ATTACHMENT A

Resolution certifying the Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Report, which includes
Findings of Fact (Part 2) and
Statement of Overriding Considerations (Part 3)
(The Mitigation Monitoring and Repgrting Program (Part 4) will be presented
at the 8/28/09 meeting)




Certified copy of portion of
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WHEREAS, on June 17, 2009 a notice of completion of the recirculated draft SEIR was given
by mail to organizations and individuals wWho requested such notice. Such notice was also
sent by email to all persons and organizations on the General Plan Update email list which
included a brief description of the project, the project location, the address where copies of
the of the draft SEIR were available, the|review period during which comments were received
in the draft SEIR, and the meetings whep the SEIR would be considered; and

WHEREAS, on June 17, 2009 a notice of completion of the recirculated draft SEIR and copies
of the recirculated draft SEIR were sent by email to persons and organizations that provided
comments on the earlier version, includi ng the Humboldt Association of Realtors, the
Humboldt Economic Land Plan, Humbolgt Sunshine, Housing For All, Abbott and
Kindermann, LLP, and Healthy Humboldt; and

WHEREAS, the Humboldt County Planning Commission held a public hearing and accepted
comments on the draft SEIR on June 18] 2009 and June 23, 2009; and

WHEREAS, the Recirculated Draft SEIR describes the environmental impacts of the proposed
Housing Element, and concludes the project will have significant and unavoidable aesthetic,
agricultural resource, air quality, biological resource, cultural resource, geology and soils,
hydrology and water quality, population and housing, public services, transportation and
traffic, and cumulative impacts on the enyironment; and

WHEREAS, the 1998 EIR, 2003 SEIR, 2009 Draft SEIR and the 2009 Recirculated Draft SEIR
for the Housing Element were reviewed and considered by the Planning Commission,
consistent with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) prior to
making its recommendations; and,

WHEREAS, at their noticed public hearing pf June 25, 2009, the Planning Commission
recommended to the Board of Supervisors that they complete the environmental review of
the project as required by law; and

WHEREAS, a notice of completion of the recirculated draft SEIR was published as a 1/8 page
display ad in the Times Standard Newspz per on July 9, 2009, which included a brief
description of the project, the project loca‘J:ion, the address where copies of the of the draft
SEIR were available, the review period d ring which comments were received in the draft
SEIR, and the meeting when the FSEIR would be considered; and

WHEREAS, the Humboldt County Board of Supervisors held public hearings and accepted
comments on the draft SEIR on July 28, 2009 and August 18, 2009. The EIR for the 1998
Housing Element and the SEIR for the 2003 Housing Element were also considered by the
Board of Supervisors at those meetings; and

WHEREAS, a FSEIR was prepared on August 20, 2009; and

WHEREAS, the Humboldt County Board of Supervisors held public hearings and accepted
comments on the FSEIR on August 21, 2009, August 25, 2009; and August 28, 2009, and

WHEREAS, the 1998 EIR, 2003 FSEIR, 2009 Draft SEIR and the 2009 Recirculated Draft
SEIR and FSEIR for the Housing Element|were reviewed and considered by the Board of
Supervisors, exercising independent judgment and consistent with the requirements of the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) prior to taking action in the project; and,

Now, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Humboldt County Board of Supervisors that the
following findings be and are hereby made:
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA

County of Humboldt

) 8.
)

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

California do hereby certify the foregoing
made in the above-titied matter by said E
California as the same now appears of r¢

In Witness Whereof, | have hereunto set
Supervisors,

KATHY HAYES
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the

to be a full, true, and correct copy of the original
soard of Supervisors at a meeting held in Eureka,
ecord in my office.

my hand and affixed the Seal of said Board of

County of Humboldt, State of California

Kathy Hayes

Date: August 28, 2009
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SECTION 1: GENERAL INTRODUCTION
The proposed Humboldt County Housing Element supersedes the adopted 1998, 2003 and
2004 Housing Elements. The “Project” for purposes of the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) is the adoption of the updated Housing Element under consideration, and
adoption of measures to implement the policies of the Element. The update is necessary to
comply with State Law regarding Housing Elements, and to adopt local policy options to meet
the documented housing needs.

SECTION 2: PROJECT AREA
This project affects all the unincorporated areas of Humboldt County.

SECTION 3: THE RECORD
For the purposes of CEQA and the findings contained in this document, the administrative
record of the County relating to the project includes:

A. Meetings, Hearings and Workshops: Throughout the Housing Element update
process, there have been several public\workshops and Planning Commission meetings, and

a Board of Supervisors meeting at which proposed revisions to the Housing Element were
considered, The minutes of all such meetings are part of the record of proceedings which
have been considered by the Board of Supervisors in making findings regarding the proposed
Housing Element and Environmental Impact Report (FSEIR), All staff reports, memoranda,
maps, letters, minutes of meetings and gther Planning documents prepared by the County
staff relating to the project are included.

B. Documents; The documents on which the Board of Supervisors has relied in making
its findings concerning the proposed Hoysing Element and FSEIR include, but are not limited
to the following:

1. The FEIR for the 1998 and 2003 Housing Elements.

2. The Draft 2009 Housing Element reviewed and considered by the Planning
Commission and the Planning Commission staff reports.

3. The Final Supplemental Environ

mental Impact Report for the 2009 Housing Element

4. All testimony and comments on the project whether written or oral presented at the

noticed public hearings before th
Board of Supervisors,

5. All background information , tech
received by the Planning Division
presented in the Housing Eleme
including the Alternative Compar

6. The staff reports presented durin
of fact, statement of overriding cq

7. Location of Record: The record ¢
proposed Project is in the custod
825 5™ Street, Eureka, California

e Humboldt County Planning Commission and

nical reports, and technical correspondence

1 that formed the basis for the factual information
nt and the corresponding environmental analysis,
ison Charts and Major Issues Summaries.

g the various meetings and the resolutions, findings
bnsiderations adopted by the Board of Supervisors.

of proceedings for the Board’s decision on the
y of the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors located at
95501 and in the custody of the Humboldt County

Community Development Services Department, Planning Division, located at 3015 H

Street, Eureka, California 95501,

SECTION 4; PROJECT HISTORY FINDIN

GS

A. FINDING: An initial study was prepared on this|project and an environmental review determined
that an FSEIR was required.

EVIDENCE:  Initial Study for the 2009 Housing Element found on file with the Planning Division and on
the Planning Division website (www.co.humboldtica.us\planning).
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B. FINDING: The decision to prepare this FSEIR|was based upon significant impacts found in steps of
the initial study checklist found in the Planning Department file on this matter after applying standards
described in sections 15065 and 15070, 14 Cal. Code Reg.

EVIDENCE!

Initial Study for the 2009 Housing Element found on file with the Planning Division and on

the Planning Division website (www.co.humboldt.ca.us\planning).

C. FEINDING: On September 28, 2009 a Notice of

Preparation of the FSEIR was sent to all

organizations and individuals requesting notice gnd was sent to the State Clearinghouse, and was
posted in the project area. The Notice of Preparation describes the project, its location and its
impacts sufficiently to permit a meaningful response. The notice specified the period during which
comments would be received and a brief description of the project and its location.

EVIDENCE: Found on file with the Planning Divis
CEQANET website (www.opr.ca.gov).

D. FINDING:
Planning Department contacted the interested ag
input. These are listed Attachment E of the Hous

on and the Office of Planning and Research

Prior to completing the Draft SEIR and the recirculated Draft SEIR, the staff of the

encies, individuals, and jurisdictions to secure their
ing Element Appendix. Issues identified are

contained in Chapters 6 and 8 of the FSEIR. The responses of the Board are set forth in the FSEIR

and are supported by empirical data, scientific au
a basis for comparison of the impacts involved w
in the FSEIR.

EVIDENCE: FSEIR 2009 for the Housing Element
on the Planning Division website (www.co.humbag

E. FINDING: a notice of completion of the draft SH
on February 17, 2009, which included a brief des
address where copies of the of the draft SEIR we

thorities, and explanatory information which affords

th the proposed project and alternatives as set forth

Update, found on file with the Planning Division and
Idt.ca.us\planning).

IR was sent to the Office of Planning and Research
cription of the project, the project location, the
re available, the review period during which

comments were received in the draft SEIR. A notice of completion of the recirculated draft SEIR was

sent to the Office of Planning and Research on J{
the project, the project location, the address when

review period during which comments were recei

EVIDENCE: Found on file with the Planning Divisi
CEQANET website (www.ceqanet.ca.gov).

F. EINDING: Public notice of the availability of the

ne 12, 2009, which included a brief description of
e copies of the of the draft SEIR were available, the
ed in the draft SEIR

bn and the Office of Planning and Research

Draft SEIR was provided by mailing notice to

organizations and individuals who previously requested such notice. Notice was also given by

publication in a newspaper of general circulation i
notice of the availability of the recirculated Draft S

n the affected area, the Times Standard. Public
EIR was provided by mailing notice to organizations

and individuals who previously requested such notice. Notice was also given by publication in a
newspaper of generai circulation in the affected area, the Times Standard. A notice of completion of
the recirculated draft SEIR and copies of the recirgulated draft SEIR were sent by email to persons

and organizations that provided comments on the

earlier version, including the Humboldt Association

of Realtors, the Humboldt Economic Land Pian, Humboldt Sunshine, Housing For All, Abbott and

Kindermann, LLP, and Healthy Humboldt

EVIDENCE:
12, 2009 and June 17, 2009.

Found on file with the Planning Divisidn and copies of the Times Standard on February

G. FINDING: The Times-Standard newspaper published articles on the draft Housing Element and the

FSEIR and its review on February 4, 2009.

EVIDENCE:

BOS HE Final Resolution of Approval for EIR and HE
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H.

FINDING: Copies of the Draft SEIR and recirc
website, made available for inspection at the Pl
California), and sent to the State Clearinghouse
period of at least 45 days:

ulated Draft SEIR were posted to the County’s
nning Division office (3015 H Street, Eureka,
and County Branch Library Eureka for review for a

EVIDENCE: Found on file with the Planning Division and on the Planning Division website

(www.co.humboldt.ca.us\planning).

. EINDING: The County staff reviewed the comn

EVIDENCE: Correspondence between the county
the FSEIR.

J. FINDING: The County has prepared a FSEIR ¢

1. The recirculated Draft SEIR as considerd

and June 25, 2009

2. Comments and recommendations receiv
The comments are found in Chapters 6 g
3. Alist of persons, organizations, and publ
SEIR.
4. The responses of the County as lead age
review process are set forth in Chapters
EVIDENCE: FSEIR on the 2009 Housing Element

Planning Division and on the Planning Division w

K. FEINDING: The FSEIR focuses on the significan
scope of the discussion of the significant effects i
occurrence. The potentially significant effects on

Assthetics

(X Biological Resources Cultural Reso
Xl Hazards & Hazardous
Materials

Mineral Resources X1 Noise

Public Services XI Recreation

Utilities / Service Systems

EVIDENCE: FSEIR on the 2009 Housing Element
Planning Division located at 3015 H Street, Eurek
(www.co.humboldt.ca.us\planning).
L.

FINDING: The FSEIR focuses on the signifi

speculative impacts. The FSEIR identified severa
implemented as described.  This FSEIR establishj

of potential impacts. The potential impacts are di

of significance is determined by evaluating whethe
addressed by existing and proposed requirements|
significant after mitigation due to proposed policies

BOS HE Final Resolution of Approval for EIR and HE

X1 Agriculture Rg

Hydrology / W

Mandatory Fin

nents to the Draft SEIR and recirculated Draft SEIR,

and other agencies as found in Chapters 6 and 8 of

tonsisting of;

d by the Planning Commission on June 23, 2009

ed on the Draft SEIR and recirculated Draft SEIR.

nd 8 of the FSEIR.
¢ agencies commenting on the recirculated Draft

ncy to significant environmental points and to the
b and 8§ of the FSEIR.

Update; SCH #2009022077 found on file with the
ebsite (www.co.humboldt.ca.us\planning).

t effects of the project on the environment. The
5 in proportion to the severity and probability of
which the FSEIR focuses are:

sources Air Quality

urces X Geology / Soils

Vater Quality Land Use / Planning

Population / Housing
Transportation / Traffic
dings of Significance, and

Update; SCH #2009022077 found on file with the
3, California, and on the Planning Division website

cant effects on the environment and not on
potentially significant impacts of the project if

s general criteria for determining the significance
cussed and identified for each issue area. A level
r there will be impacts beyond those which will be

. For example, a potential impact may be less than
which serve to reduce the potential impacts.
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Following the discussion of potential impacts is 4 discussion of mitigation measures required to
reduce impacts to a level of insignificance. Impacts are defined as:

Potentially Significant (PS) Should be consid

ered synonymous with significant. This designation

is used to indicate pre-mitigation level of significance.

Less than Significant (LS)

An impact is defjned 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 advefse impact on the environment.

Significant Unavoidable (SU)  Considered to ha

ve a significant adverse effect on the environment

which cannot be avoided even with implementation of the

mitigation meas\|

Beneficial (B)

res,

When adoption of the Housing Element will result in a positive

change in the environment, it is identified as a "beneficial impact,

EVIDENCE: FSEIR on the 2009 Housing Element|

Update; SCH #2009022077 found on file with the

Planning Division and on the Planning Division website (www.co.humboldt.ca.us\planning).

M. EINDING: The degree of specificity in the FSEIR corresponds to the specificity involved in the

underlying activity in that the FSEIR focuses on th
from the adoption of the Housing Element, but the
construction projects that might follow.

EVIDENCE: FSEIR on the 2009 Housing Element

€ secondary effects that can be expected to follow
FSEIR is not as detailed on the specific

Update; SCH #2009022077 found on file with the

Planning Division and on the Planning Division website (www.co.humboldt.ca.us\planning).

N. EINDING: Notice of the meetings at which the F
recommend its certification was given by mail to o
notice. Notice was also given by publication in a n
(the Times-Standard). '

EVIDENCE:
February 12, 2009 and June 17, 2009.

lanning Commission was to review the FSEIR and
rganizations and individuals who requested such
rewspaper of general circulation in the affected area

Found on file with the Planning Divisign and copies of the Times-Standard, dated

0. FINDING: At their noticed public hearing of June 25, 2009, the Planning Commission reviewed and
considered the recirculated draft SEIR, the 1998 EIR and the 2003 SEIR, and recommended to the
Board of Supervisors that they complete the environmental review of the project.

EVIDENCE:

Planning Commission Resolution 09-39 on file with the Planning Division.

P. FINDING: Notice of the meeting at which the Board of Supervisors was to review the draft SEIR
was given by mail to organizations and individuals|who requested such notice. Notice was also given
by publication in a newspaper of general circulation in the affected area (The Times-Standard).

EVIDENCE:
July 9, 2009

Found on file with the Planning Divisiop and the Times-Standard newspaper of Thursday,

R. EINDING: A noticed public hearing was held before the Board of Supervisors to certify the FSEIR.

EVIDENCE: Board record of action in the Planning Pepartment file on the 2009 Housing Element

Update.

BOS HE Final Resolution of Approval for EIR and HE
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SECTION 5
The 2009 Housing Element update process has involved extensive public participation. The

following is a chronology of events relating to ad

FSEIR:

PROJECT HISTORY SUMMARY

bption of the 2009 Housing Element Update and

Public Participation Events for the 2009 Housing Element Update

Event

Date

Comments

Board of Supervisors
Kick-off Meeting

September 25, 2007

Public hearing to review Housing Element work
plan and policy alternatives. Noticed to the
public and invitations sent to the public,
stakeholders, cities and special districts.

Stakeholder Scoping January 15, 2008 Public meetings to discuss Housing Element

Meeting (1) issues, opportunities and alternatives with
stakeholders. Notices to all housing
stakeholders, cities and service districts.

Stakeholder Scoping February 6, 2008 Second in the series of scoping meetings.

Meeting (2)

Stakeholder Scoping March 11, 2008 Third in the series of scoping meetings.

Meeting (3)

Board of Supervisors
Public Workshop

March 11, 2008

Public workshop to explore inclusionary zoning
and other options for addressing very low
income housing needs. Noticed to the public
and invitations sent to the public, stakeholders,
cities and special districts.

Housing Summit

March 14, 2008

Full-day community meeting at the Red Lion
Inn with multiple panel discussions on tools
and approaches to create workforce housing.
Publicly noticed through brochures, public
service announcements, sponsorship and
invitations. Policy and programs referred to
Housing Element for implementation.

Board of Supervisors April 1, 2008 Public meeting to discuss plans for a workshop

Public Meeting on meeting very low income housing needs
with regional approaches.

Board of Supervisor May 6, 2008 Public meeting to finalize Housing Element

Public Meeting

workshop plans.

Housing Element
Workshop

June 16, 2008

Half-day community meeting at the Wharfinger
moderated by the League of Women Voters on
approaches to meeting low income housing
needs. Publicly noticed through brochures,
public service announcements and invitations.
Policy and programs referred to Housing
Element for implementation.

Board of Supervisor
Public Meeting

August 26, 2008

Report on Housing Element Workshop and
implications for the Housing Element,

BOS HE Final Resolution of Approval for EIR and HE $-28-09
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Public Participation Events for the 2009 Housing Element Update

Event Date Comments
Staff Meetings with May 22; June 11; Small group discussions with stakeholder
Stakeholder Groups July 9, 11, 21, 22, 24 || groups representing homeless, low income,
and 31; August 5; real estate, building and tribal communities.

September 4, 9, 10,
29, 30; Qctober 14,
23; and November

13, 2009

In January 2009 the Planning Commission began 6 months of 14 public hearings on the
Housing Element and the environmental document. Display ads to publicly notice the
upcoming Planning Commission meetings were published in the Times-Standard. The
Planning Commission completed review| of the Housing Element on June 25, 2009.

The Board of Supervisors first considered the Planning Commission approved 2009 Housing
Element Update on July 28, 2009. A display ad to publicly notice the upcoming Planning
Commission meetings was published in the Times-Standard. The Board of Supervisors held
continued public hearings on the Element and environmental document on August 18, August
21, August 25, and August 28, 2009 to consider the draft Housing Element and
environmental document.

SECTION 6: DRAFT AND FSEIR; COMPARISON OF ALTERNATIVES ANALYZED IN THE FSEIR

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. In addition to the preferred
alternative, four alternative scenarios were considlered during the preparation of the Housing Element:
1) the "No Project” alternative, 2) the "Delayed Implementation” alternative, 3) Alternative A ~Focused
Growth, and 4) Alternative C —"Expanded Growth", which are described below.

There were also several other alternatives that were considered, but rejected because they were
similar to the other alternatives being considered| and because they were not considered to be
feasible. One proposal promoted by some groups is to identify adequate sites to accommodate an
annual growth rate of 2%, rather than the 0.5% rate projected by the state Department of Finance.
This would amount to a household growth rate of| close to 2,800 per year for the County, requiring
14,000 additional units by the end of the planning period. That would be close to 11,500 residential
units more than state projections of the actual need. This alternative was rejected from further
consideration in the EIR because it was so out of|line with the state projections of household growth
for the County.,

Another alternative that was considered was to limit new residential development to only those
properties currently served by public water and seéwer, and other properties with on-site septic
systems. The proposal increased the density of residentially zoned properties in the areas with
existing public water and sewer to meet the projected housing needs. '
This proposal would eliminate approximately 2,100 potential units from the residential land inventory,
properties presently planned and zoned for residential use within the boundaries of community
service districts that provide public water and sewer services. While other parcels within the service
district boundaries could make up some of the lost development potential, the allowed densities
would need to be increased by an average of 70% on those parcels. This alternative was rejected
because with this Element, the County is unlikely to achieve the higher densities necessary to retain
the same development potential in the infill areas [as the proposed project. The alternative would thus
encourage a more distributed development patterp, with effects on the environment similar to
Alternative C ~ the Expanded Growth Alternative described below.
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Preferred Alternative

Following considerable study, the Planning Divis
the preferred alternative Housing Element. The
Update of the Humboldt County Housing Elemen
required to be completed by August 31, 2009, an
particularly described in Section 65583 of the G
including a detailed discussion of population and
housing needs, existing housing stock characte

ri
uses; 2) a statement of the County’s goals, objecf

County’s housing needs; and 3) a housing progr.
implement the policies and achieve the goals ang

The second part of the project involves the adopt

to implement the policies and programs of the Hg
most significant ordinance and plan changes und

- Requirements for Inclusionary Zoning
- Allowing a mixture of housing sizes and typ
- Within mapped Housing Opportunity Zones
1) Accommodations for residential units
2) Modified parking standards
3) Increased density bonuses and allow

on recommended the Planning Commission adopt

project consists of two parts. The first part is the

t. This fourth revision of the Housing Element is
d must contain the following components, as more

vernment Code: 1) an assessment of housing needs

household characteristics, existing and projected
tics, and inventory of land suitable for residential
tives, and policies developed to address the

m that describe actions the County will undertake to
| objectives of the housing element.

ion of ordinance changes and general plan changes
using Element revision. Following is a list of the
er consideration:

Bs in new subdivisions

provide for:
n commercial zones

ces

n
4) Modified development standards for slcond units

- Provide for emergency shelters as a princip
No Project Alternative
Under this alternative, the proposed Housing Eler
in the county would occur under the programs an

Delayed Implementation Alternative

Most Housing Elements do not concurrently impld
Elements typically identify future dates for implem

future dates can be any time within the five year t
examines potential impacts if implementation mea
later date.

Alternative A - Focused Growth Alternative
The main purpose of the programs in the Housing
needs, to anticipate future needs, and facilitate aff
proposed project seeks to accomplish these goals

second units and density bonuses and allowing develo

income persons. Another possible way to meet th
targeted in the areas considered Housing Opportu
Alternative A.

Alternative C - Focused Growth Alternative
Another possible way to meet the project objectiva

ally permitted use in specified zones.

nent would not be adopted and future development
d policies in the 2003 Element.

ment its policies and programs. Instead, Housing
entation of the measures being proposed. The

me frame of the Element. This alternative

sures proposed in the Element were delayed until a

Element is to better accommodate existing housing
ordable housing within anticipated growth. The

in a number of ways, including encouraging

pment of special occupancy parks for lower

e needs of lower income persons is to be more

nity Zones. This is the defining characteristic of

$ is to relax development standards more broadly,

to occur in rural and urban areas alike, which is the approach taken in Alternative C. Alternative C

also expands the residential land inventory to inclu
and Timber Production, which adds approximately

Summary of the Alternatives Analysis

The Project will have basically the same impacts o

alternative.

BOS HE Final Resolution of Approval for EIR and HE

de resource lands zoned Agricultural Exclusive
16,000 potential units into the land inventory.

n the environment as the Delayed Implementation
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The proposed project will have more visual impa
Opportunity Zones than the No Project alternativ
to the visual quality and community character ou
alternatives.

The Project has fewer impacts than the No Proje

cts and community character impacts in Housing
e, Alternative A and Alternative C, but fewer impacts
tside Housing Opportunity Zones than these

ct alternative, Alternative A and Alternative C on

agriculture resources, air quality, cultural and historic resources, surface water and groundwater, and

cumulative impacts. The proposed project will a
hazards, and public health and safety hazards th
Alternative C.

The Project has different impacts on public servi
Alternative A and Alternative C. While the Projeq
to the other alternatives, it also will contribute ma
help keep those services viable. And the Project

.

so have fewer impacts from geology and soils
an the No Project alternative, Alternative A and

ces and utilities than the No Project alternative,

t will increase demand for those services compared

re paying customers to the service areas, which will

has fewer impacts on schools, police and fire

protection than the No Project alternative, Alternative A and Alternative C. For these reasons, the

Project is considered the environmentally superig

SECTION 7: STANDARD FOR ASSESSMENT OF ADVE
In preparing the Draft SEIR for the project, staff &
the potential impacts of components of the projeq
informed understanding of the most likely negatiy
specific decision made.

SECTION 8; PROCESS GOALS, PROJECT GOALS AN
Alternatives to the project are described in the F4
findings. The Board of Supervisors finds that the
environmental comparison as presenting a range|

(a) PLANNING PROCESS GOALS
Sections 5 and 6 of these findings describes the ¢
determination by the Board of Supervisors to sele

This process represents an attempt to adopt and
which recognize local social, economic and envir

The following findings, adopted by the Board of S
the proposed Housing Element Update:

1.
needs of the citizenry as expressed by the citizen

2. Citizens will participate when they feel their p:
3. The large size of the County limits the opporty

4 The disparate nature of the County creates cq

the need for a forum for resolution,

5. County financial resources can potentially lim

BOS HE Final Resolution of Approval for EIR and HE

It is essential to the function of the democratig

or alternative.

RSE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF PREFERRED PLAN

mployed reasonable conditions in their analysis of
t to give County decision makers and the public an
e impacts which could theoretically resuit from the

P ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROJECT
3EIR and are summarized in Section 6 of these

alternatives are useful for purposes of
of potential development aiternatives for the project.

extensive planning process which preceded the
ct the Preferred Alternative.

implement statewide housing goals and policies
pnmental circumstances.

upervisors in December 1984, were used to prepare
> society that public policy shall be reflective of the

5 themselves.

articipation will have an effect.

inity for centralized citizen participation.

nflicting interests within the County and points to

t the opportunity for citizen participation.
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(b) FINDINGS CONCERNING ALTERNATIVES
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.
regardless of which alternative is selected,

This will lead to significant environmental impacts

(C) FINDINGS CONCERNING THE COMPARISON OF THE PROJECT WITH THE EXISTING ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The analytical process of comparing and analyzing impacts of the Preferred Alternative to the existing
environmental setting has permitted the Board of Supervisors to weigh impacts attributed to the
implementation of the Housing Element against an indefinite continuation of current housing policies.

SECTION 9: GENERAL EXPLANATION OF FINDINGS

In subsequent sections, the Board of Supervisors will make findings concerning the significant
adverse impacts and potentially adverse impacts|which have been identified in the FSEIR. These
findings will also set forth mitigation measures proposed in the FSEIR.

SECTION 10:FINDINGS CONCERNING SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE UNAVOIDABLE IMPACTS

Several impacts have been identified as significant and unavoidable, These are shown in the

following table.
Less than Significant (LS)

Significant Unavoidable (SU)

Indicates no significant adverse impact on the environment
Indicates significant adverse impact on the environment, which

cannot be avoided with implementation of mitigation measures.

Potentially Significant (PS)

environment.

Indicates pre-mitigation levels of significant adverse impact on the

TABLE 1. Environmental Impact Summary Table 2003 and 2009 Housing Elements

2003 2009
Element Element
Significance | Significance | Significance
Environmental Impact Before After After
Mitigation Mitigation Mitigation
5.2 Aesthetic Impacts
5.2-A  Effects scenic vista area. PS SuU SU
5.2-B Damages scenic resources. PS SuU SuU
5.2-C Degrades existing visual character or quality of PS SuU SU
site and surroundings.
5.2-D Creates new source of substantial light or PS 10) SuU
glare, adversely affecting day or nighttime
views in the area,
5.3 Agricultural Resources
5.3A  Converts Prime Farmiand,; Unique Farmland, PS SuU suU
or Farmland of statewide importance
(Farmland) to non-agricuitural use.
5.3-B Conflicts with existing zoning for agricultural PS suU =10)
use, or a Williamson Act contract.
5.3-C Involves other location or nature changes|in PS suU sSuU
existing environment, resulting in conversion of
Farmland to non-agricultural use.
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TABLE 1. Environmental Impact Summary Ta

ble 2003 and 2009 Housing Elements

2003
Element

2009
Element

Environmental Impact

Significance
Before
Mitigation

Significance
After
Mitigation

Significance
After
Mitigation

54

Air Quality

5.4-A

Conflicts or obstructions of applicable air
quality plan.

PS

SU

SuU

5.4-B

Violates air quality standards (or substantially
contributes to existing or projected air quality
violations).

PS

sU

SuU

5.4-C

Results in cumulatively considerable increases
of criteria pollutants where the Project region is
non-attaining.

PS

SuU

suU

5.5

Biological Resources

5.5-A

Substantial adverse effects on candidate,
sensitive or special status species through
direct or habitat modifications.

PS

LS

SU

5.5-B

Substantial adverse effects on riparian hgbitat
or other sensitive natural communities.

P&

LS

Su

5.5-C

Substantial adverse effects on federally
protected wetlands through direct remova|,
filling, hydrological interruption, or other means.

PS

LS

suU

5.5-D

Substantial interferences with movement pf
native resident, migratory fish or wildlife
species, or established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or impedes use of
native wildlife nursery sites.

PS

LS

suU

5.5-E

Conflicts with local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources.

PS

LS

SU

5.6

Cultural Resources

5.6-A

Causes substantial adverse changes in
significance of historical resource, defineg
§15064.5.

n

PS

suU

SU

5.6-B

Causes substantial adverse changes in
significance of archaeological resources
pursuant to §15064.5.

PS

SuU

suU

5.6-C

Directly or indirectly destroys unique
paleontological resources, sites or unique
geologic features.

PS

SU

suU

5.6-D

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

PS

SuU

suU

5.7

Geology / Soils

5.7-B

Exposes people or structures to potentially
substantial adverse effects, inciuding riskg of
loss, injury, or death involving strong seismic
ground shaking, or seismic-related ground
failure, including liquefaction, or landslides.

PS

suU

SU

5.7-C

Substantial soil erosion or loss of topsoil.

P3

LS

SU
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TABLE 1. Environmental Impact Summary Table 2003 and 2009 Housing Elements

Environmental Impact

2003
Element

2009
Element

Significance
Before
Mitigation

Significance
After
Mitigation

Significance
After
Mitigation

5.7-D

Locates Project on geologic unit or soil t
or could become unstable, potentially re

subsidence, liquefaction or collapse.

atis
ulting
in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,

PS

LS

SU

5.7-E

Soil incapacities to adequately support use of
septic tanks or alternative wastewater digposal
systems where sewers are not available for

wastewater disposal.

PS

LS

SU

5.9

Hydrology And Water Quality

5.9-A

Violates water quality standards or wastd
discharge requirements.

PS

LS

SuU

5.9-B

Substantially depletes groundwater suppli
substantially interferes with groundwater

recharges, resulting in net deficits in aquifer
volume or lowering of local groundwater table

levels.

es or

PS

SuU

SU

5.9-C

Substantially alters existing drainage patferns
of site or area, including through the alteration

of a stream or river's course resulting in

substantial erosions or siltation on- or offisite.

PS

LS

SuU

5.9-D

Substantially alters existing drainage patterns
of site or area, including through the alterEtion

of a stream or river's course, or substanti
increases the rate or amount of surface r

in @ manner resulting in flooding on- or off-site.

Ity
noff

PS

LS

SU

5.9-E

Creates or contributes runoff water excedding
capacity of existing or planned stormwater

drainage systems, or provides substantia
additional sources of polluted runoff.

PS

LS

SuU

5.9-F

Substantially degrades water quality in a
manner nhot otherwise described.

PS

LS

sU

5.9-J

Inundates water quality by seiche, tsunanji

mudflow.

PS

LS

SU

5.12

Population and Housing

5.12-A

Physical changes resuiting in health and g
hazards.

" SuU

6,13

Public Services

5.13-B

Insufficient water supplies to serve the

Project’s existing entitiements and resourges,

or new or expanded entitlements.

LS

LS

SuU
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TABLE 1. Environmental Impact Summary Table 2003 and 2009 Housing Elements

2003 2009
Element Element
Significance | Significance | Significance
Environmental Impact Before After After

Mitigation Mitigation Mitigation

5.15 Transportation / Traffic

5.15-A Causes increases in traffic substantially PS LS SuU
increasing existing traffic load in relation to
system capacity.

5.15-B Individually or cumulatively exceeds levels of PS LS suU
service standards established by the coupty
congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways.,

5.17 Mandatory Findings of Significance

2.17-A Degrades quality of environment, substantially PS LS SuU
reduces habitat of fish or wildlife species,
causes fish or wildlife populations to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threatens to
eliminate plant or animal communities, reduces
number or restricts range of rare or
endangered plants or animals, or eliminates
important examples of major periods of
California history or prehistory.

5.17-B Cumulative impacts of benign impacts betcome PS suU Su
considerable. ("Cumulatively considerable"
means that the incremental effects of a project
are considerable when viewed in connectjon
with the effects of past projects, the effects of
other current projects, and the effects of
probable future projects).

5.17-C Environmental effects causing substantially PS LS Su
direct and indirect adverse effects on human
beings.

SECTION 11: FINDINGS CONCERNING SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE IMPACTS ON AESTHETICS

The following criteria were used to assess whether the project would cause potentially significant
adverse impacts in terms of aesthetics. Animpact is considered significant if the project would:

IMPACT 5.2-A Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista.

IMPACT 5.2-B Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees.
rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway.

IMPACT 5.2-C, Substantially degrade the|existing visual character or quality of the site and
its surroundings.

IMPACT 5.2-D Create a new source of sbstantial light or glare which would adversely affect
day or nighttime views in the area,

(Note: the numbering used for the criteria in this seLction and the following sections is the same used
in the Initial Study and Draft SEIR for the project.)
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Impacts
In general, implementation of the proposed Hous

quality and community character of the County th
Unless carefully sited and designed, this develop
scenic views described above.

Mitigation Measures
The proposed project includes measures to enca
developed parts of the County through the Housi
implementation measures described in Chapter 3
may impact existing visual resources and commu
development in these more urban areas is substi
areas, the increased visual resource and commu
County would be balanced by reduced impacts o
areas of the County not served by public water ar

Many existing County policies, programs, standard

help ensure consistency with the existing scale ay
of state laws, such as the Coastal Act and the Ou
of the County.

However, there remain some important scenic res
development ordinances. Also, there are areas o
new residential development is not confined to the
sources of light and glare that adversely affect da

Findings
Overall, mitigation measures do not reduce Impag
5.2-C (Visual Character and Quality) and 5.2-D (N
insignificance. The impacts are considered signifig

ing Element could result in impacts on the visual
rough additional development of residential uses.
ment would have the potential to block or alter

urage residential development in the already

g Opportunity Zone policies, standards and

. Focusing on infill development in the urban areas
nity character in those areas. If residential

uted for residential development in more rural

hity character impacts in the urban areas of the

[ new residential development in the more rural

nd sewer.

$ and requirements protect visual resources, and

nd character of development. County administration
tdoor Advertising Act also protect the visual quality

ources not protected by existing County plans and

f the County where outdoor lighting associated with
2 new homesite, which could lead to substantial
y or nighttime views in scenic areas.

t 5.2-A (Scenic Vistas), 5.2-B (Scenic Resources),
ew Sources of Light and Glare) to a level of
tant and unavoidable.

The following criteria were used to assess potenti

SECTION 12: FINDINGS CONCERNING SIGNIFICANT Ang

terms of agricultural resources. An impact is cons

ERSE IMPACTS ON AGRICUL.TURE

lly significant adverse impacts of the project in
dered significant if the project would:

IMPACT 5.3-A  Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared ursuant to the Farmland Mappin
and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural
use.

IMPACT 5.3-B_ Conflict with existing zoning for Tqricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract.

IMPACT 5.3-C__ involve other changes in the exi ting environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use.

Impacts

The greatest potential for indirectly impacting agric

directed at meeting the projected housing needs by
the Element targets the production of new homes t
or 2,459 new units by 2014,

The Project does not propose converting any propd
properties in order to meet the projected housing n¢
development, and properties presently zoned for ag

which impacts continued agricuiture on these sites.

BOS HE Final Resolution of Approval for EIR and HE §

ultural land or uses are policies and programs
encouraging housing development. Specifically,
b meet its entire share of the projected population,

rties with agricultural zoning to residentially zoned
peds. However, the project encourages residential
jricultural use may be developed with homes
Conflicts between agricultural and residential
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uses reduce the productivity of the agricultural Ja
purposes, and more vulnerable to conversion to
resources may also be adversely affected by end
agricultural use and zoned to allow residential us
conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use.

Mitigation Measures
Policies in the Framework Plan, community plans
protect agricultural lands from impacts of residen
development rights, regulation through low-densi
lands by public entities. The Right To Farm ordin
1995, is intended to minimize the impacts on agri

Policies, standards and implementation measure
Housing Opportunity Zones, areas with public w.
of the FSEIR. This may reduce impacts on agric
occur on lands outside areas served by public wa

However, there remain some important agricultur
development by ordinance. Agricultural operatio
adversely affected by encouraging housing in are
zoned to allow residential uses. Conflicts betwee
reduce the productivity of the agricultural lands, n
and more vulnerable to conversion to other uses.
conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, o

Findings
Overall, mitigation measures do not reduce Impad
(Conflicts with Zoning), and 5.3-C (Other Farmlan
impacts are considered significant and unavoidab

a

b

nds, making them less valuable for agricultural
pther uses. Agricultural operations and agricultural
ouraging housing in areas used for or suitable for
es. Converting agricultural lands may significantly

, coastal plans, and other regulations serve to

tial uses. Techniques include transfer of

ty zoning, gifts, land dedication and the purchase of
ance, adopted by the Board of Supervisors in June
cultural uses from residential uses nearby.

5 in the Project encourage housing development in
ter and sewer services, which are described in §3.3
ultural resources because agricultural uses tend to
ter and sewer.,

al resources not protected from new residential

ns and agricultural resources will continue to be

s used for or suitable for agricultural use, and
agricultural and residential uses will continue to
aking them less valuable for agricultural purposes,
Converting agricultural lands will significantly

r a Williamson Act contract.

t 5.3-A (Direct Farmland Conversion), 5.3-B
d Conversion) to a level of insignificance. The
e.

SECTION 13:FINDINGS CONCERNING SIGNIFICANT AIR QUALITY IMPACTS

The following criteria were used to assess potenti
terms of air quality. An impact is considered signi

IMPACT 5.4-A

Conflict with or obstruct imple

ally significant adverse impacts of the project in
ficant if the project would:

mentation of the applicable air quality plan,

IMPACT 5.4-B Violate an ajr quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation.

IMPACT 5.4-C Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for
which the project region is nof-attainment.

Impacts

PMio emissions consist of particulate exhaust, wot

Housing Element encourages residential develop
driving in the County, and hence more PM,, emis

Management Plan, which seeks to reduce PM;, en
status with regard to PM,, emissions, the Housing

violation of State air quality standards.

Several years ago, state law changed to require aq
emissions limit equivalent to 1990 emissions, and t

maximum technologically feasible and cost-effect

The policies, standards and implementation progra
development will indirectly lead to an increase in G

BOS HE Final Resolution of Approval for EIR and HE

n tire particles, and entrained road dust. Since the
ment, it will likely indirectly lead to more persons
gions. This is inconsistent with the Air Quality
nissions. Since the County is in a non-attainment
Element may indirectly contribute to the continued

hievement by 2020 of a statewide greenhouse gas
he adoption of rules and regulations to achieve the
ive greenhouse gas emissions reductions.

ms in the Project which encourage residential
HG emissions. CEQA requires the project’s
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contribution to global climate change be assessed
emissions, and adopting appropriate mitigation me

in the EIR by estimating the project's GHG
asures to reduce the project's impacts.

The proposed project will therefore generate approximately 56,864 (2459 x 22.7) tons of CO, for the
project period 2007-2014, assuming that the County’s unincorporated estimated Regional Housing
Needs Allocation of 2,459 housing units are built and occupied.

In addition, some parcels in the residential land inventory occur in areas underlain by ultramafic rock,
which has naturally occurring asbestos. There are 41 potential residential units in the residential land

inventory that appear to be underlain by ultramafig

Mitigation Measures

rock.

The FSEIR includes a new mitigation measure to|add to the Housing Element an implementation

measure to refer all building permits on parcels wh

ich appear to be underlain by ultramafic rock on

the County’s GIS system to the NCUAQMD for appropriate standards and recommendations.

Eindings

The Housing Element includes policies to encourage new housing developments be located within

the more urban areas, which will likely reduce the |

ength and frequency of automobile trips, thereby

reducing PM,, and GHG emissions. Additional implementation measures to reduce GHG emissions

are included in the Land Use, Circulation and Com

munity Design Elements of the GPU. However,

these measures are not anticipated to reduce the|impacts of the project to less than significant levels,
and impacts 5.4-A (Conflict with Air Quality Plan), 5.4-B (Violate and Air Quality Standard) and 5.4-C

(Cumulative Increase of Pollutant) are considered

significant and unavoidable.

SECTION 14:FINDINGS CONCERNING SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES IMPACTS

terms of biological resources. An impact is considered significant if the project would:

The following criteria were used to assess potentflly significant adverse impacts of the project in

IMPACT 5.5-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 5.5-B Have a substantial adverse effect on riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community.

IMPACT 5.5-C Have a substantial adverse effect op federally protected wetlands through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interfuption, or other means,

IMPACT 5.5-D Interfere substantially with the mdvement 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 5.5-E Conflict with local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources

Impacts

Impacts to biological resources may occur directty
when undeveloped land is converted from open sp
plant and animal species on a property, and their

or indirectly through alteration of the natural habitat
ace to residential uses. Changes in the number of

habitat will occur during development due to

grading, removal of vegetation, and the encroachment of residential uses into open space areas.
New residential development may displace riparian habitat or other sensitive natural communities, or

federally protected wetlands.

New home construction, water diversions for domestic water use and grading of new access roads

may also interfere with the movement of native res

ident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with

established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites. Since the Project encourages residential dgvelopment, the project may indirectly cause such
impacts, and conflict with policies in the Framework Plan and the Zoning Ordinance protecting

biological resources.
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Mitigation Measures
The FSEIR documents how existing County prog
impacts of proposed development on biological

edures for approving development projects reduce
2SOUrces 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 pr
resource impacts.

- The draft SEIR included three mitigation measl|
biological resources: 1) to refer all building perr
Fish and Game (DFG) for recommendations an
recommendations and appropriate mitigation all

pject will mitigate to some degree the biological

iIres to reduce the indirect impacts of the project on
nit applications for new homes to the Department of
d appropriate mitigation, and 2) also refer to DFG for
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]
development standards for new housing units

a perennial stream or river, and 3) insert into the
hot served by public water in temperature impaired

watersheds upon recommendations from DFG, water storage tanks capable of providing 100% of the
domestic and outdoor water needs during low-flaw summer months shall be required for each unit.

The Final EIR proposes a new mitigation measure to respond to the comments from DFG as a
substitute for referring all building permits to DFG for recommendations and appropriate mitigation:

“Insert into the Housing Element a new implementation measure as follows:

H-IMXX. Reduce and Avoid Impacts tg

month period (from October 1, 2009 th

Biological Resources. For the six (4)
rough March, 2010, all building permit

applications will be referred to DF&G for the purpose of developing objective

criteria to be imposed on all future buil

ding permits to minimize and avoid

impacts to biological resources, and tg develop a training program for County
Building Inspectors to increase their capacity to advise applicants on feasible

and effective measures to reduce imp
biological resources.”

acts on mapped and unmapped

The Final EIR also proposes a new mitigation measure to respond to other comments from DFG.

The additional mitigation is to include in the staff

recommended Biological Resources Elerhent of the

GPU an implementation measure to modify the Gounty's Streamside Management Area Ordinance to
require a Special Permit for new homes that depend on stream diversion as the primary water source.

Findings
The above measures mitigate the impacts of the
(Candidate, Sensitive and Special Status Specie

Project on biological resources (Impacts 5.5-A
8), 5.5-B (Riparian Habitat or Other Sensitive

Community), 5.5-C (Wetlands), 5.5-D (Animal Mgvement) and 5.5-E (Conflict With Biological
Resource Protection Policies), but not to less thap significant levels. These impacts are considered

significant and unavoidable.

SECTION 15:FINDINGS CONCERNING SIGNIFICANT C

ULTURAL RESOURCE IMPACTS

The following criteria were used to assess potentjally significant adverse impacts of the project in

terms of cultural resources:

IMPACT 5.6-A  Cause a substantial adverse ¢
defined in §15064.5
IMPACT 5.6-B  Cause a substantial adverse ¢

resource pursuant to §15064.5

hange in the significance of a historical resource as

hange in the significance of an archaeological
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IMPACT 5.6-C  Directly or indirectly destroy a

unigue paleontological resource or site or unique

eologic feature.

IMPACT 5.6-D  Disturb human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries
Impacts
Impacts

Since the Housing Element and implementing or
development, areas with historic and archaeolog
Historic resources, such as historic buildings, md
development, and may be demolished to prepare
or paleontological resources, or human remains i
may be unearthed or broken during site preparat
Similarly, site preparation may destroy unique ge

Hinances will indirectly encourage residential

cal significance may be adversely impacted.

y be located on building sites for new residential
building sites for new construction. Archaeological
n the ground beneath new residential building sites
on or construction of foundations for new homes.
elogic features Unmapped resources are

particularly vulnerable to impacts from new residential development.

Mitigation Measures
Existing County procedures for approving develo

development on archaeological resources.

Additional mitigation is proposed in the FSEIR to
Resources Element of the GPU measures to ens
building permit review process incorporates the a
Interior,

Findings
The proposed new mitigation measure and existir
regulations adequately mitigate the potential indir
however they are not sufficient to reduce Impacts
Resource), 5.5-C (Paleontological Resource) and
of insignificance, and they are considered signific

SECTION 16: FINDINGS CONCERNING SIGNIFICANT Al
The following criteria were used to assess potenti

terms of geologic and soils hazards. An impact is

pment projects reduce impacts of proposed

include in the staff recommended Cuitural
ure the County's discretionary and ministerial

bove referenced standards of the Secretary of the

ng policies, programs, standards and other

ect impacts of this project on cultural resources,
9.5-A (Historical Resource), 5.5-B (Archaeological
95.5-D (Disturbance of Human Remains) to a level
ant and unavoidable.

)VERSE GEOLOGIC AND SOILS HAZARD IMPACTS

ially significant adverse impacts of the project in
considered significant if the project would:

IMPACT 5.7-A _ Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death invalving rupture of a known earthquake fault.

IMPACT 5.7-B  Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death invalving strong seismic qround shaking, seismic-
related ground failure, including liguefaction or landslides.

IMPACT 5.7-C _ Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil,

IMPACT 5.7-D  Be located on a geologic unit ot soil that is unstable, or that would become
unstable as a result of the projeict, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide,
lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse.

IMPACT 5.7-E  Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative

waste water disposal systems v

here sewers are not available for the disposal of

waste water.

BOS HE Final Resolution of Approval for EIR and HE
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Impacts
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.

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 a mitigation per se according to CEQA, |t does serve the same function as a mitigation.

The objectives, policies, and programs of the Framework Plan and other County regulations aim to
reduce death, injuries, damage to property, and gconomic 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 additign, 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 zohing ordinance are implemented in the review of
specific development proposals. Site specific mepsures will further serve to mitigate this impact.
They illustrate and clarify how potential impacts have been addressed in the project itself.

Soil erosion from construction sites is now regulated by the County's Grading Ordinance, which was
adopted in 2002. Measures contained in that ord|nance 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.

Administration of site specific measures required by the 2008 Uniform Building Codes strengthened
mitigations to geologic hazards impacts of the new residential development by requiring soils reports
for all new homes. The soils reports requirements identify appropriate recommendations for the
design of foundations to ensure they are not vulngrable to ground shaking from expected seismic
events.

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 measlres reduces Impact 5.7-A (Earthquake Hazards) to
a level of insignificance because the County map showing all the earthquake faults. However, the
above listed mitigation measures are insufficient to reduce to a level of insignificance Impacts 5.7-B
(Seismic Ground Shaking, Seismic Ground Failure), 5.7-C (Soil Erosion) 5.7-D (Landslides and
Liquefaction) and 5.7-E (Septic Tanks). These impacts are considered significant and unavoidable,
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SECTION 17:FINDINGS CONCERNING SIGNIFICANT H

The following criteria were used to assess poten
terms of hazards and hazardous materials. An i

AZARD AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS IMPACTS

ially significant adverse impacts of the project in
mpact is considered significant if the project would::

IMPACT 5.7A The project may 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 The project may result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in an area
within an airport land use plan

IMPACT 5.7C The project may result in a safety hazard for people residing or working_in the vicinity
of a private airstrip.

IMPACT 5.7D The project may impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
gmergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan.

IMPACT 5.7E The project may 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.

Impacts

New development indirectly resulting from this El¢

a list of hazardous materiais sites, and, as a resu
the environment. New development encouraged

for people residing or working near public airports

residing or working near private airstrips.

The new homes may also impair implementation
response plan or emergency evacuation plan, or

loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, inclug

areas or where residences are intermixed with wi
mitigated.

Mitigation Measures

Hazardous Materials
The land use development permit review process
proposed residential development projects to the
comments and recommendations. That Division

assess whether a new residence has potential for
a proposed new residence is located on a site witt

measures be taken to minimize the safety hazard

construction or other equally appropriate mitigatio

Also, for discretionary projects, a referral is made

comments and recommendations, which also mair
requires appropriate mitigation prior to constructio

materials. In addition, there are federal and state

impacts from hazardous sites identified in the FSE|

Airports
The goals and policies of the Hazards and Resou

Land Use Plan serve to mitigate potential impacts
density of residential uses in areas near public airpl

administered by the County that mitigate impacts

BOS HE Final Resolution of Approval for EIR and HE

ement may be located on a site which is included on
t, may create a significant hazard to the public or
by this Element may also result in a safety hazard

» and may result in a safety hazard for people

of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
eXpose people or structures to a significant risk of
ing where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized

Idlands. These impacts may be significant unless

described in §5.1 of the FSEIR involves referring
County Division of Environmental Health for

ses reference materials maintained in their office to
being located on a site with hazardous materials. If
1 hazardous materials, the Health Division requires
to new occupants by requiring cleanup prior to

n.

4

o the Regional Water Quality Control Board for
ttains information about hazardous sites, and

n of new homes, such as cleanup of hazardous
aws administered by the County that mitigate
IR.

rees section of the Framework Plan and the Airport
through development standards that limit the
orts. In addition, there are federal and state laws

from airport safety hazards identified in the FSE(R.
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Emergency Management
The Office of Emergency Services (OES) is responsible for maintaining the Humboldt County
Emergency Operations Plan which serves to address the planned response to extraordinary
emergency situations associated with natural disasters, technological incidents, and national security
emergencies in or affecting Humboldt County. QES also maintains specific hazard response plans
for earthquake, flooding, tsunamis, coastal storms, and other events.

Wildland Fires
In general, structural fire protection is the responsibility of local agencies, such as fire protection
districts and volunteer fire companies, and wildland fire protection is the responsibility of federat and
state agencies. However, there are many areas, |particularly around the greater Humboldt Bay where
local agencies are responsible for vegetation fires.

In certain areas where no local, state, or federal agency provides year-round fire services, volunteer
fire companies have assumed responsibility for protecting their specific communities. However, not all
communities have fire protection other than the viegetation fire protection provided by state and
federal agencies.

Findings
Implementation of the mitigation referenced above reduces Impacts 5.8-A (Hazardous Materials
Sites), 5.8-B (Public Airport), 5.8-C (Private Airstrip), 5.8-D (Emergency Response) and 5.8-E

. (Wildland Fires) to a level of insignificance.

SECTION 18: FINDINGS CONCERNING SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE IMPACTS ON HYDROLOGY AND DRAINAGE

There were ten criteria used to determine significance of a potentially adverse impact on hydrology
and drainage. An impact is considered significant if the project would:

IMPACT 5.8-A  The project may violate water Iualitv standards or waste discharge requirements.

IMPACT 5.9-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.
IMPACT 5.9-C  Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including

through the alteration of the colirse of a stream or river, in a manner which would
- result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site,

IMPACT 5.9-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 rinoff in a manner which would result in flooding on-
or off-site.

IMPACT 5.9-E __Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage SE(stems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff,

IMPACT 5.9-F __ Otherwise substantially degrade water quality.

IMPACT 5.9-G __Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood
Hazard Boundary or Flood Ingurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map

IMPACT 5.9-H  Place within a 100-vear flood hazard area structures which would impede or
redirect flood flows.

IMPACT 5.9-1 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 5.9-J Cause damage from inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudfiow.
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Impacts

Water Quality Standards
The comment letter on the EIR from the NCRWQ
new residential development encouraged by the
impacts on water quality that are inconsistent with
construction sites can be deposited into rivers an
that sediment and other pollutants carried from n
may cause significant impacts.

Also, the NCRWQCB listed several beaches in th
bacteria, which may be related to malfunctioning
may be evidence of violations of waste discharge

Groundwater Supplies
Some new residential development encouraged &
systems may use wells or surface water for their

implementing ordinances encourage housing con

CB summarized in Chapter 6 states that runoff from
Project can cause significant adverse environmental
n state laws protecting water quality. Soil eroded from
d streams downbhill during storm events. They state
ew residential developments into streams and rivers

e County as impaired due to high levels of indicator
eachfields serving residential development. This
requirements of the state.

0y the Project outside areas served by public water
water supply. Since both the Project and the
struction, they may indirectly impact the amount of

surface water and groundwater in areas with limited water supply.

Other Impacts on Hydrology and Drainag

The Project indirectly encourages residential dev
water and sewer. Construction of the new homes

the site or area, including through the alteration ¢

would result in substantial erosion or siltation on-

pattern of the site or area, including through the &

substantially increase the rate or amount of surfa
on- or off-site, create or contribute runoff water w
stormwater drainage systems or provide substan
substantially degrade water quality because of hqg

techniques used to control runoff and soil erosior|.

Implementation of the Project may also indirectly
floods from large storm events and from dam faily
hazard area new residential structures which wou
or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or
levee or dam.

Likewise, approval of the Project and the implem
housing being developed in low-lying coastal are
tsunami hazards, they may indirectly contribute tq
impacts. The predicted sea level rise of 0.35to 1,
project will likely exacerbate the flood hazard fron

Mitigation Measures

Water Quality Standards
The land use development permit review process
proposed residential development projects to the
Health Department for comments and recommen
maintained in their office to assess whether a nev
standards or waste discharge requirements. In ad
by the County that mitigate potential water quality

The potentially significant impacts of new residen
with additional mitigation. In their comment letter
recommends the County implement a comprehen
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e
elopment both within and outside areas with public
may substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of
f the course of a stream or river, in a manner which

or off-site, substantially aiter the existing drainage
lteration of the course of a stream or river, or

ce runoff in a manner which would result in flooding
hich would exceed the capacity of existing or planned
ial additional sources of polluted runoff, or otherwise
w the new homes are sited on the land, and the

increase the number of houses in areas subject to

iIre. The project may also place within a 100-year flood

Id impede or redirect flood flows, and expose people

death involving flooding as a result of the failure of a

5

nting ordinances may indirectly result in more
s. Since these areas are subject to seiche and
the exposure of people and property to such
15 inches over the § year planning period of the

N coastal high waters.

described in §5.1 of the FSEIR involves referring
Planning Division, Building Division, and County

dations. Those agencies use reference materials
v residence has potential for violating water quality

dition, there are federal and state laws administered
and waste discharge impacts.

lial development on water quality could be reduced
summarized in Chapter 6, the NCRWQCB strongly
sive Low Impact Development (LID) program to
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minimize the impacts on streams and rivers of ne
Project.

The measure recommended by the NCRWQCB i
quantity and velocity of stormwater discharge intg
reduce concentrations of pollutants being carried
development sites. The proposed new mitigation
Resources Element of the GPU a policy, standar

w residential development encouraged by the

s to implement an LID program to reduce the
streams and rivers to pre-development levels, and
into rivers and streams from new residential
measure inserts into the staff recommended Water
s and implementation measures for a LID program

to minimize the amount of impervious surfaces and connected impervious surfaces and maximize on-

site infiltration of runoff in new and redevelopmen

Additional mitigation measures to reduce water q
residential development are being recommended
will help reduce the indirect impacts of the Projec
they will be sufficient to have the impaired water

maintained by the NCRWQCB.

Groundwater Supplies

t.

uality and waste discharge impacts of new

in §5.7 of the FSEIR. These mitigation measures
t on water quality standards, but it is not known if
hodies taken off the list of impaired water bodies

The County seeks to mitigate this impact through
will retain over 95% of the County’s land area i

appropriate land use densities and zoning, which
n undeveloped condition. Furthermore, most

n
housing is directed to urban areas which are serjed by water systems managed to prevent
groundwater depletion. A description of the residential development permit review procedures in §5.1

of the FSEIR help mitigate the indirect impacts of

QOther Impacts on Hydrology and Drainag
The County mitigates impacts from runoff, draina
development permit review procedures in §5.1 of
hazards by participating in the Federal Flood Insy
designations which retain agricultural lands in the
measure described in the above discussion of wg
drainage systems and other water quality impacts
the Project.
Findings '
Implementation of the above mitigation reduces |
While implementation of the regulations describe
reduce Impact 5.9-B, the mitigation is such that th
Implementation of the mitigation measures descr
5.9-H (100 Year Flood), and 5.9-1 (Flooding from
the mitigation is not sufficient to reduce Impact 5.
5.9-E (Drainage Systems), 5.9-F (Water Quality)
Mudflow) to a level of insignificance, these impac]

SECTION 19:FINDINGS CONCERNING SIGNIFICANT IM

The criteria used to assess potentially significant
follows. An impact is considered significant if the

IMPACT 5.10-A Conflict with general plan polic
environment.

Impacts
General Plan densities are one tool used by the (

the project on groundwater.

e .

ge and water quality through residential

the FSEIR. The County mitigates impacts on flood
irance Program, and through zoning and Plan

flood plain. The proposed new LID implementation
ter quality impacts will help prevent impacts to

5 from new residential development encouraged by

mpact 5.9-A, but not to a level of insignificance.

d above, including new mitigation measures, will

1@ impact remains significant and unavoidable.

bed above reduce 5.9-G (On-Site Flood Hazards),

Dam Failure) to a level of insignificance. However,
9-C (Soil Erosion), 5.9-D (Cause Flooding Off Site),
and 5.9-J (Flooding from Seiche, Tsunami or

ts are considered significant and unavoidable.

PACTS REGARDING LAND USE AND PLANNING

adverse impacts on land use and planning is as
project would:

es or other requlations that serve to protect 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 ina
access hormally leads to unsafe and unsanitary ¢

BOS HE Final Resolution of Approval for EIR and HI

dequate water supply, sewage disposal or road
onditions.
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Another reason for density limitations is to protegt 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 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 these regulations.

There are several programs that may lead to the|development of housing at densities in excess of
those allowed under the existing general plan. The proposed Density Bonus Ordinance changes
being considered allow densities over those prescribed in the general plan for projects that meset
certain criteria for providing housing affordable tq 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 comnjercial areas do not generally have any densities
associated with them, the proposed changes willl 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 thap what is currently being allowed.

Programs will amend the zoning ordinance to allow smaller lots in Housing Opportunity Zones to
encourage the construction of smaller homes. Pfograms will also allow emergency shelters by right
in a number of multifamily, commercial and light industrial zones.

A policy and implementation will also increase the density of the RM — Residential Multiple Family
designated properties in the Eureka Community Plan (ECP) from a maximum of 16 units per acre up

to 30 units per acre. With the higher density, the
the ECP would go from 506 to 600, an increase d

Mitigation Measures
Existing policies, programs and other regulations

total number of potential muitifamily dwelling units in
f 94 units on 38 individual lots.

listed in §5.1 and Table 16 of the FSEIR will serve

to mitigate the impacts of the proposed implemen

tation measures that may conflict with policies which

protect the environment. Since the County follows procedural requirements of the zoning ordinance
described in §5.1, and those requirements mandate all new building permits be reviewed for
conformance with ordinances protecting the envitonment, the indirect impacts of the project on
potential conflicts with environmental protection measures are mitigated to less than significant levels.

Findings
Existing and proposed policies, programs, standards and other measures listed above reduce Impact
5.10-A (Conflict with general plan policies which protect the environment) to a level of insignificance.
SECTION 20: FINDINGS CONCERNING SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE NOISE IMPACTS

A noise impact is considered significant if the project would:

IMPACT 5.11-A Expose persons to excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise
levels,
IMPACT 5.11-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.
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Impacts
Sources of noise will remain basically the same u

will presumably continue as the major noise sour

The master plan for County airports indicates tha
not increase appreciably between 1991 and 2011
airports, and subjected to noise hazards.

Implementation of the Housing Element will indir
construction of new buildings, which can generat
achieve 85 dBA, saws can exceed 90 dBA, and tr
problems from construction activity are especially
day, such as between the hours of 7:00 p.m. and

Mitigation Measures

Some of the noise hazards from highways and str
applies, which mitigates noise impacts to new res|
mapped around each of the airports and along str
permit review process described in §5.1 of the F
levels noise hazard impacts from excessive vibra
encouraged by the Project.

The land use development permit review process
projects are circulated to the Planning Division an
recommendations. These agencies maintain info
hazards in the County, and have the authority to r
address noise hazards from airports

Findings

Where the noise hazards are mapped around airp
measures described above are sufficient to reducs

impacts to new residential development encourag

area adjacent to streets and highways will be map

noise impacts near such areas will rely on discreti
approval. The mitigation measures described ab

levels noise hazard Impact 5.11-A (Exposure to e»

The airport land use plan includes noise hazard m

mitigation measures described above are sufficien

hazard Impact 5.11-B (Exposure to excessive vibr
near a private airstrip).

SECTION 21: FINDINGS CONCERNING SIGNIFICANT AD\

An impact on population and housing is considere

IMPACT 5.12-A The physical changes resuit

nder the proposed project. Highways and streets
ces in the County,

I the number of aircraft in the County is expected to
. Some new housing units may be constructed near

ctly lead to the development of housing, and

excessive noise levels. Air compressors can
ucks can create noise levels of 95 dBA. Noise
acute in quiet areas and during quiet periods of the
7:00 a.m.

eets have an N - Noise Impact Combining Zone that
dential development. Where the noise hazards are
eets and highways, the land use deveiopment

EIR is sufficient to reduce to less than significant
ion or noise to new residential development

also ensures proposed residential development
d Public Works Departments for comments and
fmation in their offices which describes noise
Bquire site or construction design modifications to

orts and along streets and highways, the mitigation
e to less than significant levels noise hazard

ed by the Project. Some additional noise hazard
ped as part of the GPU. In the interim, mitigation for
bnary review and appropriate conditions of

bve are sufficient to reduce to less than significant
(cessive vibration or noise).

apping for each of the County’s airports, and the

t to reduce to less than significant levels noise
ation or noise within an airport land use plan or

VERSE IMPACTS ON POPULATION AND HOUSING:
d significant if the project would

in health and safety hazards.

Impacts

A Health Impact Assessment (HIA) of the GPU was completed in 2007, which documented the

expected health impacts of the various alternatives

use policies can have impacts on health and safet

The HIA states that when housing production does
financial resources are often deprived of adequate

BOS HE Final Resolution of Approval for EIR and HE

being considered. The HIA concludes that land
y of people.

not meet housing demand, people with the least
and/or affordable housing, which can lead to
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adverse health impacts. Such health impacts ing
hazards, mold spores, and poorly maintained pai

lude exposure to waste and sewage, physical
nt.

Another impact of inadequate housing supply is the need for people to leave their community in order
to find affordable housing. Moving away can result in the loss of jobs, traveling long distances for
work, difficult school transitions, and the loss of health-protective social networks. For children,
moving is often associated with academic delay, school suspensions, and depression later in life.

The HIA aiso notes that homeless persons have
homes, but at rates three to six times greater tha

many of the same health problems as people with
n housed people.

In addition to the above impacts to public health indirectly resulting from the project, high levels of

bacteria in the ocean near streams and rivers alg
present a health and safety hazard after rain eve
to issue public warnings to avoid swimming in the
FSEIR (§5.7), listing of several beaches as impai
bacteria is presented as evidence some soils in t
septic tanks where sewers are not available. The

Mitigation Measures
The HIA identified a number of mitigation measur
reduce the health and safety impacts of high cost
incorporates nearly all of the recommended mitig
proposed Housing Opportunity Zone policies, sta
infill development. Also, the project includes a pr

The Project significantly increasing the inventory
for single room occupancy units. These measurs
homeless persons and extremely low income hou
place to sleep.

Findings
The Project includes mitigation measures sufficie
Hazards) to less than significant levels for the ind

The health and safety hazards due to high levels
beaches were not a part of the HIA. Continued p
affected beaches may contribute to these signific

in §5.7 of the FSEIR (Geology and Soils) to redua

beaches is not sufficient to reduce Impact 5.12-A
levels, so Impact 5.12-A is considered significant

SECTION 22: FINDINGS CONCERNING SIGNIFICANT Al

An impact on public services is considered signifi

IMPACT 5.13-A

of potential emergency shelters sites, and provides

Result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision

ng the Moonstone, Little River, and Clam beaches

nts, prompting the County Public Health Department

se arsas. The Geology and Soils section of the

red by the NCRWQCB due to high levels of indicator
he watershed may not be capable of supporting

source of indicator bacteria is not known.

es to reduce the cost of housing, which would
housing listed above. The proposed project

ation measures in the HIA. For example, the
ndards and implementation measures encourage
ogram for SRO units.

s are expected to increase the health and safety of
seholds by providing more of them a warm and dry

nt to reduce Impact 5.12-A (Health and Safety
cators discussed in the HIA.

of indicator bacteria on three (3) of the County's
ermitting of septic tanks in the watersheds of the

ant health and safety hazards. Additional mitigation
e bacteria to acceptable levels at the three (3)
(Health and Safety Hazards) to less than significant
and unavoidable..

VERSE IMPACTS ON PUBLIC SERVICES

cant if the project would:

of new or physically alters

ed governmental facilities, need for new or

physically altered govern

mental facilities, the construction of which could

cause significant environ

mental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable

service ratios, response t

mes or other performance objectives for any of the

public services: Fire prote

xction, Police protection, Schools, Parks, or other

public facilities.
IMPACT 5.13-B

Have sufficient water sup

lies available to serve the project from existing

entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed.
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Impacts
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. '

A number of public water service providers get th
temperature impaired by the NCRWQCB. Fore

ir water supply from rivers that are considered

ample, the unincorporated communities of Redway

and Garberville get their water from the South Fork of the Eel River. Increased drawdown of water in
these rivers to serve new development encouraged by the Project will reduce the water in the river,
which is expected to increase the temperature of the water in the river, and make it less suitable

habitat for protected aquatic and riparian species
resulting from each individual new home may not
all the new units are potentially significant.

Mitigation Measures

While such an increase in temperature in the river
be measurable, the cumulative impacts of serving

Numerous policies, programs, standards and other requirements will help reduce the impacts of new
home construction encouraged by the Project on public services. The land use development permit

review process described in §5.1 of the FSEIR en

sures proposed residential development projects

are circulated to the agencies providing the affected public services for comments and

recommendations.

The construction of new public service facilities w
adverse impacts of the project on the environmen
and new mitigation measures will be proposed to
facility construction.

Proposed new mitigation in §5.9 to refer all buildin
help reduce impacts of new water diversions by s
development projects before construction has beg
§5.1 and §5.5 (Biological Resources) of the FSEIf
on water supplies.

Findings
Existing policies, programs, standards and regula

described above serve to reduce Impact 5.13-B (

Il require additional environmental review where
t will be described, alternatives will be considered,
minimize the environmental impacts of new public

g permits to the Department of Fish and Game will
gcuring necessary permits for potential new

ions serve to reduce Impact 5.13-A (Public

ater Supplies), but not to a level of insignificance.

Services) to exist at a level of insignificance. Exis\fi/ng policies, programs, standards and regulations

This impact is considered significant and unavoid

ble.

SECTION 23: FINDINGS CONCERNING SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE IMPACTS ON RECREATION FACILITIES

An impact is considered significant if the project would:

IMPACT 5.14-A

Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other

recreational facilities such

that sybstantial physical deterioration of the facility

would occur or be accelerated.

IMPACT 5.14-B Regquire the construction ¢r expansion of recreational facilities which might
have an adverse physicalleffect on the environment.
Impacts

New residential development supported by the praposed Housing Element may increase the use of
existing neighborhood and regional parks or other |recreational facilities by new residents such that
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un. The development permit requirements listed in
R will help mitigate the indirect impacts of the project
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substantial physical deterioration of the facility wa

uld occur or be accelerated. The new development

may also trigger a requirement to construct or expand new recreational facilities.

Mitigation Measures

The County mitigates the above impacts through residential development permit review procedures in
§5.1 of the FSEIR. The Coastal Access policies require new development not interfere with existing

access to coastal resources in the coastal zone.

and zoning classifications limit the allowed uses t
The Parkland Dedication requirements provide fu
The Trails policies ensure protection of existing tr

Findings
Existing policies, programs, standards and regula
(Use of Existing Parks) and 5.12-B (Creation of N

The Public Recreation and Public Lands land use

D protect recreation uses from new development.
nding for development of new parks in urban areas.
ails, and encourages development of new trails.

tions noted above serve to reduce Impact 5.12-A
ew Parks) to a level of insignificance.

SECTION 24: FINDINGS CONCERNING SIGNIFICANT AOVERSE IMPACTS ON TRANSPORTATION AND

CIRCULATION
An impact on transportation and circulation is con

IMPACT 5.15-A

sidered significant if the project would:

Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to the existing

traffic load and capacity of the street system.

IMPACT 5.15-B Exceed, either individuall

or cumulatively, a level of service standard

established by the county congestion management agency for designated

roads or highways.

IMPACT 5.15-C Substantially increase ha

zards due to a design feature {e.q., sharp curves or

dangerous intersections)

or incompatible uses (e.q., farm equipment).

IMPACT 5.15-D

Result in inadequate emérgency access.

IMPACT 5.15-E

Result in inadequate parking capacity.

Impacts
There is expected to be an adverse impact on lev

| of service on streets and highways with the

growth projected in the Element. As additional homes are constructed and occupied, there will likely
be more vehicle traffic from people leaving and refurning to their homes by automobile, which

reduces the level of service.

If new homes are permitted in areas that cause hgzards due to a design feature, or where road
access prevents emergency vehicle use, the policies encouraging construction of new homes in the
Element would result in significant emergency access impacts. The projected increase in vehicle use

indirectly resulting from the Project will result in th

need for additional parking facilities. If no

additional parking is provided, the impact of the Project on parking facilities could be significant.

A proposed program is being considered with the
subdivisions within Housing Opportunity Zones th3
could result in inadequate parking capacity in som

Mitigation Measures
Section §5.1 of the FSEIR describes the permit re

Project that relaxes parking requirements for

t meet 1.5x the mid-point density. This new policy
e new developments.

iew process for all residential development

projects. It helps explain how the County’s land development policies, programs, standards and

regulations are used to mitigate potentially signific
circulation policies listed below require projects to
impacts, such as widening or roads, and installing
dedication requirements require public dedication

BOS HE Final Resolution of Approval for EIR and HE

ncorporate measures to mitigate circulation
idewalks within the public right of way. Street
bf right of way to provide public ingress and egress

Ent adverse impacts on traffic and circulation. The
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along the new roads. The subdivision improvement standards specify dimensions and features of
roads to ensure they are constructed to accommadate the expected traffic volumes.

However, the Housing Element does not contain any new road improvement funding mechanisms,
which are needed to reduce the traffic impacts of hew residential development to less than significant
levels,

The Visibility Standards set forth standards for setbacks of new structures from intersections to
ensure adequate visibility of traffic to avoid collisigns. The Fire Safe Regulations specify the
minimum width, grade and road surface to ensurg adequate emergency access to new residential
development. The Parking requirements of the Zpning Ordinance specify the minimum number of
parking spaces required in new residential developments to ensure there is an adequate supply of
parking.

The proposed Housing Opportunity Zone policies will mitigate the parking impacts of the new policies
that allow reduced parking requirements for specified projects. The Housing Opportunity Zones
encourage residential uses in commercial areas, which will allow persons to travel from their home to
work and shopping areas without using their cars.| In addition, the Housing Opportunity Zones
encourage infill development in areas served with|public transit, so fewer people will need to use cars
to travel from their homes to commercial areas.

Eindings
The above measures mitigate the impacts of the Rroject on 5.15-A (Increased Traffic), and 5.15-B
(Level of Service), but not to a level of insignificance. These impacts are considered significant and

unavoidable.

Existing policies, programs, standards and regulations noted above serve to reduce Impact 5.15-C
(Road Hazards), 5.15-D (Emergency Access), and 5.15-E (Parking Capacity) to a level of
insignificance. '

SECTION 25: FINDINGS CONCERNING SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE IMPACTS ON UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

An impact is considered significant if the project would:

IMPACT 5.16-A Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water
Quality Control Board.
IMPACT 5.16-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.

IMPACT 5.16-C Require or result in the copstruction of new storm water drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental ¢ffects.

IMPACT 5.16-D Result in a dgtermination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves
or may serve the project that it has inadequate capacity to serve the project's
projected demand in additjon to the provider's existing commitments.

IMPACT 5.16-E Comply with federal, state| and local statutes and requlations related to solid
waste.
Impacts

The Project is expected to indirectly result in the dgvelopment of new residential development.
Additional wastewater treatment services will be necessary to serve the new development encouraged
by the Project.

The proposed project may indirectly lead to advefse environmental impacts resulting from exceeding
wastewater treatment requirements of the Regional Water Quality Control Board, the construction of
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