant rights”. This policy is not likely to have any
impacts on the environment. The proposed policies, standards and implementation
measures without any impact on the environment are not analyzed in this EIR.
The following policies, standards and implementation measures may have adverse
environmental impacts. They have been grouped into nine (9) topical areas.
1) Housing Opportunity Zones (HOZ’s)
Applicable Policies, Standards and Programs in the 2009 Housing Element
H-P2. Housing Opportunity Zones. The County shall adopt policies, standards
and programs to stimulate residential and infrastructure development within
Board adopted Housing Opportunity Zones.
H-P4. Residential Units in Commercial Zones. Residential units shall be
principally permitted when consistent with adopted performance standards in
specified commercial zones.
H-P23. Residential Subdivision Approvals within Housing Opportunity Zones.
Residential subdivisions within Housing Opportunity Zones shall be approved
unless the County makes specified findings for denial.
H-P24. Residential Subdivision Permit Process within Housing Opportunity
Zones. The County shall maintain an efficient, streamlined and predictable
permitting process designed for residential subdivisions located within
Housing Opportunity Zones.
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H-S8. Incentives for Residential Development within Housing Opportunity
Zones. Residential development within designated Housing Opportunity
Zones shall be provided with one or more of the following incentives as
detailed in the land use ordinance:
1) Deferral of improvements for minor subdivisions
2) Deferral of subdivision fees until issuance of building permits
3) Accommodations for residential units in commercial zones
4) Modified parking standards
5) Reduced building setback requirements
6) Eligible for fast-track and streamlined permit process
7) Increased density bonuses and allowances
8) Modified development standards for second units
9) Allowance for lot-splits for qualified second units
10) Reduced minimum parcel sizes
11) Reduced lot coverage standards
12) Modified Solar Shading Ordinance requirements
13) Reduce Parkland Dedication requirements for existing structures
14) Prioritized infrastructure development
H-IM1.

Housing Opportunity Zones. The County shall adopt Housing
Opportunity Zones and applicable residential and infrastructure
development incentives and standards by ordinance. Responsible Agency:
CDS. Timeframe: By August 31, 2009.

H-IM5.

Residential Density Bonus. The County shall develop density bonus
provisions within Housing Opportunity Zones, and maintain consistency
with the density bonus provisions of state law, by ordinance. Responsible
Agency: CDS. Timeframe: By August 31, 2009.

Required Map Changes
On the Zoning maps, identify the extent of the HOZ. Alternative B (staff
recommendation) is to draw the HOZ around the existing Urban Development Area.
Compared to this to the other alternatives, Alternative A would reduce the size of the
HOZ area, and Alternative C would increase the size of the HOZ area.
Required Ordinance Changes Within the mapped Housing Opportunity Zone areas:
Deferral of subdivision fees until issuance of building permits: Add to the fee
ordinance for the Departments of CDS and Public Works, and to Section 322-2 of the
Subdivision Regulations (Subdivision Processing Fees) an allowance for the deferral
of fees for processing tentative maps to the Planning Commission until the issuance
of building permits on the newly created lots, upon request of the applicant, where
the project will achieve a density of 1.5x the mid-point density. Use of this incentive
shall be contingent upon a budget mechanism to support this fee deferment..
Deferral of improvements for minor subdivisions: Add text to the Subdivision
Regulations (Section 326-2(a)) to clarify that the subdivision agreement may include
provisions for the completion of improvement work in units consistent with an
approved subdivision phasing plan and for deferment of certain subdivision
improvements (e.g., sidewalks on undeveloped lots) until time of building permit
issuance. Improvement deferrals will be subject to the discretion of the Planning
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Commission upon consideration of the recommendations of Public Works. Also,
clarify improvement timing for subdivision which are subject to Instruments of (Parcel
Map) Waiver.
Accommodations for residential units in commercial zones: Modify Chapters 3
and 4 of the Zoning Ordinance (Inland and Coastal Zoning Regulations) to allow
multifamily units as principally permitted uses in all commercial and light industrial
zones, subject to performance standards for mixed use commercial development,
where they are now allowed with a Special Permit (Inland: C-1, C-2, C-3, CH,
Coastal: CN, CG). These standards will address compatibility for residential use in
terms of noise, light, hours and days of operation, nature and intensity of the
commercial operation, use of toxic or hazardous materials, parking, etc. Additionally,
identify development standards for the residential uses considering factors such as
the height, bulk, density, and placement of residential units to ensure multifamily
uses on the ground floor remain subordinate to the commercial and industrial uses
on the property.
Modified parking standards: Modify the Parking Ordinance in Chapters 3 and 4 of
the Zoning Ordinance (§313-109.1 and 314-109.1) to reduce off street parking
requirements consistent with current best practices.
Reduced building setback requirements: Modify the R-1 (Inland) and RS
(Coastal) Single Family Residential Zones in Chapter 3 and 4 of the Zoning
Ordinance to allow reduced side and rear yard setbacks for structures on newly
created lots consistent with a Planning Commission approved Development Plan.
Eligible for fast-track and streamlined permit process: Modify Chapter 2 of the
Subdivision Regulations and the Residential Density Bonus provisions of Chapter 3
and 4 of the Zoning Ordinance (§313-111.1 and §314-112.1) to allow fast track
processing of all subdivisions and permits for affordable housing projects through the
Planning and Building, Environmental Health and Public Works Land Use Divisions.
The ordinance shall specify that fast tracking is to be done by dedicated staff on a
priority basis ahead of non-density bonus permit applications as a concession over
and above those currently provided for by the ordinance. Use of this incentive shall
be contingent upon a budget to support this level of staffing.
Increased density bonuses and allowances: Modify the “Density Bonus and
Planned Developments” sections of the Framework Plan, each Coastal Plan, and
each Community Plan, and the Residential Density Bonus sections of Chapters 3
and 4 of the Zoning Ordinance (§313-111.1 & 314-112.1) to allow up to 100%
density bonuses for projects with 100% units affordable to lower income households.
Modified development standards for second units: Modify the Second Unit
Ordinance in Chapters 3 and 4 of the Zoning Ordinance (§313-87.1 & 314-87.1) to
eliminate the requirement of shared driveways for principally permitted second units.
Identify standards for the minimum separation of encroachments based on best
practices.
Allowance for lot-splits for qualified second units & reduced minimum parcel
sizes:: Modify §325-11 of the Subdivision Ordinance (Minimum Lot Size
Modification) and the Minimum Lot Size Exceptions sections of Chapters 3 and 4 of
the Zoning Ordinance (§313-99.1 & 314-99.1) to allow parcel sizes less than 5,000
square feet with lot size modification within Housing Opportunity Zones. The
minimum parcel size will be 1,500 square feet, which would allow for a 525 square
foot residence on the lot without exceeding 35% lot coverage. Encouraging
affordable home ownership opportunities will be added as one of the purposes for lot
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size modification. Also, modify the Code to exclude from the 1.8 times the zone
minimum parcel size limitation (maximum parcel size), areas not suited for residential
development for reasons of protection of environmentally sensitive habitat areas,
steep slopes or other hazards recognized by the residential land inventory as
constraints on the parcel.
Reduced lot coverage standards: Modify the R-1 (Inland) and RS (Coastal) Single
Family Residential Zones in Chapter 3 and 4 of the Zoning Ordinance to allow up to
50% lot coverage on newly created lots within Housing Opportunity Zones consistent
with a Planning Commission approved Development Plan.
Modified Solar Shading Ordinance requirements: Modify §322.5-9 of the
Subdivision Ordinance (Design for Solar Access: Cause for Exemption) to allow,
upon request of the applicant, an exemption to solar shading requirements within
Housing Opportunity Zones for subdivisions where 1) solar access is encouraged
where feasible, 2) all structures are limited to one story, and 3) the project will
achieve a density of 1.5x the mid-point density consistent with a Planning
Commission approved Development Plan.
Reduce Parkland Dedication requirements for existing structures: Modify the
Parkland Dedication Fee Ordinance in Chapters 3 and 4 of the Zoning Ordinance
(§313-110.1 & 314-110.1) to exempt structures in new subdivisions which existed
prior to enactment of the applicable Parkland Dedication fee ordinance.
Other Plan Changes Prioritized infrastructure development: Modify the §4510 and
§4520 of the Framework Plan (Water and Wastewater Facilities) to add policies
prioritizing funding and the allocation of other resources to public water and
wastewater facilities in the HOZ areas.
2) Incentives for Affordable and Special Needs Housing
Applicable Policies, Standards and Programs in the 2009 Housing Element
H-P25. Fee Deferrals and Subsidies. If requested, the County shall defer until
occupancy fees for building permits, discretionary land use permits, and
review fees charged by the Department Division of Environmental Health and
Public Works for housing that has long-term affordability covenants and
restrictions that require units to be available to, and occupied by, persons or
families of low income at affordable housing costs for at least 20 years. The
County shall subsidize such fees so there is no cost to the applicant for
residential units that have long-term affordability covenants and restrictions
that require units to be available to, and occupied by, persons or families of
very-low or extremely low income at affordable housing costs for at least 20
years.
H-P26. Fast Track Application Review. Projects which construct or rehabilitate at
least 25% low income, 10% very low income, or 5% extremely low income
residential units shall be fast-tracked through the Planning and Building
Divisions of Community Development Services, Environmental Health
Division of Public Health, and the Land Use Division of the Department of
Public Works.
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H-P27. Deferral of Minor Subdivision Improvements. The County shall allow
applicants to defer improvements for minor subdivisions until the time of
building permit issuance for the development of housing affordable to low,
very low or extremely low income households. Public Works shall specify
allowable deferments on a project by project basis.
H-S9. Incentives for Affordable and Special Needs Housing. Residential
development affordable to persons or families of low, very low or extremely
low income or meeting the housing needs of identified special populations
shall be provided with one or more of the following incentives as detailed in
the land use ordinance:
1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
11)

Deferral or subsidy of permit and review fees
Deferral of subdivision improvements
Deferral of subdivision fees until issuance of building permits
Deferral or subsidy of development impact fees
Eligible for fast-track and streamlined permit process
Modified parking standards
Increased density bonuses and allowances
Reduced lot coverage standards
Modified Solar Shading Ordinance requirements
Special Permit process for waiver of development standards
Prioritized infrastructure development and service delivery

H-S21. Standards for Fast Tracking Projects. Residential permit applications
eligible for fast track processing shall be processed through the Planning and
Building, Environmental Health and Public Works Land Use Divisions by
dedicated staff on a priority basis ahead of non-fast track permit applications.
H-IM2.

Incentives for Affordable and Special Needs Housing. The County shall
adopt residential and infrastructure development incentives and standards
by ordinance to encourage housing affordable to persons or families of low,
very low or extremely low income or meeting the housing needs of
identified special populations. Responsible Agency: CDS. Timeframe: By
August 31, 2009.

H-IM22. Flexible Application of Development Standards. The County shall adopt
by ordinance provisions which allow exceptions and modifications to
development standards for extremely low, very low and low income housing
through a special permit process. Responsible Agency: CDS. Timeframe:
August 31, 2009
Required Ordinance Changes
Deferral or subsidy of permit and review fees. Add text to the Residential Density
Bonus provisions of Chapter 3 and 4 of the Zoning Ordinance (§313-111.1 and §314112.1) to allow fee subsidies and fee deferrals as concessions over and above those
currently provided for by the ordinance. Such fee subsidies and fee deferral
concessions shall be considered a “direct financial incentive” as defined in §65915(l)
of the Government Code.
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Fast Track Application Review: Modify the Residential Density Bonus provisions of
Chapter 3 and 4 of the Zoning Ordinance (§313-111.1 and §314-112.1) to allow fast
track processing of all permits and requirements for affordable housing projects
through the Planning and Building, Environmental Health and Public Works Land
Use Divisions. The ordinance shall specify that fast tracking is to be done by
dedicated staff on a priority basis ahead of non-density bonus permit applications as
a concession over and above those currently provided for by the ordinance. Use of
this incentive shall be contingent upon a budget to support this level of staffing.
Increased density bonuses and allowances: Modify the “Density Bonus and
Planned Developments” sections of the Framework Plan, each Coastal Plan, and
each Community Plan, and the Residential Density Bonus sections of Chapters 3
and 4 of the Zoning Ordinance (§313-111.1 & 314-112.1) to allow up to 100%
density bonuses for projects with 100% units affordable to lower income households.
Modified parking standards, reduced lot coverage standards, modified solar
shading ordinance requirements, waiver of development standards: Modify the
Residential Density Bonus provisions of Chapter 3 and 4 of the Zoning Ordinance
(§313-111.1 & 314-112.1) to allow one of the following incentives as a concession
over and above those provided for by the ordinance: reduced parking standards,
modified solar shading ordinance requirements, or reduction of development
standards.
Other Plan Changes Prioritized infrastructure development: The modifications to the
§4510 and §4520 of the Framework Plan (Water and Wastewater Facilities) in the
HOZ areas cited above will benefit affordable housing projects in those areas, and
no additional policies are proposed.
3) Requirements for a Mixture of Housing Sizes and Types.
Applicable Policies, Standards and Programs in the 2009 Housing Element
H-P3. Requirements for a Mixture of Housing Sizes and Types. The County
shall require a variety of housing types and sizes in specified major
subdivisions to ensure a mix of very low, low, moderate and above moderate
housing opportunities necessary to meet the Regional Housing Needs
Allocation Plan. The County shall allow payment in lieu of meeting these
requirements under specified circumstances.
H-IM3.

Requirements for a Mixture of Housing Sizes and Types. The County
shall require a variety of housing types and sizes in specified major
residential subdivisions, including provisions for payment in lieu by
ordinance. Responsible Agency: CDS. Timeframe: By August 31, 2009.

H-IM8.

Planned Development Ordinance Revisions. The County shall modify
the Planned Development Ordinance to encourage a mix of housing sizes
and affordability levels in residential developments. Responsible Agency:
CDS. Timeframe: By August 31, 2009.

Required Ordinance Changes
1) Modify the Planned Unit Development provisions of Chapter 3 and 4 of the
Zoning Ordinance (§313-41 & 314-31) to apply to all new subdivisions of 70 units
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or more. Insert text to require in all subdivisions of 70 units or more, at least 25%
of the units be two family or multifamily units of four (4) units or fewer developed
at a density of at least 16 units per acre. Insert text to allow payment in lieu of
meeting these requirements under specified circumstances. Insert text to allow a
waiver of this requirement in cases of hardship. Insert text in the purpose
statement of the ordinance text citing a need for a mixture of housing types in
large developments. Consolidate and simplify the design guidelines in the
ordinance.
2) Modify the R-1 (Inland) and RS (Coastal) Single Family Residential Zones in
Chapter 3 and 4 of the Zoning Ordinance to allow two family dwellings and
multiple dwellings as conditionally permitted uses in planned unit developments.
Other Plan Changes
1) Modify the RL - Residential Low Density Land Use Designation in the Eureka
Community Plan and McKinleyville Community Plan to allow multifamily uses as
compatible uses in planned unit developments

4) Protecting Multifamily Uses in the Affordable Multifamily Land Inventory.
Applicable Policies, Standards and Programs in the 2009 Housing Element
H-P6. Protecting Multifamily Uses in the Affordable Multifamily Land
Inventory. Sites identified in the residential land inventory as being suitable
for meeting extremely low, very low and low multifamily uses shall be
protected by ordinance standards or zoning overlay from non-multi-family use
development.
H-IM4.

Protecting Multifamily Uses in the Affordable Multifamily Land
Inventory. The County shall protect multi-family sites identified in the
residential land inventory from non-multi-family use development by
ordinance. Responsible Agency: CDS. Timeframe: By August 31, 2009.

Required Map Changes
Two approaches will be used: 1) on the Zoning maps, apply a Q-Qualified overlay to
the parcels in the affordable multifamily residential land inventory zoned R-4 to
require a conditional use permit for non-multifamily uses, and 2) new parcels being
brought into the Affordable Multifamily Residential Land Inventory will be rezoned to
R-3: Residential Multiple Family or RM: Residential Multifamily.
5) Residential Density Bonus.
Applicable Policies, Standards and Programs in the 2009 Housing Element
H-IM5. Residential Density Bonus. The County shall develop density bonus
provisions within Housing Opportunity Zones, and maintain consistency
with the density bonus provisions of state law, by ordinance. Responsible
Agency: CDS. Timeframe: By August 31, 2009.
Required Ordinance Changes
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Modify the Residential Density Bonus provisions of Chapter 3 and 4 of the Zoning
Ordinance (§313-111.1 & 314-112.1) to be consistent with state law. (Note: these
changes will be applicable to areas both within and outside of HOZ areas.)
6) Single Room Occupancy Units.
Applicable Policies, Standards and Programs in the 2009 Housing Element
H-P13. Single Room Occupancy Units. The County shall support the conversion
and use of motels, hotels and detached bedrooms for single room occupancy
units.
H-S15. Single Room Occupancy Units. The County shall allow single room
occupancy units (SRO) under specified conditions in zones that allow
transient habitation. Plan and zone density standards shall be waived for
SRO units. Permit fees shall be subsidized for hotel and motel conversions to
SRO units and for reviews of the legal non-conforming status or Plan
amendments or zone reclassifications for motel and hotel conversions that
have already occurred.
H-IM11. Single Room Occupancy Units. The County shall accommodate the use
of hotels, motels and detached bedrooms for single room occupancy units
by ordinance. Responsible Agency: CDS. Timeframe: By August 31, 2009.
Required Ordinance Changes
1) Add §313-61.1 and §314-61.1 to Chapters 3 and 4 of the Zoning Ordinance to
describe SRO units as follows:
“Single Room Occupancy Facilities
A Single Room Occupancy (SRO) Facility shall comply with the
requirements of this Section, where allowed by the zoning districts.
A. Purpose. The provisions of this Section are intended to provide
opportunities for the development of permanent, affordable housing for
small households and for people with special needs in proximity to transit
and services, and to establish standards for these small units.
B. Development Standards
Single Room Occupancy Facilities
1. Density. A Single Room Occupancy Facility is not required to meet
density standards of the General Plan but shall comply with the
occupancy standards of the adopted Airport Land Use Plan (ALUP.
2. Common area. Four square feet per living unit shall be provided,
with at least 200 square feet in area of interior common space,
excluding janitorial storage, laundry facilities and common hallways.
3. Laundry facilities. Laundry facilities must be provided in a separate
room at the ratio of one washer and one dryer for every twenty units or
fractional number thereof, with at least one washer and dryer per floor.
4. Cleaning supply room. A cleaning supply room or utility closet with
a wash tub with hot and cold running water shall be provided on each
J:\Planning\ADVANCE\GPU\STUDIES\HOUSING\2008\2009DEIR 2-14-09.DOC
Revised: February 13, 2009

Page 24

2009 Draft Housing Element Supplemental EIR

floor of the SRO Facility.
Single Room Occupancy Units
1. Unit size. An SRO unit shall have a minimum size of 150 square
feet and a maximum of 400 square feet.
2. Occupancy. An SRO unit shall accommodate a maximum of two
persons.
3. Bathroom. An SRO unit is not required to but may contain partial or
full bathroom facilities. A partial bathroom facility shall have at least a
toilet and sink; a full facility shall have a toilet, sink and bathtub, shower
or bathtub/shower combination. If a full bathroom facility is not
provided, common bathroom facilities shall be provided in accordance
with the California Building Code for congregate residences with at
least one full bathroom per floor.
4. Kitchen. An SRO unit is not required to but may contain partial or
full kitchen facilities. A full kitchen includes a sink, a refrigerator and a
stove, range top or oven. A partial kitchen is missing at least one of
these appliances. If a full kitchen is not provided, common kitchen
facilities shall be provided with at least one full kitchen per floor.
5. Closet. Each SRO unit shall have a separate closet.
6. Code compliance. SRO units shall comply with all requirements of
the California Building Code.
C. Accessibility. All SRO units shall comply with all applicable
accessibility and adaptability requirements. All common areas shall be
fully accessible.
D. Management
1. Facility Management. An SRO Facility with 10 or more units shall
provide on-site management. An SRO Facility with less than 10 units
shall provide a management office on-site.
2. Management Plan. A management plan shall be submitted with the
development application for an SRO Facility and shall be approved by
the County. The management plan must address management and
operation of the facility, rental procedures, safety and security of
residents and building maintenance.
E. Parking. Off street parking shall be provided consistent with the parking
regulations in §313-109.1 (Coastal) §314-109.1 (Inland). Secure bicycle
parking shall be provided at the ratio of one (1) space per four (4) SRO
units.
H. Tenancy. Tenancy of SRO units shall be limited to 30 or more days.
I. Existing Structures. An existing structure may be converted to an SRO
Facility, consistent with the provisions of this Section."
2) Add Single Room Occupancy Facilities to the list of specially permitted
residential uses in the following commercial zones: Inland - C-1, C-2, C-3, CH,
Coastal - CN, CG.
3) Add Single Room Occupancy Facilities to the Off-Street Parking
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Requirements (§313-109.1 & 314-109.1), at 0.5 spaces per unit.
4) Add Single Room Occupancy Facilities to the definitions sections (§313-154
& 314-154) as follows:
"Single Room Occupancy Facility. A residential building including multiple
Single Room Occupancy units.
Single Room Occupancy Unit. A living space with a minimum floor area of 150
square feet and a maximum of 400 square feet restricted to occupancy by no
more than 2 persons. Kitchen and bathroom facilities may be wholly or
partially included in each living space or may be fully shared."
7) Emergency Shelters, Supportive and Transitional Housing.
Applicable Policies, Standards and Programs in the 2009 Housing Element
H-P14. Emergency Shelters, Supportive and Transitional Housing. Emergency
shelters, supportive and transitional housing shall be allowed as principally
permitted uses in specified zone.
H-S12. Emergency Shelters. The County shall identify areas for allow principally
permitted emergency shelters within in the following zoning designations:
1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)

MB – Business Park Zone
ML – Limited Industrial Zone
C-2 – Community Commercial Zone
C-3 – Industrial Commercial Zone
CG – Commercial General Zone
R-3 – Residential Multiple Family Zone
R-4 – Apartment Professional Zone
RM – Residential Medium Density Zone

H-S13. Standards for Principally Permitted Emergency Shelters. Emergency
shelters allowed as principally permitted uses shall be required to meet
ordinance standards developed by the County that address all the following:
1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)

Maximum number of beds
Off-street parking based upon demonstrated need
Size and location of on-site waiting and intake areas
Provision of on-site management
Proximity to other shelters
Length of stay
Lighting
Security during hours when the shelter is open.

Required Ordinance Changes
1) In the following zone districts:
MB – Business Park Zone
ML – Limited Industrial Zone
C-2 – Community Commercial Zone
C-3 – Industrial Commercial Zone
CG – Commercial General Zone
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R-3 – Residential Multiple Family Zone
R-4 – Apartment Professional Zone
RM – Residential Medium Density Zone,
delete emergency shelters and transitional housing from the list of Specially
Permitted Uses AND Conditionally Permitted Uses, and add them to the list of
Principally Permitted Uses, subject to the development standards of §313-61.2
and §314-61.2.
2) Add development standards to §313-47.1 and §314-47.1 such as the following:
“Emergency Shelters
Emergency Shelters shall comply with the requirements of this Section,
where allowed by the zoning districts.
A. Purpose. The provisions of this Section are intended to provide
opportunities for the development of temporary and permanent emergency
shelters for homeless persons in areas with public services, and to
establish standards for these facilities.
B. Development Standards
1. Lighting. Adequate external lighting shall be provided for security
purposes. The lighting shall be stationary, directed away from adjacent
properties and public rights-of-way, and of an intensity compatible with
the neighborhood.
2. Common Facilities. The development may provide one or more of the
following specific common facilities for the exclusive use of the residents
and staff:
A. Central cooking and dining room(s).
B. Recreation room.
C. Counseling center.
D. Child care facilities.
E. Other support services.
3. Security. Parking and outdoor facilities shall be designed to provide
security for residents, visitors and employees.
4. Outdoor Activity. For the purposes of noise abatement in residential
districts, organized outdoor activities may only be conducted between the
hours of eight a.m. and ten p.m.
5. Emergency Shelter Provider. The agency or organization operating the
shelter shall comply with the following requirements:
(1) Temporary shelter shall be available to residents for no more than six
months.
(2) Staff and services shall be provided to assist residents to obtain
permanent shelter and income.
(3) The provider shall have a written management plan including, as
applicable, provisions for staff training, neighborhood outreach,
security, screening of residents to insure compatibility with services
provided at the facility, and for training, counseling, and treatment
programs for residents.
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6. Maximum Unit Density. Homeless shelters located in residential
districts, when not developed in an individual dwelling unit format, shall
not be subject to the density standard of the General Plan, but the
number of beds shall be limited to three times the maximum number of
dwelling units which would otherwise be permitted. In no case shall
occupancy of the facility exceed the limit set forth in the adopted Airport
Land Use Plan (ALUP).
7. Proximity to Other Emergency Shelters. Emergency shelters shall not
be located within ½ mile of each other.”
3)

Add Transitional Housing and Supportive Housing to the list of principally
permitted uses in the R-3, R-4 and RM zones where multifamily housing is
principally permitted. Add Transitional Housing and Supportive Housing to
the list of Specially Permitted or Conditionally Permitted uses in the MB –
Business Park Zone, ML – Limited Industrial Zone, C-1 – Neighborhood
Commercial, C-2 – Community Commercial Zone, C-3 – Industrial
Commercial Zone, CG – Commercial General Zone and CH – Highway
Service Commercial Zones.

8) Retain Legal Non-Conforming Housing. The County shall waive General Plan density
standards for legal non-conforming housing involved in new subdivisions by ordinance.
Required Ordinance Changes
Modify the Subdivision Ordinance to add §325-13 Exceptions for Non-Conforming
Housing Units to allow waiver of General Plan density standards for legal nonconforming
9) Alternative Owner Builder Program. The County shall update standards for alternative
owner-built/ owner-occupied housing to ensure consistency with environmental and
resource protection policies of this Plan, health and safety requirements and to promote
permit compliance in rural lands.
3.9

Relationship Between Local Short-term Uses of the Environment and the
Maintenance and Enhancement of Long-term Productivity

The Draft Housing Element is a policy document that is intended to guide housing
development through the year 2014. As such, it is considered to take a long-term view of
the County's future. The Element presents information on the associated impacts of the
increase in population and housing units in Humboldt County. The Element is proposed to
benefit the local community consistent with existing requirements that protect the physical
environment. Continued administration of existing requirements by public agencies will
maintain the long-term productivity of the environment.
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3.10

Significant Irreversible Environmental Changes Which Would be Involved in
the Proposed Action Should it be Implemented

Development under the Housing Element would irrevocably commit some undeveloped
portions of the county to primarily residential use for the foreseeable future. The
commitment of financial resources, energy, raw materials, and labor would be associated
with this conversion of land use. Environmental alterations which would accompany
development under the Element include all those discussed in Chapter 6 of this EIR.
These environmental alterations are mitigated to some degree by existing development
review procedures established by the County, and new policies, programs and standards in
this DEIR. EIRs for previous versions of the Housing Element stated that where mitigations
were not sufficient to reduce to less than significant levels impacts of the project on the
environment, those are in the end weighed against the provision of increased housing to
meet the future demands. The overall conclusion is that although irreversible changes will
occur after the adoption of the Element, the County will still retain its basic character. And
there are certain public benefits of the project to consider as well, such as the programs
serving needs of lower income persons trying to find a home to buy or rent, reducing
governmental constraints, and realigning procedures and programs for Community
Development Services to better serve the needs of the public. These and other public
benefits of the project are more fully described in the Element.
3.11

Cumulative Impacts

The CEQA Guidelines (Section 15130) require discussion of cumulative impacts when they
are significant. "Cumulative impacts" refers to two or more individual effects which, when
considered together, are considerable or which compound or increase other environmental
impacts (Section 15355).
The discussion of environmental impacts and mitigation measures (Chapter 6 of this EIR)
assesses the impacts of the project from a cumulative perspective. The project proposes
policies and programs that encourage the production of housing countywide for the next 5
years. The Element targets production of new homes to meet its share of the projected
housing need, which is estimated to be 2,459 new units by 2014. When viewed
cumulatively, taking into account all the former Housing Elements, all the new homes that
have been created since the County first had a Housing Element in 1981, a fair argument
can be made that this project will involve significant cumulative environmental impacts that
are not fully mitigated. These cumulative impacts were analyzed with the previous EIRs and
are not further analyzed by this EIR.
3.12

Growth-Inducing Impact of the Proposed Action

The Draft Housing Element presents information on projected housing construction needs in
the County. The Element and implementing ordinances accommodate and even encourage
development, but do not have the potential to directly induce growth within the County.
Rather, they establish guidelines for growth which would occur with or without the Element
and ordinances. The Element seeks to accommodate planned growth and not to stimulate
growth beyond that which is envisioned in the General Plan.
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Expansion of sewer and water facilities and road capacity is typically designed to alleviate
existing problems, serve the existing population more efficiently, and provide some capacity
for additional growth as well. Those are considered growth inducing projects.
The Element supports growth in certain areas, however these would be localized areas
which have been identified as capable of handling projected growth. This could be
considered an indirect growth inducing aspect of adopting the Element. The growth
projected by the Element is expected to result in an increase of 2,459 housing units by the
year 2014.
Although additional growth will occur, many existing policies and other requirements help
ensure that review of future development considers the environment and character of the
County. Environmental review of future projects will help ensure development is consistent
with the County’s existing policies and programs designed to mitigate and minimize
environmental impacts.
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4.0

ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that a "reasonable range of
alternatives" to a proposed project be considered in environmental impact reports. The
evaluation of alternatives does not need to be as exhaustive as the evaluation of the project
itself. The project objectives are simply to update the County’s Housing Element consistent
with the requirements of state law. Four alternative scenarios were considered during the
preparation of the Housing Element: 1) the "No Project" alternative, 2) the "Delayed
Implementation" alternative, 3) Alternative A, the “Focused Growth” alternative, and 4)
Alternative C, the “Expanded Growth” alternative.
4.1
No Project Alternative
Under the No Project alternative, the proposed Housing Element would not be adopted and
future development in the County would occur under the programs and policies in the 2003
Element.
It can be argued that there would be little or no difference in the number of units developed
under the No Project alternative and the proposed project. Many policies and programs in
the 2003 Element encourage the production of housing similar to the new policies and
programs under consideration in the 2009 Element. And although housing needs are not
projected beyond the year 2008 in the earlier version of the Element, new construction is
obviously still happening, and will likely continue through 2014; projections of housing needs
have no direct affect on housing construction.
And both the 2003 Element and the proposed project do not contain any measures that will
directly result in the construction of new housing. Instead, the programs strive to better
accommodate anticipated growth, and facilitate affordable housing within anticipated growth.
It is thus reasonable to assume that like the other alternatives being considered, the No
Project alternative will not differ with the proposed project in terms of the amount or rate of
new construction. Instead, the No Project alternative can be expected to affect only the type
and location of construction.
Changes In Visual Quality
Several of the proposed ordinance changes encourage development in existing developed
residential areas. While some of the areas planned to allow development have important
visual resources which may be adversely impacted indirectly under the new Element, these
impacts are not likely to be substantially different than the impacts of lower density
development in the same areas allowed by the 2003 Element.
There may be differences between the No Project alternative and the proposed project in
terms of visual quality of a community character nature. The project’s focus on encouraging
development in existing residential areas will involve streetscape and landscape visual
impacts to existing neighborhoods that would likely be more significant in the more
developed areas than with the No Project alternative. At the same time, the proposed
project’s focus on developing more urban areas of the County will reduce impacts on
community character in the rural areas compared to the No Project alternative.
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Loss Of Agricultural Land And Conflicts With Agricultural Uses
The Natural Resources and Hazards technical background study inventories the County’s
most important lands for agricultural and timber resources. Some of these areas are on or
adjacent to lands planned to allow residential development, and will be converted out of
resource uses directly and indirectly through policies in the 2009 Element. New policies and
programs in the proposed project encourage development in infill areas, so the project’s
impacts on agricultural resources and uses are likely to be less than the impacts of more
dispersed development supported by the 2003 Element.
Changes in Air Quality
The Natural Resources and Hazards technical background study identifies the County is in
non-attainment status for only one air pollutant – PM10 which is comprised of particulate
matter, such as dust and smoke. Development encouraged by the 2009 Element may
indirectly result in increases the number of vehicle miles traveled by Humboldt County
residents. As new houses are constructed in outlying areas, the emissions from cars used
by persons commuting from these areas to the more urban parts of the County will most
likely increase. An argument can be made that by encouraging housing development in
urban areas, the proposed new policies will reduce emission rates relative to the No Project
alternative.
Impacts to Biological Resources
By encouraging residential development, the proposed project could indirectly lead to
biological resource impacts through construction of new residences, driveways, septic
systems and the installation of water supply wells. By encouraging development in already
developed areas through the Housing Opportunity Zone policies, standards and
implementation programs, the proposed project would likely have fewer biological resource
impacts than the No Project Alternative.
Alterations To Cultural And Historic Resources
The project could indirectly result in the demolition of historic structures when building sites
are prepared for new construction. Likewise, archaeological resources, unique
paleontological resources, unique geologic features, and even human remains may be
adversely affected by grading or home construction activities encouraged by this Element.
Policies in the new Element encouraging development in infill areas could result in reduced
new grading in undeveloped areas, thereby reducing impacts on archaeological resources
unique paleontological resources, and unique geologic features compared to the 2003
Element. There is no evidence there would be any difference between the proposed project
and the No Project alternative in impacts to historic structures because they are scattered
throughout the County in developed and rural areas alike.
Geologic Hazards Related To Earthquakes And Liquefaction
The Natural Resources and Hazards study makes abundantly clear the many and severe
geologic risks accompanying development in Humboldt County. Virtually all of Humboldt
County has the potential for loss of life and property due to fault rupture and strong seismic
ground shaking, and there are many areas subject to liquefaction and landslide hazards.
Increasing population within the area can be viewed as increasing the exposure of people to
geologic hazards. Since this Element and the related ordinances may indirectly result in an
increase of population in the unincorporated areas, they may be viewed as potentially
increasing the risk to life and property from seismic ground shaking and fault rupture.
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There is no evidence these risks would be any different under the 2009 Element than the
2003 Element.
Indirect Impacts On The Amount Of Surface Water And Groundwater In Areas With Limited
Water Supply
Some development outside areas served by public water systems may use wells or surface
water for their water supply. Since both this Element and the implementing ordinances
encourage housing construction, they may indirectly impact the amount of surface water and
groundwater in areas with limited water supply. It can be argued that by encouraging
development in areas served by public water, this Element reduces these potential impacts
relative to the No Project alternative.
Inadequate Parking Capacity
The ordinance changes being considered with this project that relax parking requirements
for some housing developments may result in inadequate parking capacity that is not fully
mitigated. The No Project alternative would not have these same impacts.
Increased Demand For Public Services And Utilities
As stated previously, this Element will likely indirectly result in the development of new
residential development. Additional wastewater treatment services will be necessary for the
new development encouraged by this Element. Since this Element is more likely to direct
development into areas served by public sewer and water, it is likely to have more impacts
on public services and utilities than the No Project alternative.
Cumulative Impacts
When viewed cumulatively, taking into account all the former Housing Elements, all the new
homes that have been created and are encouraged by this and previous Elements, it is
possible that this project will involve considerable environmental impacts that are not fully
mitigated. These impacts are not likely to be any different under the new Element than
under the 2003 Element since the rate of housing production is expected to be about the
same under both alternatives.
4.2
Delayed Implementation Alternative
Most Housing Elements do not concurrently implement its policies and programs. Instead,
Housing Elements typically identify future dates for implementation of the measures being
proposed. The future dates can be any time within the five year time frame of the Element.
This alternative examines potential impacts if implementation measures proposed in the
Element were delayed until a later date.
There would not likely be a substantial difference in the number of units developed under
the Delayed Implementation alternative and the proposed project. The rate of new housing
construction is not likely to be much different whether the proposed ordinance changes are
made or not. The proposed ordinance changes are intended to encourage housing
production in the areas served by public water and sewer, so the Delayed Implementation
alternative will affect only the type and location of housing development, not the number of
units constructed.
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The analysis shows that environmental impacts under the Delayed Implementation
alternative are somewhere in between the proposed project and the No Project alternative.
If delays in implementation are greater than three years; development under the new
measures would only be for a period of two years or less, and few, if any developments can
be expected to take advantage of the new measures in that short a time frame, and the
environmental impacts would be nearly identical to the No Project alternative.
Changes In Visual Quality
The 2001 Natural Resources and Hazards technical background study inventoried some of
the County’s important scenic resources. Several of the proposed ordinance changes
encourage development in residential areas presently served by public water and sewer.
While some of the urban areas have important visual resources which may be adversely
impacted indirectly under the new Element, these impacts are not likely to be substantially
different than the impacts in the same areas if the ordinance changes were not made
immediately.
There may be differences between the Delayed Implementation alternative and the
preferred alternative in terms of visual quality of a community character nature. The
project’s focus on encouraging growth in areas served by public water and sewer will create
streetscape and landscape visual impacts to existing neighborhoods. These impacts would
be balanced by reduced visual impacts in rural areas with the proposed project relative to
the Delayed Implementation alternative.
Loss Of Agricultural Land And Conflicts With Agricultural Uses
Some of the County’s agricultural and timber resources areas are on or adjacent to lands
planned to allow residential development, and will be converted out of resource uses directly
and indirectly through policies encouraging housing development in the 2009 Element.
These impacts are likely to be smaller with the proposed project than the Delayed
Implementation alternative because the ordinance changes that encourage development in
urban areas would result in less development occurring in more rural areas, within and
adjacent to resource lands.
Changes in Air Quality
Development in areas served by public water and sewer encouraged by the 2009 Element
may indirectly result in increases the number of vehicle miles traveled by Humboldt County
residents, but by encouraging development in urban areas, the proposed new ordinance
changes are expected to reduce emission rates relative to the Delayed Implementation
alternative.
Impacts to Biological Resources
By encouraging residential development, the proposed project could indirectly lead to
biological resource impacts through construction of new residences, driveways, septic
systems and the installation of water supply wells. By encouraging development in already
developed areas through the Housing Opportunity Zone policies, standards and
implementation programs, the proposed project would likely have fewer biological resource
impacts than the Delayed Implementation Alternative.
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Alterations To Cultural And Historic Resources
Ordinance changes in the new Element encouraging development in infill areas could result
in reduced new grading in undeveloped areas, thereby reducing impacts on archaeological
resources unique paleontological resources, and unique geologic features compared to the
Delayed Implementation alternative. There is no evidence there would be any difference
between the proposed project and the Delayed Implementation alternative in impacts to
historic structures because they are scattered throughout the County in developed and rural
areas alike.
Geologic Hazards Related To Earthquakes And Liquefaction
Since this Element and the related ordinances may indirectly result in an increase of
population in the unincorporated areas, they may be viewed as potentially increasing the
risk to life and property from seismic ground shaking and fault rupture. There is no
evidence these risks would be any different under the 2009 Element than Delayed
Implementation alternative.
Indirect Impacts On The Amount Of Surface Water And Groundwater In Areas With Limited
Water Supply
Some development outside areas served by public water systems may use wells or surface
water for their water supply. Since both this Element and the implementing ordinances
encourage housing construction, they may indirectly impact the amount of surface water and
groundwater in areas with limited water supply. It can be argued that by encouraging
development in areas served by public sewer and water, the ordinance changes in the
proposed project reduce these potential impacts relative to the Delayed Implementation
alternative.
Inadequate Parking Capacity
The ordinance changes being considered with this project that relax parking requirements
for some new housing developments may result in inadequate parking capacity that is not
fully mitigated. The Delayed Implementation alternative would not have these same impacts
straight away. Rather these impacts would occur some time in the future.
Increased Demand For Public Services And Utilities
Additional wastewater treatment services will be necessary for the new development
encouraged by this Element. Since this Element is more likely to direct development into
areas served by public sewer and water, it is likely to have more impacts on public services
and utilities than the Delayed Implementation alternative.
Cumulative Impacts
When viewed cumulatively, taking into account all the former Housing Elements, all the new
homes that have been created and are encouraged by this and previous Elements, a fair
argument can be made that this project will involve considerable environmental impacts that
are not fully mitigated. These impacts are not likely to be any different under the new
Element than under the Delayed Implementation alternative since the rate of new housing
construction is expected to be the same.
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4.3
Alternative A – the Focused Growth Alternative
The main purpose of the programs in the Housing Element is to better accommodate
existing housing needs, to anticipate future needs, and facilitate affordable housing within
anticipated growth. The proposed project seeks to accomplish these goals in a number of
ways, including encouraging residential development in areas presently served by public
water and sewer.
Another possible way to meet the County’s projected future housing needs is to go further to
encourage residential development in the core urban areas. Alternative A would accomplish
this by reducing the size of the Housing Opportunity Zones compared to the proposed
project. A number of housing incentives apply only in Housing Opportunity Zones, which
are expected to encourage residential development in those areas. As documented in the
Housing Element, land costs and construction costs are the most significant determinants of
housing costs. Encouraging residential development in the core urban areas would be
expected to reduce per unit housing costs compared to the proposed project because more
housing would be constructed on less area.
There would not likely be a substantial difference in the number of units developed under
Alternative A and the proposed project for many of the same reasons stated in the previous
discussion of the other alternatives being considered. It is likely Alternative A will affect only
the type and location of housing development, not the number of units constructed.
Changes In Visual Quality
Alternative A would seek to accommodate the County’s housing needs by encouraging
housing construction in the core areas currently served by sewer and water. Focusing on
infill development in the core urban areas may impact existing visual resources and
community character in those areas. These impacts would be more significant under
Alternative A than with the proposed project. The visual resource and community character
impacts in the core urban areas of the County would be balanced by reduced impacts of
new residential development in the more rural areas of the County not served by public
water and sewer.
Loss Of Agricultural Land And Conflicts With Agricultural Uses
Under the Alternative A, future housing needs would be met with the construction of units in
core urban areas. Alternative A may have fewer impacts than the proposed project on
agriculture by reducing encroachment of residential uses into resource areas, and by not
converting as much agricultural land to residential uses.
Changes in Air Quality
Impacts on air quality will likely be less with Alternative A than with the proposed project.
PM10, CO and ozone precursor emission impacts are directly correlated with the length and
frequency of vehicle trips, and there are likely to be fewer vehicle trips of a shorter duration
under Alternative A than the proposed project.
Impacts to Biological Resources
The proposed project could indirectly lead to biological resource impacts through
construction of new residences, driveways, septic systems and the installation of water
supply wells. By going further than the proposed project to encourage development in
already developed areas through the Housing Opportunity Zone policies, standards and
implementation programs, Alternative A would likely have somewhat fewer biological
resource impacts than the proposed project.
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Alterations To Cultural And Historic Resources
Alternative A will result in a similar number of units constructed as the proposed project,
however since the units will occupy less land area, there is less of a chance archaeological,
paleontological or unique geologic resources would be disturbed.
Geologic Hazards Related To Earthquakes And Liquefaction
Alternative A will not result in exposing more persons to geologic hazards than the proposed
Element since expected population growth will be similar. The amount of grading and
excavation done under Alternative A, which affects soil erosion, will probably be less than
the proposed project, as will the impacts on mineral resources because the new units will
occupy less area.
Indirect Impacts On The Amount Of Surface Water And Groundwater In Areas With Limited
Water Supply
By encouraging development in the core areas served by public sewer and water,
Alternative A reduces the potential indirect impacts on the amount of surface water and
groundwater in areas with limited water supply relative to the proposed project.
Inadequate Parking Capacity
The ordinance changes that relax parking requirements for subdivisions in Housing
Opportunity Zones may result in inadequate parking capacity that is not fully mitigated.
Alternative A would have fewer impacts because the size of the Housing Opportunity Zone
would be smaller.
Increased Demand For Public Services And Utilities
Additional wastewater treatment services will be necessary for the new development
encouraged by this Element. Since both Alternative A and the proposed project contain
programs to direct development into areas served by public sewer and water, it is likely to
have the same impacts on public services and utilities as the proposed project.
Cumulative Impacts
When viewed cumulatively, taking into account all the former Housing Elements, all the new
homes that have been created and are encouraged by this and previous Elements, this
project will involve considerable environmental impacts that are not fully mitigated. These
impacts may be reduced under the Alternative A relative to the 2009 Element since less
land area would be disturbed by the higher density development.
4.4
Alternative C – the Expanded Growth Alternative
Another possible way to meet the projected future housing needs of the County is to relax
development standards more broadly by creating a larger Housing Opportunity Zone than
the proposed project, and more broadly applying measures to encourage more housing
developments in rural areas.
As discussed with the other alternatives, many of the policies and programs which were
included in the previous Element have been carried through to the current version, and
therefore will pose the same impacts on the environment whether or not development is
allowed to expand more into rural areas.
Accordingly, there would not likely be a substantial difference in the number of units
developed under the Alternative C and the proposed project for many of the same reasons
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stated in the previous discussion of the other alternatives being considered. It is therefore
assumed the Alternative C will also affect only the type and location of housing
development, not the number of units constructed.
Changes In Visual Quality
Alternative C would seek to accommodate the housing needs by encouraging housing
construction in more rural areas compared to the proposed project. This may result in fewer
impacts on visual resources and community character in existing developed areas, but more
visual and community character impacts in rural areas
Loss Of Agricultural Land And Conflicts With Agricultural Uses
Under the Alternative C, future housing needs would be met with more construction of units
in rural areas compared to the proposed project. Alternative C may have greater impacts
than the proposed project on agriculture by increasing the potential encroachment of
residential uses into resource areas, and by converting more agricultural land to residential
uses.
Changes in Air Quality
Impacts on air quality will be greater with Alternative C than with the other alternatives.
PM10, CO and ozone precursor emission impacts are correlated with the length and
frequency of automobile trips, and there are likely to be more vehicle trips of longer duration
under Alternative C than the proposed project.
Impacts to Biological Resources
The proposed project encourages residential development, which may lead to indirect
biological resource impacts through construction of new residences, driveways, septic
systems and the installation of water supply wells. The Housing Opportunity Zone policies,
standards and implementation measures of the proposed project seek to direct new
residential development more into already developed areas than Alternative C. Because the
impacts of new development on biological resources have largely already occurred within
developed areas, the proposed project will likely have fewer biological resource impacts
than Alternative C.
Alterations To Cultural And Historic Resources
Alternative C will result in a similar number of units constructed as the proposed project,
however since the units will occupy more land area, there is more of a chance
archaeological, paleontological or unique geologic features would be disturbed.
Geologic Hazards Related To Earthquakes And Liquefaction
Alternative C will not result in exposing more persons to geologic hazards than the proposed
Element since expected population growth will be similar. The amount of grading and
excavation done under Alternative C will probably be greater than the proposed project and
cause more impacts related to soil disturbance and soil erosion. Because mineral resources
extraction sites are in more rural areas, Alternative C will likely have more impacts on
mineral resources than the other alternatives.
Indirect Impacts On The Amount Of Surface Water And Groundwater In Areas With Limited
Water Supply
By encouraging development in more rural areas, the Alternative C increases the potential
indirect impacts on the amount of surface water and groundwater in areas with limited water
supply relative to the proposed project.
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Inadequate Parking Capacity
As mentioned earlier, the ordinance changes being considered with this project that relax
parking requirements for subdivisions in Housing Opportunity Zones may result in
inadequate parking capacity that is not fully mitigated. Alternative C would have increased
impacts compared to the other alternatives because the size of the Housing Opportunity
Zone would be larger.
Increased Demand For Public Services And Utilities
Additional wastewater treatment services will be necessary for the new development
encouraged by this Element. Since Alternative C is less likely to direct development into
areas served by public sewer and water, it is likely to have fewer impacts on public services
and utilities than the 2009 Housing Element.
Cumulative Impacts
When viewed cumulatively, taking into account all the former Housing Elements, all the new
homes that have been created and are encouraged by this and previous Elements, this
project will involve considerable environmental impacts that are not fully mitigated. These
impacts may be increased under the Alternative C relative to the proposed project since
more land area would be disturbed with the increased rural development.
4.5
General Conclusions Regarding the Alternatives Analysis
The proposed Element and each of the alternatives have significant unavoidable
environmental impacts. Since housing projections do not change, each alternative will
indirectly result in an increase in population and housing construction. This will lead to
significant environmental impacts regardless of which alternative is selected.
The proposed project will have less visual impacts and community character impacts in
existing developed areas than Alternative A, but more impacts to the visual quality and
community character in rural areas than Alternative A. Conversely, the proposed project
would have more impacts on visual quality and community character in the existing
developed areas than Alternative C, and fewer impacts in rural areas than Alternative C.
The No Project and Delayed Implementation alternatives have basically the same visual
quality and community character impacts as Alternative C.
With regard to a) the Loss Of Agricultural Land And Conflicts With Agricultural Uses, b) air
quality impacts, c) Alterations To Cultural And Historic Resources, d) Indirect Impacts On
The Amount Of Surface Water And Groundwater In Areas With Limited Water Supply and e)
Cumulative Impacts, the 2009 Housing Element has less impacts than the No Project
Alternative, the Delayed Implementation Alternative and Alternative C, and more impacts
than Alternative A.
The proposed project will have fewer geologic impacts and air quality impacts than the No
Project Alternative, the Delayed Implementation Alternative and Alternative C, but more
impacts than Alternative A.
The 2009 Housing Element would have more impacts on Inadequate Parking Capacity and
Increased Demand For Public Services And Utilities than the No Project, Delayed
Implementation and Alternative C alternatives. The 2009 Element will likely have more
Inadequate Parking Capacity impacts as the Alternative A but fewer impacts with regard to
the Increased Demand for Public Services and Facilities. .
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The 2009 Element has been chosen as the preferred alternative for a number of reasons.
The No Project alternative is not feasible because the County would be out of compliance
with State Housing Element law if the Housing Element is not updated. This may result in
the County being vulnerable to legal challenges and State and Federal grant funding cuts.
The Delayed Implementation alternative was not selected because this alternative would
have the same impacts as the proposed project in the long run, and there is the potential for
environmental impacts of the project to be considered on a piecemeal basis, and to
inadequately assess the cumulative impacts of the project. And finally, it is less expensive
for the County to review the Housing Element and implementing ordinances concurrently,
rather than as separate items.
Alternative A was not chosen as the preferred alternative because it would limit the
incentives in the Housing Opportunity Zone to a smaller area than necessary. The areas
served by public water and sewer are the geographic limits to the urbanized parts of the
County, and it is appropriate to encourage residential development in all these areas.
Conversely, Alternative C was not chosen because it would involve more impacts to rural
areas than the proposed project.

J:\Planning\ADVANCE\GPU\STUDIES\HOUSING\2008\2009DEIR 2-14-09.DOC
Revised: February 13, 2009

Page 40

2009 Draft Housing Element Supplemental EIR

5.0

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING, IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

The following section includes an analysis of potential environmental impacts resulting from
implementation of the 2009 Humboldt County Housing Element. As stated in the project
description, there are two components to this project: 1) adoption of the Housing Element, 2)
amending numerous sections of the zoning ordinance and Framework Plan to implement
the goals, policies and programs of the Element. The discussion of impacts resulting from
amendment of the Element and the Framework Plan is at a level of specificity appropriate
for a plan document. The State CEQA Guidelines (Section 15146) state:
The degree of specificity required in an EIR will correspond to the degree of
specificity involved in the underlying activity which is described in the EIR.
(a) An EIR on a construction project will necessarily be more detailed in the specific
effects of the project than will be an EIR on the adoption of a local general plan or
comprehensive zoning ordinance because the effects of the construction can be
predicated with greater accuracy.
(b) An EIR on a project such as the adoption or amendment of a comprehensive
zoning ordinance or a local general plan should focus on the secondary effects that
can be expected to follow from the adoption or amendment, but the EIR need not be
as detailed as an EIR on the specific construction projects that might follow.
The discussion of environmental impacts resulting from amending the zoning ordinance is
more specific since the changes are more predictable. Reducing parking requirements in
residential subdivisions in mapped Housing Opportunity Zones, for example, is a proposed
zoning ordinance change that will have potential environmental effects that can be more
easily anticipated than impacts indirectly caused by general plan changes.
Analysis of specific sites is beyond the scope of this EIR and is considered speculative.
Therefore, further environmental review may be required for subsequent project - specific
actions.
Many County permit requirements will reduce impacts of this project to less than significant
levels. This EIR identifies these requirements as mitigation measures.
A number of policies in the draft Element serve to mitigate potentially significant
environmental effects. Specifically, Policy H-P1 promotes infill, reuse and redevelopment,
H-P11 encourages residential development in close proximity to transportation corridors,
employment centers and public services and H-P28 supports innovative construction and
design methods including water conserving waste disposal systems, energy systems,
dwelling designs and uses of recycled materials when building.
The mapped Housing Opportunity Zones described in several policies, standards and
implementation measures are intended to encourage new housing construction in areas
presently served by public water and sewer. Through these policies, the bulk of additional
residential development may be located within urban areas, reducing the need for long
commutes and expanded infrastructure. These policies will also help discourage
encroachment of residential uses into agricultural areas.
The discussion of each environmental impact section is organized in the following manner:
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Setting
This discussion describes the physical setting of the County as it exists before
implementation of the Element. The information will assist the reader in understanding the
project impacts.
Potential Impacts
Criteria for measuring the significance of the environmental impacts are proposed, and the
impacts of the project on the environment are described.
Mitigation Measures
Mitigation measures are identified for each potential impact. A distinction is made between
mitigation in the plan itself and mitigation measures identified by this EIR.
Findings
A determination states whether the impact has been reduced to less than significant levels.
5.1

Aesthetic Impacts

Setting
A complete discussion of visual quality and community character is contained in the
Framework Plan, each of the individual community plans, coastal plans, the Natural
Resources and Hazards Report (Dyett and Bhatia, 2002), and in the Supplemental EIR for
the 2003 Housing Element.
Since the adoption of the 2003 Housing Element, there have been 2,348 new housing units
permitted by the County; 315 of these (13%) were in areas with a Design Control combining
zone, indicating potentially significant scenic resources.
Potential Impacts, Mitigations, & Findings
CRITERIA USED TO DETERMINE SIGNIFICANCE. An impact is considered significant if: the
project may:
IMPACT 5.1-A

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista.

IMPACT 5.1-B

Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to,
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic
highway.

IMPACT 5.1-C,

Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the
site and its surroundings.

IMPACT 5.1-D

Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area.

There is no evidence that any of these new homes had any significant impacts on scenic
vistas or scenic resources. This is partly due to the implementation of existing land use
plans and ordinances protecting such resources. For example, design review requirements
administered by the County require an evaluation of the potential impacts of new home
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construction projects on mapped scenic areas, and mitigation measures are required to
minimize the potential adverse impacts of the projects.
Some may consider the visual impacts of the new construction to have significantly
adversely impacted the existing visual character on a site specific basis, and undoubtedly
the new construction has created new sources of light and glare, which may adversely affect
day or nighttime views in the area. These impacts were considered as significant and
unavoidable in the Supplemental EIR for the 2003 Element. While impacts on the visual
quality and community character of Humboldt County will likely continue to occur due, in
part, to development encouraged by the Housing Element, the new Housing Element is not
substantially different than its predecessors, which have been encouraging housing
development since 1981.
Mitigation Measures
The Housing Element, Framework Plan, and numerous community plans and coastal plans
described in Attachment 2 contain numerous specific policies and implementation programs
designed to minimize visual impacts and maintain the high quality visual setting of the
County. Implementation of the many existing policies, programs, standards, and
requirements will continue to mitigate visual impacts of new construction.
The proposed project includes measures to encourage residential development in the
already developed parts of the County through the Housing Opportunity Zone policies,
standards and implementation measures. Focusing on infill development in the urban areas
may impact existing visual resources and community character in those areas. If residential
development in these more urban areas is substituted for residential development in more
rural areas, the increased visual resource and community character impacts in the urban
areas of the County would be balanced by reduced impacts of new residential development
in the more rural areas of the County not served by public water and sewer.
Finding
Compared to the 2003 Element, the proposed project will have less than significant impacts
on Scenic Vistas, and Scenic Resources, Visual Character and Quality, and New Sources of
Light and Glare due to implementation of land use plans and ordinances during the permit
review process for new residential construction. The proposed project is expected to have
more impacts on Visual Character and Quality and New Sources of Light and Glare in the
more urban areas compared to the 2003 Element, but fewer impacts in more rural areas of
the County.
5.2

Agricultural Resources

Setting
The Framework Plan, each of the individual community plans, coastal plans, the Natural
Resources and Hazards Report and the Supplemental EIR for the 2003 Housing Element
contain a complete discussion of the County’s agricultural resources.
Since the 2003 Element, there have been constructed 2,348 residential units. Most of these
units were constructed on properties zoned for residential use. However, 407 of the homes
constructed since 2001 (17%) were built on properties zoned for agricultural use.
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Potential Impacts, Mitigation, & Findings
CRITERIA USED TO DETERMINE SIGNIFICANCE. An impact is considered significant if: the
project may:
IMPACT 5.2-A Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources
Agency, to non-agricultural use.
IMPACT 5.2-B Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
contract.
IMPACT 5.2-C Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to nonagricultural use.
A number of policies and programs in the Housing Element may indirectly result in a loss of
some agricultural lands as vacant lands are converted to residential uses.
The greatest potential for indirectly reducing agricultural uses are policies and programs
directed at meeting the projected housing needs by encouraging housing development.
Specifically, the Element targets the production of new homes to meet its entire share of the
projected population, or 2,479 new units by 2014. In addition, the construction of this
amount of housing will also result in the development of numerous commercial enterprises.
Agricultural operations and agricultural resources may potentially be adversely affected by
encouraging housing in areas used for or suitable for agricultural use and zoned to allow
residential uses. Conflicts between agricultural and residential uses reduce the productivity
of the agricultural lands, making them less valuable, and more vulnerable to conversion.
The incompatibility of agriculture and residential uses has not resulted in many serious
nuisance complaints primarily because open space buffers agricultural land uses. However,
as residential uses encroach into rural areas, the possibility of nuisance complaints
increases. Conflict with residential neighbors may arise with noise, dust and odors. These
conflicts may result in trespass, vandalism theft, and can threaten the viability of farming
operations. The Right To Farm ordinance, adopted by the Board of Supervisors in June
1995, is intended to minimize these impacts.
Some may consider the site specific impacts of the new construction to have significantly
adversely impacted existing agricultural uses or converted farmland on individual properties.
These impacts were considered as significant and unavoidable in the Supplemental EIR for
the 2003 Element. While impacts on the agricultural uses and agricultural lands of
Humboldt County will likely continue to occur in part, due to development encouraged by the
Housing Element, the support of housing in the new Element is not substantially different
than the 2003 Element or the earlier versions. Accordingly, the impacts of the new project
on agricultural lands and agricultural uses are not considered significant.
Mitigation Measures
One of the major goals of the Framework Plan is to protect agricultural operations.
Numerous policies contained in the Framework Plan, community plans and coastal plans
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protect agricultural uses and agricultural lands. Techniques include transfer of development
rights, regulation through low-density zoning, gifts, land dedication and the purchase of
lands by public entities. Attachment 2 identifies the section and page numbers for policies,
programs, standards and regulations protecting agricultural uses. Implementation of the
many existing policies, programs, standards, and requirements will continue to mitigate
impacts of new construction on agricultural uses and lands.
Policies, standards and implementation measures in the Element encourage housing
development in Housing Opportunity Zones, which are in existing developed areas. This
may reduce impacts on agricultural resources compared to the earlier versions of the
Element because agricultural uses tend to occur on lands outside areas served by public
water and sewer.
Finding
Compared to the 2003 Element, the proposed project may have fewer impacts on
agricultural lands in terms of Impact 5.2-A (Direct Farmland Conversion), 5.2-B (Conflicts
with Zoning), and 5.2-C (Other Farmland Conversion). The project’s impacts on agricultural
lands and agricultural uses are less than significant.
5.3

Air Quality

Setting
The Framework Plan, each of the individual community plans, coastal plans, and the Natural
Resources and Hazards Report and the Supplemental EIR for the 2003 Housing Element
contain a complete discussion of air quality in the County.
Since 2001, there have been 2,348 new residential units permitted in the County. Most of
these new units (2,090 units) were developed in community plan areas, which are closer in
to existing services than the more rural parts of the County.
Potential Impacts, Mitigations & Findings
CRITERIA USED TO DETERMINE SIGNIFICANCE. An impact is considered significant if: the
project may:
IMPACT 5.3-A
The project may conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan.
IMPACT 5.3-B The project may violate an air quality standard or contribute substantially to
an existing or projected air quality violation.
IMPACT 5.3-C The project may result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment.
IMPACT 5.3-D The project may expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations.
Since air quality impacts such as PM10, CO and ozone precursor emission impacts are
directly correlated with the length and frequency of vehicle trips, air quality since the 2003
Element has likely deteriorated because there are more households in the County.
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However, most of the development occurred in the community plan areas, so the impacts
were less significant than if all of the development had occurred outside of community plan
areas.
While air quality impacts will likely continue to occur due to development encouraged by the
Housing Element, the support of housing in the new Element is not substantially different
than the 2003 Element or the earlier versions, so the impact of the new Element is not
considered to be significant.
Projects such as asphalt batch plants or gravel mining often generate significant amounts of
dust and other air quality impacts. Persons living adjacent to such industrial uses who are
sensitive to pollution could be adversely impacted by the air quality impacts.
Mitigation Measures
Existing policies programs, standards and other requirements shown in Attachment 2
reduce the air quality impacts of new residential construction supported by the proposed
project.
Policies, standards and implementation measures in the Element encourage housing
development in Housing Opportunity Zones, which are in existing developed areas. This
may reduce impacts on air quality compared to the earlier versions of the Element because
the length and frequency of automobile trips may be reduced as more new households will
live closer to existing services.
Public notification of public hearings considering projects such as asphalt batch plants
provide a forum where project specific measures can be implemented to minimize air quality
impacts on sensitive receptors.
Finding
Compared to the 2003 Housing Element, Impacts 5.3-A (Conflict with Air Quality Plan), 5.3B (Violate and Air Quality Standard), 5.3-C (Cumulative Increase of Pollutant) and Impact
5.3-D (Sensitive Receptors) of the new Element are considered less than significant.
5.4

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Setting
The Framework Plan, each of the individual community plans, coastal plans, the Natural
Resources and Hazards Report and the Supplemental EIR for the 2003 Housing Element
contain a complete discussion of biological resources in the County. Of the 2,348 units
permitted by the County since the 2003 Element, 385 of them (16%) were developed on
properties with mapped biological resources.
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Potential Impacts, Mitigations & Findings
CRITERIA USED TO DETERMINE SIGNIFICANCE. An impact is considered significant if: the
project may:
IMPACT 5.4-A

Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on a species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special
status species

IMPACT 5.4-B

Have a substantial adverse effect on riparian habitat or other sensitive
natural community.

IMPACT 5.4-C

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands through
direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means.

IMPACT 5.4-D

Interfere substantially with the movement of native resident or migratory
fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites.

IMPACT 5.4-E

Conflict with local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources

Alteration of the natural habitat may occur when undeveloped land is converted from open
space to residential uses. Changes in the number of plant and animal species on a
property, and their habitat will occur during development due to grading, removal of
vegetation, and the encroachment of residential uses into open space areas.
The indirect impacts of the proposed project on the plants and animals and their habitats is
probably greater in areas which lack protection by overlay zone, ordinance or other
regulatory requirements.
While impacts on biological resources will likely continue to occur partly as a result of
development encouraged by the Housing Element, the support of housing in the new
Element is not substantially different than the 2003 Element or the earlier versions, so these
impacts are not considered to be significant.
In streams or rivers with low flows and high temperatures during the summer months,
aquatic species may be adversely impacted by water withdrawls for domestic or outdoor
use. The reduced amount of water in the stream or river can cause temperatures in the
water body to increase because there is less water volume. Also, reduced flows can isolate
pools, trapping fish, and increasing their predation. This potentially significant impact was
not addressed in the previous EIRs
Mitigation Measures
Numerous policies in the Framework Plan, community plans and coastal plans aim to avoid
impacts to sensitive biological communities. These include the Streamside Management
Area Ordinance, and numerous policies and ordinances in the coastal zone, such as those
protecting elk habitat, offshore rocks, and beach and dune areas.
Effectuation of the policies, programs, and standards in the Framework Plan, community
plans, coastal plans and other land use requirements identified in Attachment 2 will reduce
the potential impacts of this project. The County has mapped sensitive habitat areas,
riparian areas and wetlands, and the permit review process for new residential construction
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references these maps to avoid impacts on biological resources, and to ensure new
residential construction does not conflict with policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources.
The Housing Opportunity Zone policies, standards and implementation measures of the
proposed project seek to direct new residential development into already developed areas.
Because the impacts of new development on biological resources is expected to be less
within developed areas compared to open space areas, the proposed project will mitigate to
some degree the biological resource impacts.
Additional Mitigation Required
The potentially significant impacts on aquatic species of water withdrawals in streams or
rivers with low flows and high temperatures during the summer months for domestic or
outdoor use were not analyzed in previous versions of the Housing Element EIRs.
A new policy to mitigate this impact is proposed to be included in the Housing Element
directing referral to the Department of Fish and Game all applications for ministerial permits
that would result in the withdrawl of water from perennial streams or rivers, or from wells
within 100’ of a perennial stream or river, or from springs within 100’ of a perennial stream or
river. This mitigation measure is already being implemented by the County, but it is not
adopted County policy.
Finding
When compared to the 2003 Element, the above measures mitigate the impacts of the new
Element on biological resources (Impacts 5.4-A (Candidate, Sensitive and Special Status
Species), 5.4-B (Riparian Habitat or Other Sensitive Community), 5.4-C (Wetlands) and 5.4E (Conflict With Biological Resource Protection Policies), to less than significant levels.
5.5

Cultural Resources

Setting
The Framework Plan, community plans, coastal plans and the Natural Resources and
Hazards Report contain a complete description of cultural resources and conditions. Of the
2,348 new residential units constructed since the 2003 Element, 60 of them (3%) occurred
in areas with mapped potential archaeological resources.
Potential Impacts, Mitigations, & Findings
CRITERIA USED TO DETERMINE SIGNIFICANCE. An impact is considered significant if: the
project may:
IMPACT 5.5-A Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource as defined in §15064.5
IMPACT 5.5-B Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5
IMPACT 5.5-C Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or
unique geologic feature.
IMPACT 5.5-D Disturb human remains, including those interred outside of formal
cemeteries
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Since the Housing Element and implementing ordinances will indirectly encourage
residential development for all of unincorporated Humboldt County, it will include areas
containing historic buildings and natural or cultural features. Future development could
potentially impact these cultural and archaeological resources. Unmapped resources are
particularly vulnerable to impacts from new development.
Impacts on from residential development encouraged this Element will likely continue to
occur. However, the policies and implementation measures supporting housing
development in the new Element are not substantially different than the 2003 Element or the
earlier versions. Accordingly, the impacts of the new project on cultural, historic
paleontological or unique geologic features are not considered significant. Nor are the
proposed project’s impacts on buried human remains considered significant compared to
the 2003 Element or the earlier versions.
Mitigation Measures
Existing policies programs, standards and other requirements shown in Attachment 2
reduce the cultural and historic resource impacts of new residential construction supported
by the proposed project.
The County uses different procedures for each of the three categories of development
projects to reduce impacts of proposed development on archaeological resources.
First, before approving any discretionary permit for development, the County obtains a
response from the North Coast Information Center or the Northwest Information Center of
the California Archaeological Inventory at Sonoma State University on whether the proposed
project may affect any mapped archaeological sites. If the records of that agency show the
project may affect an archaeological resource, an on-site investigation and appropriate
mitigation measures are required as necessary to protect the resource.
For other non-discretionary projects in areas with an "Archaeological" zone district, the
Natural Resources Division of the County Public Works Division is consulted prior to project
approval. That agency also has information on virtually all mapped sites throughout the
County. In cases where the ministerial project is determined potentially to affect
archaeological resources, a site investigation and appropriate mitigation measures are
required prior to project approval.
Existing requirements administered by the County also protect historical resources. Projects
that involve designated historical sites may have their building permits processed under an
alternative set of building codes, the Historical Building Code (Part 8 of the California
Building Standards Code pp. 8-1 through 8-607). These alternative standards relax many of
the typical building code requirements that would otherwise make maintenance or
remodeling of historical structures infeasible.
For the third category of development projects, ministerial projects outside mapped
archaeological resource areas, the County enforces Appendix K of the State CEQA
Guidelines which identify the following criteria for use in protecting historical and
archaeological resources:
A.

Is associated with an event or person of:
1.

Recognized significance in California or American History, or

2.

Recognized scientific importance in prehistory.
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B.

Can provide information which is both of demonstrable public interest and useful in
addressing scientifically consequential and reasonable or archaeological research
questions;

C.

Has special or particular quality such as oldest, best example, largest, or last
surviving example of its kind;

D.

Is at least 100 years old and possesses substantial stratigraphic integrity; or

E.

Involves important research questions that historical research has shown can be
answered only with archaeological methods.

If cultural resources are encountered during construction, all work must cease and a
qualified cultural resources specialist must be contacted to analyze the significance of the
find and formulate further mitigation (e.g., project relocation, excavation plan, and protective
cover).
For those projects that involve potentially historical structures (more than 40 years old), the
County makes a referral to the local Historical Society for a determination on whether the
project may qualify for an official historical designation. If the project qualifies for such a
designation, the County encourages the applicant to pursue that designation.
The new policies, standards and implementation measures encouraging new residential
construction in Housing Opportunity Zones may direct much of the new development into
already developed areas, where previous ground disturbance is more likely to have already
occurred.
Finding
The existing policies, programs, standards and other regulations administered by the County
under the proposed project will mitigate to less than significant levels the potential impacts
on the following cultural resources: 5.5-A (Historical Resource), 5.5-B (Archaeological
Resource), 5.5-C (Paleontological Resource) and 5.5-D (Disturbance of Human Remains)
when compared to the 2003 Element.
5.6

Geology And Soils

Setting
The Framework Plan, community plans, coastal plans and the Natural Resources and
Hazards Report contain a complete description of geologic and soils conditions. Maps in
the Framework Plan depict soils and geologic conditions and areas of relative hazard. The
Supplemental EIR for the 2003 Housing Element described these reference sources.
Since the 2003 Element, the County has permitted 137 residential units in areas with an
earthquake hazard combining zone; this is approximately 5% of the total number of units
permitted by the County during this timeframe.
Potential Impacts, Mitigation Measures, & Findings
CRITERIA USED TO DETERMINE SIGNIFICANCE. An impact is considered significant if: the
project may:
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IMPACT 5.6-A Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving rupture of a known
earthquake fault.
IMPACT 5.6-B Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving strong seismic ground
shaking, seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction or landslides.
IMPACT 5.6-C Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil.
IMPACT 5.6-D Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become
unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse.
IMPACT 5.6-E Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available
for the disposal of waste water.
Since Humboldt County lies in a seismically active area, future development in the county
will expose more people to surface fault rupture and ground shaking, and other geologic
hazards triggered by earthquakes, such as liquefaction, and landslides.
Under the proposed project, new residential development will likely occur as a result of
policies and implementation measures in the Element. While this may result in more people
being exposed to geologic hazards, the impacts of the new Element is not substantially
different than the 2003 Element or the earlier versions, so it is not considered to be
significant.
Mitigation Measures
The Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone Act and other existing State law requires
mandatory implementation of all the recommendations dealing with fault avoidance.
Although this Act does not serve as mitigation per se according to CEQA, it does serve the
same function as mitigation.
The objectives, policies, and programs of the Framework Plan and other County regulations
aim to reduce death, injuries, damage to property, and economic and social dislocation
resulting from geologic hazards and other public health and safety concerns. These
measures are identified in the Initial Study Checklist for the 1998 EIR. In addition, the
County adopted a Geologic Hazards ordinance in 2002 which codifies Plan policies with
regard to geologic hazards.
The Plan intends not to remove all risks associated with each specific type of hazard, but to
reduce risks to life and property and to make informed decisions about development near
these hazards. These factors are considered in the type, location, design and density or
intensity of development in the County. The policies and programs in the Plan that
constitute part of the project, specifically address potential environmental impacts related to
rupture of earthquake faults, and serve to mitigate potential impacts to some degree.
Mitigation measures contained in the County’s zoning ordinance are implemented in the
review of specific development proposals. Site specific measures required from the 2008
Uniform Building Codes will also mitigate impacts of the project in terms of geologic hazards.
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Soil erosion from construction sites is now regulated by the County's Grading Ordinance,
which was adopted in 2002. Measures contained in that ordinance reduce the potential for
soil erosion by limiting the time for soil disturbance to the summer months, and only with an
erosion control plan may soil disturbing activities occur in the winter.
Soil testing requirements of the Health Department and the Regional Water Quality Control
Board's Basin Plan for the North Coast for placement of on-site sewage disposal systems
ensure soils are capable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative
waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste
water.
Some areas of Humboldt County face multiple geologic hazards that are not completely
mapped such as areas of strong seismic shaking, landslides and areas subject to
liquefaction.
Findings
Implementation of the above standards and measures reduces Impact 5.6-A (Earthquake
Hazards), 5.6-B (Seismic Ground Shaking, Seismic Ground Failure), 5.6-C (Soil Erosion)
5.6-D (Landslides and Liquefaction) and 5.6-E (Septic Tanks) to a level of insignificance
when compared to the impacts of the 2003 Housing Element.
5.7

Hazardous Materials and Hazards

Setting
The Framework Plan, community plans, coastal plans and the Natural Resources and
Hazards Report contain a complete description of hazardous materials and hazards. The
Supplemental EIR for the 2003 Housing Element described these reference sources. Of the
2,348 homes constructed since the 2003 Housing Element, 109 units (4.6% of the total)
were built in areas with a mapped airport safety overlay zone.
Potential Impacts, Mitigation Measures, & Findings
CRITERIA USED TO DETERMINE SIGNIFICANCE. An impact is considered significant if: the
project may:
IMPACT 5.7A

Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result,
would it create a significant hazard to the public or the environment

IMPACT 5.7B

Result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in an area within an
airport land use plan

IMPACT 5.7C

Result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the vicinity of a
private airstrip.

IMPACT 5.7D

Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan.

IMPACT 5.7E

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized
areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands.
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New development indirectly resulting from this Element may be located on a site which is
included on a list of hazardous materials sites, and, as a result, may create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment. New development encouraged by this Element
may also result in a safety hazard for people residing or working near public airports, and
may result in a safety hazard for people residing or working near private airstrips. The new
homes may also impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan, or expose people or structures to a significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to
urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands. These impacts may be
significant unless mitigated.
Mitigation Measures
The goals and policies of the Hazards and Resources section of the Framework Plan and
the Airport Land Use Plan serve to mitigate potential impacts through development
standards that keep residences from being constructed on sites with hazardous materials,
and to limit the density of residential uses in areas near public airstrips.
Private airstrips around the County are in rural areas, and are unlikely to be affected by any
of the new residential development considered in the 2009 Housing Element, which
encourages higher density housing in urbanized areas.
Fire hazards to new residential construction are mitigated by General Plan policies in the
Hazards and Resources section of the Framework Plan, and by requirements of the
County's Fire Safe Ordinance, which apply to all new residential construction and
subdivisions. The Housing Opportunity Zone policies, standards and implementation
measures will help reduce hazards from wildfire by directing new residential development
into areas served by public water and sewer, which also have adequate emergency road
access and fire stations in close proximity.
Finding
Implementation of the policies in the Framework Plan and the requirements of the Airport
Land Use Plan and Fire Safe Ordinance reduces Impacts 5.6-A (Hazardous Materials Sites),
5.6-B (Public Airport), 5.6-C (Private Airstrip), 5.6-D (Emergency Response) and 5.6-E
(Wildland Fires) to a level of insignificance, particularly when compared to the policies and
programs of the 2003 Element.
5.8 Hydrology And Drainage
Setting
The Framework Plan, community plans, coastal plans and the Natural Resources and
Hazards Report contain a complete description of hydrology and drainage conditions. The
2003 Housing Element Supplemental EIR contains a description of these references. Out of
the 2,348 residential units permitted since the 2003 Element, 61 of them (3% of the total) were
built on properties with mapped flood hazards.
Potential Impacts, Mitigation Measures, & Findings
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CRITERIA USED TO DETERMINE SIGNIFICANCE. An impact is considered significant if: the
project may:
IMPACT 5.8-A Violate water quality standards or waste discharge requirements.
Unless mitigation occurs, the development of new housing pursuant to the policies of this
Element may violate water quality standards or waste discharge requirements. Unless County
health and safety regulations are used to minimize the impact of new leachfield areas on
domestic water supplies, there may be cases where water supplies and water quality are
impacted by new construction.
Mitigation Measures
The goals and policies of the Hazards and Resources section of the Framework Plan and
the provisions of the Regional Water Quality Control Board's Basin Plan for the North Coast
serve to mitigate potential impacts of waste discharge.
Finding
Implementation of the policies in the Framework Plan reduces Impact 5.8-A to a level of
insignificance.
IMPACT 5.8-B Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level.
Some development outside areas served by public water systems may use wells or surface
water for their water supply. Since both this Element and the implementing ordinances
encourage housing construction, they may indirectly impact the amount of surface water and
groundwater in areas with limited water supply. Since the policies and programs in this
Element that encourage new residential construction are not substantially different than the
2003 Element, this impact is considered to be less than significant.
Policies in the new Element encouraging new housing development to occur within Housing
Opportunity zones may increase the percentage of the total new units constructed within
areas served by public water and sewer. These measures may reduce the impacts of the
project on water withdrawal in areas with limited water supply.
Mitigation Measures
The County seeks to mitigate to less than significant levels impacts of new residential
development on water withdrawal in areas with limited water supply through its “Dry Weather
Testing” criteria, which requires new private water systems to perform to minimum standards.
Finding
When compared to the level of development encouraged by the earlier versions of the
Housing Element, the propose project’s impacts on water withdrawal in areas with limited
water supply are considered less than significant, particularly in light of the continued
implementation of the policies in the Framework Plan and other regulations cited in
Attachment 2.
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IMPACT 5.8-C Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site.
IMPACT 5.8-D Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would
result in flooding on- or off-site.
IMPACT 5.8-E Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of
existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial
additional sources of polluted runoff.
IMPACT 5.8-F Otherwise substantially degrade water quality.
IMPACT 5.8-G Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map
IMPACT 5.8-H Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede
or redirect flood flows.
IMPACT 5.8-I

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or
dam.

IMPACT 5.8-J Cause damage from inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow.
Since this Element and the implementing ordinances indirectly encourage development both
within and outside areas with public water and sewer, they may c) substantially alter the
existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, in a manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site,
d) substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site, e) create or contribute
runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage
systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff, or f) otherwise
substantially degrade water quality.
Existing policies and programs prohibit most forms of development in riverbeds and
streambeds. Some development indirectly resulting from the implementation of this Element,
including bridge construction may potentially change the course of direction of water
movement. But these impacts can be mitigated to less than significant levels.
The project may also g) place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a
federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map, h) place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede
or redirect flood flows, i) expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or
death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam, or j)
Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow unless mitigation is incorporated.
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Implementation of this Element may indirectly increase the number of houses in areas subject
to floods. Although the Hazards section of the General Plan identifies mitigation measures to
minimize the risks of such development, it does not eliminate the risks.
Likewise, approval of this Element and the implementing ordinances may indirectly result in
more housing being developed in low-lying coastal areas. Since these areas are subject to
seiche and tsunami hazards, they may indirectly contribute to the exposure of people and
property to such impacts. Unless mitigated, these impacts may be significant.
Mitigation Measures
The goals and policies of the Hazards and Resources section of the Framework Plan and
other measures described Attachment 2 serve to mitigate potential impacts of the project on
drainage. The 2002 Grading Ordinance also controls erosion from construction sites by
requiring erosion control plans for construction during the rainy times of the years. The
County participates in the Federal Flood Insurance Program and through zoning and Plan
designations retains agricultural lands in the flood plain.
Findings
Implementation of the policies in the Framework Plan, the Grading Ordinance, and other
measures described in Attachment 2 reduce Impact 5.8-C (Soil Erosion), 5.8-D (Cause
Flooding Off Site), 5.8-E (Drainage Systems), 5.8-F (Water Quality) 5.8-G (On-Site Flood
Hazards) 5.8-H (Flooding from Dam Failure) and 5.8-J (Flooding from Seiche, Tsunami or
Mudflow) to a level of insignificance.
5.9

Land Use and Planning

Setting
The Framework Plan, community plans, coastal plans, the grading ordinance, building
codes and zoning ordinances all serve to regulate the type, location and intensity of land
uses in the County. The Natural Resources and Hazards Report by Dyett and Bhatia (2001)
inventoried the current land uses of the County. The Supplemental EIR for the 2003
Housing Element described these documents.
Potential Impacts, Mitigations, & Findings
CRITERIA USED TO DETERMINE SIGNIFICANCE. An impact is considered significant if: the
project may:
IMPACT 5.9-A Conflict with general plan policies or other regulations that serve to protect
the environment.
General Plan densities are one tool used by the County to protect the environment. One of
the primary reasons for density limitations is the protection of public health and safety. For
example, allowing too many residences in an area with inadequate water supply, sewage
disposal or road access normally leads to unsafe and unsanitary conditions.
Another reason for density limitations is to protect existing resource-based non-residential
land uses. Agricultural and timber production uses, for example, become uneconomical on
small parcels. In order to ensure continued agricultural and timber production uses, the
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County allows only low density residential development in many areas. And where there are
environmentally sensitive areas, such as the tidelands along the bay, the General Plan sets
density levels to protect them from development. The Housing Element may conflict with
the Framework Plan, community plans, coastal plans and other regulations protecting the
environment by endorsing programs that encourage residential densities over what is
specified in the Plan.
There are several programs that may lead to the development of housing at densities in
excess of those allowed under the general plan. The proposed Density Bonus Ordinance
changes being considered allow densities over those prescribed in the general plan for
projects that meet certain criteria for providing housing affordable to lower income persons.
The general plan and zoning ordinances are proposed to be modified to allow apartments
above or adjacent to commercial establishments in urban areas and to allow mixed
residential and commercial uses in planned unit developments. Since commercial areas do
not generally have any densities associated with them, the proposed changes will exceed
the General Plan densities.
Proposed policies will require development at densities equal to or above those used by the
State for the purpose of calculating compliance with the "fair share" Housing Element law.
While this won’t cause housing to be constructed at densities over what is allowed in
General Plans, it may cause housing to be constructed at higher densities than what is
currently being allowed.
Programs will amend the zoning ordinance to allow smaller lots Housing Opportunity Zones
to encourage the construction of smaller homes. Programs will also allow emergency
shelters by right in a number of multifamily, commercial and light industrial zones.
Mitigation
Existing policies and programs will serve to mitigate many of the impacts of the proposed
implementation measures that may lead to densities greater than those allowed by the
general plan. All projects that use the proposed density bonus provisions will be subject to
discretionary review because they are subdivisions. One of the necessary findings for
approving discretionary projects is that it will not be detrimental to public health and safety.
The required findings discussion of the zoning ordinances and subdivision ordinances
shown in Attachment 2 will reduce the potential impacts of the density bonus ordinance
amendments on public health and safety to less than significant levels.
New programs may result in development in excess of General Plan densities in commercial
areas. However, the location of properties planned and zoned to allow commercial uses is
typically the least environmentally sensitive property in the County, so environmental
impacts will be minimal. Also, the same policies and regulations that protect the
environment in commercial zones listed in the Attachment 2 would also apply to new
housing.
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Findings
Existing and proposed policies, programs, standards and other measures reduce to less
than significant levels the conflicts between the proposed new implementation measures
and the existing measures in the land use plans and ordinances which protect the
environment.
IMPACT 5.9-B

Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan.

There are a number of policies and programs in the Housing Element that may indirectly
lead to the conversion of vacant land to housing development. Examples are the numerous
policies encouraging the County continue to meet projected housing needs by promoting
housing development.
Mitigation Measures
The Element supports a more compact form of development with its Housing Opportunity
Zone policies that encourage new development within urbanized areas. Implementation of
existing policies and standards designed to limit the conversion of vacant agricultural and
forest lands to other uses reduces this potential impact as most habitat conservation plans
and natural community conservation plans are outside urban areas. Further, the County’s
review of these conservation plans will further reduce the project’s impacts.
Finding
The new policies in the Element and existing policies, programs, standards and regulations
used to guide development in the County specifically address potential environmental
impacts, and serve to mitigate potential impacts. These requirements reduce Impact 5.1-B
to a level of insignificance.
5.10 Noise
Setting
The Framework Plan, community plans, coastal plans and the Natural Resources and
Hazards Report contain a complete description of noise. The Supplemental EIR for the
2003 Housing Element describes the relevant sections of these reference sources. Of the
2,348 units constructed since the 2003 Housing Element, 105 of them (4% of the total) were
in areas with a mapped noise hazard combining zone.
Potential Impacts, Mitigation Measures, & Findings
CRITERIA USED TO DETERMINE SIGNIFICANCE. An impact is considered significant if: the
project may:
IMPACT 5.10-A

Expose of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne
vibration or groundborne noise levels.
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IMPACT 5.10-B

For a project located within an airport land use plan or near a private
airstrip, the project would expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levels.

Sources of noise will remain basically the same under the proposed project. Highways and
streets will presumably continue as the major noise sources in the County.
The Northwest Pacific Railroad transitway may constitute an additional source of noise
within the County when it is operational. The most significant noise problem associated with
trains derives from the engine and horn. Noise generated by the wheels of railroad cars
passing over joints between sections of railroad ties and warning signals at grade crossings
also contribute to noise levels along railroad lines.
Diesel-powered trains are the loudest. Moving at an average speed of 45 to 50 miles per
hour, diesel-powered trains generate noise levels of 88-93 dBA at a distance of 50 feet,
while diesel buses and light rail trains typically generate noise levels of 76 to 85 dBA at the
same distance. Given the proximity of some residential uses, potentially significant "peak"
noise problems may arise as vacant land in these residential areas is developed.
The master plan for County airports indicates that the number of aircraft in the County is
expected to not increase appreciably between 1991 and 2011 (Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plan - Humboldt County Airports, Hodges & Shuff, 1993, pp. 4-5, 4-11, 4-17,
4-23, 4-29, 4-37, 4-41). Policies in the Airport Land Use Plan restrict development in areas
subject to noise impacts from airports.
Implementation of the Housing Element will indirectly lead to the development of housing,
and construction of new buildings can generate excessive noise levels. Air compressors
can achieve 85 dBA, saws can exceed 90 dBA, and trucks can create noise levels of 95
dBA. Noise problems from construction activity are especially acute in quiet areas and
during quiet periods of the day, such as between the hours of 7:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.
Other factors which influence the degree of noise exposure include the topography of the
site and its surroundings, the distance between the construction sites and the receiver, and
the access route to the construction site.
Both the proposed project and the 2003 Element include measures to encourage housing
development. As there is no particular difference between the two on that level, these
impacts of the proposed new Element on noise hazards is considered to be less than
significant.
The proposed policies to encourage housing development within Housing Opportunity
Zones may have the effect of substituting some new housing development in areas served
by public water and sewer for that which would have occurred in more rural areas of the
County. As the mapped noise hazard overlay zones presently only apply to the existing
community plan areas, more development may occur in noise impacted areas under the
new Element compared to the 2003 version.
Mitigation Measures and Finding
Numerous policies, programs, standards and other requirements will help reduce the
impacts of noise indirectly affected by this project. Compared to the earlier versions of the
Element, the proposed project may have slightly greater noise impacts, but those
differences are not considered to be significant.
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5.11 Public Services
Setting
A complete description of public services conditions is contained in the Community
Infrastructure and Services Technical Report (2007), a background report for the General
Plan Update, Housing Element, Framework Plan, community plans, coastal plans the
Building Communities Report (a technical background paper for the concurrent General
Plan Update program), and the Master Service Elements of each water, wastewater and fire
protection district. With the exception of the 2007 report, all of the public services
information was summarized in the Supplemental EIR for the 2003 Element.
Potential Impacts, Mitigations & Findings
CRITERIA USED TO DETERMINE SIGNIFICANCE. An impact is considered significant if: the
project may:
IMPACT 5.11-A Result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new
or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives
for any of the public services: Fire protection, Police protection, Schools,
Parks, or other public facilities.
Policies in the Element encouraging new residential development in areas served by public
facilities (the Housing Opportunity Zone policies) may impact the ability of the various
agencies to provide adequate services. The construction of new facilities to serve the new
development may involve potentially significant environmental impacts.
.Mitigation Measures
The policies, programs, standards and regulations referenced in the 2003 EIR, the Building
Communities Report and the Master Service Elements of the County’s water, wastewater
and fire protection districts serve to reduce Impact 5.11-A (Public Services). Policies in the
Element encouraging new residential development in areas served by public facilities (the
Housing Opportunity Zone policies) which impact the ability of the various agencies to
provide adequate services, are balanced by reducing impacts of new housing in more rural
areas not served by public services.
The construction of new facilities will require additional environmental review where adverse
impacts of the project on the environment will be described, alternatives will be considered,
and mitigation measures will be proposed to minimize the environmental impacts
Finding
Existing policies, programs, standards and regulations serve to reduce Impact 5.11-A
(Public Services) to exist at a level of insignificance.
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5.12

Recreation

Setting
A full description of County’s recreational facilities and opportunities is described in the
Housing Element, Framework Plan, community plans, coastal plans and the Building
Communities Report. This information was summarized in the Supplemental EIR for the
2003 Element.
Potential Impacts, Mitigations & Findings
CRITERIA USED TO DETERMINE SIGNIFICANCE. An impact is considered significant if: the
project may:
IMPACT 5.12-A

Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated.

IMPACT 5.12-B

Require the construction or expansion of recreational facilities which
might have an adverse physical effect on the environment.

New residential development supported by the proposed Housing Element may increase the
use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities by new
residents such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be
accelerated. The new development may also trigger a requirement to construct or expand
new recreational facilities.
The policies and programs in the new Element are mostly not significantly different than the
2003 Element in terms of its support of new housing development. So in many ways, the
impacts of the project on recreation are insignificant.
One of the ways the County mitigates the impacts of new residential construction on
recreation facilities is through implementation of the Parkland Dedication Ordinance, where
developers are required to construct recreation facilities in new developments or pay a fee
to help construct other recreational facilities in the area. A proposed new program will
slightly reduce parkland dedication fee requirements for structures that existed prior to the
enactment of the ordinance:
H-IM23. Reduce Parkland Dedication Requirements for Existing Structures. The
County shall modify the Parkland Dedication Fee Ordinance to subtract
existing structures from parkland dedication fee requirements for those
structures which pre-dated the original Quimby Act ordinance applicable
to the property. Responsible Agency: CDS. Timeframe: By August 31, 2009.
The program is being proposed because the existing development is not going to increase
the demand recreational facilities.
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Mitigation Measures
The policies, programs, standards and regulations referenced in the Attachment 2, and the
Master Service Elements of those special districts that have recreational facilities serve to
reduce impacts of new residential construction on recreational facilities.
Finding
Existing policies, programs, standards and regulations noted above serve to reduce Impact
5.12-A (Use of Existing Parks) and 5.12-B (Creation of New Parks) to a level of
insignificance.
5.13

Transportation And Circulation

Setting
A complete description of transportation and circulation conditions is contained in the
Community Infrastructure & Services Technical Report (2007), the Framework Plan, the
Coastal Plans and community plans, and the Moving Goods and People Report, another
technical background study for the concurrent General Plan Update program. The
Transportation section of the Framework Plan and the Moving Goods and People Report
discusses the history of transportation planning within Humboldt County, describes the
factors which have led to the existing conditions on the roadways and public transit, and
recommends policies and programs to provide an effective transportation system in the
future. These reference sources were summarized in the Supplemental EIR for the 2003
Housing Element.
Potential Impacts, Mitigations & Findings
CRITERIA USED TO DETERMINE SIGNIFICANCE. An impact is considered significant if: the
project may:
IMPACT 5.13-A
IMPACT 5.13-B

IMPACT 5.13-C

Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to the
existing traffic load and capacity of the street system.
Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard
established by the county congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways.
Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment).

There will be an adverse impact on level of service on streets and highways with the growth
projected in the Element. Most of the growth will likely occur in urban areas where traffic
conditions are presently very good, and which have excess capacity to accommodate some
of the increased traffic resulting from the projected growth.
The Eureka study found that even if all 3,100 units projected by the Housing Element were
built in the Eureka area, all but one of the 20 streets included in the study would still be
operating at LOS C or above (Eureka Community Plan Draft Environmental Impact Report,
Humboldt County Planning and Building Department, 1992, p. 59). This project will
therefore have no significant impacts on traffic conditions in the Eureka area.
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If future development patterns echo historical development patterns, 75% of the growth in
the unincorporated area will occur in McKinleyville. This would be expected to increase the
peak hour traffic in that area by as much as 4,650 vehicles.
The McKinleyville study also found that all roads in the McKinleyville area will be operating
at LOS A or B if all the homes projected by the Element were constructed in McKinleyville.
However, the traffic impacts from that level of new development will be significant for a
number of intersections. If all the homes projected in the Housing Element were built in
McKinleyville, the intersection of Hiller and Central Avenue will drop to LOS C with an
average 2.2 second increase in delays at that intersection per vehicle. The LOS at the
intersection between Murray Road and McKinleyville Avenue would also drop from LOS B to
C. And on the average, vehicles will have to wait 17 seconds longer at the unsignalled
intersection of Central Avenue and Murray Road, corresponding with a drop in the LOS for
that intersection from D to E. Traffic impacts on the intersections described above are
significant.
Development in rural areas is expected to be widely dispersed across the County. Based
on historical development patterns, approximately 25% of the units projected by the Element
to be constructed over the next five years will be built in rural areas. These units could
potentially be dispersed across more than a million acres of land, which is served by many
different arterials, collectors, major and minor roads.
Accident rates tend to correlate with the type of road and its general location (e.g. urban
suburban or rural area). Traffic volumes are not necessarily highly correlated with accident
rates. An exception occurs when Level of Service reaches F -- the stop and go driving in
bumper-to-bumper conditions may raise the accident rate somewhat. According to an
official at the California Highway Patrol Office in Arcata (personal communication with John
Letzow, June 19, 1996), accident rates on roads in the unincorporated portion of the county
are similar to other comparable counties.
Compared to the 2003 Element, the policies and programs in this Element that encourage
new residential construction are not substantially different. Based on this, the above
impacts are considered to be less than significant with the proposed project.
Mitigation Measures and Findings
Compared to the 2003 Element, the propose project will have a less than significant Impact
5.13-A (Increased Traffic), and 5.13-B (Level of Service) and 5.13-C (Road Hazards).
IMPACT 5.13-D

Result in inadequate emergency access.

Emergency access to new residential construction are mitigated by General Plan policies in
the Hazards and Resources section of the Framework Plan and by requirements of the
County's Fire Safe Ordinance, which applies to all new residential construction and
subdivisions.
Mitigation Measures
The proposed policies, standards and implementation programs encouraging housing
developments in Housing Opportunity Zones will direct new development into areas served
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by roads that provide adequate emergency access local fire protection districts.
Finding
Existing policies, programs, standards and regulations noted above serve to reduce Impact
5.13-D (Emergency Access) to a level of insignificance.
IMPACT 5.13-E

Result in inadequate parking capacity.

The projected increase in vehicle use indirectly resulting from implementation of the Housing
Element will result in the need for additional parking facilities. Parking for residential and
commercial development will be provided when the projects are built according to the
standards in the zoning ordinance. All projected need for parking should be met by these
regulations.
A proposed program is being considered with this project that relaxes parking requirements
for subdivisions with in Housing Opportunity Zones that meet 1.5x the mid-point density.
Mitigation Measures
Existing policies, programs, standards and other requirements shown in the Attachment
2serve to mitigate indirect impacts of the proposed Element on parking facilities.
Finding
Compared to the 2003 Element, Impact 5.13E is reduced to a level of insignificance.
5.14

Utilities and Service Systems

Setting
A complete description of utilities and service systems is contained in the Housing Element,
Framework Plan, community plans, coastal plans the Building Communities Report (a
technical background paper for the concurrent General Plan Update program), and the
Master Service Elements of each water, wastewater and fire protection district. Much of this
information was summarized in the Supplemental EIR for the 2003 Element.
Potential Impacts, Mitigations, & Findings
CRITERIA USED TO DETERMINE SIGNIFICANCE. An impact is considered significant if: the
project may:
IMPACT 5.14-A
IMPACT 5.14-B

IMPACT 5.14-D

Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional
Water Quality Control Board.
Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction
of which could cause significant environmental effects.
Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which
serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve
the project's projected demand in addition to the provider's existing
commitments.
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This Element is expected to indirectly result in the development of new residential
development. Additional wastewater treatment services will be necessary to serve the new
development encouraged by this Element. The Community Infrastructure & Services
Technical Report recognizes that sewer capacity problems are a constraint to development
opportunities.
Based on evidence in that report, the proposed project may indirectly lead to adverse
environmental impacts resulting from exceeding wastewater treatment requirements of the
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board, the construction of new water or wastewater
treatment facilities, or a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or
may serve the project that it does not have adequate capacity to serve the project's projected
demand in addition to the provider's existing commitments.
While utilities and service systems impacts will likely continue to occur due to development
encouraged by the Housing Element, the support of housing in the new Element is not
substantially different than the 2003 Element or the earlier versions, so the impact of the
new Element is not considered to be significant.
Mitigation Measures
The policies, programs, standards and regulations referenced in the Attachment 2, the Basin
Plan of the Regional Water Quality Control Board, and the Master Service Elements of
those special districts that have wastewater facilities serve to reduce the above impacts.
Finding
The policies, programs, standards and regulations noted serve to reduce Impact 5.14-A
(Wastewater Treatment), 5.14-B (New Wastewater Treatment Facilities) and 5.14-D
(Wastewater Treatment Capacity) to less than significant levels.
IMPACT 5.14-C

Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental effects.

Unless mitigated, the project may c) require or result in the construction of new storm water
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects. New housing construction as well as road and driveway
construction could reduce the infiltration and absorption of rainfall on or near new homesites.
These impacts may overburden the existing drainage facility infrastructure unless mitigation
measures are implemented.
Mitigation Measures
The policies, programs, standards and regulations referenced in Attachment 2 and the
Master Service Elements of those special districts that have drainage facilities serve to
reduce impacts.
Finding
Existing policies, programs, standards and regulations noted above serve to reduce Impact
5.14-C (New Stormwater Facilities) to a level of insignificance.
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IMPACT 5.14-E

Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related
to solid waste.

Mitigation Measures
The policies, programs, standards and regulations referenced in Attachment 2 and the
Master Service Elements of those special districts that have solid waste facilities serve to
reduce impacts.
Finding
Existing policies, programs, standards and regulations noted above serve to reduce Impact
5.14-E (Solid Waste Facilities) to a level of insignificance.
5.15 Mandatory Findings of Significance
Potential Impacts, Mitigations, & Findings
CRITERIA USED TO DETERMINE SIGNIFICANCE. An impact is considered significant if: the
project may:
IMPACT 5.15-A

Potentially degrade the quality 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 to eliminate a
plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of
a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples
of the major periods of California history or prehistory.

As discussed in Section 15.4 (Biological Resources) aquatic species may be adversely
impacted by water withdrawals for domestic or outdoor use in streams or rivers with low
flows and high temperatures during the summer months. The reduced amount of water in
the stream or river can cause temperatures in the water body to increase because there is
less water volume. Also, reduced flows can isolate pools, trapping fish, and increasing their
predation. As there are a number of rare or endangered fish species in streams and rivers
with low flows in the summer months, this impact may be potentially significant according to
the above criteria. This potentially significant impact was not addressed in the previous EIRs
Mitigation Measures
A new policy to mitigate this impact is proposed in section 15.4 directing referral to the
Department of Fish and Game all applications for ministerial permits that would result in the
withdrawal of water from perennial streams or rivers, or from wells within 100’ of a perennial
stream or river, or from springs within 100’ of a perennial stream or river. This mitigation
measure is already being implemented by the County, but it is not adopted County policy.
Finding
When compared to the 2003 Element, the above measures mitigate Impact 5.15-A
(Environmental Impacts) to less than significant levels
IMPACT 5.15-B

Have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable" means that the
incremental effects of a project are considerable when viewed in
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IMPACT 5.15-C

connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future projects).
Have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly.

When viewed cumulatively, taking into account all the former Housing Elements, all the new
homes that have been created and are encouraged by this and previous Elements, a fair
argument can be made that this project will involve considerable environmental impacts that
are not fully mitigated. (Please also refer to the discussion of this EIR dealing with
Cumulative Impacts (Section 2.9). The project may also have potentially significant
environmental impacts which will cause substantial adverse effects on humans, such as
adverse air quality impacts.
While cumulative impacts and impacts on humans will probably continue into the future, due
in part to development encouraged by the Housing Element, the support of housing in the
new Element is not substantially different than the 2003 Element or the earlier versions.
Accordingly, the cumulative impacts and the potential impacts on humans of the new project
are not considered significant.
Mitigation Measures
Existing policies programs, standards and other requirements shown in Attachment 2
reduce the cumulative impacts and substantial impacts on humans from new residential
construction supported by the proposed project.
Finding
Existing policies, programs, standards and regulations noted previously in this EIR serve to
reduce and 5.14-B (Cumulative Impacts) and Impact 5.14-C (Effects on Humans) to less
than significant levels.
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6.0

PERSONS CONSULTED

In addition to those persons listed in Appendix E of the Housing Element Appendix and
Appendix F of the 2003 Housing Element (Agencies and Persons Consulted), the following
persons were consulted for the 1998 EIR:
John Letzow, Officer, California Highway Patrol, Arcata
Roger Murphy, General Manager, Humboldt Bay Transit Authority
Linda Nellist, Director, Humboldt County Office of Emergency Services
Bob Torzynski, Air Quality Planner Specialist, North Coast Unified Air Quality Management
District
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ATTACHMENT 1
INITIAL STUDY
Project Title: Proposed changes to the Housing Element of the General Plan for Humboldt County. The
Housing Element is being updated to comply with State housing law and to adopt and implement local
policy options.
Lead Agency:

Humboldt County Community Development Services Department
3015 H Street
Eureka, CA 95501-4484

Contact Person: Michael Richardson, Senior Planner
Project Location: Information, analyses, goals, policies and programs apply to the unincorporated areas
of Humboldt County.
General Plan Designation: N/A
Zoning: N/A
Description of Project: (see attached)
Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: Humboldt County is a richly diverse landscape of uses and
settings, including urban, suburban, and rural residential, commercial, industrial, public facility,
agriculture, timber, and open space uses, to name a few.
Other public agencies whose approval is required: State Department of Housing And Community
Development
ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:
The environmental factors checked below would be 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.
⌧ Aesthetics

⌧ Agriculture Resources

⌧ Air Quality

⌧ Biological Resources

⌧ Cultural Resources

⌧ Geology / Soils

⌧ Hazards & Hazardous
Materials

⌧ Hydrology / Water Quality

⌧ Land Use / Planning

⌧ Mineral Resources

⌧ Noise

⌧ Population / Housing

⌧ Public Services

⌧ Recreation

⌧ Transportation / Traffic

⌧ Utilities / Service Systems

⌧ Mandatory Findings of Significance

DETERMINATION:
The proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant unless
mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an
earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation
measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.
Since many of the same types of potential impacts from this project were previously reviewed and
discussed in the environmental impact reports prepared for the 1998 & 2003 Housing Element Updates
(SCH #1996-052011), this report is supplemental to the earlier ones.
September 23, 2008
Michael Richardson, Senior Planner
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION
This project is comprised of two (2) parts. One part of the project is the update of the Humboldt County
Housing Element, a required Element of the General Plan. The Element is currently certified as in
compliance with State law by the State Housing and Community Development Department. It identifies
housing needs in the unincorporated areas of the County, and directs the implementation of programs to
address those housing needs. The update is necessary to respond to changes in housing needs over the
past five (5) years; new information provided by the State Department of Finance; to comply with State
law regarding Housing Elements; and to adopt local policy options. The second part of the project is the
adoption of numerous zoning ordinance changes and plan changes to implement the policies and
programs in the Element.
Part 1
The Housing Element and the Technical Background Document include information on Humboldt’s
current and projected population, housing stock and housing affordability. The Element points out that
the County saw significant erosion in housing affordability in the 2000 – 2004 time period, and housing
affordability continues to be low, less than 20% of the persons earning the median income can afford to
purchase a home. While there are some success stories with affordable housing being built or otherwise
assisted, the efforts to keep housing affordable by housing advocates, non-profit housing corporations,
home builders, Realtors and local government were overshadowed by the increases in housing costs .
The Housing Element also describes other housing needs of residents, such as seniors, owner-builders,
disabled persons and the homeless.
The findings that emerge from analyzing the housing information direct the policies and programs in this
Element, which is a commitment to implement new measures to meet the County’s housing needs as well
as to maintain the most effective programs that are presently in operation.
The Element also retains many policies of previous Housing Elements that are currently being
implemented. Many of these policies present the preferred principles of governance for the County to
follow in reviewing and supporting housing construction, improvements and maintenance.
While it is rather unlikely this Element will turn the tide of rising housing costs Countywide, its policies and
programs have been crafted to meet as many of the County’s housing needs as possible.
Part 2
The second part of the project involves the adoption of ordinance changes and general plan changes
necessary for the implementation of the policies and programs of the Element. Following is a list of
significant ordinance and plan changes under consideration: While this list does not include all the
measures being proposed, it represents the general type of measures being considered.
•

Implement new State law to allow emergency shelters as principally permitted
uses.

•

Allow second units to be subdivided from the main residence, and reduce permit
requirements for second units.

•

Require large housing developments include a mixture of housing types to help
meet the housing needs for all income levels.

•

Amend the zoning ordinance to allow 3,000 square foot lots in single family
residential zones to encourage the construction of smaller homes.

•

Establish Housing Opportunity Zones, where multifamily housing projects receive
special protections during the permit review process.

•

Adopt ordinance changes to allow tandem parking in more instances in
residential zones.
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•

Amend the density bonus ordinance pursuant to recent changes in State law to
facilitate the construction of units affordable to lower income households.

•

Identify additional sites for new multifamily housing construction.

•

Identify sites where 50% density bonuses may be applied to encourage
affordable housing development.

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:
1) A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are adequately
supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question.
A “No Impact” answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the
impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls 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 project-specific screening analysis).
2) All answers must take into account the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site,
cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational
impacts.
3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist
answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with
mitigation, 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.
4) “Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the
incorporation of mitigation 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
XVII, “Earlier Analyses,” may be cross-referenced).
5) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process,
an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section
15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:
a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.
b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the
scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards,
and state whether such effects 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 they address site-specific conditions for
the project.
6)

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for
potential impacts (e.g., general plan, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or
outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the
statement is substantiated.

7)

Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or
individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.

8)

This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats, however, lead
agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project’s
environmental effects in whatever format is selected.

9)

The explanation of each issue identify:
a) The significant criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and
b) The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significant.
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Potenti
ally
Signific
ant

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorp.

Less
Than
Signific
ant
Impact

No
Impact

1. AESTHETICS . Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

⌧

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to,
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic
highway?

⌧

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the
site and its surroundings?

⌧

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

⌧

2. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES. In determining whether impacts to
agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead
agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation
and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Dept.
of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts
on agriculture and farmland. Would the project:
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of
Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

⌧

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

⌧

c) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to
their location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to
non-agricultural use?

⌧

3. AIR QUALITY. Where available, the significant criteria established
by the applicable air quality management or air pollution control
district may be relied upon to make the following determinations.
Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality
plan?

⌧

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

⌧

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard (including
releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?

⌧

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?
e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of
people?
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4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, 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 Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

⌧

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans,
policies, regulations or by the California Department of Fish and
Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

⌧

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

⌧

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident
or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sites?

⌧

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

⌧

f)

⌧

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

5. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in §15064.5?

⌧

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?

⌧

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or
site or unique geologic feature?

⌧

d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of
formal cemeteries?

⌧

6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:
a) Expose people or structures to potential 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 Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by
the State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial
evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and
Geology Special Publication 42?

ii)

Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?
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ant

iv) Landslides?

Less
Than
Signific
ant
Impact

⌧
⌧

⌧

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the
Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or
property?
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic
tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers
are not available for the disposal of waste water?

No
Impact

⌧

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would
become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in
on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction
or collapse?

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorp.

⌧

7. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through
the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

⌧

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the environment?

⌧

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile
of an existing or proposed school?

⌧

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

⌧

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such
a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for
people residing or working in the project area?

⌧

f)

⌧

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project
area?

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

⌧

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or
death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are
adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed
with wildlands?

⌧

8. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements?
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b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially
with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in
aquifer 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 permits have been granted)?

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorp.

No
Impact

⌧

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in
a manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation onor off-site?

⌧

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

⌧

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

⌧

f)

⌧

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

Less
Than
Signific
ant
Impact

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a
federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or
other flood hazard delineation map?

⌧

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

⌧

I)

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or
death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure
of a levee or dam?

⌧

j)

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

⌧

9. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:
⌧

a) Physically divide an established community?
b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an
agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to
the general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?

⌧

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural
community conservation plan?

⌧

10. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that
would be of value to the region and the residents of the state?

⌧

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral
resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan or other land use plan?

⌧
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11. NOISE. Would the project result in:
⌧

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of
standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance,
or applicable standards of other agencies?
b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne
vibration or groundborne noise levels?

⌧

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

⌧

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels
in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

⌧

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such
a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport, 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 residing or working in the project area to excessive
noise levels?

12. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:
⌧

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for
example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly
(for example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

⌧

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

⌧

13. PUBLIC SERVICES.
a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts
associated with the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for
any of the public services:
i.

Fire protection?

⌧

ii.

Police protection?

⌧

iii. Schools?

⌧

iv. Parks?

⌧

v.

⌧

Other public facilities?
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14. RECREATION.
a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and
regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated?

⌧

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might have
an adverse physical effect on the environment?

⌧

15. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project:
a) Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to the
existing traffic load and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a
substantial increase in either the number of vehicle trips, the
volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections)?

⌧

b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service
standard established by the county congestion management
agency for designated roads or highways?

⌧

⌧

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an
increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results in
substantial safety risks?
d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?

⌧

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

⌧

f)

Result in inadequate parking capacity?

⌧
⌧

g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting
alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?
16. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable
Regional Water Quality Control Board?

⌧

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental effects?

⌧

⌧

c) Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental effects?

⌧

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from
existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded
entitlements needed?
e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider
which serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity
to serve the project's projected demand in addition to the provider's
existing commitments?
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⌧

Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to
accommodate the project's solid waste disposal needs?
⌧

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations
related to solid waste?
17. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

⌧

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife
species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below selfsustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community,
reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major
periods of California history or prehistory?
b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable" means
that the incremental effects of a project are considerable when
viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of
other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects)?
c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or
indirectly?
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DISCUSSION OF CHECKLIST RESPONSES
1. AESTHETICS
Potentially Significant Impact
Finding: The project a) may have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista, b)
substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings,
and historic buildings within a state scenic highway, c) substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of the site and its surroundings, and d) create a new source of substantial
light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?
Discussion: The project encourages the construction of new housing, which may affect scenic
vistas, scenic resources, visual character and quality, and create new light and glare that could
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the County

2. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES
Potentially Significant Impact
Finding: The project may a) convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of
Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use,
b) conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract, and c) involve
other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, could result in
conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use.
Discussion: Agricultural operations and agricultural resources may potentially be adversely
affected by encouraging housing in areas used for or suitable for agricultural use and zoned to
allow residential uses.
3.

AIR QUALITY
Less Than Significant Impact
Finding: The project may e) create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of
people.
Discussion: The construction of houses which may happen as an indirect result of implementing
this Element may create objectionable odors in the immediate vicinity of the new house.
However, the impact of such construction is not likely to be significant. This item is not
discussed further in the DEIR.
Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigation Incorporated
Finding: The project may d) expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.
Discussion: The project provides for all aspects of development, conservation and maintenance
of housing, often involving the use of chemicals and heavy equipment, that can cause problems
for people living nearby sensitive to chemicals, vibrations, noise and dust.
Potentially Significant Impact
Finding: The project may a) conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality
plan, b) violate an air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation, c) result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for
which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard (including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors).
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Discussion: Implementation of this Element may indirectly result in increases the number of
vehicle miles traveled by Humboldt County residents. As new houses are constructed in
outlying areas, the emissions from cars used by persons commuting from these areas will most
likely increase. Since the County has already exceeded the allowable limits for emissions of
particulate matter, any increase in vehicle emissions will violate air quality standards for
particulate matter.
4.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Less Than Significant Impact
Finding: The project may f) conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation
Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan
Discussion: While it is possible that some of the ministerial building permits issued for new
construction under this Element will be in conflict with an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan, the vast majority of building permits are located outside resource lands
subject to such plans. Therefore this impact is considered insignificant, and is not discussed
further in the DEIR.
Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigation Incorporated
Finding: This project, which supports the construction, conservation and maintenance of new
housing Countywide for the next five (5) years, may potentially a) have a substantial adverse
effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on a 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 Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, b) have a
substantial adverse effect on riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in
local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California Department of Fish and Game
or US Fish and Wildlife Service, c) have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh,
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means; d) interfere substantially with the movement of native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the
use of native wildlife nursery sites, e) or conflict with local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance.
Discussion: New housing construction indirectly resulting from the implementation of this
Element could significantly impact endangered, threatened or rare species of their habitats
unless measures are taken during project review to mitigate these potential impacts.
Locally designated natural communities, such as beach and dunes areas or
riparian forests along the Eel River may be impacted by new development which is encouraged
in this Element. Mitigation measures are necessary to ensure such impacts are not significant.
Mitigation may be necessary to avoid substantial impacts on wetland habitats of new
development encouraged by this Element.
The construction of housing indirectly resulting from the implementation of this Element may
impact wildlife dispersal, disrupt migration corridors or the use of native wildlife nursery sites.
Mitigation measures will likely be necessary to reduce this potential impact to less than
significant levels.
Mitigation measures necessary to reduce the adverse biological impacts of this project to less
than significant levels are, for the most part, mandated locally through ordinances and policies
protecting biological resources.
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5.

CULTURAL RESOURCES
Potentially Significant Impact
Finding This project, which will likely lead to land clearing and grading for homesites, may
potentially a) have a substantial adverse effect a) cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as defined in §15064.5, b) cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5, c) directly or
indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature, or d)
disturb human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries unless mitigation
measures are incorporated.
Discussion: The project could indirectly result in the demolition of historic structures when
building sites are prepared for new construction. Likewise, archaeological resources, unique
paleontological resources, unique geologic features, and even human remains may be
adversely affected by grading or home construction activities encouraged by this Element.

6.

GEOLOGY AND SOILS
No Impact
Finding: The project will not d) be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the
Uniform Building Code (1994).
Discussion: There are no expansive soil types in Humboldt County according to the Chief
Building Inspector. This item is not discussed further in the DEIR.
Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigation Incorporated
Finding and Discussion: Unless mitigation is incorporated, this project will likely lead to the
construction of new homes near earthquake faults, which may potentially expose people or
structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death
involving a) rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent AlquistPriolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on
other substantial evidence of a known fault. Clearing homesites under the provisions of this
project may also b) result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil unless mitigation is
incorporated. New homes may e) have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of
septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the
disposal of waste water unless mitigation is incorporated.
The project may also potentially expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving ii) strong seismic ground shaking, or
iii) seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction, or iv) landslides. The project may also
be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a result
of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction or collapse. Virtually all of Humboldt County has the potential for loss of life and
property due to Fault rupture and strong seismic ground shaking, and there are many areas
subject to liquefaction and landslide hazards. Increasing population within the area can be
viewed as increasing the exposure of people to geologic hazards. Since this Element and the
related ordinances may indirectly result in an increase of population in the unincorporated
areas, they may be viewed as potentially increasing the risk to life and property from seismic
ground shaking and fault rupture.

7.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
Less Than Significant Impact
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Finding: The project will not a) create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials; b) create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident
conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment; c) emit hazardous
emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within
one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school.
Discussion: The construction of housing that may indirectly result from the implementation of
this Element does not normally involve a risk of accidental explosion or release of hazardous
substances. Although flammable materials used during construction may result in explosions,
and hazardous materials such as deck sealer may tip over and drain into the soil, these impacts
are normally incidental and not significant. The DEIR does not include any further discussion of
this item.
Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigation Incorporated
Finding: The project may d) be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would
it create a significant hazard to the public or the environment; e) result in a safety hazard for
people residing or working in the project area, or f) result in a safety hazard for people residing
or working in the project area. The project may also impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan, or expose
people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, including
where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with
wildlands.
Discussion: New development indirectly resulting from this Element may be located on a site
which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites, and, as a result, may create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment. New development encouraged by this
Element may also result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the area where
housing will be developed or maintained, and may result in a safety hazard for people residing
or working in near the new homesites. The new homes may also impair implementation of or
physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan,
or expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland
fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands. These impacts may be significant unless mitigated.
8.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigation Incorporated
Findings and Discussion : Unless mitigation occurs, the development of new housing pursuant
to the policies of this Element may a) violate water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements. Unless County health and safety regulations are used to minimize the impact of
new leachfield areas on domestic water supplies, there may be cases where water supplies
and water quality are impacted by new construction.
Since this Element and the implementing ordinances indirectly encourage development both
within and outside areas with public water and sewer, they may c) substantially alter the
existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, in a manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site,
d) substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site, e) create or contribute
runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage
systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff, or f) otherwise substantially
degrade water quality.
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Existing policies and programs prohibit most forms of development in riverbeds and
streambeds. Some development indirectly resulting from the implementation of this Element,
including bridge construction, may potentially change the course of direction of water
movement. But these impacts can be mitigated to less than significant levels.
The project may also g) place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a
federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map, h) place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect
flood flows, i) expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving
flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam, or j) Inundation by
seiche, tsunami, or mudflow unless mitigation is incorporated.
Implementation of this Element may indirectly increase the number of houses in areas subject
to floods. Although the Hazards section of the General Plan identifies mitigation measures to
minimize the risks of such development, it does not eliminate the risks.
Likewise, approval of this Element and the implementing ordinances may indirectly result in
more housing being developed in low-lying coastal areas. Since these areas are subject to
seiche and tsunami hazards, they may indirectly contribute to the exposure of people and
property to such impacts. Unless mitigated, these impacts may be significant.
Potentially Significant Impact
Finding:
The project may b) substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer 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 permits have been granted).
Discussion: Some development outside areas served by public water systems may use wells or
surface water for their water supply. Since both this Element and the implementing ordinances
encourage housing construction, they may indirectly impact the amount of surface water and
groundwater in areas with limited water supply. And since the County has not comprehensively
studied surface water or groundwater supplies, this impact is not able to be mitigated to less
than significant levels.
9.

LAND USE AND PLANNNING
Less Than Significant Impact
Finding and Discussion: The project may indirectly lead to housing construction that blocks
direct access from one neighborhood to another. However, the likelihood of this happening is
not significant. This item is not discussed further in the DEIR.
Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigation Incorporated
Finding: Unless mitigated, the project may b) conflict with applicable land use plan, policy, or
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the
general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose
of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect.
Discussion: The project involves the adoption of ordinance and plan changes that need to be
made consistent with other applicable land use plans, policies and regulations. For example,
allowing smaller lot sizes may potentially conflict with the environmental analysis and planning
done for recently approved community plans since they used the existing minimum lot size as a
baseline to measure potential environmental impacts of Plan implementation.
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Finding: The project may conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural
community conservation plan unless mitigated.
Discussion: Unless measures are taken to notify other agencies and organizations of proposed
housing developments, new housing construction indirectly resulting from this project may
conflict with applicable habitat conservation plans or natural community conservation plans.
10.

MINERAL RESOURCES
Less Than Significant Impact
Findings and discussion: The project may a) result in the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource that would be of value to the region and the residents of the state, or b) result in the
loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local
general plan, specific plan or other land use plan. However it is politically unlikely new
residential construction would be allowed to significantly detract from the ability of the local
surface mining industry to provide goods, particularly locally-important mineral resources. This
item is not discussed further in the DEIR.

11.

NOISE
Less Than Significant Impact
Finding: The project may have adverse environmental impacts involving: a) exposure of
persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards established in the local general
plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies; c) a substantial permanent
increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project;
d) a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project; and finally f) for future construction sites within the
vicinity of a private airstrip, the project may expose people residing or working in the project
area to excessive noise levels.
Discussion: The project may indirectly cause new development to occur in areas that are now
vacant. This would likely result in temporary increases in existing noise levels during
construction, and permanent increases in noise levels afterwards. During construction, noise
levels may be excessive at times when heavy equipment or power tools are being used. And
new housing near private airstrips may expose residents to noise from aircraft using the
airports. However each of these potential impacts are considered less than significant, and are
not discussed further in the DEIR.
Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigation Incorporated
Finding: The project may result in b) exposure of persons to or generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels, and e) for future construction sites within an
airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, the project may expose people residing or working in the project
area to excessive noise levels; unless mitigated.
Discussion: New development encouraged by this Element may occur in areas with existing
severe noise levels, such as areas near freeways and public airports. Unless this impact is
mitigated, it may be significant.
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12.

POPULATION AND HOUSING
No Impact
Findings and Discussion: The project will not b) displace substantial numbers of existing
housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere, nor c) displace
substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere. The project targets new housing construction over the existing levels, so there is
not likely to be any displacement of housing or people as a result.
Less Than Significant Impact
Finding: The project may a) induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for
example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through
extension of roads or other infrastructure).
Discussion: The Element and implementing ordinances encourage the development of housing,
especially housing affordable to those with lower incomes. The project identifies policies and
programs to meet the needs of the projected population increase over the next five years. One
of the primary focuses of the Element is to meet the regional housing needs as projected
through the year 2013 by the Humboldt County Association of Governments. However the
intent of the project is not to induce growth in the area. Accordingly, this impact is less than
significant, and is not further discussed in the DEIR.

13.

PUBLIC SERVICES
Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigation Incorporated
Finding: The project may result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance
objectives for any of the public services.
Discussion: New housing developed as an indirect result of this project will undoubtedly
necessitate additional fire protection, police protection, schools, parks, and other public
facilities. New facility construction to meet the higher demands may be significant unless
mitigated.

14.

RECREATION
Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigation Incorporated
Finding: The project may indirectly a) increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional
parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility
would occur or be accelerated, and b) require the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment.
Discussion: The project encourages the construction of new housing. Pursuant to its policies
and programs, person occupying the new housing developments may increase the use of parks
such that they cause substantial deterioration or trigger the need for the expansion or
construction of new facilities. These potential adverse impacts may be significant unless
mitigated.

15. TRANSPORTATION / TRAFFIC
Less Than Significant Impact
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Finding and Discussion: The project will not likely c) result in a change in air traffic patterns,
including either an increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial
safety risks or g) conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks). The County's Airport Land Use Plans and
plans supporting alternative transportation address anticipated population increases consistent
with the future growth anticipated with this Element. Accordingly this issue is not further
discussed in the DEIR.
Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigation Incorporated
Finding: Unless mitigated, the project may a) cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in
relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial
increase in either the number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or
congestion at intersections); b) exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service
standard established by the county congestion management agency for designated roads or
highways, d) substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment), and e) result in
inadequate emergency access.
Discussion Through implementation of this Element, residential construction will likely increase
the number of vehicle trips taken in the unincorporated areas. Where there are existing
congestion problems, approval of this Element and its associated ordinances may indirectly
make things worse unless mitigation measures are implemented..
Likewise, some of the development indirectly resulting from implementation of this Element may
occur in areas with existing safety hazards, such as sharp curves or dangerous intersections.
And the new development may cause additional safety hazards unless mitigated.
Unless mitigation measures are implemented, some of the development indirectly resulting
from implementing this Element may also exacerbate existing problems with inadequate
emergency access, or it may generate new problems with emergency access.
Potentially Significant Impact
Finding: The project may f) result in inadequate parking capacity.
Discussion: New development indirectly resulting from this Element may lack sufficient parking
unless measures are taken to mitigate that potential impact. And while most of this impact will
be addressed through mitigation, the ordinance changes being considered with this project that
relax parking requirements in residential areas may result in inadequate parking capacity that is
not fully mitigated.
16.

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
Less Than Significant Impact
Finding and Discussion: The project is not likely to d) result in new or expanded entitlements
for water supply. According to the 2002 Building Communities Report1, the total water demand
in the year 2025 (15+ years beyond the timeframe for this Element) is projected to be only at
62% of the current capacity.
Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigation Incorporated
Finding and Discussion: Unless mitigated, the project may c) require or result in the
construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental effects. New housing construction
as well as road and driveway construction could reduce the infiltration and absorption of rainfall

1

The 2002 Building Communities Report is a technical background study for the General Plan
Update written by the consulting firm Dyett and Bhatia.
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on or near new homesites. These impacts may overburden the existing drainage facility
infrastructure unless mitigation measures are implemented.
Potentially Significant Impact
Finding: The project may indirectly a) exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board, b) require or result in the construction of new
water or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental effects, or e) result in a determination by the
wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve the project that it has adequate
capacity to serve the project's projected demand in addition to the provider's existing
commitments
Discussion: As stated previously, this Element will likely indirectly result in the development of
new residential development. Additional wastewater treatment services will be necessary for
the new development encouraged by this Element. For example, the McKinleyville Community
Services District is responding to Regional Water Quality Control Board requests to expand
their sewage disposal system. However, this issue is bigger than just the McKinleyville CSD;
other public agencies, such as the City of Eureka and the Humboldt Community Services
district, are also having to cope with sewer treatment capacity and sewer line capacity
limitations. The Building Communities Report recognizes that sewer capacity problems are a
constraint to development opportunities when it states that 1) the projected 2025 sewer flows
are 94% of capacity, 2) many sewer systems are in a state of disrepair that allows rainwater to
seep in, pushing sewer systems closer to their limits, and 3) expansion efforts, many of which
are already underway, will continue to be necessary to keep systems from overflowing.
Based on this evidence, the project may indirectly lead to adverse environmental impacts
resulting from exceeding wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water
Quality Control Board, the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities, or a
determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve the project that
it does not have adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand in addition to the
provider's existing commitments.
17. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigation Incorporated
Finding: Unless mitigated, the project a) has the potential to degrade the quality 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 to eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or
eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory, and c)
have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly.
Discussion: The project encourages construction of new homes Countywide, which could
degrade the quality 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 to
eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California
history or prehistory. The building of new homes indirectly resulting from the policies and
programs in the Element may also have environmental effects which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. Mitigation measures will be
necessary to reduce these potential impacts to less than significant levels.
Potentially Significant Impact

J:\Planning\ADVANCE\GPU\STUDIES\HOUSING\2008\2009DEIR 2-14-09.DOC
Revised: February 13, 2009

Page 97

Finding: The project will likely have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable. ("Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental effects of a project are
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other
current projects, and the effects of probable future projects).
Discussion: The project proposes policies and programs that encourage the production of
housing countywide. Specifically, the Element targets the production of new homes to meet all
of its share of the projected population, which is projected to be nearly 2,000 new units by 2015
based on the 2001 – 2008 timeframe. When viewed cumulatively, taking into account all the
former Housing Elements, all the new homes that have been created and are encouraged by
this and previous Elements, a fair argument can be made that this project will involve
considerable environmental impacts that are not fully mitigated.
18.

EARLIER ANALYSES
Earlier Analyses Used. Please see the EIR for the 1998 Housing Element, and the
Supplemental EIR for the 2003 Housing Element which addresses many of the same impacts
as this project.
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19.

SOURCE/REFERENCE LIST
1. Humboldt County General Plan, Volume I, Framework Plan, January, 1984
2. Avenue of the Giants Community Plan Humboldt County Framework Plan Volume II 2000
3. Hydesville\Carlotta Community Plan (Humboldt County Framework Plan Volume II 1986)
4. Garberville/Redway/Benbow/Alderpoint Community Plan (Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)
5. Fortuna Area Community Plan (Humboldt County Framework Plan Volume II - 1985)
6. Freshwater Community Plan (Humboldt County Framework Plan Volume II - 1985)
7. Jacoby Creek Community Plan (Humboldt County Framework Plan Volume II - 1982)
8. Mckinleyville Community Plan (Humboldt County Framework Plan Volume II - 1985)
9. Orick Community Plan (Humboldt County Framework Plan Volume II - 1985)
10. Eureka Community Plan (1995)
11. Eel River Area Plan Of The Local Coastal Program (1989)
12. South Coast Area Plan Of The Local Coastal Program (1990)
13. McKinleyville Area Plan Of The Local Coastal Program (1989)
14. Trinidad Area Plan Of The Local Coastal Program (1990)
15. Humboldt Bay Area Plan Of The Local Coastal Program (1989)
16. Northern Humboldt County General Plan / Recreation Plan 1985 (1968)
17. Southern Humboldt General Plan Report 1985 (1968)
18. Inland Zoning Ordinance (Title III of Humboldt County Code, Division I - Planning)
19. Coastal Zoning Ordinance (Title III of Humboldt County Code Division 1)
20. Fire Safe Regulations (Title III of Humboldt County Code - Division II)
21. Subdivision Regulations (Title III - Division 2 of Humboldt County Code)
22. Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan - Humboldt County Airports (1993)
23. Countywide Siting Element Of The Humboldt County Integrated Waste Management
Plan (1993)
24. Hazardous Waste Management Plan (1989)
25. California Environmental Quality Act (§21000 of the Public Resources Code)
26. Building Regulations (Title III Division 3 of Humboldt County Code)
27. Health and Safety Regulations (Title VI, Division 1 of Humboldt County Code)
28. Encroachment Standards (Title III, Division 4 of Humboldt County Code)
29. Earthquake Fault Hazard Act (§2621 - 2630 of the Public Resources Code)
30. Local Agency Formation Commission Regulations (§54000 - 57530 of the
Administrative Code)
31. Housing Element of the Humboldt County General Plan (2003)
32. Draft Housing Element of the Humboldt County General Plan (2008)
33. Building Communities Report, Dyett and Bhatia, 2002.

34. Census 2000, US Bureau of the Census
35. Humboldt County Association of Governments; Regional Housing Needs Plan
for Humboldt County; November, 2002.
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ATTACHMENT 2
There are basically two different types of residential development projects that may cause environmental
impacts – discretionary projects and ministerial projects. Following is a brief description of the permit
review process for each type of project which explains how the policies, standards and implementation
measures are used to mitigate potentially significant adverse environmental impacts to a level of
insignificance on a project-specific basis.
First, before approving any discretionary permit for development, the County evaluates the project in light
of the policies, standards and implementation measures in the attached list to ensure the project is
consistent with those requirements. Review of a single family home in the South Coast Area Plan
Planning Area, for example, would involve comparing the evidence submitted by the applicant to the
adopted policies and standards of the Plan, and the applicable zoning ordinance requirements, which
implement that plan. The project’s conformance with other County requirements, such as the fire safe
ordinance, visibility ordinance, and state requirements, such as the California Environmental Quality Act,
are also reviewed. Written findings are made by the decision makers on whether or not a project
adequately conforms to those standards. The findings are based on substantial evidence on in the
record. These findings are subject to appeal, and judicial review if necessary.
Ministerial review of projects is handled differently. A project for the proposed construction of a single
family home in the McKinleyville area, for instance, may only require a building permit, a type of
ministerial permit. Before the permit is approved, the proposed structure would be reviewed for
conformance with the development standards of the zoning ordinance, and for conformance with the
approved subdivision which created the lot. The project would also be required to conform to the state
building codes administered by the Building Division and the state Health and Safety Codes administered
by the Health Department. There are other state laws that the project would be subject to, such as the
fire code, which is not in the attached list. However, no written findings are typically made, the project is
not reviewed for conformance with Plan policies of standards, and the project is not subject to appeal.
This following pages of this attachment lists the policies, standards and implementation programs outside
of the Housing Element that serve to mitigate the potentially significant environmental impacts to less
than significant levels. They are ordered by description.
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance

Implementation
Implementation

Appeals to the
Coastal Commission
Surface Mining.

312-13.12
312-34.1

34
45

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“A” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS.

314-16

38

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“A” Combining Zone
Regulations

313-16

42

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“B” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS.

314-17

38

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“B” Combining Zone
Regulations

313-17

48

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“C” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-18

40

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“C” Combining Zone
Regulations

313-18

50

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“D” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-19

40

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“D” Combining Zone
Regulations

313-19

51

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“E” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-20

43

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“E” Combining Zone
Regulations

313-20

54

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“F” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-21

43

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“F” Combining Zone
Regulations

313-21

54

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“G” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-22

44

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“G” Combining Zone
Regulations

313-22

56

Implementation

“H” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-23

53

Zoning Ordinance
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

“I” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-24

53

Implementation

“J” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-25

53

Implementation

“K” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-26

53

Implementation

“L” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-27

53

Implementation

“M” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-28

54

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“N” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-29

54

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“N” Combining Zone
Regulations

313-29

59

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“O” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-30

54

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“O” Combining Zone
Regulations

313-30

60

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“P” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-31

55

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“P” Combining Zone
Regulations

313-31

61

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“Q” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-32

62

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“Q” Combining Zone
Regulations

313-32

65

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“R” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-33

63

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“R” Combining Zone
Regulations

313-33

66

Implementation

“S” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-34

65

Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“S” Combining Zone
Regulations

313-34

71

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“T” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-35

68

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“T” Combining Zone
Regulations

313-35

74

Implementation

“U” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-36

68

Implementation

“V” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-37

69

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“W” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-38

70

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“W” Combining Zone
Regulations

313-38

77

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“X” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-39

70

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“X” Combining Zone
Regulations

313-39

80

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“Y” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-40

71

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“Y” Combining Zone
Regulations

313-40

81

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

“Z” COMBINING
ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-41

72

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

6.1 Principal Zones

311-6

6

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

6.2 Combining
Zones

311-6

7

Implementation

A: Archaeological
Resource Area
Outside Shelter
Cove

313-16.1

42

Implementation

A: Special
Archaeological
Resource Area
Regulations for
Shelter Cove

313-16.2

43

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

SUBDIVISION
REGULATIONS (Title III Division 2 of Humboldt
County Code)

Implementation

Access

§324 - 3

215

Implementation

Access Dedication
Requirements for
New Developments

313-95.1

130

Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance

Implementation
Implementation

Access Dedication
Requirements for
New Developments
in Shelter Cove
Access Protection

313-95.2
313-95.3

133
135

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Accessory
Structures

313-69.1

113

Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance

Implementation
Implementation

ACCESSORY
STRUCTURES
Accessory Uses

314-69.1
313-43.1

99
82

Zoning Ordinance
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN
(1989)

Implementation

ACCESSORY
USES

314-43.1

73

Policy

Adequate Roads

§2514, 2602

7(Ch. 2)

Implementation

Adjacent Land Use

§2200

7-9

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

AE: Agriculture
Exclusive

313-7.1

34

Implementation

AE:
AGRICULTURE
EXCLUSIVE ZONE

314-7.1

29

Policy

Affordable Housing

§2420

Policy

Ag. Land Protection

§3.34

Policy

Ag. Land Protection

§3.34

Policy

Ag. Land Protection

§3.34

23 - 24
21 25(Ch.
3)
16 18(Ch.
3)
16 19(Ch.
3)

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

AG:
AGRICULTURE
GENERAL ZONE

314-7.2

30

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)

Implementation

Agricultural
Exclusive

§2722

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)

Implementation

Agricultural Grazing

§2723

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)

Standards

Agricultural Land
Programs

§5 - 2520

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)
HYDESVILLE\CARLOTTA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1986)
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)

Implementation

Agricultural Lands

§2724

60 (Ch.
2)
61 62(Ch.
2)
12 14(Ch.
5)
62(Ch.
2)

§2724

11 12(Ch.
2)

Land Use Plan or Ordinance

ORICK COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
FORTUNA AREA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
FRESHWATER
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)
HYDESVILLE\CARLOTTA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework

Implementation

Agricultural Lands

Implementation

Agricultural Lands

§2724

10 11(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Agricultural Lands

§2724

9(Ch. 2)

Implementation

Agricultural Lands

§2724

10 11(Ch.
2)

Policy

Agricultural
Protection

§3.24

37 - 40

Implementation

Agricultural Rural

§2725

Implementation

Agricultural Rural

§2725

11(Ch.
2)
54 - 57
(Ch. 2)

Implementation

Agricultural Rural

§2725

14(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Agricultural Rural

§2725

12(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Agricultural Rural

§2725

11(Ch.
2)
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Plan Volume II - 1986)

MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)

Implementation

Agricultural Rural

§2725

910(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Agricultural Rural

§2725

11(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Agricultural
Suburban

§2731

11(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Agricultural
Suburban

§2731

63 (Ch.
2)

Implementation

Agricultural
Suburban

§2731

14(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Agricultural
Suburban

§2731

12(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Agricultural
Suburban

§2731

11(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Agricultural
Suburban

§2731

10(Ch.
2)

ORICK COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)

Implementation

Agricultural
Suburban

§2731

11(Ch.
2)

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Agricultural Use
Types

313-170

226

Zoning Ordinance
NORTHERN HUMBOLDT
COUNTY GENERAL PLAN /
RECREATION PLAN 1985
(1968)
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)

Implementation

AGRICULTURAL
USE TYPES

314-170

181

Implementation

Agriculture

§IVA(f)

45

Implementation

Agriculture
Exclusive

§5.30

45(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Agriculture
Exclusive

§2722

42 - 43

ORICK COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
FORTUNA AREA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
FRESHWATER
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)
HYDESVILLE\CARLOTTA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1986)
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)

EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance
FORTUNA AREA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
FRESHWATER
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
HYDESVILLE\CARLOTTA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1986)
JACOBY CREEK
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1982)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
ORICK COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

Agriculture
Exclusive

§2722

89(Ch. 2)

Implementation

Agriculture
Exclusive

§2722

11 12(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Agriculture
Exclusive

§2722

810(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Agriculture
Exclusive

§5.30

7(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Agriculture
Exclusive

§2722

78(Ch. 2)

Implementation

Agriculture
Exclusive

§2320

78(Ch. 2)

Implementation

Agriculture
Exclusive

§5.30

56(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Agriculture
Exclusive

§2722

89(Ch. 2)

Implementation

Agriculture
Exclusive

§2722

78(Ch. 2)

Implementation

Agriculture
Exclusive

§5.30

3(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Agriculture
Exclusive One
Hundred Sixty Acre
Minimum (AE-160)
Land Division

313-106.2

140

Implementation

Agriculture
Exclusive Six
Hundred Acre
Minimum (AE-600)
Land Division

313-106.3

141
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)
FORTUNA AREA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
FRESHWATER
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)
HYDESVILLE\CARLOTTA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1986)
ORICK COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)
EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)
HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN
(1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

Agriculture
Exclusive Sixty Acre
Minimum (AE-60)
Land Division

313-106.1

139

Implementation

Agriculture General

§5.20

3(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Agriculture General

§5.20

6(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Agriculture General

§5.20

45(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Agriculture General

§5.30

6(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Agriculture Grazing

§2723

43 - 45

§2723

911(Ch.
2)

§2723

12 14(Ch.
2)

§2723

10 11(Ch.
2)

§2723

810(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Implementation

Implementation

Implementation

Agriculture Grazing

Agriculture Grazing

Agriculture Grazing

Agriculture Grazing

Implementation

Agriculture Grazing

§2723

810(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Agriculture Lands

§2724

45

Implementation

Agriculture
Suburban

§2731

46

Implementation

Air Quality

§4250

19 - 23

Policy

Airport Safety

§3252, 3254

16 (Ch. 3)
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Standards

Airport Safety
Program

§5 - 3200

26(Ch.
5)

Implementation
Implementation

Airport Safety Stds.
AIRPORTS

§333-9
314-69.2

278
100

Implementation

ALLOWED
AGRICULTURAL
ACTIVITIES NOT A
NUISANCE
(“RIGHT TO FARM
ORDINANCE”)

314-43.2

75

Implementation

Allowed Agricultural
Activities Not a
Nuisance (“Right to
Farm Ordinance”)

313-43.2

84

Implementation

Alphabetical Listing
of Structures and
Facilities

313-69-94

113

Implementation

Alphabetical Listing
of Uses and
Activities

313-43-68

82

Implementation

Alquist-Priolo
Geologic Fault
Hazard Areas

26.1

42

Implementation

ALUC Review
Procedures

§1.3 - 1.4

3-4

Implementation

ALUC Review
Procedures

§1.3 - 1.4

(Ch. 2)

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

AMENDMENTS TO
THE ZONING
REGULATIONS
AND ZONING
MAPS

312-50

53

Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance

Implementation
Implementation

Anadromous Fish
Streams.
Animal Keeping

39.1
313-43.3

47
89

Land Use Plan or Ordinance

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
Building Regulations (Title III
Division 3 of Humboldt
County Code
Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
AIRPORT LAND USE
COMPATIBILITY PLAN HUMBOLDT COUNTY
AIRPORTS (1993)
AIRPORT LAND USE
COMPATIBILITY PLAN HUMBOLDT COUNTY
AIRPORTS (1993)
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

ANIMAL KEEPING.

314-43.3

80

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

AP: Airport Safety
Review

313-16.3

45

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

APPEAL
PROCEDURES

312-13

32

Implementation

Appeals to the
Board of
Supervisors.

13.1

32

Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation

Applicability
Applicability
Applicability
Applicability
Applicability
Application Check

§21080
15.1
313-15.2
15.1
314-42.1
6.1

12-24
36
40
37
73
13

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Application For
Modification Of a
Development Permit
or Variance.

11.2

31

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Application Form
and Filing Fee

5.2

12

Implementation

Application
Processing
Responsibilities for
Other County
Departments and
Design Review
Committees.

7.5

22

Policy

Archaeological
Resources

§3.29

Policy

Archaeological
Resources

§3.18

Policy

Archaeological
Resources

§3.29

Policy

Archaeological
Resources

§3.29, 3.39

12(Ch.
3)
13 - 14,
24 (Ch.
3)

Policy

Archaeological
Resources

§3.17

12(Ch.
3)

Zoning Ordinance
California Environmental
Quality Act (§21000 of the
Public Resources Code)
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
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16(Ch.
3)
28 29(Ch.
3)
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Assignments of
Permits and
Variances.

10.3

29

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Authority to Make
Amendments

50.2

53

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

B - SPECIAL
BUILDING SITE.

314-17.1

38

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

B: Beach and Dune
Areas.

313-17.1

48

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Bed and Breakfast
Establishments

32.2

44

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Bed and Breakfast
Establishments

313-44.1

91

Implementation

BED AND
BREAKFAST
ESTABLISHMENTS.

314-44.1

82

Policy

Benbow Golf Course

§2500

4(Ch. 2)

EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)

Policy

Berta Road
Constraints

§2520

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)

Standards

Biological Resource

§3432

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)
HYDESVILLE\CARLOTTA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1986)

Standards

Biological Resource
Progs.

§5 -3420

25
26 30(Ch.
3)
28 29(Ch.
5)

Policy

Biological
Resources

§3400

6(Ch. 3)

Policy

Biological
Resources

§3431

4(Ch. 3)

Policy

Biological
Resources

§3431

4(Ch. 3)

Implementation

Building Code
Standards

§331-11

263

Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)

ORICK COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
Building Regulations (Title III
Division 3 of Humboldt
County Code
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

Business Park

§5.20

4(Ch. 5)

Policy

Business Park
Policy

§3.26

19(Ch. 3)

Implementation

C: Coastal
Resource
Dependent

313-18.1

50

Implementation

C-1:
NEIGHBORHOOD
COMMERCIAL
ZONE

314-2.1

9

Implementation

C-2: COMMUNITY
COMMERCIAL
ZONE

314-2.2

10

Zoning Ordinance
SOUTHERN HUMBOLDT
GENERAL PLAN REPORT
1985 (1968)

Implementation

C-3: INDUSTRIAL
COMMERCIAL
ZONE

314-2.3

11

Implementation

Central Commercial

§IIB(a)

8

Zoning Ordinance
FRESHWATER
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN
(1989)
JACOBY CREEK
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1982)

Implementation

CG: Commercial
General

313-2.2

12

Policy

Circulation

§4230

1(Ch. 4)

Implementation

Circulation

§4280

32 - 34

Policy

Circulation

§4212 - 4213

1(Ch. 4)

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
Zoning Ordinance

Standards
Implementation

Circulation
Programs
Civic Use Types

§5 - 4200
313-171

31(Ch.
5)
227

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

CIVIC USE TYPES.

314-171

182

Implementation

Classifying Uses Not
Specifically
Mentioned in Use
Type Descriptions

313-165

225

Land Use Plan or Ordinance
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

CN: Neighborhood
Commercial

313-2.1

Policy

Coastal Access

§3.31, 3.50

10
17, 47 50(Ch.
3)

Policy

Coastal Access

§4.80

Policy

Coastal Access

§3.31, 3.50

Policy

Coastal Access

§4.80

Policy

Coastal Access

§3.31, 3.50

7 - 22
(Ch. 4)
17, 38 42(Ch.
3)

Policy

Coastal Access

§4.54

10 - 18
(Ch. 4)

Policy

Coastal Access

§3.31,

Policy

Coastal Access

§3.50 - 3.55

Policy

Coastal Access

§4.30

Policy

Coastal Access

§3.50

Zoning Ordinance
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)

Implementation

Coastal Com mercial General

§5.20

Policy

Coastal Dep endent Devel.

§3.13

3(Ch. 5)
10 12(Ch.
3)

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Coastal Dependent
Industry

35.1

45

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Coastal Dune and
Beach Areas

39.6

49

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Coastal Elk Habitat
Areas

39.7

49

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Coastal Geologic
Hazard

38.1

47
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7 - 22
(Ch. 4)
17, 47 50(Ch.
3)

17(Ch.
3)
37 40(Ch.
3)
3 - 10
(Ch. 4)
48 58(Ch.
3)
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Coastal Natural
Drainage Courses.

39.8

49

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Coastal Natural
Landforms

39.9

49

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Coastal
Recreational (CR)
Land Division

313-106.4

142

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Coastal Road
Construction

39.11

50

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Coastal Scenic
Areas

39.3

48

Zoning Ordinance
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)

Implementation

Coastal Shorelines

38.2

Policy

Coastal Streams

§3.41

Policy

Coastal Streams

§3.30

Policy

Coastal Streams

§3.41

Policy

Coastal Streams

§3.41

Policy

Coastal Streams

§3.30

47
41 44(Ch.
3)
55 61(Ch.
3)
29 34(Ch.
3)
29 34(Ch.
3)
36 38(Ch.
3)

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Coastal Streams
and Riparian Areas

39.4

48

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Coastal Transitional
Agricultural Land

39.12

50

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Coastal Vegetation
Removal, Major

39.13

50

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Coastal View Areas

39.5

48

Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance

Implementation
Implementation

Coastal Wetland
Buffers.
Coastal Wetlands

39.15
39.14

51
50
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
NORTHERN HUMBOLDT
COUNTY GENERAL PLAN /
RECREATION PLAN 1985
(1968)
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)
FORTUNA AREA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
FRESHWATER
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
HYDESVILLE\CARLOTTA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1986)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
ORICK COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

Coastal-Dependent
Industrial
Development

313-45.1

91

Implementation

Commercial

§IVA(d)

45

Implementation

Commercial General

§5.20, 5.30

2, 6(Ch.
5)

Implementation

Commercial General

§2741

46 - 47

Implementation

Commercial General

§2741

12 13(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Commercial General

§2741

64(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Commercial General

§2741

15(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Commercial General

§2741

13(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Commercial General

§5.20, 5.30

3, 6(Ch.
5)

Implementation

Commercial General

§2741

12(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Commercial General

§5.20

3(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Commercial General

§2741

11(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Commercial General

§2741

12(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Commercial General

§5.20, 5.30

2, 6(Ch.
5)

Implementation

Commercial General

§5.20

2(Ch. 5)
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

Commercial
Recreation

§2743

48

Implementation

Commercial
Recreation

§2743

Implementation

Commercial
Recreation

§2743

13(Ch.
2)
64 65(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Commercial
Recreation

§2743

14(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Commercial
Recreation

§2743

13 14(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Commercial
Recreation

§4603

7(Ch. 4)

Implementation

Commercial
Recreation

§2743

13 14(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Commercial
Recreational

§5.20, 5.30

2, 6(Ch.
5)

Implementation

Commercial
Recreational

§5.20, 5.30

4, 8(Ch.
5)

Implementation

Commercial
Recreational

§5.20, 5.30

3, 7(Ch.
5)

Implementation

Commercial
Recreational

§5.20, 5.30

2, 4(Ch.
5)

Implementation

Commercial
Recreational

§5.20, 5.30

2, 4(Ch.
5)

Implementation

Commercial
Services

§2742

47 - 48

Implementation

Commercial
Services

§2742

13(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Commercial
Services

§2742

64(Ch.
2)

PROGRAM (1990)
EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)
FORTUNA AREA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)
HYDESVILLE\CARLOTTA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1986)
JACOBY CREEK
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1982)
ORICK COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)
FORTUNA AREA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Implementation

Commercial
Services

Section

Page #

§2742

13 14(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Commercial
Services

§2742

12 13(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Commercial
Services

§2742

11(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Commercial
Services

§2742

12 13(Ch.
2)

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Commercial Timber
(TC) and Timber
Production Zone
(TPZ) Land Division

313-106.6

143

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Commercial Timber
Use Types

313-173

232

Implementation

COMMERCIAL
TIMBER USE
TYPES

314-173

188

Implementation

Commercial
Timberland

§5.30

5(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Commercial
Timberland

§5.30

7(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Commercial
Timberland

§5.30

6(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Commercial
Timberland

§5.30

4(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Commercial
Timberland

§5.30

34(Ch. 5)

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Commercial Use
Types

313-172

230

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

COMMERCIAL USE
TYPES

314-172

186

GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)
HYDESVILLE\CARLOTTA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1986)
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
ORICK COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)

Zoning Ordinance
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

FRESHWATER
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)

Policy

Commercial Uses

2613

5(Ch. 2)

Zoning Ordinance
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)

Implementation

Commercial Zone
Regulations

313-2

10

Policy

Community Facilities

§3220

56(Ch. 3)

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
AIRPORT LAND USE
COMPATIBILITY PLAN HUMBOLDT COUNTY
AIRPORTS (1993)
AIRPORT LAND USE
COMPATIBILITY PLAN HUMBOLDT COUNTY
AIRPORTS (1993)

Standards

Community Plan
Program

§5 - 2610

19(Ch.
5)

Implementation

Compatibility Zone
Maps

n/a

3-9

Implementation

Compatibility Zone
Maps

n/a

(Ch. 3)

Implementation

Completion of
Existing Buildings
When the
Regulations Change

311-11

12

Implementation

Computability
Criteria

§2.1

5-7

Implementation

Computability
Criteria

§2.1

(Ch. 2)

Zoning Ordinance
AIRPORT LAND USE
COMPATIBILITY PLAN HUMBOLDT COUNTY
AIRPORTS (1993)
AIRPORT LAND USE
COMPATIBILITY PLAN HUMBOLDT COUNTY
AIRPORTS (1993)
SOUTHERN HUMBOLDT
GENERAL PLAN REPORT
1985 (1968)
SOUTHERN HUMBOLDT
GENERAL PLAN REPORT
1985 (1968)

Implementation

Con. Floodway
Recreational

§IIB(a)

9

Implementation

Con. Timber
Redwood

§IIB(a), VC

9, 35 36

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Concurrent Permit
Requirements

3.3

10

Implementation

Conditionally
Permitted Uses in
an AE Zone

18.1

40

Implementation

Conditionally
Permitted Uses in
an AE Zone.

30.1

42

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Conditions

4.1

11

Implementation

CONDITIONS ON
PERMITS AND
VARIANCES

312-4

11

Zoning Ordinance
SOUTHERN HUMBOLDT
GENERAL PLAN REPORT
1985 (1968)
SOUTHERN HUMBOLDT
GENERAL PLAN REPORT
1985 (1968)
SOUTHERN HUMBOLDT
GENERAL PLAN REPORT
1985 (1968)
SOUTHERN HUMBOLDT
GENERAL PLAN REPORT
1985 (1968)

Implementation

Conservation
Floodway

§IIB(a), VC

8, 37

Implementation

Conservation
Recreation

§IIB(a)

9

Implementation

Conservation
Timber

§IIB(a), VC

1135 36

Implementation

Conservation
Watershed

§IIB(a), VC

11, 35

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Content of a Public
Hearing Notice.

8.4

26

Implementation

Content of the
Notice of Application
Submittal

8.2

24

Policy
Implementation

Cottage Industries
Cottage Industry

§2554.11
313-45.2

34(Ch. 2)
94

Policy

Cottage Industry
Standards

§2554.11

2(Ch. 2)

ORICK COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)

Policy

Cottage Industry
Standards

§2554.11

2(Ch. 2)

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

COTTAGE
INDUSTRY.

314-45.1

82

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

County General
plan, Including the
Local Coastal
Program Plans

311-2

4

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

County Historic
Structures

313-71.1

116

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

CR: Commercial
Recreation

313-5.2

22

Zoning Ordinance
FORTUNA AREA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
Zoning Ordinance
HYDESVILLE\CARLOTTA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1986)
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

CRD: CoastalDependent
Commercial
Recreation

313-5.3

23

Zoning Ordinance
HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN
(1989)

Implementation

Criteria for Waiver of
Procedures.

15.4

37

Implementation

Cultural Areas

§4262

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)

Standards

Cultural Resource

§3532

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)

Standards

Cultural Resource
Progs.

§5 - 3530

26 - 27
32(Ch.
3)
29 30(Ch.
5)

Policy

Cultural Resources

§3520

62

Policy

Cultural Resources

§3500

6(Ch. 3)

Policy

Cultural Resources

§3412 - 3414

56(Ch. 3)

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

D - DESIGN
CONTROL

314-19.1

40

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

D: Design Review

313-19.1

51

Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance

Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation

Decision and Notice
Definitions (A - Z)
Definitions (A)
DEFINITIONS (A)
Definitions (B)
DEFINITIONS (B)
Definitions (C)
DEFINITIONS (C)
Definitions (D)
DEFINITIONS (D)
Definitions (E)
DEFINITIONS (E)
Definitions (F)
DEFINITIONS (F)
Definitions (G)
DEFINITIONS (G)

13.7
313-136-161
313-136
314-136
313-137
314-137
313-138
314-138
313-139
314-139
313-140
314-140
313-141
314-141
313-142
314-142

33
183
183
154
186
156
189
157
191
159
193
160
193
161
195
162

Land Use Plan or Ordinance

EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)
JACOBY CREEK
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1982)
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
FRESHWATER
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation

Definitions (H)
DEFINITIONS (H)
Definitions (I)
DEFINITIONS (I)
Definitions (J)
DEFINITIONS (J)
Definitions (K)
DEFINITIONS (K)
Definitions (L)
DEFINITIONS (L)
Definitions (M)
DEFINITIONS (M)
Definitions (N)
DEFINITIONS (N)
Definitions (O)
DEFINITIONS (O)
Definitions (P)
DEFINITIONS (P)
Definitions (Q)
DEFINITIONS (Q)
Definitions (R)
DEFINITIONS (R)
Definitions (S)
DEFINITIONS (S)
Definitions (T)
DEFINITIONS (T)
Definitions (U)
DEFINITIONS (U)
Definitions (V)
DEFINITIONS (V)
Definitions (W)
DEFINITIONS (W)
Definitions (X)
DEFINITIONS (X)
Definitions (Y)
DEFINITIONS (Y)
Definitions (Z)
DEFINITIONS (Z)

313-143
314-143
313-144
314-144
313-145
314-145
313-146
314-146
313-147
314-147
313-148
314-148
313-149
314-149
313-150
314-150
313-151
314-151
313-152
314-152
313-153
314-153
313-154
314-154
313-155
314-155
313-156
314-156
313-157
314-157
313-158
314-158
313-159
314-159
313-160
314-160
313-161
314-161

196
163
198
164
198
164
198
164
199
164
201
167
203
168
204
168
205
169
207
170
208
171
210
172
215
174
216
175
217
176
218
177
220
177
220
177
220
178

Policy

Density Limitations

§2613

5(Ch. 2)

J:\Planning\ADVANCE\GPU\STUDIES\HOUSING\2008\2009DEIR 2-14-09.DOC
Revised: February 13, 2009

Page 121

Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

Designation and
Adoption of Zoning
Maps

311-7

9

Policy

Development Timing

§3.21 - 3.24

Policy

Development Timing

§3.31 - 3.35

16(Ch. 3)
17 27(Ch.
3)
24, 32

EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)
FORTUNA AREA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)

Policy

Development Timing

§2520, 2630

Policy

Development Timing

§2633

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)

Policy

Development Timing

§2634

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)

Policy

Development Timing

§2430

45(Ch. 2)
54 57(Ch.
2)
22 28(Ch.
2)

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
FRESHWATER
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
HYDESVILLE\CARLOTTA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1986)
JACOBY CREEK
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1982)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)

Policy

Development Timing

§2773

67(Ch.
2)

Policy

Development Timing

§2633

Policy

Development Timing

§3.113.21

67(Ch. 2)
3 - 10,
29 - 35
(Ch. 3)

Policy

Development Timing

§2633

3(Ch. 2)
15 16(Ch.
2)

Policy

Development Timing

§2432

Policy

Development Timing

§3.21 - 3.23

Policy

Development Timing

§3.31 - 3.35

15(Ch. 3)
15 20(Ch.
3)

Policy

Development Timing

§2633

8(Ch. 2)
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

NORTHERN HUMBOLDT
COUNTY GENERAL PLAN /
RECREATION PLAN 1985
(1968)

Policy

Development Timing

§IIID

42

Policy

Development Timing

§2633

3(Ch. 2)

Policy

Development Timing

§3.21 - 3.23

Policy

Development Timing

§3.31 - 3.35

Policy

Development Timing

§3.11 - 3.12

Policy

Development Timing

§3.21 - 3.23

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)

Standards

Development Timing
Prog.

§5 - 2630

37(Ch. 3)
13 21(Ch.
3)
19 20(Ch.
5)

Zoning Ordinance
NORTHERN HUMBOLDT
COUNTY GENERAL PLAN /
RECREATION PLAN 1985
(1968)
HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN
(1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
HYDESVILLE\CARLOTTA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1986)
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)

Implementation

DF: DESIGN
FLOODWAY ZONE

314-5.1

18

Implementation

Dispersed Houses

§IVA(c)

44

Implementation

Disposal Plan
Requirements

§2200

4

Policy

Dows Prairie Area

§2514

6(Ch. 2)

Policy

Drainage

§4235

2(Ch. 4)

Policy

Drainage

§4920

11(Ch.
4)

ORICK COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)

Policy
Standards

Drainage
Drainage

§4235
§4235

2(Ch. 4)
9(Ch. 4)

SUBDIVISION
REGULATIONS (Title III -

Implementation

Drainage Stds.
(McKinleyville)

§328.1-12

236.4 236.5

ORICK COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
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16(Ch. 3)
14 21(Ch.
3)
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN
(1989)

Implementation

Drainage,
groundwater

§4243

14 - 17

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Dredge Spoils
Disposal

313-46.1

95

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Dredge Spoils
Disposal.

35.3

46

Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance

Implementation
Implementation

Duties and
Responsibilities of
the Zoning
Administrator
Duty to Enforce

1.2
51.1

6
59

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

E: Coastal Elk
Habitat

313-20.1

54

EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)

Policy

Educational
Facilities

§4820

89

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Effect of Filing an
Appeal.

13.3

32

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Effect of Permit or
Variance.

10.1

28

Zoning Ordinance
Building Regulations (Title III
Division 3 of Humboldt
County Code
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)

Implementation

Effective Date of
Permit or Variance.

10.2

28

Implementation

Electrical Code
Stds.

§331-11

Policy

Electrical Trans Mission Lines

§3.14

263
19 20(Ch.
3)

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Electrical
Transmission Lines,
Major

313-73.1

117

Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
FIRE SAFE REGULATIONS
(Title III of Humboldt County
Code - Division II)
FIRE SAFE REGULATIONS
(Title III of Humboldt County
Code - Division II)

Implementation
Implementation

Electrical
Transmission Lines.
Eligible Applicants

31.1
5.1

43
12

Implementation

Emergency Access

§3112 - 3

313.31 313.35

Implementation

Emergency Water
Supply

§3114 - 3

313.38 313.39

Implementation

Emergency Water
Supply

§3114 - 5

Land Use Plan or Ordinance
Division 2 of Humboldt
County Code)

FIRE SAFE REGULATIONS
(Title III of Humboldt County
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

Encourage
Recycling

§2200

5

Implementation

Enforcement

§328 - 1

235

Implementation

Enforcement

§3116 -- 1

313.42

Implementation

ENFORCEMENT
PROCEDURES

312-51

59

Implementation
Implementation

Enlargement of
Nonconforming
Structures
Exceptions

132.2
51.2

148
59

Implementation

EXCEPTIONS TO
DEVELOPMENT
STANDARDS

314-99.1

114

Implementation

Exceptions to the
Development
Standards

313-99.1

136

Implementation

Exclusive
Agriculture

§IIB(a), VC

10, 34 35

Implementation

Expiration of
Development
Permits and
Variances.

10.5

29

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Expiration of Zoning
Clearance
Certificates

2.5

9

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Extension of a
Permit or Variance.

11.3

31

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Extractive Use
Types

313-174

233

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

EXTRACTIVE USE
TYPES.

314-174

189

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

F - FLOOD
HAZARD AREAS

314-21.1

43

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

F: Flood Hazard
Areas

313-21.1

54

Land Use Plan or Ordinance
Code - Division II)
HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN
(1989)
SUBDIVISION
REGULATIONS (Title III Division 2 of Humboldt
County Code)
FIRE SAFE REGULATIONS
(Title III of Humboldt County
Code - Division II)
Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
SOUTHERN HUMBOLDT
GENERAL PLAN REPORT
1985 (1968)

Zoning Ordinance
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Earthquake Fault Hazard Act
(§2621 - 2630 of the Public
Resources Code)

Implementation

Fault Hazard Zone

§2621

A-2

Implementation

Filing and
Processing
Applications for a
Zoning Clearance
Certificate

2.3

8

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

FILING
APPLICATIONS
FOR PERMITS AND
VARIANCES

312-5

12

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Finality and Effective
Date

13.8

33

Zoning Ordinance
HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN
(1989)

Implementation

Findings for
Exceptions

41.1

52

Implementation

Fire

§4271

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)

Standards

Fire Hazard
Program

§5 - 3200

31 - 32
24 25(Ch.
5)

EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)

Policy

Fire Protection
Services

§4720

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)

Standards

Fire Protection

§4730

86
28(Ch.
4)

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)
JACOBY CREEK
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1982)
EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)
FORTUNA AREA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)

Standards

Fire Protection
Programs

§5 - 4700

36(Ch.
5)

Policy

Fire Safety

§2500

5(Ch. 2)

Policy

Fire Services

§4502 - 4504

7(Ch. 4)

Policy

Flood Hazards

§3320

56

Policy

Flood Hazards

§3291

2(Ch. 3)

Policy

Flood Hazards

§3220

5(Ch. 3)

Zoning Ordinance

J:\Planning\ADVANCE\GPU\STUDIES\HOUSING\2008\2009DEIR 2-14-09.DOC
Revised: February 13, 2009

Page 126

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

Flood Hazards

§4244

17 - 19

Policy

Flood Hazards

§3222 - 3224

24(Ch. 3)

Policy

Flood Hazards

§3220

89(Ch. 3)

Implementation

Flood Plain

§IIB(a), VC

10, 38

Implementation

Flood Plain
Subdivisions

§322 - 4

208

Implementation

Flood Prevention
Stds.

§335-3

288

Implementation

FP: FLOOD PLAIN
ZONE

314-5.2

19

Implementation

FR: FORESTRY
RECREATION
ZONE

314-7.3

31

Implementation

Fuel Modification

§3115 - 2

313.40 313.41

Implementation

Fuel Modification

§3115 - 4

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

G - ALQUISTPRIOLO FAULT
HAZARD

314-22.1

44

Zoning Ordinance
SOUTHERN HUMBOLDT
GENERAL PLAN REPORT
1985 (1968)
SOUTHERN HUMBOLDT
GENERAL PLAN REPORT
1985 (1968)

Implementation

G: Alquist-Priolo
Fault Hazard

313-22.1

56

Implementation

General Agriculture

§IIB(a), VC

10, 34 35

Implementation

General Commercial

§IIB(a)

8

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

General Provisions

1.1

6

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

General Provisions

313-42

82

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

GENERAL
PROVISIONS

314-42

73

Land Use Plan or Ordinance
HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN
(1989)
JACOBY CREEK
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1982)
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
SOUTHERN HUMBOLDT
GENERAL PLAN REPORT
1985 (1968)
SUBDIVISION
REGULATIONS (Title III Division 2 of Humboldt
County Code)
Building Regulations (Title III
Division 3 of Humboldt
County Code
Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
FIRE SAFE REGULATIONS
(Title III of Humboldt County
Code - Division II)
FIRE SAFE REGULATIONS
(Title III of Humboldt County
Code - Division II)
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

GENERAL
PROVISIONS AND
ADMINISTRATION

312-1

6

Implementation

General Rules For
Construction Of
Language

313-135

182

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

GENERAL RULES
FOR
CONSTRUCTION
OF LANGUAGE

314-135

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)

Standards

Geologic Hazard
Program

§5 - 3200

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)
JACOBY CREEK
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1982)
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)

Standards

Geologic Hazard.

§3292

152
21 23(Ch.
5)
14 - 16
(Ch. 3)

Policy

Geologic Hazards

§3210

15(Ch. 3)

Policy

Geologic Hazards

§3212 - 3214

12(Ch. 3)

Policy

Geologic Hazards

§3211

37(Ch. 3)

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Geologic Hazards
Regulations

313-121

165

Zoning Ordinance
NORTHERN HUMBOLDT
COUNTY GENERAL PLAN /
RECREATION PLAN 1985
(1968)
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)

Implementation

GO - GREENWAY
AND OPEN SPACE

314-22.2

46

Implementation

Grazing

§IVA(g)

45

Policy

Green Gulches

§2500

4(Ch. 2)

Implementation

Grounds for Appeal
to the Coastal
Commission

13.13

35

Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Grounds for Appeal.

13.2

32

Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)

Implementation
Implementation

Grounds for
Revocation.
GUEST HOUSES

14.1
314-75.1

35
100

Policy

Gulch Protection

§3600 - 3604

Policy

Habitat Protection

§3.41

Policy

Habitat Protection

§3.30

Policy

Habitat Protection

§3.41

Policy

Habitat Protection

§3.30

63 - 64
30 35(Ch.
3)
43 55(Ch.
3)
23 29(Ch.
3)
30 36(Ch.
3)

Implementation

Hazardous Industry

23.1

41

Policy

Hazardous Waste

§4620

Policy

Hazards

§3.28

Policy

Hazards

§3.17

Policy

Hazards

§3.28

Policy

Hazards

§3.28

Policy
Implementation

Hazards
Hearing Required

§3.16
13.5

84 - 85
13 16(Ch.
3)
26 28(Ch.
3)
912(Ch.
3)
913(Ch.
3)
912(Ch.
3)
32

Implementation

HEIGHT AND SIZE
LIMITATIONS AND
MODIFICATIONS

314-102.1

116

Implementation

High Density
Residential

§IIB(a)

7

Zoning Ordinance
EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
SOUTHERN HUMBOLDT
GENERAL PLAN REPORT
1985 (1968)
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

Home Occupation
and Addresses of
Convenience

313-50.1

95

Implementation

HOME
OCCUPATIONS
AND ADDRESSES
OF CONVENIENCE

314-50.1

85

Policy

Hooven Ranch Area

§2514

6(Ch. 2)

Implementation

Household Haz.
Waste

§2200

8, 9

Implementation

How the Provisions
of this Code Relate
to Each Other and to
Other

311-9

11

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

How to Determine
and Classify Allowed
Uses When More
Than One Use Type
Might Apply

313-164

224

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN
(1989)

Standards

Hydrologic Hazard
Program

§5 - 3200

23(Ch.
5)

Implementation

Identification of
Sources

§2200

4

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

If No Decision
Reached

13.9

33

Policy

Improvement Costs

§2620

28

Policy

Increase

Recreation
Uses

§3.153.
27

Policy

Increase

Recreation
Uses

§3.25,
3.36

Policy

Increase

Recreation
Uses

§3.25

Policy

Increase Low Income Housing

§3.26

78(Ch. 3)

Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN
(1989)

Zoning Ordinance

EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
NORTHERN HUMBOLDT
COUNTY GENERAL PLAN /
RECREATION PLAN 1985
(1968)
SOUTHERN HUMBOLDT
GENERAL PLAN REPORT
1985 (1968)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)
FORTUNA AREA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Policy

Increase Low Income Housing

§3.15, 3.28

25 - 26,
42 - 43
(Ch. 3)

Policy

Increase Low Income Housing

§3.253.37

Policy

Increase Low Income Housing

§3.26, 3.37

Policy

Increase Low Income Housing

§3.26

Policy

Increase Recreation
Uses

§3.25, 3.36

Policy

Increase Recreation
Uses

§3.24, 3.36

6 - 7, 27
- 28
5 - 8, 20
- 22(Ch.
4)

Implementation

Industrial

§IVA(e)

45

Implementation

Industrial

§IIB(a)

Policy

Industrial
Development

§3.133.14

8
12 18(Ch.
3)

Implementation

Industrial Coastal
Dep.

§5.20, 5.30

4, 6(Ch.
5)

Implementation

Industrial General

§5.20, 5.30

3, 6(Ch.
5)

Implementation

Industrial General

§2751

48 - 49

8, 22
(Ch. 3)
8, 23 24(Ch.
3)
28 29(Ch.
3)

Implementation

Industrial General

§2751

Implementation

Industrial General

a2751

13 14(Ch.
2)
65(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Industrial General

§2751

15(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Industrial General

§5.20, 5.30

4, 6(Ch.
5)
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

Industrial General

§2751

14(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Industrial General

§2751

11(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Industrial General

§2751

14(Ch.
2)

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Industrial
Performance
Standards

313-103.1

138

EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)

Implementation

Industrial Re source Related

§2752

49

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)

Implementation

Industrial Resource
Related

§2751

65(Ch.

Implementation

Industrial Resource
Dep.

§5.20

45(Ch. 5)

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Industrial Use
Regulations

313-3

13

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Industrial Use Types

313-175

233

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

INDUSTRIAL USE
TYPES

314-175

190

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Initial Study
Conference.

7.1

16

Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance

Implementation
Implementation

Initiating
Amendments.
Inspection Fee.

50.4
4.4

54
12

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Inspection to Ensure
Compliance.

51.4

59

Implementation

Interpreting the
Regulations if a
Provision is Unclear

311-4

4

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Interpreting the
Regulations if
Provisions Conflict

311-5

5

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Issuance of
Certificate

2.4

8

Land Use Plan or Ordinance
HYDESVILLE\CARLOTTA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1986)
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
ORICK COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)

Zoning Ordinance
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Issuance of Permit
or Variance

6.6

15

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

L - LANDSCAPING
AND DESIGN

314-27.1

53

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

L: Landscaping and
Design

313-27.1

58

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Limitations On Land
Uses and Structures

311-10

11

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

LISTING OF USE
CLASSIFICATIONS

314-163

179

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Listing of Use Type
Classifications

313-163

221

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Lists of Permitted
Use Types

313-1.2

8

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Lists of Permitted
Uses

1.2

7

Implementation

LISTS OF ZONE
MAPPING
DESIGNATIONS
AND LISTS OF
PERMITTED USE
TYPES

314-1

7

Implementation

Long - term Strategy

§5.3

2-8

Implementation

Long - term Strategy

§5.3

(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Lot Suitability

§322 - 1

207

Implementation

Low - Medium
Density

§IIIC

39

Zoning Ordinance
COUNTYWIDE SITING
ELEMENT OF THE
HUMBOLDT COUNTY
INTEGRATED WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN (1993)
COUNTYWIDE SITING
ELEMENT OF THE
HUMBOLDT COUNTY
INTEGRATED WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN (1993)
SUBDIVISION
REGULATIONS (Title III Division 2 of Humboldt
County Code)
NORTHERN HUMBOLDT
COUNTY GENERAL PLAN /
RECREATION PLAN 1985
(1968)
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

NORTHERN HUMBOLDT
COUNTY GENERAL PLAN /
RECREATION PLAN 1985
(1968)
SOUTHERN HUMBOLDT
GENERAL PLAN REPORT
1985 (1968)

Implementation

Low Density

§IIIC

39

§IIB(a)

7

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Low Density
Residential
MMANUFACTURED
HOME
DEVELOPMENT
STANDARD
COMBINING ZONE

314-28.1

54

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

M: Manufactured
Homes

313-28.1

58

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Major Vegetation
Removal: Appeal of
the Director’s
Determination

13.11

33

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Manufactured Home
Park Development

313-107.1

144

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

MANUFACTURED
HOME PARKS

314-107.1

117

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

MANUFACTURED
HOMES AND
RECREATIONAL
VEHICLES

314-81.1

101

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Marine Petroleum
Transfer Facilities.

35.2

46

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

MB: Business Park

313-3.1

13

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

MB: BUSINESS
PARK ZONE

314-3.1

14

Implementation

MC:
Industrial/CoastalDependent

313-3.4

17

Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Implementation

Zoning Ordinance
SOUTHERN HUMBOLDT
GENERAL PLAN REPORT
1985 (1968)
NORTHERN HUMBOLDT
COUNTY GENERAL PLAN /
RECREATION PLAN 1985
(1968)

Implementation

Med. Density
Residential

§IIB(a)

7

Implementation

Medium Density

§IIIC

39

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Merger of
Substandard Lots

313-107.2

146
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

MERGER OF
SUBSTANDARD
LOTS

314-107.2

119

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

MG: Industrial
General

313-3.3

15

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

MH: HEAVY
INDUSTRIAL ZONE

314-3.3

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)

Standards

Mineral/Energy
Resource Progs.

§5 - 2530

16
14 15(Ch.
5)

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Minor Deviation from
the Plot Plan.

11.1

29

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

MINOR
DEVIATIONS,
MODIFICATIONS
AND EXTENSIONS

312-11

29

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

ML: Light Industrial

313-3.2

14

Zoning Ordinance
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)
Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

ML: LIMITED
INDUSTRIAL ZONE

314-3.2

15

Policy
Implementation

Multifamily
Residential
N: Noise Impact

§2500
313-29.1

7(Ch. 2)
59

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Natural Drainage
Courses

313-122

173

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Natural Landforms
Protection

313-123

174

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Natural Resource
Use Types

313-176

235

Implementation

NATURAL
RESOURCE USE
TYPES

314-176

191

Implementation

Natural Resources

§5.30

5(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Natural Resources

§5.30

78(Ch. 5)

Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
JACOBY CREEK
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1982)
Zoning Ordinance
HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN
(1989)
HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN
(1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

Natural Resources

§5.30

6(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Natural Resources

§5.20, 5.30

2, 3(Ch.
5)

Implementation

Natural Resources

§5.30

4(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Neighborhood
Commercial

§2413

12(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Neighborhood
Commercial

32.1

44

Implementation

New Facility Siting

§2200

2 - 3, 6,
7

Implementation

Noise

§4261

25 - 26

Policy

Noise Hazards

§3242, 3244

10 15(Ch.
3)

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Nonconforming
Structures

313-132

180

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

NONCONFORMING
STRUCTURES

314-132

148

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Nonconforming
Uses

313-131

179

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

NONCONFORMING
USES

314-131

147

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Notice of Application
Submittal

8.1

24

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Notice of Final
Action

6.7

16

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Notice of Intention to
Revoke

14.4

36

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Notice of Public
Hearing

13.6

33

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Notice of Public
Hearing.

8.3

25
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Notice of Revocation
Hearing.

14.5

36

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

NR: Natural
Resources

313-5.4

25

Implementation

O: Offshore Rocks
and Rocky Intertidal
Areas

313-30.1

60

Implementation

Offshore Rocks and
Rocky Intertidal
Areas

39.1

50

Implementation
Implementation

Off-Site Imp rovements
Off-Street Parking

§324 - 8
313-109.1

216.1
147

Zoning Ordinance
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)

Implementation

OFF-STREET
PARKING

314-109.1

Policy

Oil & Gas Pipelines

§3.14

Policy

Oil and Gas
Development

§3.27

119
18 19(Ch.
3)
912(Ch.
3)

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Oil and Gas Drilling
and Processing

22.1

41

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Oil and Gas Drilling
and Processing

313-57.1

98

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Oil And Gas
Pipelines

313-83.1

118

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Oil and Gas
Pipelines.

19.1

40

Zoning Ordinance
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
SUBDIVISION
REGULATIONS (Title III Division 2 of Humboldt
County Code)
Building Regulations (Title III
Division 3 of Humboldt
County Code

Implementation

Oil and Gas
Pipelines.

31.2

Policy

Oil and Gas Wells

§3.14

43
20 21(Ch.
3)

Implementation

Open Space
Standards.

§324 - 9

217

Implementation

Other Uniform
Codes

§331-11

263

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
SUBDIVISION
REGULATIONS (Title III Division 2 of Humboldt
County Code)
Zoning Ordinance
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

P - PLANNED
DEVELOPMENT

314-31.1

55

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

P: Planned Unit
Development

313-31.1

61

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

PARKLAND
DEDICATION

314-110.1

130

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Parkland Dedication
(McKinleyville
Coastal Planning
Area)

313-110.1

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)

Standards

Parks and Rec
Programs

§5 - 4400

156
35 36(Ch.
5)

EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)

Policy

Parks and
Recreation

§4420

76 - 77

Standards

Parks and
Recreation

§4440

15(Ch.
4)

Policy

Parks and
Recreation

§4411

2(Ch. 4)

Policy

Parks and
Recreation

§4602

8(Ch. 4)

Policy

Parks and
Recreation

§4430

5(Ch. 4)

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Permits in Conflict
with this Code.

51.3

59

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Petition Form, Filing,
and Fee

50.5

55

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Petition in
Conjunction with a
General Plan
Amendment.

50.6

55

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Petitions for Waiver
of Procedures.

15.2

36

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

PF1: Public Facility
(Urban)

313-4.1

19

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

PF2: Public Facility
(Rural)

313-4.2

20

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
FRESHWATER
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
JACOBY CREEK
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1982)
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance
EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
HYDESVILLE\CARLOTTA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1986)
ORICK COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)

Zoning Ordinance
JACOBY CREEK
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1982)
Zoning Ordinance
Building Regulations (Title III
Division 3 of Humboldt
County Code
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Policy

Planned
Developments

§2620

28

Policy

Planned Unit
Developments

§3.37

Policy

Planned Unit
Developments

§3.28

29(Ch.
3)
42 43(Ch.
3)

Policy

Planned Unit
Developments

§3.37

22(Ch.
3)

Policy

Planned Unit
Developments

§2514, 2602

6(Ch. 2)

Policy

Planned Unit
Developments

§3.37

23(Ch.
3)

Policy

Planned Unit
Developments

§3.26

29(Ch.
3)

Policy

Planning and
Coordination

§1500

78(Ch. 1)

Policy

Planning and
Coordination

§1500

78(Ch. 1)

Implementation

Planning
Commission
Formation and
Composition.

1.3

6

Policy

Planning
Coordination

§1303

45(Ch. 1)

Implementation

PLOT PLAN
APPROVAL

314-110.2

134

Implementation

Plumbing Code
Standards

§331-11

Policy

Power Plant Siting

§3.27

Policy

Power Plant Siting

§3.14

Policy

Power Plant Siting

§3.27, 3.35.5

263
12 13(Ch.
3)
21 22(Ch.
3)
8,
20(Ch.
3)
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)

Policy

Power Plant Siting

§3.15

89(Ch. 3)

Implementation

PR: Public
Recreation

313-5.1

Policy

Preserve Eel River
Habitat

§3.41

Policy

Preserve Visual
Resources

§3.42

Policy

Preserve Visual
Resources

§3.40

Policy

Preserve Visual
Resources

§3.42

Policy

Preserve Visual
Resources

§3.42

Policy

Preserve Visual
Resources

§3.40

21
35 41(Ch.
3)
44 46(Ch.
3)
44 46(Ch.
3)
34 38(Ch.
3)
34 36(Ch.
3)
38 47(Ch.
3)

Implementation

PRIVATE
COMMUNICATION
EQUIPMENT
FACILITIES

314-84.1

105

Implementation

Private Lane
Standards.

§324 - 2

214

Implementation

PROCEDURE FOR
ADDRESSING
REQUESTS FOR
REASONABLE
ACCOMMODATION

312-42

52

Implementation
Implementation

Procedures
Proceedings

§322 - 1
14.2

207
36

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Proceedings for
Waiver of
Procedures

15.3

37

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Processing an
Appeal.

13.4

32

Zoning Ordinance
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)

Zoning Ordinance
SUBDIVISION
REGULATIONS (Title III Division 2 of Humboldt
County Code)

Zoning Ordinance
SUBDIVISION
REGULATIONS (Title III Division 2 of Humboldt
County Code)
Zoning Ordinance
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

PROCESSING
APPLICATIONS
FOR PERMITS AND
VARIANCES

312-6

13

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Processing of
Proposed
Amendments.

50.7

55

Zoning Ordinance
HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN
(1989)
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
SOUTHERN HUMBOLDT
GENERAL PLAN REPORT
1985 (1968)
Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Prohibited
Conditions.

4.2

11

Implementation
Implementation
Implementation

Prohibited from T,
AG, AE
Project Approval.
Project Review

§4230
6.5
6.2

8, 9
15
14

Implementation
Implementation

Public - Multiple Use
Public Access

§IIB(a), VC
39.2

11,36
47

Zoning Ordinance
EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)
FORTUNA AREA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)

Implementation

Public Coastal
Access Protection
Review.

7.2

17

Implementation

Public Facilities

§2761

49

Implementation

Public Facilities

§2761

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
FRESHWATER
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)
HYDESVILLE\CARLOTTA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1986)

Implementation

Public Facilities

§2761

14(Ch.
2)
65(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Public Facilities

§2761

15(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Public Facilities

§2761

15(Ch.
2)

Policy

Public Facilities

§2500

6(Ch. 2)

Implementation

Public Facilities

§2761

14(Ch.
2)

Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

Public Facilities

§4604

7(Ch. 4)

Implementation

Public Facilities

§2761

12(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Public Facilities

§2761

14(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Public Facility

§5.20, 5.30

3, 6(Ch.
5)

Implementation

Public Facility

§5.20, 5.30

5, 8(Ch.
5)

Implementation

Public Facility

§5.20, 5.30

4, 7(Ch.
5)

Implementation

Public Facility

§5.20, 5.30

3, 4(Ch.
5)

Implementation

Public Facility

§IIB(a)

12

Implementation

Public Facility

§5.20, 5.30

2, 4(Ch.
5)

Implementation

Public Hearing May
Be Waived.

9.2

27

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

PUBLIC HEARING
REQUIREMENTS
AND AUTHORIZED
HEARING OFFICER

312-9

27

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Public Hearing:
Evidence.

6.4

14

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Public Hearings
Required Unless
Waived

9.1

27

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)
FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)

Standards

Public Land
Programs

§5 - 2540

16(Ch.
5)

Implementation
Implementation

Public Lands
Public Lands

§2762
§2762

Land Use Plan or Ordinance
JACOBY CREEK
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1982)
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
ORICK COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
SOUTHERN HUMBOLDT
GENERAL PLAN REPORT
1985 (1968)
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
Zoning Ordinance
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #
2)

GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)
HYDESVILLE\CARLOTTA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1986)
JACOBY CREEK
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1982)
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
ORICK COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
Zoning Ordinance
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
SOUTHERN HUMBOLDT
GENERAL PLAN REPORT
1985 (1968)
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
Zoning Ordinance
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN
(1989)
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)

Implementation

Public Lands

§2762

15 16(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Public Lands

§2762

15(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Public Lands

§2330

8(Ch. 2)

Implementation

Public Lands

§2762

12(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Public Lands

§2762

15(Ch.
2)

Implementation

PUBLIC NOTICE
PROCEDURES

312-8

24

Implementation

Public Recreation

§5.20, 5.30

3, 6(Ch.
5)

Implementation

Public Recreation

§5.20, 5.30

6, 8(Ch.
5)

Implementation

Public Recreation

§5.20, 5.30

4, 7(Ch.
5)

Implementation

Public Recreation

§5.20, 5.30

3, 4(Ch.
5)

Implementation

Public Recreation

§IIB(a), VC

12,36

Implementation
Implementation

Public Recreation
Public Review

§5.20, 5.30
6.3

2, 6(Ch.
5)
14

Policy

Public Roadways

§3.33

15 - 16

Implementation

Public Safety

§4270

Policy

Public Services

§3.32

30 - 31
1 - 6,
17(Ch.
3)
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN
(1989)
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Policy

Public Services

§3.22

Policy

Public Services

§3.32

Policy

Public Services

§3.20 3.32

33 35(Ch.
3)
1 - 5, 14
- 16(Ch.
3)
1 - 6,
15(Ch.
3)

Policy

Public Services

§3.23

19(Ch.
3)

Implementation
Implementation
Implementation

Public Services /
Facilities
Public Use Zones
PUBLIC USES

§4290
313-4
314-58.1

34 - 35
19
87

Zoning Ordinance
SUBDIVISION
REGULATIONS (Title III Division 2 of Humboldt
County Code)
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

PUBLIC UTILITY
BUILDINGS

314-84.2

105

Implementation
Implementation
Implementation
Implementation

PUD Subdivisions
Purpose
Purpose
Purpose

§325 - 19
2.1
50.1
313-15.1

222 223
8
53
40

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Purpose of Use
Type Classifications

313-162

221

Implementation
Implementation
Implementation

PURPOSE OF USE
TYPE
CLASSIFICATIONS
Q - QUALIFIED
Q: Qualified

314-162
314-32.1
313-32.1

179
62
65

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Qualification of
Nonconforming
Structure

132.1

148

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Qualification of
Nonconforming Use

131.1

147

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

QUASI-PUBLIC
STRUCTURES AND
USES

314-85.1

106

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

R - RECREATION

314-33.1

63

Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

R: Streams and
Riparian Corridors
Protection

313-33.1

66

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

R-1: RESIDENTIAL
ONE-FAMILY ZONE

314-6.2

21

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

R2: Mixed
Residential

313-6.3

30

Implementation

R-2: RESIDENTIAL
TWO-FAMILY
ZONE

314-6.3

22

Implementation

R-3: RESIDENTIAL
MULTIPLE FAMILY
ZONE

314-6.4

23

Implementation

R-4: APARTMENT
PROFESSIONAL
ZONE

314-6.5

25

Implementation

RA: Rural
Residential
Agriculture

313-6.4

32

Implementation

RA: RURAL
RESIDENTIAL
AGRICULTURE

314-6.6

27

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Reapplication if
Application is
Denied.

12.1

31

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

REAPPLICATION
LIMITATIONS

312-12

31

Zoning Ordinance
HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN
(1989)

Implementation

Recreation and
Conservation Zones

313-5

21

Implementation

Recreation Areas

§4262

26

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Recreational Vehicle
Parks

313-112.1

159

Implementation

Regulations
Controlling Other
Nonconforming
Structures

132.3

149

Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

Regulations
Controlling Other
Nonconforming
Uses

131.2

147

Implementation

REMOVAL OF
NATURAL
MATERIALS

314-60.1

87

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Representation of
the Special Area
Combining Zones
Regulations

313-15.4

41

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Requests for
Notification.

8.5

27

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Required Findings
for All Amendments.

50.3

53

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

REQUIRED
FINDINGS FOR ALL
PERMITS AND
VARIANCES

312-17

38

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Required Findings
for All Permits.

17.1

38

Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance

Implementation
Implementation

Required Findings
for Variances.
Required Permits

17.2
3.1

38
9

Implementation

REQUIRED
PERMITS AND
VARIANCES

312-3

9

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Required Zoning
Clearance
Certificate

2.2

8

Zoning Ordinance
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
NORTHERN HUMBOLDT
COUNTY GENERAL PLAN /
RECREATION PLAN 1985
(1968)
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)

Implementation

RESIDENTIAL
DENSITY BONUS

314-112.1

135

Implementation

Residential Estates

§5.20

3(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Residential Estates

§5.20

3(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Residential Estates

§IIIC

39

Implementation

Residential Estates

§5.20

1(Ch. 5)

Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
FORTUNA AREA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
HYDESVILLE\CARLOTTA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1986)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
ORICK COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

Residential Exurban

§5.30,

4(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Residential Exurban

§5.30,

6(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Residential Exurban

§5.30,

5(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Residential Exurban

§5.30,

3(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Residential High
Density

§5.20

2(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Residential High
Density

§5.20

12(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Residential Low Density

§2732

46

Implementation

Residential Low
Density

§5.20

2(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Residential Low
Density

§2732

11 12(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Residential Low
Density

§2732

63 (Ch.
2)

Implementation

Residential Low
Density

§2732

12(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Residential Low
Density

§5.20

2(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Residential Low
Density

§2732

11 12(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Residential Low
Density

§5.20

2(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Residential Low
Density

§2732

11 12(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Residential Low
Density

§5.20

2(Ch. 5)
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)

Implementation

Residential Med ium Density

§5.20

12(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Residential Med ium Density

§2733

63(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Residential Med ium Density

§5.20

2(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Residential Med ium Density

§5.20

2(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Residential Med ium Density

§5.20

12(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Residential Multiple
Family

§2733

46

Implementation

Residential Multiple
Family

§2733

12(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Residential Multiple
Family

§2733

10(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Residential Rural

§2343

10(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Residential Single
Family

§2732

14 15(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Residential Single
Family

§2423

13 14(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Residential Single
Family

§2732

10(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Residential
Suburban

§2343 - 2423

11 13(Ch.
2)

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Residential Use
Types

313-177

236

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

RESIDENTIAL USE
TYPES

314-177

192

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Residential Zone
Districts

313-6

26

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)
FORTUNA AREA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
JACOBY CREEK
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1982)
FRESHWATER
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
JACOBY CREEK
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1982)
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
JACOBY CREEK
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1982)
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

Resource Related
Industrial

§2752

14(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Resource Related
Industrial

§2752

14(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Resource Related
Industrial

§2752

11(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Resource Related
Industrial

§2752

14(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Resource Related
Ind.

§2752

15(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Resource Use
Regulations

313-7

34

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Review of Geologic
Fault Evaluation
Report by County
Geologist.

7.3

19

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Revocation Hearing

14.3

36

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

REVOCATION
PROCEDURES

312-14

35

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Right to Decide All
Matters

13.1

33

Implementation

RIGHTS
ATTACHED TO
PERMITS AND
VARIANCES

312-10

28

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Rights Attached to
Permits and
Variances.

10.4

29

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

RM: Residential
Multi-Family

313-6.2

28

Zoning Ordinance
SUBDIVISION
REGULATIONS (Title III Division 2 of Humboldt

Implementation

Road Construction

312-112.2

163

Implementation

Road Standards

§324 - 1

214

Land Use Plan or Ordinance
FORTUNA AREA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
HYDESVILLE\CARLOTTA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1986)
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
ORICK COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)
Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

RS: Residential
Single Family

313-6.1

26

Zoning Ordinance
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)

Implementation

RS: RESIDENTIAL
SUBURBAN ZONE

314-6.1

20

Implementation

Rural Community
Centers

§2771

16(Ch.
2)

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)

Implementation

Rural Community
Centers

§2771

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
JACOBY CREEK
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1982)
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
SOUTHERN HUMBOLDT
GENERAL PLAN REPORT
1985 (1968)
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)

Standards

Rural Develop ment Programs

§5 - 2550

Implementation

Rural Lands

§2343

Policy

Rural Parcel Size
Limits

§3.31

Policy

Rural Parcel Size
Limits

§3.21

Policy

Rural Parcel Size
Limits

§3.31

Policy

Rural Parcel Size
Limits

§3.31

Policy

Rural Parcel Size
Limits

§3.21

30(Ch.
3)
13 14(Ch.
3)
14 15(Ch.
3)
13 18(Ch.
3)

Implementation

Rural Recreational

§IIB(a)

7

Implementation

Rural Residential

§5.30

4(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Rural Residential

§5.30

6(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Rural Residential

§5.30

5(Ch. 5)

Land Use Plan or Ordinance
County Code)
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66(Ch.
2)
16 18(Ch.
5)

10(Ch.
2)
17 18(Ch.
3)
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

Rural Residential

§IIB(a)

7

Implementation

Rural Residential

§5.30

3(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Rural Residential
Agriculture (RA)
Land Division

313-106.5

142

Implementation

Rural Village

§5.30

3(Ch. 5)

Implementation

S - DEVELOPMENT
STANDARD
COMBINING ZONE

314-34.1

65

Zoning Ordinance
HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN
(1989)

Implementation

S: Development
Standard Combining
Zone Regulations

313-34.1

71

Implementation

Scenic / Aesthetic
Areas

§4262

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)

Standards

Scenic Highway

§3542

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
SUBDIVISION
REGULATIONS (Title III Division 2 of Humboldt
County Code)
FIRE SAFE REGULATIONS
(Title III of Humboldt County
Code - Division II)

Standards

Scenic Highways
Progs

§5 - 3540

27 - 30
33 - 35
(Ch. 3)
30 31(Ch.
5)

Implementation

School land
Dedication

§324 - 7

216.1

Implementation

Scope

§3111 - 3

313.23

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

SECOND AND
SECONDARY
DWELLING UNITS

314-87.1

106

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Second Residential
Unit

313-87.1

119

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Secondary Dwelling
Unit

25.1

42

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Security May be
Required.

4.3

11

Land Use Plan or Ordinance
SOUTHERN HUMBOLDT
GENERAL PLAN REPORT
1985 (1968)
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)

Zoning Ordinance
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)

Zoning Ordinance
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance
HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN
(1989)
HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN
(1989)
JACOBY CREEK
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1982)
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
JACOBY CREEK
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1982)
Health and Safety
Regulations (Title VI, Division
1 of Humboldt County Code)
Health and Safety
Regulations (Title VI, Division
1 of Humboldt County Code)

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

Seismic Hazards

§4241

11-13

Implementation

Sensitive Habitats

§4260

23 - 25

Policy

Sensitive Habitats

§3312, 3314

45(Ch. 3)

Policy

Sensitive Habitats

§3422, 3423

22(Ch.
3)

Policy

Sewage Disposal

§4412 - 4424

47(Ch. 4)

Implementation

Sewage Disposal
Stds.

§611-3

423

Implementation

Sewer Connection
Stds.

§611-4

423 424

Zoning Ordinance
FIRE SAFE REGULATIONS
(Title III of Humboldt County
Code - Division II)

Implementation

Shoreline Protection
Structures

313-87.2

122

Implementation

Signing and
Numbering

§3113 - 2

313.36 313.37

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Signs and
Nameplates

313-87.3

123

Zoning Ordinance
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN
(1989)
COUNTYWIDE SITING
ELEMENT OF THE
HUMBOLDT COUNTY
INTEGRATED WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN (1993)
COUNTYWIDE SITING
ELEMENT OF THE
HUMBOLDT COUNTY
INTEGRATED WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN (1993)

Implementation

SIGNS AND
NAMEPLATES

314-87.2

112

Policy

Simpson Timber
Lands

§2514

6(Ch. 2)

Implementation

Siting Near Urban
Services

§4310

38

Implementation

Siting Criteria

§3.4 - 3.5

3-11

Implementation

Siting Criteria

§3.4 - 3.5

(Ch. 3)
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN
(1989)

Implementation

Slope Stability

§4242

13 - 14

Implementation

SM DEVELOPMENT
STANDARD
COMBINING ZONE

314-34.2

66

Implementation

SM: Modified
Building Standards
Including Provision
for Manufactured
Homes

313-34.2

72

Implementation

Soils Reports Stds.

§332-1

274

Implementation

Solar Access Stds.

§322 - 5.5

Standards

Solid Waste
Disposal

§4612

208.2
21 26(Ch.
4)

Policy

Solid Waste
Disposal

§4611

Policy

Solid Waste
Disposal

§3.14

2(Ch. 4)
22 23(Ch.
3)

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Solid Waste
Disposal

31.4

44

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Solid Waste
Disposal

313-61.1

100

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Solid Waste
Disposal.

19.2

40

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)

Standards

Solid Waste
Program

§5 - 3200

27(Ch.
5)

Implementation

Special Area
Combining Zones
and Respective
Designations

313-15.3

41

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
Building Regulations (Title III
Division 3 of Humboldt
County Code
SUBDIVISION
REGULATIONS (Title III Division 2 of Humboldt
County Code)

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
FRESHWATER
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)

Zoning Ordinance
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

Special Area
Combining Zones
and Respective
Designations

15.2.

37

Implementation

SPECIAL AREA
COMBINING
ZONES: PURPOSE,
WHERE THEY
APPLY, AND LIST
OF ZONE
DESIGNATIONS

314-15

37

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

SPECIAL
OCCUPANCY
PARKS

314-113.1

142

EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)

Policy

Specific
Improvements

§2620

28 - 31

Implementation

Standard Permit or
Variance Required.

15.5

38

Implementation

Standards

§54796(f)

n/a

Implementation

STREAMSIDE
MANAGEMENT
AREA ORDINANCE

314-61.1

87

Implementation

Street Dedication

§324 - 4

216

Implementation

Subdivision Improv
Stds

Appendix 1

238 256

Implementation

Subdivisions in a
Commercial
Recreation Zone

40.3

52

Implementation

Subdivisions in
Agricultural
Exclusive 160 and
600 Acre Minimum
Zones.

40.2

51

Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
Local Agency Formation
Commission Regulations
(§54000 - 57530 of the
Administrative Code)

Zoning Ordinance
SUBDIVISION
REGULATIONS (Title III Division 2 of Humboldt
County Code)
SUBDIVISION
REGULATIONS (Title III Division 2 of Humboldt
County Code)

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

J:\Planning\ADVANCE\GPU\STUDIES\HOUSING\2008\2009DEIR 2-14-09.DOC
Revised: February 13, 2009

Page 154

Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

Subdivisions in an
Agricultural
Exclusive 60 Acre
Minimum Zone

40.1

51

Implementation

SUPPLEMENTAL
APPLICATION
PROCEDURES

312-7

16

Implementation

SUPPLEMENTAL
COASTAL
FINDINGS FOR
GRANTING AN
EXCEPTION

312-41

52

Implementation

SUPPLEMENTAL
COASTAL
RESOURCE
PROTECTION
IMPACT FINDINGS

312-39

47

Implementation

SUPPLEMENTAL
COASTAL
SUBDIVISION
FINDINGS

312-40

51

Implementation

SUPPLEMENTAL
COASTAL ZONE
AGRICULTURAL
USE TYPE
FINDINGS

312-30

42

Implementation

SUPPLEMENTAL
COASTAL ZONE
CIVIC USE TYPE
FINDINGS

312-31

42

Implementation

SUPPLEMENTAL
COASTAL ZONE
COMMERCIAL
TIMBER USE TYPE
FINDINGS

312-33

45

Implementation

SUPPLEMENTAL
COASTAL ZONE
COMMERCIAL USE
TYPE FINDINGS

312-32

44
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

SUPPLEMENTAL
COASTAL ZONE
EXTRACTIVE USE
TYPE FINDINGS

312-34

45

Implementation

SUPPLEMENTAL
COASTAL ZONE
INDUSTRIAL USE
TYPE FINDINGS

312-35

45

Implementation

SUPPLEMENTAL
COASTAL ZONE
NATURAL
RESOURCE USE
TYPE FINDINGS

312-36

46

Implementation

SUPPLEMENTAL
COASTAL ZONE
PUBLIC SAFETY
IMPACT FINDINGS

312-38

47

Implementation

SUPPLEMENTAL
COASTAL ZONE
RESIDENTIAL USE
TYPE FINDINGS

312-37

46

Implementation

SUPPLEMENTAL
COUNTY-WIDE
AGRICULTURAL
USE TYPE
FINDINGS

312-18

40

Implementation

SUPPLEMENTAL
COUNTY-WIDE
CIVIC USE TYPE
FINDINGS

312-19

40

Implementation

SUPPLEMENTAL
COUNTY-WIDE
COMMERCIAL
TIMBER USE TYPE
FINDINGS

312-21

40

Implementation

SUPPLEMENTAL
COUNTY-WIDE
COMMERCIAL USE
TYPE FINDINGS

312-20

40
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

SUPPLEMENTAL
COUNTY-WIDE
EXTRACTIVE USE
TYPE FINDINGS

312-22

41

Implementation

SUPPLEMENTAL
COUNTY-WIDE
INDUSTRIAL USE
TYPE FINDINGS

312-23

41

Implementation

SUPPLEMENTAL
COUNTY-WIDE
NATURAL
RESOURCE USE
TYPE FINDINGS

312-24

42

Implementation

SUPPLEMENTAL
COUNTY-WIDE
PUBLIC SAFETY
IMPACT FINDINGS

312-26

42

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

SUPPLEMENTAL
COUNTY-WIDE
RESIDENTIAL USE
TYPE
FINDINGS

312-25

42

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Supplemental
Findings

17.3

39

50.8

Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Supplemental
Timberland
Production Zoning
Procedures.

Policy
Implementation

Surface Mining
Surface Mining

§3.14
22.2

58
23 24(Ch.
3)
41

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Surface Mining and
Reclamation

313-61.2

101

Implementation

SX: Development
Standards Which
Are Combined with
a Prohibition Against
Further Subdivision

313-34.3

73

Zoning Ordinance
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

SY DEVELOPMENT
STANDARD
COMBINING ZONE

314-34.3

67

Implementation

SY: Development
Standards Where
Standards in
Addition to Minimum
Lot Size Are
Modified

313-34.4

73

Implementation

SZ DEVELOPMENT
STANDARD
COMBINING ZONE

314-34.4

67

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

TMANUFACTURED
HOME COMBINING
ZONE

314-35.1

68

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

T: Transitional
Agricultural Lands

313-35.1

74

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

TC: Commercial
Timber

313-7.2

36

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Temporary
Structures

313-88.1

126

Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance

Implementation
Implementation

TEMPORARY
STRUCTURES
Temporary Uses

314-88.1
313-62.1

113
110

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

TEMPORARY
USES

314-62.1

97

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

The List of Principal
and Combining
Zones Which Are
Established and
Designated by
These Regulations

311-6

6

EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)

Implementation

Timber Production

§2721

40 - 42

Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

FORTUNA AREA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)

Implementation

Timber Production

§2721

68(Ch. 2)

Implementation

Timber Production

§2721

58 - 60
(Ch. 2)

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
FRESHWATER
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)
HYDESVILLE\CARLOTTA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1986)
ORICK COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
Zoning Ordinance
NORTHERN HUMBOLDT
COUNTY GENERAL PLAN /
RECREATION PLAN 1985
(1968)

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)
JACOBY CREEK
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1982)

Implementation

Timber Production

§2721

910(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Timber Production

§2721

68(Ch. 2)

Implementation

Timber Production

§2721

57(Ch. 2)

Implementation

Timber Production

§2721

57(Ch. 2)

Implementation

TIMBER
PRODUCTION

314-62.2

97

Implementation

Timber, Thick
Underbrush

§IVA(h)

Standards

Timberland
Programs

§5 - 2510

Policy

Timberland
Protection

§3.35

Policy

Timberland
Protection

§3.23

Policy

Timberland
Protection

§3.35

Policy

Timberland
Protection

§3.35

Policy

Timberland
Protection

§3.24

45
10 12(Ch.
5)
25 27(Ch.
3)
35 37(Ch.
3)
19 20(Ch.
3)
19 21(Ch.
3)
21 23(Ch.
3)

Implementation

Timberlands

§2310

67(Ch. 2)
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Title and Purpose

311-1

3

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

TPZ: Timber
Production Zone

313-7.3

38

Zoning Ordinance
FORTUNA AREA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)

Implementation

TPZ: TIMBERLAND
PRODUCTION
ZONE

314-7.4

32

Policy

Trails

§4311

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
FRESHWATER
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)

Standards

Trails

§4312

1(Ch. 4)
12 14(Ch.
4)

Policy

Trails

§4311

12(Ch. 4)

Policy

Trails

§4311

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)

Standards

Trails Programs

§5 - 4300

4(Ch. 4)
32 34(Ch.
5)

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)

Standards

Transmission Line

§4236

9(Ch. 4)

Policy

Transportation

§4205

Standards

Transportation

§4240

70 - 72
10(Ch.
4)

Policy

Transportation

§4230, 4231

23(Ch. 4)

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)

Standards

Transportation
Policies

§4237

9(Ch. 4)

Policy

Transportation/
Parking

§4200

1(Ch. 4)

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

U: UNCLASSIFIED
ZONE

314-8.1

36

Implementation

Uncertainties in
Zone Boundaries:
How to Resolve

311-8

10

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
MCKINLEYVILLE
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)

Zoning Ordinance
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Implementation

Urban Dev- eloped
Areas

§2772

66(Ch.
2)

Policy

Urban Devel opment Areas

§2342, 2422

8, 9,
13(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Urban Develop ment Area

§2772

16 17(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Urban Expansion
Areas

§2773

66(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Urban Expansion
Area

§2773

17(Ch.
2)

Implementation

Urban Reserve

§5.20

2(Ch. 5)

Policy

Urban Reserve

§2500

4(Ch. 2)

Implementation

Urban Reserve

§5.20

3(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Urban Reserve

§5.20

3(Ch. 5)

Implementation

Urban Reserve

§5.20

1(Ch. 5)

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Uses Permitted with
a Conditional or
Special Permit in TC
and TPZ zones.

21.1

41

Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance

Implementation
Implementation

V - VACATION
HOME RENTAL
Variances

314-37.1
3.2

69
10

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Vegetation
Removal, Major

313-64.1

110

Implementation

Violation of the
County Zoning
Regulations

51.5

60

Land Use Plan or Ordinance

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
JACOBY CREEK
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1982)
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)
FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)
EEL RIVER AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1989)
GARBERVILLE/REDWAY/BE
NBOW/ALDERPOINT
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1987)
HUMBOLDT BAY AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
MCKINLEYVILLE AREA
PLAN OF THE LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM (1989)
TRINIDAD AREA PLAN OF
THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)

Zoning Ordinance
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Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Encroachment Standards
(Title III, Division 4 of
Humboldt County Code)

Implementation

Visibility Standards

§341 - 1

289

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

W: Coastal Wetland
Areas

313-38.1

77

Implementation

WAIVER OF
PROCEDURES
FOR
EMERGENCIES

312-15

36

Implementation

Waste Reduction

§2200

2, 4

Policy

Wastewater
Facilities

§4524

2(Ch. 4)

Standards

Wastewater
Facilities

§4532

17(Ch.
4)

Policy

Water and
Wastewater

§4520

81

Policy

Water Facilities

4512

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)

Standards

Water Resource

§3362

FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
HYDESVILLE\CARLOTTA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1986)

Standards

Water Resource
Program

§5 - 3360

2(Ch. 4)
22 - 23
(Ch. 3)
27 28(Ch.
5)

Policy

Water Resources

§3361

4(Ch. 3)

Policy

Water Resources

§3361

4(Ch. 3)

Implementation

Water Supply Stds.

§331-11.5

266.1

Policy

Water Systems

§4312 - 4324

24(Ch. 4)

Implementation

Water Withdrawals
from Anadromous
Fish Streams

313-124

175

Zoning Ordinance
HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN
(1989)
FORTUNA AREA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
FRAMEWORK PLAN (1984)
EUREKA COMMUNITY
PLAN (1995)
FORTUNA AREA
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)

ORICK COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1985)
Building Regulations (Title III
Division 3 of Humboldt
County Code
JACOBY CREEK
COMMUNITY PLAN
(Humboldt County Framework
Plan Volume II - 1982)

Zoning Ordinance
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Policy, Standard or
Implementation
Measure

Description

Section

Page #

Zoning Ordinance
SOUTH COAST AREA PLAN
OF THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM (1990)

Implementation

Wetland Buffer
Areas

313-125

Policy

Wetland Protection

§3.41

176
25 29(Ch.
3)

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Wetland Restoration
Plan Procedure.

7.4

20

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Where the Zoning
Regulations Apply

311-3

4

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Wind Electrical
Generating
Facilities.

31.3

43

Zoning Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance

Implementation
Implementation

Wind-Generating
Facility
X - RECREATION

313-91.1
314-39.1

128
70

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

X: No Further
Subdivision Allowed

313-39.1

80

Implementation

Y - SPECIFIED
MINIMUM AND
AVERAGE LOT
SIZE

314-40.1

71

Implementation

Y: Specified
Minimum and
Average Lot Sizes

313-40.1

81

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Z - NO FURTHER
SUBDIVISION
ALLOWED

314.41.1

72

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Zone Mapping
Designations

313-1.1

8

Zoning Ordinance

Implementation

Zone Mapping
Designations

1.1

7

Implementation

ZONING
CLEARANCE
CERTIFICATE
PROCEDURES

312-2

8

Land Use Plan or Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance
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