Letter I231
To: Humboldt Wind Energy Project Planner - County of Humboldt Planning Department
3015 H Street - Eureka, CA 95501 - CEQAResponses@co.humboldt.ca.us

From: Kristin Vogel, POB 453,Garberville, CA95542 (707)923-9284
GENERAL COMMENTS to Sections 1 Introduction and 2.0 Project
Description unless cited
*The scale of this project is inappropriate for Humboldt County. The world’s largest wind
turbines (600 feet high) have no reliable history in any environment much less a remote,
forested one situated on coastal ridges with fragile soil types located in the highest earthquakeprone area of California. There are too many severe and costly impacts related to this project to
approve it in Humboldt County.
* Opposed by the Wiyot tribe. (Adam Canter from the Wiyot Tribe writes on Lost Coast Outpost
https://lostcoastoutpost.com/2019/may/16/op-ed-wiyot-tribe-urges-people-cast-wary-eye-ridge/ )
* County General Plan, tourism and agriculture brand is based on environmental responsibility,
which this project is minimizing.
* Visible from Humboldt Redwoods State Park on the Thornton Multi-Use Trail, the Peavine
Multi-Use Trail, The Peavine Ridge Spur at Prairie Road, parts of the Grasshopper Trail and
Grasshopper Peak, all within the park areas of special natural significance.
* Towers and blinking red lights in line-of-sight will affect views from Fields Landing to Scotia.
(figure 3.2-10 / page 3.2-23 and figure 3.2-4 / page 3.2-11) The EIR calls this potentially
significant. (Impact 3.2-1, page 3.2-33)

I231-1

* Monument Ridge (Mount Pierce 3,278 feet) was the base survey point for the Humboldt
Survey in the 1850s because you can see it from every where on a clear day. https://
books.google.com/books?id=Rbg-AAAAYAAJ&pg=PA5 (California's Redwood Wonderland,
Humboldt County, Delmar L. Thornbury, Sunset Press, December 31, 1923, 167 pages.) Visible
from Oregon and at sea offshore, along the Eel, Table Bluff, from Redway to the Marbles and
up to the Airport. (White, C. Albert, 1983, 1991, A history of the rectangular survey system.

Bureau of Land Management, Supt. of Docs. no.: I53.2:Su7/2 (https://www.blm.gov/sites/
blm.gov/files/histrect.pdf)
* Rainbow Ridge at 3,400 feet is home to ancient forests. https://thelumberjack.org/2018/04/18/

warriors-of-rainbow-ridge/ & https://alumni.berkeley.edu/california-magazine/just-in/
2018-02-13/california-timber-battles-shift-new-grounds
* Light pollution (pages 3.2-26, 3.2-27, 3.2-63 & 3.2-64) Shadow flicker is dismissed because
1

there’s more walls than windows (page 3.2-65) like no one works outside and tourists stay in
houses.
* Highway 101 will be affected by construction and removal of gravel, bypasses, vegetation
removal and grading wherever needed. And again at Decommissioning (but they didn’t say).
* Only county roads will be repaired by developer, Highway 101 will be taxpayer cost to rebuild.
* This project will exceed *NCUAQMD air quality* standards. There is no way to mitigate the
pollution. They’re putting so much fossil fuel into the air to build this - that it won’t even meet
our air quality standards. http://www.ncuaqmd.org/
* No guarantee of clean electricity. “The proposed project would not necessarily immediately
replace electricity generated by fossil-fuel plants at the same quantity, and the project would
generate a small amount of GHG emissions." (page 3.8-21)
* This project will use equipment too wide, high, heavy and long for California roadways - 13
feet wide and up to 190 feet long. The California standard is 10 feet wide and 65 feet long.
(page 3.12-3), sometimes in 30 truck convoys and at night. (sections 2 & 3.12 Transportation)
* Clear-cuts 100-feet wide for 25-miles from Jordan Creek to Bridgeville with Herbicide use here
and around the turbines. Loss of CO2 sequestration in transmission line trees not considered.

I231-1
(Cont.)

* Mature trees and habitat from Fields Landing to Jordan Creek will be cleared or trimmed
wherever it gets in the way. No surveys for animals or plants on the route to be cleared.
* Road suitability for removal of components. Overlooked and unmentioned industry standard
blade and component replacement over the 30 year life of the project. The effects of
decommissioning are put off to 30 years in the future.
* Seventeen miles of new 24-foot access roads closed to all but as needed workers for 30
years. If you’re going to build 24-foot wide, perfectly paved roads, seriously, build them where
they do some good for more than 15 permanent workers and a bunch of lizards. Seventeen
miles would fix half the Wildcat-Mattole Road, leading to less greenhouse gas emissions while
everyone creeps around the monster potholes at 10 mph.
*Changes will last longer than it would take a baby born this year to graduate college. Some
parts will never be removed.
WILDLIFE — Sections 3.5 a (general wildlife) and 3.5 b (specific to project)
* Project affects State Fully Protected Animals, other species of special concern, threatened and
endangered animals, marine mammals, migratory birds, Species of Special Concern, Humboldt
Bay habitat, the National Wildlife Refuge and Wiyot ancestral lands. (Section 3-5b) https://
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www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/SSC#394871319-how-are-sscs-addressed-underthecalifornia-environmental-quality-act
*Plans will impact or take California State Fully Protected Species including: Brown Pelican
(Pelecanus occidentalis californicus), Golden Eagle (Aquila chrysaetos), Bald eagle (Haliaeetus
leucocephalus), White-tailed kite (Elanus leucurus), American peregrine falcon (Falco
peregrinus anatum), Ring-tailed cat (Bassariscus astutus), and the California condor
(Gymnogyps californianus). “Fully Protected species may not be taken or possessed at any
time and no licenses or permits may be issued for their take except for collecting these species
for necessary scientific research and relocation of the bird species for the protection of
livestock.” ( https://www.dfg.ca.gov/wildlife/nongame/t_e_spp/fully_pro.html )
* Project affects the reintroduction zone for the California Condor by the Yurok tribe. (page
3.6-41) (https://www.yuroktribe.org/departments/selfgovern/wildlife_program/condor/
condorproject.htm) Executive Summary Section ES 77 & ES 78 (6 month delay after release for
any protection at all.) https://mailtribune.com/news/top-stories/condors-planned-for-release-

innorthern-california-could-show-up-in-oregon
* Company biologic models predict 300 dead birds a year, up to 114 raptors, up to 5% special
status raptors (Cooper’s hawk, sharp-shinned hawk, burrowing owl, ferruginous hawk, and
northern harrier). (pages 3.5-109 & 110)

I231-2
(Cont.)

* Project is in known Marbled Murrelet flyway. The Marbled Murrelet was the catalyst for the
Headwaters Deal and important to the Humboldt Redwoods Habitat Conservation Plan.
Clearcut Gen-tie will open 25 miles of forest to raven predation. Mitigation suggested to reduce
corvids has been implemented in other locations, but hasn’t stabilized or increased murrelet
populations. (page 3.5-78) A failed mitigation method is not mitigation. USFWS murrelet
recovery guidelines were not followed or cited in the EIR. (page 3.5-78) Marbled murrelet
impact stated to be “significant and unavoidable.” (page 3.5-85)
* There are 33,213 acres of mature or old-growth spotted owl habitat within 0.7 miles of this
project. (page 3.5-93) No data on how spotted owls do with turbines, this project would be a first
in habitat.
* Turbine noise in the State Park and project footprint area with unknown effect on Townsend’s
long-eared bats, Spotted Owls, Marbled Murrelets and other wildlife. There are also Federal
and State Endangered Species, Species of Special Concern and animals which have potential
to be listed. Some were discussed in the dEIR, others were omitted (e.g. 2 of 3 SSC species of
bats). https://www.dfg.ca.gov/wildlife/nongame/list.html
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LEFT OUT OF EIR
* No exact faceplate information for turbines - no ability to assess risk or noise. Different
turbines behave and fail differently. (Section 2 and throughout)
* No exact locations/footprints for turbines. No way to judge actual localized effects. (page
3.7-16)
* No statement of the amount of fuel to be used to deliver turbine components. (3.1.6 Energy,
page 3-13) Construction fuel is shown on a table and discussed, but transport fuel is omitted
(3.1.6 Energy, page 3-13) and cannot be part of the total as the types of vehicles which use it
are not shown on the tables.
* No Eelgrass survey. Old data from an agency on the only map they provide. (Figure 3.5-4 and
page 3.5-171)
* No modeling of view or air quality from Humboldt Redwoods State Park. (page 3.2-1) State
parks, and special natural zones within the park, should be added to EIR Figure 1, at present
the name of the park is half cut off by the lower boundary of the map.
* No mention of 50-year old trees and landscaping (rhododendrons and azaleas) along 101 at
Loleta Drive and other ramps - just “trees and vegetation to be cleared.” Obviously they won’t
grow back over the 30-year project life span. (Sections 2 & 3.12)

I231-3

* No protocol level surveys for Spotted Owls. (Section 3.5b) Did not collect two years of data.
* No discussion of project relative to State Fully Protected Species, including the California
Condor, Bald Eagle, Golden Eagle, Brown Pelican, White-tailed kite, American Peregrine falcon,
Ring-tailed cat, and others known to occur at Fields Landing, at the National Wildlife Refuge and
on the project footprint. Fully Protected Species cannot have “take permits” as no permit to take
one is legally possible. (links above ^^^)
* No Timber Harvest Plan for the 100 foot-wide by up to 25-mile Gen-Tie corridor 300 plus acre
clear cut
.
* No accounting for delivery of the lift or erection cranes - by land or water, these also take 25
truckloads in specialized vehicles and trips to deliver. (North American Windpower, October
2013, https://edgarcountywatchdogs.com/wp-content/uploads/2014/07/evaluation-of-

Apexdecommissioning-All.pdf)
* No delivery or arrival method for cranes and other construction equipment: sea or land? How
much fossil fuel? Early news reports said overland via 299 or 36; dEIR says nothing.
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* No mention or studies of delivery effects on marine mammals or bald eagles, night herons,
bats or other wildlife in the harbor and port.
* No mention or studies of night lighting and noise in Fields Landing, Jordan Creek staging area
or ridgetop footprint. Lights for night operations could impact birds, bats, marine mammals, and
local residents but are not mentioned in the EIR. They plan to work to 10 p.m. and sunset can
be as early as 3 p.m. in winter. (page 2-21)
* No discussion of transport effects on residents in Fields Landing, Shively, Bear River
Rancheria, Fernbridge, Ferndale, Fortuna, Rio Dell and Scotia, as well as unnamed
communities along the delivery route; instead all were dismissed as the occasional house on a
large lot, and not addressed as an impact. (Page 3.12-3)
* No listing of all bridges, overpasses, underpasses and grade crossings on Highway 101 which
would be affected by transport and construction. Only some bypasses are given statements of
need, some bridges to be gone over are of the same weight restrictions as bridge/s to bypass.
The absence of a complete list does not give confidence that all obstacles to progress were
adequately considered. (Section 2 page 2-25, section 3.12 https://humboldtgov.org/
DocumentCenter/View/72214/30-31-Environmental-Setting-Impacts-and-Mitigation-Measures
and the maps in Appendix M.
https://humboldtgov.org/DocumentCenter/View/72237/MBiological-Resources-WildlifeAssessment-Humboldt-County-Ca )

I231-3
(Cont.)

* No clue how long it will take to repair Highway 101 after the active transport phase. Bypasses
go in and out, but then 101 itself will need repairs to right lane and shoulder from Fields Landing
to Jordan Creek. This secondary impact is unaddressed in the EIR.
* No discussion of replacement supplies or components delivery methods or route changes.
* No decommissioning data. Just worry about that in 30 years, ktxbai. This is piecemealing.
Making a project seem less than it is. There should at least be a description of the process and
their best guess about how things come out of the county. Instead there’s a brief mention
without substance.
* No discussion of the effect on potential down-wind sites other than in technical discussion of
the effect of drafting on other wind turbines in the array. (Standard E-S3, Item B, Humboldt
County Plan, page 3.2-29) Down-wind effects: https://www.seas.harvard.edu/content/largescalewind-power-would-require-more-land-and-cause-more-environmental-impact-thanpreviously

TEMPORARY WORKERS in EIR
I231-4

* The number of temporary and permanent workers changes throughout the document.
Assume 15 permanent and 300 or more temporary.
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* The document assumes in one section that the county can absorb 300 specialized imported
workers with housing and food, but that their arrival and departure will have no impact on the
area. (Section 3.1.2 Population and Housing, page 3-8) A few sections later, it claims all 300
workers will be local and there will be therefore no impact. (Section 3.1.5 Public Services, page
3-11) It can’t be both ways.

I231-4
(Cont.)

* Potable water for temporary workers is not mentioned. They would have a 20-fold-increase on
the water demands than the 15 permanent workers at the water consumption rates given.
(Section 3.1.3 Utilities, Water Supply, page 3-8)
* Temporary worker wastes are never mentioned. (3.1.3 Utilities, Wastewater, page 3-9)

MAINTENANCE
* No discussion of blade replacement other than by TerraGen spokesperson. Blades last 25
years, the project decommissions in 30. At least one blade replacement set per turbine (60x3 =
180) will be required over the life of the project and others may be required if blades fail. https://
www.enr.com/articles/42352-are-four-wind-turbine-failures-in-five-weeks-too-many-fornexteraenergy That they all need to be replaced by 25 years, and that is not mentioned in the
EIR creates secondary impacts from the project and more deferred mitigation.
* Regular annual oil changes for each turbine were not really discussed in more than passing in I231-5
this EIR. I learned that by reading about turbines from industry sites and videos https://
www.youtube.com/watch?v=frYuXLTrM6w This process is automated and can cause no
problems until the first time it does, at risk is 400 gallons of oil per turbine times 60 turbines
each year, 24,000 gallons a year of maintenance oil. Leaking oil, which wasn’t mentioned would
create a secondary impact being that the ridges are the divides between the Eel and Bear
Rivers.
* Gen-tie line maintenance would include herbicide use as would perimeter maintenance around
other temporary and permanent facilities. Herbicides are mentioned only once in a table.
* Operational 4,000 pounds a week (0.28 ton/day) solid waste. That’s factory level debris, not
clean energy. (3.1.3 Utilities, Dry Waste, page 3-10)

PERMANENT physical effects - Sections 1 & 2
* Concrete turbine pads and surrounding compaction zone (350x350 foot times 60) are
permanent.

I231-6

* Ten acre staging area scar from batch plant.
* Scars from 40 foot to 200 foot wide access roads, later regraded to 25 feet.
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* Logged off bypasses on Highway 101.
* The DEIR claims less than significant impact on birds and bats with a permanent loss of 90.2
acres of forest woodlands, temporary loss of 464.3 acres of forest woodlands, permanent loss
of 37.5 acres of grassland, temporary loss of 246.2 of grassland habitat, permanent loss of 0.7
acres of riparian habitat and temporary loss of 1.07 acres of riparian habitat (page 3.5-134).
These are significant.

I231-6
(Cont.)

CONFLICTS WITH HUMBOLDT COUNTY GENERAL PLAN
There may be other conflicts with the Humboldt County Plan elements cited in this document
besides these.
CO-G1 (page 3.2-28+)
Standard SR-G1 (page 3.2-28+)
Policy SR-P1 (page 3.2-28+)
Standard SR-S2 (page 3.2-28+)
Standard SR-S4 (page 3.2-28+)
Standard E-S3, Item B (page 3.2-28+)
Policy AG-P6 (page 3.3-8)
Policy FR-P8 (page 3.3-9)
Policy AQ-P9 (page 3.8-19)
Policy AQ-P11 (page 3.8-19)
Policy AQ-P17 (pages 3.8-19 & 20)
Standard AQ-S6 (pages 3.8-19 & 20)
Implementation Measure E-IM5 (page 3.8-20)

I231-7

CONFLICTS WITH TPZ & HCPs
* Timber Production Zones are supposed to take ten years to come out of zone, or have a
special process and a payment to remove them. Habitat Conservation Plans (such as that with
Humboldt Redwood Company) are meant to guide operations. Project needs to be in
compliance with all laws, agreements and plans covering the footprint & transmission lines.
** Timber land is not supposed to be taken for electrical generation purposes. ** (CALIFORNIA
CODES GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 51100-51104 California Timberland Productivity Act
of 1982. https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displayText.xhtml?

I231-8

lawCode=GOV&division=1.&title=5.&part=1.&chapter=6.7.&article=1.)
SLUMPS, SLIDES, FIRES, FAILURES and COLLAPSES —
*The EIR identifies steep slopes and unstable soils throughout the construction footprint.
Cutting all the trees on the access roads in fall 2019 may result in landslides in rainy season.
(Section 3.7 Geology & Soils)

I231-9
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* Out of area workers and oversized vehicles may cause grass or forest fires. One flicked
cigarette, dragged chain or sparking electrical wire and this could be Paradise repeated.
(Section 3.13 Fire)

I231-9
(Cont.)

* Wind turbines catch fire. Others have fallen down. Some have done both. Blades break and
fall off. The risks of these events in a rural fire-prone area are greater than the EIR implies.
(Google wind turbine fire for gory pictures, videos, and news articles)
* 10 foot deep circular foundations, up to and over 50 stories high in a seismically active (to 7.2
known magnitude) and fire-prone region in unstable soils on slopes to 10 percent. Major
earthquakes on less than 20 year average separation. What could possibly go wrong?

WEATHER
* It is unlikely they can stay on schedule with a winter construction season. Even Humboldt
Redwood slows or stops in season and these are the same lands and same tasks. The EIR
states they would continue to log and work in winter, which is not permitted under the Humboldt
Redwoods HCP. (page 3.5-187)

I231-10

* Winter also influences the ability to ship over the bar into Humboldt Bay but no mention of
adverse weather slowing or impeding the goal to finish by December 2020 (one full and one half
winter seasons) is not mentioned.

PUBLIC SAFETY
* According to the wind energy industry advocacy group, wind turbine fires represent 10 to 30
percent of reported wind turbine accidents. No agency in Humboldt is equipped or able to fight
a fire on a 50-story structure at 400 plus feet straight up.

I231-11

* Damages to the right lane and shoulder of Highway 101 would put CHP and motorists at daily
risk from uneven surfaces and rock throw until the Highway was repaired - at least 18 months
later plus the time to actually fix it (Hwy 36 is 3 years so far). This is an unaddressed secondary
impact.

DATA MODELING
* The proposal suggests the tallest wind turbines in the US, so new that study data is not
available for seismic risk and noise, plus no one knows how they’ll perform once installed
because there aren’t any in North America yet. No data means modeling is not applicable.

I231-12

* Modeling on animal species was damaged by incomplete data and unsupported assumptions.

CONFUSING ALTERNATIVES

I231-13
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* Many alternatives are presented, however EIR does not provide breakouts of differences in
Greenhouse Gas emissions or fossil fuels required to build the different foot-prints. In only one
example: Riparian studies were not done at the Eel because they claim drilling underneath it
would have no effect, however they have to have a staging area for bentonite containment
materials and access somewhere. I don’t see that they accounted for riparian habitat issues
should they have to go over the Eel. Other examples abound. It is not possible to make a
“better” choice based on the lack of input data for the alternatives.

A CLEAR ALTERNATIVE - SOLAR IS BETTER THAN WIND

I231-13

*Wind power raises the 2 meter surface air temperature as a result of the turbulent kinetic
(Cont.)
energy downwind of the turbine. At night when the ground cools by radiating heat into the sky,
the turbine mixes warmer air aloft with the cool blanket of air next to the ground. Solar panels
heat the surface air about 1/10th as much as wind turbines, by way of being darker than the
ground i.e. having a higher albedo. So, lots of turbines means 1/2 degreeC or .9 degrees F
temp increase that we wouldn't get with solar panel electricity. Wind is better than fossil fuel--but solar is the better.
http://keith.seas.harvard.edu/files/tkg/files/climatic_impacts_of_wind_power_miller_keith_joule_2018
.pdf

CARBON DIOXIDE

*The amount of fuel stated is too low, thus the CO2 emitted in the first two years will be higher
than stated. It’s not going to really help the atmosphere or stop global warming at all.
*The calculations are incomplete; they omit the fossil fuel used in transportation. (3.1.6 Energy,
page 3-13) The only diesel fuel listed is for turbine construction and does not include water/fuel
delivery, logging or component transport into the harbor, fuel for log trucks, chainsaws,
specialized transport vehicles, pace cars, garbage trucks and so on.
*The EIR regularly omits the effects of subcontractors. Simply buying services from someone
else does not relieve the applicant of accounting for the effects of the effects of all parts of the
project.

I231-14

*The EIR brushes off the loss of trees - carbon dioxide sinks - to be removed for the GenTie and
other construction as “they would have been cut anyway” under the Humboldt Redwoods HCP.
Mitigation measure proposed for murrelets - thinning canopies - would also remove carbon
sinks. (page 3.5-84) The loss of the forest Carbon capacity and the amount of carbon released
by disturbing 3 million cubic feet of dirt should be added to the equation. (Section 3.8
Greenhouse Gas Emissions & Section 3.4 Air Quality)
* The calculations are amortized over 25 years. The reality is most of the CO2 will be released
in the first 1.5 years by TerraGen and over an unknown amount of time by the state to repair
101 afterwards. (Section 3.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions & Section 3.4 Air Quality)
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* By the time the equality of their 25-year-amortization equation kicks in, the 12-years-to-crisis
point will be a six months in the past.

SPEED is not always ACCURACY
* This document was prepared in a hurry. The natural areas studies are incomplete. The
applicant wants subsidies for building these by December 2020. If anything is in the way, the
plan calls for “clearcut, flatten and pave” with a rather “full speed ahead” gusto that suggests a
fairly hefty payout awaits successful conclusion and that the laws and agreements here do not
matter if they get in the way of the almighty dollar. One only has to see the hasty errors in
section after section of the EIR to know the speed at which the work will be performed.
* “Finch Creek” exit as stated is actually Fernbridge exit. The number of workers changes.
Some things are included in tables, and mentioned in the text, then forgotten in the mitigation.
The name of the state park is cut off on Figure 1. The same figures are presented twice in
Aesthetics. First it’s ten species of bats, then 12, then back to 10 and finally they forgot to
mention two of three species of special concern. The report looks and reads as if it were
prepared at full speed and it lacks a full two years of species data.

I231-15

* “Google Earth” was used to model old growth and mature trees.” (page 3.5-79) LOL,
really? Citations for method please.
* There simply isn’t time to prepare final engineering drawings, and all the other documents that
go with them - and study the environment prior to doing final engineering - simultaneously. But
that is what is going to happen starting in September 2019 according to this EIR.
* The various project alternatives proposed for consideration are not separately modeled or
described in the text. It is impossible to determine the best alternatives other than “no project”
without being able to know the impacts, mitigation and results which would change based on the
various alternatives.

MITIGATION is not intended to be MINIMIZATION
* Wind farms kill flying things. No one disputes this. Thirty years of wind farms have wiped out
so many birds and bats that it’s obviously an impact. And no, cats and windows don’t kill
condors, bald eagles, golden eagles, or many of the other species at risk. But wind farms do.
What is not stated is any proactive effort to do things to benefit species. Three of the four bat
species of special concern are mentioned once, and never mentioned again. (pages 3.5 - 128 +,
page 3.5-134-136 ) No discussion about effects and no effort to mitigate for them.
* Wind farms are known to harm whole species. The EIR states that with no new generation
capacity, existing wind farms will drive the Hoary Bat to extinction by 2050. (page 3.5-134) We
are a hotspot for Hoary Bats - perhaps one of the most significant parts of its range and will kill
bats as stated in the EIR. I do not know how any “mitigation” is possible after realizing that new
wind farms will hasten this species to extinction in an area which is known by their own survey
10
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work to host this species. Money won’t bring back the dead. Tourists don’t come here to see
dead things.
* Wind farms kill large, expensive flying things. Millions if not billions of tax payer dollars have
been spent to save Bald Eagles, Golden Eagles, Condors, marbled murrelets, horned larks, and
other interesting and special species which the EIR says will be killed and then offers some
feeble minimization strategies, including trash can lids for Van Duzen County Park and
discussions with the county of how to kill less, maybe.
* The mitigation sections are very weak. There is no habitat being purchased upfront, only an
offer of purchases or conservation easements - if - problems occur - and even that discussion
won’t start for a year or two after electricity is being produced.
* Mortality search areas and years of duration should be defined. At present, not defined.
* The DEIR did not analyze impacts on bats and invertebrate prey from the clearing habitat
and use of herbicides.
* The Monument Ridge bat survey found more bats there. Areas of high bat use, should be
excluded from consideration. (Appendix L Acoustic Monitoring Report, page 13, Table 3)
www.wind-watch.org/video-allegheny.php
* Spotted owls use old growth and mature trees. The EIR states that some loss from project is
“temporary” and will be revegetated for the owls. It will take more than our lifetimes for those
trees to mature - there is no possible way that the 546.8 acres will only be temporarily affected.
(Impact 3.5-7, page 3.5-100)
* Data and mitigation omissions are frequent and curious. Species - even those of special
concern - are shown on tables, or introduced, but then never mentioned in mitigation.
Subsequently a conclusion is offered that the proposed mitigation measures will benefit
everything and that replacement birds can be “created” by post-mortem meetings and trash can
lids in a state park. Such is obviously not possible. (Section 3.5b)
* Even though Impact 3.5-16 claims construction disturbance would be less than significant;
they just said that disturbance can result in bat roost abandonment, which may cause pup
mortality which is significant.
* No mitigation measures were proposed for clearing habitat to create up to 17 miles of new
roads - or expansion of existing roads - up to 200 feet wide (Table 2-1, Page 2-8)
* No mitigation was proposed for Western red-bat (SSC). Mitigation for taking adult Townsend’s
Big-eared Bats, was to suggest slashing the bases of old or old-growth trees to make fake
nesting cavities. This was not supported by any scientific citations and would create a
secondary impact.
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* Roadside and transmission line vegetation removal (including trees) should be held to the
same standards and minimization measures as identified for vegetation removal within the
Proposed Project area to ensure a less than significant impact on birds and bats.

LAST AND CERTAINLY NOT LEAST
* There is no way to get a take permit for California Fully Protected Species - including the
California Condor - except for research or livestock protection. This project is neither, and this is
I231-17
not discussed in the EIR. If it is illegal for an individual to take a member of a Fully Protected
Species then by current U.S. law, it is equally illegal for a corporation. I request the California
Department of Fish and Game to enforce their laws equally on corporations and individuals
(https://www.npr.org/2014/07/28/335288388/when-did-companies-become-people-excavating-

the-legalevolution).

Examination whether this project fulfills stated project goals and
Humboldt County policies:
•Tax credits to TerraGen if built before December 2020:
Yes. Profits and tax credits will go out of Humboldt to the developers LLC and the
New York investment company. Please see comment by investor https://
www.usnews.com/opinion/blogs/nancy-pfotenhauer/2014/05/12/even-warren-buffetadmitswind-energy-is-a-bad-investment

•Statewide portfolio renewable and volatility:
No. Project provides 0.005% of California’s renewable power generation
according to this document. For this, at least 1,058,658 gallons of diesel will burn
over 18 months of construction. Transportation gas was not broken out, nor was
oceanic transport costs and delivery of specialized cranes and other equipment.
• Promote sustainable energy in Humboldt County:
No. Continues purchases of transmitted grid power.
Create 155 MW green energy
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•No. By the time the electrons get to Bridgeville, planned losses to transmission
are 12% of generation. Thus 20MW will vanish and the result will be 135MW
maximum.
•No. Besides planned transmission losses, mitigation measures for flying things
do not include shut downs and slow downs, further reducing the power generated
to an unknown level.
•Displace 372K MT/yr of CO2 that would otherwise be required to generate
155MW with natural gas

Yes, but significant and incompletely calculated emissions occurring in the first
year and a half and amortized over 25 years to hide their true effects on the
environment. Greenhouse gasses should be accounted for accurately. Millions of
gallons of diesel fuel are going to burn in Humboldt County. Air quality will be
exceeded. The CO2 is going up in 2019 and 2020, not in little chunks over the 25
years. While this may fulfill some form of bureaucratic checklist from the
standpoint of global warming it’s a huge lie. The CO2 goes up now, in the 12
I231-18
years it needs to be at its lowest.
(Cont.)
• Near transmission infrastructure:
No. It’s 20 miles South of Eureka, 12 miles South East of Fortuna, 22 miles North
of Garberville and just South of Scotia. The Bridgeville substation is 25 miles
from the project site and 44 miles from Eureka.
•Employment:
Unclear and variable numbers in the EIR, at most 300 temporary plus 15
permanent jobs by imported employees who may rotate. Transportation workers
seem to have been omitted. In contrast, the Eureka McDonalds employs 30
people, Target about 65-125 people, Blue Lake Casino more than 100, and so on
up to the larger employers including St. Joseph Hospital (900+), and Humboldt
State University (1400+). Adding 15 jobs for 30 years is statistically insignificant
even in Humboldt County.
• Promote walkable cities and alternative transport.
No. The entire project is rural. Everyone will drive everything and themselves.
•Tax revenue:
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Miniscule. TerraGen leases, not owns.
The tax is stated to be 1 percent of total cost less deductibles, thus at most
around $2.5m annually, 14% into General Fund with the remainder to schools
and other funds. An additional $7 million would be paid during construction.
(TerraGen slide show) This amount is so small compared to the amount of staff
and legal time that the tax revenues may not displace early costs for years to
come. Tax revenues will not pay for the damaged Highway 101, the state of
California will have to do that - the developer only offers to repair county roads
damaged in transport and construction.
•Provide environmentally safe power (County goal)
No. Entire construction is fossil fuel powered, transportation fuels were not
included, and the accounting method amortized this greenhouse gas injection
over 25 years - greenwashing the project.

I231-18
(Cont.)

No. Clearing is 895 acres of a carbon sink forest habitat alone; 759 acres will be
replanted and planned to regrow for 30 years. By then, the project will have to be
decommissioned, and much of this area may have to be cut down again to get
the stuff out. We don’t know - decommissioning statements are put off until 30
years from now. The nearly 900 acres of forest cutover alone is greater than the
entire area needed to replace the proposed 155 MW project with local solar.
No. There are at least two places where the applicant discusses plans to
knowingly violate existing laws and agreements. (1) Plans to ignore the Humboldt
Redwoods HCP regarding winter work, and (2) Plans to take California Fully
Protected species for which no permits or licenses are available.

The best alternative for this project is: No Project
=============================================================
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