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Project Information
Project Title: Furfado Minor Subdivision

Lead Agency

Humboldt County Planning and Building Department — Planning Division
3015 H Street

Eureka, CA 95501

(707) 445-7541

Property Owner ' Sevemor's Office of Planning & Research
James L. Furtado

3329 Halfway Ave JUL 19 2019

McKinleyville, CA 25519 STATE CLEAR'NGHOUSE
Project Applicant
Same as owner

Project Location

The project is located in Humboldt County, in the Fieldbrook area, on the east side of Fieldbrook Road,
approximately 300 feet north from the intersection of Fieldbrook Road and Grassy Creek Road, on the
properties known as 2247 Fieldbrook Road and 2251 Fieldbrook Road.

General Plan Designation

Residential Agriculture: 5 to 20 acres (RA5-20), Fieldbrook-Gendale Community Planning Area (FGCPA),
2017 General Plan, Density: Range is 5 to 20 acres per unit, Slope Stability: Relatively Stable (0) and High
Instability (3).

Zoning
Agricultural General (AG), Minimum building site area is 5 acres (B-5(5)).

Project Description

A Minor Subdivision to divide an approximately 20-acre parcel into four parcels utilizing a Planned
Development Permit. The parcels will range in size between 2.0 acres and 11.0 acres. The parcel is
currently developed with a single family residence, a manufactured home, a cabin and accessory
structures. The parcels will be served with water provided by the Fieldbrook/Glendale Community
Services District. On-site wastewater systems are proposed. Pursuant to Section 325-9 an exception is
requested to allow a 40-foot right of way to serve the proposed parcels. '

Baseline Conditions: Surrounding Land Uses and Setting

The project site is located in the Fieldbrook area on the east side of Fieldbrook Road. It is in a developed
neighborhood and surrounded by other similarly sized residential parcels.

Other Public Agencies Whose Approval Is or May Be Required (permits, financing approval, or
participation agreement): Humboldt County Public Works Department, Division of Environmental Health,

Building Division.



Environmental Factors Potentially Affected: The environmental factors checked below would be
potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact”
as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

Q Aesthetics 0 Agricultural and Forestry Resources O Air Quality

4 Biological Resources M Cultural Resources Q Geology/Soils

a Greenhouse Gas Emissions 4 Haozards/Hazardous Materials Q Hydrology/Water

U Land Use/Planning 4 Mineral Resources Quality

Q Noise Qa Population/Housing Q Public Services

d Recreation Q Transportation/Traffic a Tribal Cultural Resources
Q Utilities/Service a Mandatory Findings of Significance

Determination: On the basis of this initial evaluation:

d

|

| find that the proposed project could not have a significant effect on the environment, and a
Negative Declaration will be prepared.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been
made by or agreed fo by the project proponent. A Mitigated Negative Declaration will be
prepared.

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

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

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or
Negative Declaration pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or
mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or Negative Declaration, including revisions or mitigation
measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.
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Signature Date
Michael Wheeler, Senior Planner Humboldt County Planning
Printed Name and Building Department

For



Evaluation of Environmental Impacts

(1) A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately
supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each
question. A "No Impact" answer is adequaiely supported if the referenced information sources show
that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside
a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact” answer should be explained where it is based on project-
specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to
pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

(2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site,
cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational
impacts. - '

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

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

(5) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant fo the fiering. program EIR, or other CEQA process, an
effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. (California Code of
. Regulations, title 14 Section 15063(c) (3) (D}). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the
following:

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review. N/A

b} Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within
the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal
standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the
earlier analysis. N/A

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



Environmental Checklist

Checklist and Evaluation of Environmental Impacts: An explanation for all checklist responses is
included, and all answers take into account the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-
site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as
- operational impqc’rs. The explanation of each issue identifies (a) the significance criteria or threshold, if

any, used to evaluate each question; and (b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the
impact to less than significance. In the Checklist, the following definitions are used:

"Potentidally Significant Impact' means there is substantial evidence that an effect may be
significant. ‘ .

"Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated” means the incorporation of one or more
mitigation measures can reduce the effect from potentially significant to a less than significant level.

“Less Than Significant Impact” means that the effect is less than significant and no mitigation is
necessary to reduce the impact fo a lesser level. -

“No Impact” means that the effect dqes not apply to the proposed project, or clearly will not
impact nor be impacted by the project. . \ ’

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant with Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

e Sty

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? X

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

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

5

d) Create anew source of substantial light or glare, which would
. L X
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

Discussion:

(a-d) Less Than Significant Impact: The project site is not within an area mapped or designated with
scenic vistas or resources nor is it in the Coastal Zone where specified areas of scenic values are
mapped and certified by the state. The proposed subdivision infills an established development
pattern, and is consistent with the planned build-out of the area. The parcels will be served by
Fieldbrook Road. The Department finds no evidence that the creation of one additional parcel
within an area characterized as rural residential will have a substantial adverse aesthetic impact.
There is no indication that the future development likely to occur on the site will significantly increase
light or glare or effect nighttime views in the vicinity.




Less Than
Potentially | Significant Less Than

Significant with Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of -
Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps )
prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring A X
Program of the California Resources. Agency, to non- ’
agriculiural use?

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

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest
land {as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)).
timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section X
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined
by Government Code section 51 104(g))? ‘

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land ’fo
non-forest use?

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due
‘ to their location or no’rure_, could result in conversion of X
Farmland, fo non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land '
to non-forest use 2 | ’

Discussion:

(a-e) No Impact: Neither the subject prdpen‘y_nor adjacent lands are within a Williamson Act
contract. The site is not considered prime or unique farmland and is not used for agricultural
purposes. The neighborhood is characterized by rural residential development with on-site septic
systems and domestic water provided by the Fieldbrook/Glendale Community Services District. The
proposed subdivision infills an established development pattern. One-family residential is a primary
and compatible use within the RA designation and is principally permitted in the AG zoning district.
The Department finds no evidence that the project will result in a significant adverse impact on
agricultural resources.




ALe»ss Than
Potentially Significant Less Than

Significant with Significant No Impqcf
Impact Mitigation | Impact
Incorporated
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air X
qudlity plan?g
b} Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to X

an existing or projected air qudlity violation?

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

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?

e) Credate objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of
people?

Discussion: . .

(a-e) Less than Significant: The proposed project divides an approximately 20-acre parcel into four
parcels. The subdivision will site the éxisﬂng residence on one of the proposed parcels, with the other
proposed parcels suitable for residential development. According to recent studies by the North
Coast Unified Air Quality Management District (NCUAQMD), the most significant contributors to PM-10
are residential wood burning stoves. Also, according to the NCUAQMD, all of Humboldt County is in
non-attainment of the State's PM-10 (particulate matter of 10 microns in size) standard, but complies
with all other State and Federal air qudlity standards. The area is characterized as urban residential
with similar sized lots in the surrounding areas. The Department finds no evidence that the project that
is consistent with the planned build-out of the area will have a signiﬁcanf adverse impact on air
quality.

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant with Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
’ Incorporated

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a
candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and wildlife
Service?




b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or

~ other sensitive natural community identified in local or
regiondl plans, policies, and regulations or by the California X
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

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

d) -Interfere substantially with the movement of any native
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established
native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, orimpede the
use of native wildlife nursery sitese

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a free preservchon policy or X
ordinance?

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

Discussion:

(a-e) Less Than Significant: Per County resource maps, there are no sensitive biological resources on,
or in the vicinity of, the project site. There are no wetlands or wetland habitat present on the site. The
project does not involve any development within a streamside management area. The project site is
not within an adopted or proposed habitat conservation plan. The project was referred to the Eureka
office of the California Department of Fish and Wildlife which did not respond with concemns. The
area is developed to rural residential levels. The Department ﬁnds no ewdence that the prolec’r will
result in d significant adverse impact on biclogical resources.’

| Potel‘wﬁclly . L.e.ss Thcn. Less Than
| sigrificant | SiEnfcant with | ¢ iaeant | No Impact
S N Miigation | >2MTeS" P
mpac Incorporated mpac
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a X
historical resource as defined in §15064.52
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an X
archaeological resource pursuant fo §15064.52
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological X
resource or site or unique geologic feature?
d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside X
of formal cemeteries?




Discussion:

(a) No Impact: No historical resources have been documented on site. The site is currently developed
with a single family residence that will remain on proposed Parcel 1. No changes fo this structure are
proposed, therefore, the project will have no impact on historical resources defined in California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) §15064.5.

(b) Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated: The project was referred to the Northwest
Information Center (NWIC), the Blue Lake Rancheria, and the Wiyot Tribe. Although the response from
‘Jthe NWIC recommended a study, further consultation with the Blue Lake Rancheria, and the Wiyot
Tribe recommended approval with no further study provided a note regarding inadvertent discovery
is included in the project. If archaeological resources are encountered during construction activities,
the contractor will execute Mitigation Measure No. 1. by halting construction and coordinating with a
professional archaeologist, who meefts the Secretary of the interior’s Standards and Guidelines and
appropriate fribes so resources can be evaluated so that there is not a substantial adverse change in
the significance, of an archaeological resource.

(c) No impact: No paleontological, geologic, or physical features are known to exist on the proposed
project site; therefore, the project will not directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource, site, or unique geologic feature.

(d) Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated: The project is not expected to disturb any
human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries. However, implementation of
Mitigation Measure No. 2 has been included in the event that human remains are accidentally
discovered during construction. '

Mitigation Measure No. 1. If cultural resources, such as chipped or ground stone, or bone are
discovered during ground-disturbance activities, work shall be stopped within 20 meters (66 feet) of
the discovery, as required by CEQA (January 1999 Revised Guidelines, Title 14 CCR 15064.5 (f)). Work
near the archaeological finds shall not resume until a professional archaeologist, who meets the
Secretary of the Interior's Standards and Guidelines, has evaluated the materials and offered
recommendations for further action.

Mitigation Measure No. 2. [f human remains are discovered during project construction, work will stop
at the discovery location, within 20 meters (66 feet), and any nearby area reasonably suspected to
overlie human remains (Public Resources Code, Section 7050.5). The Humboldt County coroner will
be contacted to determine if the cause of death must be investigated. If the coroner determines
that the remains are of Native American origin, it will be necessary fo comply with state laws relating
o the disposition of Native American burials, which fall within the jurisdiction of the North American
Heritage Commission (NAHC) (Public Resources Code, Section 5097). The coroner will contact the
NAHC. The descendants or most likely descendants of the deceased will be contacted, and work will
not resume until they have made a recommendation to the landowner or the person responsible for
the excavation work for means of treatment and disposition, with appropriate dignity, of the human
remains and any associa’red’grqve goods, as provided in Public Resources Code, Section 5097.98.
Work may resume if NAHC is unable to identify a descendant or the descendant failed to make a
recommendation.




Potentialy | SS9 | ocothan.

Significant Slgn|]‘|'c:cn.1 with Significant | No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
P Incorporated pa

Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on
the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning
Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based ) X
on other substantial evidence of a known fault2 Refer to »
Division of Mines and Géology Special Publication 42.

i} Strong seismic ground shaking?

i) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

iv) Landslides? ‘ ' ’ X

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? - X

c) Belocatedona geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or fhof
would become unstable as a result of the project, and

potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, X
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? '

d} Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the )
Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life X

or property?

e) Have soils incapable of Gdequofely sgpporﬁng the use of , ,
septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems where X
sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewatere )

Discussion:
(a) No Impact: There are no known earthquake faults located within the site.

(iiv) No impact: The project site is located outside an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. The
proposed project divides one parcel into four. The parcel is developed with two residences that will
remain on proposed Parcels 2 and 4, with other parcels suitable for residential development. All
development associated with the subdivision will not expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects from rupture of a known earthquake fault, stfrong seismic ground shaking,
or seismic-related ground failure, including liqguefaction. The project is not within an area subject to
landslides; therefore the project will not expose people or structures to risk of lost, injury, or death
involving landslides. '

(b) Less Than Significant impact: Any future home construction or road improvements will utilize »
appropriate Best Management Practices (BMPs) which will prevent soil erosion and loss of topsoil. -




g

(c) No impact: The project is not located on geologic units or soils that are unstable or that will
become unstable as a result of the project. The project will not result in the creation of new unstable
areas either on or off site due to physical changes in a hill slope affecting mass balance or material
strength. '

(d) No impact: The project site is not located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the
Uniform Building Code ( 1994); 1‘herefore, the project will not create substantial risks to life or property.

(e) No Impact The project will connect to commum’ry sewer prowded by the McKinleyville
Community Services Dls’rncf

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant with Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
' Incorporated
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the . X
environment?
b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted
for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse X
gases?
Discussion:

(a-b) Less Than Significant Inipaci: The even’rudl residential construction on the vacant lots would
contribute temporary, short-term increases in air pollution from equipment usage.

Because of the temporary nature of the greenhouse gds contributions, coupled with the modest
quantity of emission, the proposed project would not have a significant impact on the environment,
nor conflict with applicable plan, policy, or regulation for the purposes of reducing greenhouse gas
emissions.

Potentially SL.ess.fThdn,‘ Less Than
Significant | 29N ganificant | No Impact
Impact with Mitigation impact
i Incorporated
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous X
materials? ‘
b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident X
conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into
I the enwronmen’r?




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

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

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

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

g) Impair implementation of, or physically in’rerfer_e with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency - X
evacuation plan?g

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

Discussion:

(a-h) Less Than Significant impact: The project site is not included on a list of hazardous material sites,
nor does the proposed subdivision involve routine transport, use or disposal of hazardous materials.
The project site is approximately five miles from the nearest airport, California Redwood Coast -
Humboldt County Airport. There are no private airstrips within the vicinity of the project site. The site is
outside the area of concern related to the County's adopted Airport land use plan and will not result
in unanticipated risk to the occupants of the site. The Department finds no evidence that the project
will create, or expose people or property to, hazardous materials, or impair implementation of, or
physically interfere with, an adopted emergency response plan. The site is within the Arcata Fire
Protection District. Future development of the site will require compliance with the Uniform Fire Code
and UBC. According to the Fire Hazard map, the parcel is located in a low fire hazard area.
Fieldbrook-Glendale Community Services District approved the proposed project. For these reasons,
the Planning Division expects that the minor subdivision will not result in significant impacts in terms of
hazardous materials.




;?_) .

Potentially |-

Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with Mitigation
Incerporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

iolate omy wo’rer quah’ry s’rondords or wos e dlschorge
requirementse

Ny .

b)

Substantially deplefe groundwo’rer supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the
local groundwater table level (e.g. the production rate of
pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which would
not support existing land uses or planned uses for which
permits have been gron’red)

Substantially alter the-existing drainage po’r’rem of the site or
areq, including through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, in a manner, which would result in substantial
erosion or siltation on- or off—sn‘e2 :

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

Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the
capacity of existing or planned storm water drainage
systems or provide substantial additional sources of poliuted
runoff? ‘ -

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

9)

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary of Flood
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map?2

h)

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

Expose people or structures to a significant risk or loss, injury V

. or death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of

the failure of a levee or damge

j) Result in inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

'

(a-j) Less than significant: The proposed subdivision infills an established development pattern, and is
consistent with the planned build-out of the areaq, in terms of both the County’s Housing Element and
the Fieldbrobk/GIendole community plan. The project site is an area served by community water and
on-site sewer systems. The Fileldbrook Glendale Services District has indicated that it is able to provide
water upon the payment of the appropriate fees. The Environmental Health Division has not identified
any concerns with regard to the project interfering with groundwater recharge. The Department finds




no evidence indicating that the subdivision will violate any water quality or waste discharge
standards, or otherwise substantially degrade water quality. According to the Flood Insurance Rate
Map Panel, the project site is located in Flood Zone C, which is defined as “areas of minimall '
flooding”, and is outside the 100- and 500-year floodplains. The project site is not within a mapped
dam or levee inundation area, and is outside the areas subject to tsunami run-up. The site is at an
elevation of approximately 102 feet. '

No streams, creeks or other waterways will be altered as a result of this subdivision. The Department
finds no evidence that the proposed project will result in significant hydrologic or water quality
impacts.

Less Than

Potentially Sianificant with Less Than
Significant d e Significant | No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
P Incorporated e
a) Physically divide an established community? X

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

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plon' 6r
natural community conservation plan?2

Discussion:

(a-c) No Impact: The project site is designated Residential Agriculture: 5 to 20 acres (RA5-20),
Fieldbrook-Gendale Community Planning Area (FGCPA), 2017 General Plan, Density: Range is 5 to 20
acres per unit. The neighborhood is characterized as rural residential. The creation of fwo additionall
parcels for residential development is consistent with the zoning and land use density. The proposed
subdivision infills an established development pattern, is consistent with the planned build-out of the
areq, and is consistent with the policies and regulations specified in the Fieldbrook-Glendale
Community Plan and General Plan. There are no habitat conservation or natural community
conservation plans proposed or adopted for this area. The Department finds there is no evidence
that the project will result in significant adverse impact with regard to land use and planning.

Potentially | . "S5 | lessThan
. Significant with § ...
Significant e Significant | No Impact
. 4 Mitigation Impact
pac Incorperated P

a) Resultin the loss of availability of a known mineral resource
that would be of value to the region and the residents of the - X
state? ' ’




b) Resultin the loss of availability of a locally important mineral ,
resource recovery site delineated ona local general plan, X
specific plan or other land use plang

Discussion:

(a and b) No lmbaci: On-site soils and geologic resources are not suitable as commodity materials
that would be of value to the region or the state. The site is not designated as an important mineral
resource recovery site by a local general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan.

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant | No Impact
Impact

Potentially
Significant
impact

a) Expose persons fo or generate noise levels in excess of
standards established in the local general plan or noise ' X
ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

b) Expose persons to or generate excessive ground borne

vibration or ground borne noise levelse X
¢) Resultina substantial permanent increase in ambient noise A
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the X

projecte

d) Resulfin a substantial temporary or periodic increase in A ,
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels X
existing without the projects

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

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

Discussion:

(a-d) No Impact: Noises generated by the proposed project will result in a femporary increase during
Jconstruction because the proposed project may require the use of heavy equipment (excavator,
grader, loader and backhoe). The construction does not include equipment that would result in
groundborne vibration. These activities are consistent with the current uses at the site and no
permanent change in noise from the existing conditions would result from this project.

(e and f) Less Than Significant Impact: The project area is approximately five miles from the California
Redwood Coast — Humboldt County Airport, and is not subject to the airport land use compatibility
plan. The noise impacts associated with the airport are not anticipated to be excessive. Therefore,
noise impacts will remain less than significant.




Potentially | . “SF " | aeThan

Significant Significant wifh Significant | No Impact

| + Mitigation ™ i
mpac Incorporated pac

a) Induce substantial population growth in an areaq, either
directly (e.g., by proposing new homes and/or businesses) or
indirectly (e.g., through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing X
elsewhere?

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

Discussion: ,

(a—c) No The proposed project divides one parcel into four. Two existing residences will be sited on
proposed Parcels 2 and 4 with the other two proposed parcels vacant and suitable for residential
development. One-family residential uses are primary and compatible uses within the plan
designation and zoning district. The subdivision is consistent with the planned density of the area. The
Department finds no evidence that the project will result in a significant adverse impact on
population and housing. ' ~

Potentially . Lt.ess Than Less Than
- Significant with | =,
Significant e o Significant | No Impact
Impact Mifigation Impact
P ' Incorporated P

a) Fire protection?

b) Police protection?

c) 7 Schools?

d} Parks?

x| x| x| x| x|

) Other public facilifies?

Discussion:

(a-e) No Impact: The parcels will be accessed via Fieldbrook Road. The Department of Public Works
has recommended improvemenfs to the access road to meet current standards. The Fieldbrook
Community Services District did not identify any fire protection issues. The Department finds no
evidence that the project will result in a significant adverse impact on public services.




Potentially Less Than Less Than

Significant Slgnlﬁ.c Gn.f with Significant | No Impact
Impact Mifigation Impact
P Incorporated | TP

a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks
or other recreqﬁonal facilities such that substantial physical X
deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated?

b) Include recreational facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which might have an X
adverse physical effect on the environmente

Discussion:

(a-b) Less Than Significant Impact: The project doés not include recreational facilities. The project site
is not within a Quimby Act fee area. The Department finds no evidence that the project will require
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on
the environment. :

' . Less Than
:g:igzgjrlw); Sig&i:; ?jr:ifovr:iih Sﬁ:ﬁ;:g:t No Impact
Impact Incorporated Impact
a) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of
Historical Resources, -or in a local regis’rer of historical X
resources as defined in Public Resource Code section
15020.1(k), or
b} A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion
and supported by substantial evidence, to be significant
pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision [c) of Public X
Resources Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall
consider the significance of the resource o a California
Native American tribe?

Discussion:

(a-b) Less Than Significant Impact: The project was referred to the Northwest Information Center at
Sonoma State University, the Blue Lake Rancheria, the Wiyot Tribe and the Bear River Band of the
Rohnerville Rancheria. Although the response from the NWIC recommended a study, further
consultation with the Blue Lake Rancheria, the Bear River Band of the Rohnerville Rancheria and the
Wiyot Tribe recommended approval with no further study provided a note regarding inadvertent
discovery is included in the project. The standard condition of inadvertent discovery has been
included as Mitigation Measure No. 1.




Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant | No Impact
Impact

Potentially
: Significant
Impact

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy-
establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of
the circulation system, taking into account all modes of -
fransportation including mass transit and non-motorized
fravel and relevant components of the circulation system,
including but not limited to intersections, streets, highways

“and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass
fransit?

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management
program, including, but not limited to level of service
‘ éion‘dords and fravel demand measures, or other standards : X
established by the county congestion management agency
for designated roads or highways?

c) Resultin a change in air fraffic patterns, including either an
increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results in X
substantial safety risks2

V d) Substantially increase hazards due to design features (e.g.,
: sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses X
(e.g.. farm equipment)? ’

e) Resultin inadequate emergency occéss? |1 X

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or progrqms regarding
public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise - X
decrease the performance or safety of such facilities?

Discussion:

(a-f) Less Than Significant Impact: The property is accessed by Fieldbrook Road. The Land Use Division
of Public Works has recommended standard conditions of approval including the improvement of the]
encroachment and improvement of the access road.

The Department finds there is no evidence that the project will exceed the level of service standard,
will result in a change in air fraffic patterns, will result in inadequate emergency access, inadequate
access to nearby uses orinadequate parking capacity; or will conflict with adopted policies supporting
transportation. The project site is approximately five miles southeast of the California Redwood Coast
— Humboldt County Airport, the closest airport. ’




a)

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?

b)

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

Require or result in the construction of new storm water
drainage facilities or expansion of exis’ring facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental
effectse

Have insufficiem‘ water supplies available to serve the project
from existing entittements and resources (i.e., new or
expanded entitlements are needed)?

e)

Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment
provider, which serves or may serve the project that it does
not have adequate capacity to serve the project’s
projected demand in addition fo the provider’s existing
commitments?

Be served by a landfill with insufficién’r permitted capacity fo
accommodatie the project’s solid waste disposol needs?

Violate any federdl, state, and local statutes and regulohons
rela’red o solid waste?

Discussmn:

(a-g) No Impact: The Department finds there is no evidence that the project will be inconsistent with
the planned build-out of the area or will result in a significant adverse to utilities and service systems.
The parcel is not zoned for commercial or industrial uses. The lots will be served by on-site septic sysfems
and community water provided by the Fieldbrook-Glendale Community Services District. The
Department of Environmental Health has recommended approval of the project. The Division of Public
Works reviewed the project and did not identify any drainage issues. The applicant will be required to
provide a complete hydraulic report and drainage plan. The Department finds the project impact to
be insignificant.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact




a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of
the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife s‘pecies, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range
of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of California history
or prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are.individually limited,
but cumulatively considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable”
means that the incremental effects of a project are
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of
past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects). *

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

Discussion: :

(a through c) No Impact: The proposed project divides one parcel into four. Two parcels will have
developed residences that will remain on préposed Parcels 2 and 4 with proposed Parcels 1 and 3
vacant and suifable for residential development. Staff finds no evidence thaf the proposed project will
significantly degrade the quality of the environment, nor will it have impacts that are individually limited
but cumulatively considerable. Based on the project as described in the administrative record,
comments from reviewing agencies, a review of the applicable regulations, and discussed herein, the
Department finds there is no significant evidence to indicate the proposed project as mifigated will
have environmental effects that will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly
or indirectly. ‘




Proposed Mitigation Measures, Monitoring, and Reporting Program

Cultural Resources

Mitigation Measure No. 1. If a cultural resource, such as chipped or ground stone or bone is discovered
during ground-disturbance activities, work shall be stopped within 20 meters (66 feet) of the discovery,
as required by CEQA (January 1999 Revised Guidelines, Title 14 CCR 15064.5 (f)). Work near the
archaeological find shall not resume until a professional archaeologist who meets the Secretary of the
Interior's Standards and Guidelines has evaluated the materials and offered recommendations for
further action. :

Timing for Implementation/Compliance: Throughout project construction
Person/Agency Responsible for Monitoring: Applicant and successors
Monitoring Frequency: Throughout constfruction

Evidence of Compliance: Visible evidence

Mitigation Measure No. 2. If human remains are discovered during project construction, work will stop at
the discovery location, within 20 meters (66 feet), and any nearby area reasonably suspected 1o overlie
human remains (Public Resources Code, Section 7050.5). The Humboldt County coroner will be
contacted to determine if the cause of death must be investigated. If the coroner determines that the
remains are of Native American origin, it will be necessary o comply with state laws relating to the
disposition of Native American burials, which fall within the jurisdiction of the North American Heritage
Commission (NAHC) (Public Resources Code, Section 5097). The coroner will contact the NAHC. The
descendants or most likely descendants of the deceased will be contacted, and work will not resume
until they have made a recommendation to the landowner or the person responsible for the excavation
work for means of freatment and disposition, with appropriate dignity, of the human remains and any
associated grave goods, as provided in Public Resources Code, Section 5097.98. Work may resume if
NAHC is unable to identify a descendant or the descendant failed to make a recommendation.

Timing for Implementation/Compliance: Throughout project construction
Person/Agency Responsible for Monitoring: Applicant and successors
Moniforing Frequency: Throughout construction

Evidence of Compliance: Visible evidence





