CITY OF ARCATA
CITY COUNCIL MEETING
COUNCIL CHAMBER
736 F Street, Arcata

FEBRUARY 05, 2020
Wednesday, 6:00 PM
AGENDA

Special accommodations for the disabled who attend City meetings can be made in advance by
contacting the City Clerk at 822-5953. Assistive listening devices are available.
Pursuant to Government Code section 54957.5, all writings or documents relating to any item on
this agenda which have been provided to a majority of the City Council, including those received
less than 72 hours prior to the City Council meeting, will be made available for public inspection
in the agenda binder located on the counter in the lobby at Arcata City Hall, 736 F Street, during
normal business hours, and on the City's website at www.cityofarcata.org.
PLEASE NOTE: Speakers wishing to distribute materials to the City Council at the meeting are
requested to provide 10 copies to the City Clerk.

I.

FLAG SALUTE
Posting of the Colors and Pledge of Allegiance to be Led by Scouts from Pack 95 and
Troop 15.

II.
III.

ROLL CALL
CEREMONIAL MATTERS
A. Proclamation Recognizing February 2–8, 2020, as Scouting Anniversary
Week.
B. Proclamation Recognizing February 2020 as V-Month in Arcata.

IV.

REPORT BY COMMISSION/COMMITTEE
A. Annual Report from the Historic Landmarks Committee.

V.

EARLY ORAL COMMUNICATIONS
This 15-minute time period is provided for people to address the Council on matters
not on the agenda. At the conclusion of all oral communications the Council may
respond to statements. Any request that requires Council action will be set by the
Council for a future agenda or referred to staff. Speakers addressing the Council at
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this time may be limited to two minutes. All other Oral and Written Communications
will be heard at this meeting under Agenda Item XI.
VI.
VII.

N/A
CONSENT CALENDAR
All matters on the Consent Calendar are considered to be routine by the City Council
and are enacted in one motion. There is no separate discussion of any of these items.
If discussion is required, that item is removed from the Consent Calendar and
considered separately. At the end of the reading of the Consent Calendar, Council
members or members of the public can request that an item be removed for separate
discussion.

VIII.

A.

Approve the Minutes of the City Council Meeting of January 16, 2020.

B.

Approve the Minutes of the City Council Meeting of January 21, 2020,
8:00 a.m.

C.

Bi-Weekly Report on General Warrants.

D.

Adopt Ordinance No. 1526, An Ordinance of the City Council of the City
of Arcata Amending the Arcata Municipal Code Title VII (Public Works),
Chapter 3 (Water), Article 9 (Discontinuance of Service); Waive Reading
of the Text, and Consent to Read by Title Only.

E.

Adopt Ordinance No. 1527, An Ordinance of the City Council of the City
of Arcata Amending Chapter 3.5 of Title V of the Arcata Municipal Code,
to Establish Regulations Related To Single Use Disposable Foodware
Items and Plastic Bottle Restrictions, Title V—Sanitation And Health,
Chapter 3.5—Waste Reduction; Waive Reading of the Text and Consent
to Read by Title Only.

F.

Adopt Resolution No. 190-50, A Resolution of the City Council of the City
of Arcata Authorizing Application to the Infill Infrastructure Grant
Program.

G.

Declare a Vacancy on the Public Safety Committee Due to Absences for a
Term Expiring on September 30, 2024.

ITEMS REMOVED FROM CONSENT CALENDAR
Items removed from the Consent Calendar will be heard under this section.

IX.

OLD BUSINESS
A. Approval of the Creek Side Mixed Occupancy Residential Annexation
Project.
Approval will certify the project Environmental Impact Report, including a Statement of
Overriding Considerations for environmental impacts, authorize annexation of private
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and public properties into the City, approve a minor subdivision of the housing project
site, approve land use and zoning amendments, authorize a Development Agreement,
and approve Conditions of Approval and mitigations to reduce the environmental and
community impact of the project. The private property will include a mix of
occupancies and types of housing. The public properties include transportation
networks, open space, and Ennes Park. The project will require a range of entitlements,
General Plan and Land Use Code amendments, and a Development Agreement. In
addition, the project includes several habitat restoration elements, a permanent
agricultural conservation easement, the installation of bike/pedestrian trails, and a
contribution to improvements to the City’s public infrastructure, including water,
wastewater, and transportation. Staff recommends the City Council take the actions
necessary to approve the project. The Council should continue this item to February 19,
2020, to adopt the enacting ordinances.
RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Council:
1. Open the public hearing, receive a staff report and public comment;
2. Adopt Resolutions No. 190-37, 190-44, 190-39, 190-45, and the Action of the
City Council;
3. Introduce Ordinance No. 1523, An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of
Arcata Prezoning the Creek Side Homes Annexation Properties, waive reading
the text, and consent to read by title only;
4. Introduce Ordinance No. 1524, An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of
Arcata Approving a Development Agreement for the Creek Side Homes Project,
waive reading the text, and consent to read by title only; and
5. Continue the item to the February 19, 2020, regularly scheduled City Council
meeting to adopt Ordinances No. 1523 and 1524 on the Consent Calendar.
X.

NEW BUSINESS
A. Receive a Presentation from Ben McWhorter, Manager, Sequoia Gas, on
Propane Infrastructure in a Renewable Future.
B. Consider Introducing Ordinance No. 1528, An Ordinance of the City
Council of the City of Arcata Designating the Chapman House as a Local
Historic Landmark.
The “Chapman House” at 974 10th Street is listed on the National Register of Historic
Places, but is not currently a locally designated historic landmark. The original home
was developed in 1874 and expanded to its current form in 1876 with limited alterations
in the years since. The home and site have been extensively rehabilitated in recent years
and the current owners are interested in pursuing a local historic landmark designation,
as well as City preservation incentives in order to partially offset the costs of
rehabilitation.
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RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the City Council:
1. Receive a staff report and public comment;
2. Introduce Ordinance No. 1528, An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of
Arcata Designating the Chapman House an Historic Landmark; waive reading
of the text and consent to read by title only; and
3. Continue the hearing to February 19, 2020, for adoption of Ordinance No. 1528.
C. Consideration of a City-Initiated Ballot Measure for the November 2020
General Election to Ask Voters if the City Should Discontinue Adding
Fluoride to the City's Water System.
Councilmember Pitino has requested that the City consider removing fluoride from its
drinking water system. The City started adding fluoride in accordance with State and
Federal drinking water standards in 1956 by City ordinance. Although the City could
cease water fluoridation through the passage of a new ordinance, the proposal before the
Council is for the City to place a measure on the November 2020 ballot to allow the
voters to determine whether or not the City should continue to fluoridate the drinking
water system. In 2006, by a margin of three to two, Arcata voters defeated a ballot
measure that would have stopped fluoridation. If the City Council directs staff to
proceed with a measure, staff will return with a timeline for the measure to be placed on
the ballot and specific language for the Council’s consideration.
RECOMMENDATION:
It is recommended that the Council discuss the request for the City to place a measure
on the November 2020 General Election ballot to discontinue adding fluoride to the
City’s water system.
D. Introduce Ordinance No. 1529, Revising the Arcata Municipal Code, Title
III, Public Safety, Chapter 2, Parking Regulations, to Amend Article 9,
Stopping, Standing, and Parking and Article 11, Stopping, Standing or
Parking Restricted or Prohibited on Certain Streets.
Some of the City’s timed parking zones and all parking meters are only enforced when
Humboldt State University, HSU, is in session. Language to this effect is specified in
the Arcata Municipal Code and the various Resolutions designating the areas and times
of enforcement. Over time HSU has expanded summer session enrollment and the
periods of time that HSU is not in session is very limited. City Staff have received
many complaints from people regarding confusion on when parking is enforced in these
areas. City Staff recommends removing the language, “except…when Humboldt State
University is not in session” from the Ordinance and all applicable Resolutions. If
adopted, parking would be enforced year round except Sundays and holidays or
otherwise specified.
Additional amendments to this section of the Arcata Municipal Code include specifying
parking meter zones and rates and combining sections designating timed parking limits
into one section titled, Limited Timed Parking.
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RECOMMENDATION:
It is recommended that the Council introduce Ordinance No. 1529, An Ordinance of the
City Council of the City of Arcata Amending Article 9 (Stopping, Standing and
Parking) and Article 11 (Stopping, Standing or Parking Restricted or Prohibited on
Certain Streets) of Chapter 2 (Traffic Regulations), Title III (Public Safety) of the
Arcata Municipal Code to Revise Timed Parking and Parking Meter Zone Regulations;
waive reading of the text and consent to read by title only.
E. Ordinance No. 1525, for Introduction, Amending Title II, Chapter 10,
Sections 3102(A)(1) and 3102(D) of the Arcata Municipal Code to make a
Biennial CPI Adjustment to Campaign Contribution Limitations.
In 1992, the Arcata voters adopted a ballot measure that established campaign
contribution limitations (codified in the Arcata Municipal Code at §§ 3011-3018, Title
II, Chapter 10). This ballot measure set local office candidate campaign contribution
limitations and requirements for disclosure of independent expenditures at $100 per
election cycle, to be adjusted every even-numbered year by the consumer price index
(CPI). Ordinance No. 1525 makes this adjustment for 2020.
RECOMMENDATION:
It is recommended that the Council introduce Ordinance No. 1525, An Ordinance of the
City Council of the City of Arcata Amending the Arcata Municipal Code to Make
Consumer Price Index Adjustments to Campaign Contribution Limitations, waive
reading of the text and consent to read by title only.
XI.

ORAL AND WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS
This time is provided for people to address the Council or submit written
communications on matters not on the agenda. At the conclusion of all oral and
written communications, the Council may respond to statements. Any request that
requires Council action will be set by the Council for a future agenda or referred to
staff. Speakers addressing the Council may be limited to three minutes, with a
maximum of five minutes, and a time limit on the overall length of oral
communications may be imposed.

XII.

COUNCIL AND STAFF REPORTS
All reports shall be specifically limited to City business and shall not request or lead
to action by the Council at this meeting.
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XIII.

DATES OF FUTURE MEETINGS

XIV.

CLOSED SESSION

XV.
XVI.

CLOSED SESSION REPORTS
ADJOURNMENT
Other than items continued or tabled to a date certain, the Council may, by majority
vote, continue all matters not completed by 10:30 p.m. to the following Thursday at
6:00 p.m. in the Council Chamber. Should the Council vote to continue the meeting
past 10:30 p.m., discussion on an item on the agenda that either requires or allows for
public input may not begin without a unanimous vote of the City Council members
present. (Closed Session items may begin later.) (Reference: Resolution No. 101-69)
DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA
V. Flier for Humboldt startupweekend
VII-E. Correspondence from Joel Armin-Hoiland
IX-A. Correspondence from Sean Armstrong
IX-A. Notice of Continuation of Public Hearing
X-C. Correspondence from Cynthia Erville
X-C. Correspondence from Kenneth Case
X-C. Correspondence from Matthew Landman
X-C. Correspondence from Bruce LeBel
X-C. C orrespondence from Cynthia Erville
X-C. Correspondence from Dana Quillman
X-C. Correspondence from Dawn Arledge
X-C. Correspondence from Kenneth Case
X-C. Email from Matthew Landman
X-C. Correspondence from Paul Beeber
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X-C. Correspondence from Cynthia Erville
X-C. Correspondence from Cynthia Erville
X-C. Correspondence from Ann Lindsay, M.D.
X-C. Correspondence from Bruce LeBel
X-C. Correspondence from Dana Quillman
X-C. Correspondence from Dawn Arledge
X-C. Correspondence from Donna Westfall
X-C. Correspondence from Douglas Yates
X-C. Correspondence from First 5 Humboldt
X-C. Correspondence from Is-Real Landis
X-C. Correspondence from Paul Beeber
X-C. Correspondence from Paula Proctor
X-C. Correspondence from Raymond White
X-C. Correspondence from Rebecca Stauffer
X-C. Correspondence from Rick North
X-C. Correspondence from Tim Kohberger
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Proclamation

Recognizing February 2–8, 2020 as

Scouting anniversary week
WHEREAS, Chicago publisher William D. Boyce founded the Boy Scouts of America on
February 8, 1910, after learning of the Scouting movement in London; and
WHEREAS, in just two years, Boy Scouts were enrolled in every state, and in 1916, the
United States Congress granted the Boy Scouts of America a federal charter. To date, there
have been more than 126 million Scouts across America, over 2.43 million of which
achieved the Eagle Scout Award, Scouting’s highest rank; and
WHEREAS, the purpose of the Boy Scouts is to develop community members who are
physically, mentally and emotionally fit, have a high degree of self-reliance and
resourcefulness, personal values based on religious concepts, the desire and skills to help
others and a keen respect for the basic rights of all people; and
WHEREAS, Boy Scouts are taught the principles of the U.S. social, economic and
governmental systems and are prepared to participate and provide leadership in
American society through active civic engagement.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT PROCLAIMED that the City Council of the City of Arcata
recognizes the 110th Anniversary of the Boy Scouts of America; designates February 2–8,
2020, as Scouting Anniversary Week in Arcata; and expresses appreciation to the Scouts,
their families and the many volunteers of the Cub Scout Packs, Boy Scout Troops,
Explorer Posts, Venture Crews and Sea Scout Ships of the Pacific Rivers District of the
Boy Scouts of America for their dedication to our local youth. Thanks to your efforts, over
1,000 young people in Humboldt County are getting the support, friendship and
mentoring they need to lead successful and fulfilling lives through Scouting.
Dated: February 5, 2020
Michael Winkler
Mayor
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Communication: Proclamation Recognizing February 2-8, 2020, as Scouting Anniversary Week. (CEREMONIAL MATTERS)

3.A

3.B

Recognizing February 2020 as

V-month IN ARCATA
WHEREAS, “V-Day” is a global movement to stop violence against women and
girls. Each year, V-Day Humboldt produces theatrical, educational and artistic
events to generate broader awareness of harm done to women and girls around the
world, and in our community; and
WHEREAS, violence against women does not distinguish between class, race, age
or nationality. One in three women are beaten, sold into sexual slavery, burned,
mutilated, verbally and sexually abused and made to feel inferior in every country.
Too many women are spending their lives recovering from, resisting or surviving
violence rather than creating and thriving; and
WHEREAS, funds raised through V-Day Humboldt events are donated to local and
international groups to help further V-Day’s mission to stop the silence, end the
violence, and to support programs in communities around the world seeking to end
rape, battery, incest and other forms of gendered violence, wherever it is happening.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT PROCLAIMED that the City Council of the City of
Arcata hereby recognizes the month of February 2020 as V-Month in Arcata and
rededicates Arcata as a VIOLENCE and RAPE-FREE ZONE. The Council joins VMonth participants in condemning sexual victimization locally and globally.
Dated: February 5, 2020
Michael Winkler
Mayor
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Proclamation

4.A

This is the Annual Report of the Historic Landmarks Committee to the City Council. The Committee
provided input and approved this report at their regularly scheduled December 2019 meeting.
2019 Accomplishments:
1. Worked on City’s Historical Resources Promotional Programs
2. Provided recommendation to PC/Council to list Chapman House on local historic register
3. Worked on Citywide Historical Survey (Windshield Survey) and formed subcommittee to assist
staff and HSU interns in developing a “rapid assessment” checklist
4. Sponsored several CA Preservation Foundation webinars related to CEQA updates and case law
regarding historic preservation and surveying historic resources
5. Worked on National Register Designation for the Arcata Plaza
6. Worked on language for the following plaques on the Plaza:
•

Jacoby Storehouse

•

McKinley Statue

•

Women’s Temperance Fountain

2020 Goals:
1. Coordinate with local Tribal Historic Preservation Officers to share information and better
understand and honor Arcata’s pre-settlement history.
2. Expand inclusivity, incorporating racial equity, recognizing presettlement history and culture as
important to Arcata’s history.
3. Finalize the 2012 Context Statement prepared by Suzanne Guerra and forward to PC/CC for
approval and adoption
4. Finalize rapid assessment checklist with the assistance of the HLC subcommittee, and isolate
potential areas of significance to begin community outreach
5. Continue to refine content of Arcata Plaza National Register Application and various historic
plaques in and around Plaza
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Communication: Annual Report from the Historic Landmarks Committee. (REPORT BY COMMISSION/COMMITTEE)

Historic Landmarks Committee
2019 Annual Report

7.A

CITY OF ARCATA
SPECIAL CITY COUNCIL MEETING
JANUARY 16, 2020

A special meeting of the City Council of the City of Arcata was held on the above date at 6:00
p.m. with Mayor Winkler presiding. Notice of this meeting was posted on January 10, 2020.
PRESENT: Winkler, Pitino, Ornelas, Pereira, Watson. ABSENT: None. STAFF PRESENT:
City Manager Diemer, City Attorney Diamond, Director of Community Development Loya,
Chief of Police Ahearn, Director of Environmental Services Andre, City Engineer Khatri,
Deputy Director of Environmental Services—Community Services Neander.
FLAG SALUTE
Mayor Winkler led the Pledge of Allegiance.
CEREMONIAL MATTERS
A.
Proclamation Designating January 27–February 2, 2020, as Arcata High School
Career and College Center Week.
Councilmember Ornelas read the proclamation.
B.

Proclamation Recognizing January 2020 as National Mentoring Month.

Councilmember Watson read the proclamation and presented it to Florence Parks, Executive
Director, North Coast Big Brothers Big Sisters, and Rebekah Bailey, Board President, North Coast Big
Brothers Big Sisters.
Ms. Bailey thanked the Council and pointed out the benefits of mentoring.
Ms. Parks spoke about upcoming events planned during National Mentoring Month, including Bowl for
Kids Sake.

REPORT BY COMMISSION/COMMITTEE
A.

Annual Report from the Planning Commission.

Dan Tangney, Chair of the Planning Commission, presented the Planning Commission's Annual
Report and answered questions from the Council.
EARLY ORAL COMMUNICATIONS
Mayor Winkler invited public comment.
An unidentified member of the audience delivered a personal invitation to the City Council to
attend the Operating Engineers Local No. 3 Annual Crab Feed on February 15, 2020.
Jessica appeared before the Council and voiced her objection to Michael Winkler serving as
Mayor.
Karpani Burns appeared before the Council and asked if the City had received the report from
the National Police Foundation. She, too, objected to Michael Winkler serving as Mayor.
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COUNCIL CHAMBER

7.A

January 16, 2020

An unidentified member of the audience appeared before the Council and declared business
would not go on as usual until there was justice for homicide victim David Josiah Lawson.

Kelsey Reedy appeared before the Council and told it that its members had a personal
responsibility to do something about the David Josiah Lawson homicide case.
Rosemary Grady appeared before the Council and voiced her opposition to Michael Winkler
serving as Mayor. She declared the City needed to be held responsible for the unresolved
homicide of David Josiah Lawson.
An unidentified member of the audience appeared before the Council and expressed her lack of
faith in the justice system and declared that white liberals needed to step up.
RECESS: The Council recessed at 6:44 p.m.
CONSENT CALENDAR
Due to the City Council meeting and a public protest occurring concurrently in the Council
Chamber, agenda items Consent Calendar, Old Business A and B, and New Business A and B
were not addressed at this meeting.
AFTER A RECESS COMMENCING AT 6:44 P.M., ON MOTION BY PITINO,
SECONDED BY ORNELAS, AND WITH A UNANIMOUS VOICE VOTE, THE
COUNCIL ADJOURNED THE MEETING AT 6:57 P.M. TO TUESDAY, JANUARY 21,
2020, AT 6:00 P.M., IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBER. AYES: WINKLER, PITINO,
ORNELAS, PEREIRA, WATSON. NOES: NONE. ABSENT: NONE. ABSTENTIONS:
NONE.
A.

Approve the Minutes of the City Council Meeting of December 4, 2019.

B.

Approve the Minutes of the City Council Meeting of December 12, 2019.

C.

Approve the Minutes of the City Council Meeting of December 18, 2019.

D.

Bi-Weekly Report on General Warrants.

E.

Award a Construction Contract for the Arcata Valve Vault Installation and Pipe
Connections Project to RAO Construction Co., Inc. in the Amount of $35,392.00;
Authorize the City Engineer to Increase the Contract Amount by up to $7,078.40
(20 Percent for a Total of $42,470.40) to Allow for Any Unforeseen Contingencies
and Additional Work as Necessary; and Authorize the City Manager to Execute all
Applicable Documents.
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Oz of Plaza Point appeared before the Council and thanked Councilmember Watson for his
participation in making Plaza Point a safe and inclusive living environment for its residents. He
encouraged people to say something if they see something.

7.A

F.

Adopt Resolution No. 190-47, a Resolution of City Council of the City of Arcata
Ratifying the Arcata Fire Protection District’s Ordinance No. 19-19 Adopting the
2019 California Fire Code, Title 24, Part 9, Based on the 2018 International Fire
Code.

G.

Adopt Resolution No. 190-46 Authorizing a $1 Million HOME Investment
Partnerships Program grant application for the Tenant-Based Rental Assistance
Program

H.

Accept Grant in the Amount of $1,100 from the Humboldt Area Foundation for
Habitat Restoration in Butcher Slough.

I.

Accept Grant in the Amount of $600 from the Humboldt Area Foundation for the
Arcata Ridge Trail.

J.

Adopt Resolution No. 190-48 Amending the Loan Terms and Funding Commitment
for the Isackson’s Affordable Housing Project.

OLD BUSINESS
A.
Provide Direction on Ordinance No. 1527, An Ordinance of the City Council of the
City of Arcata Amending Chapter 3.5 of Title V of the Arcata Municipal Code, to Establish
Regulations Related to Single-Use Disposable Foodware Items and Plastic Bottle
Restrictions, Title V—Sanitation And Health, Chapter 3.5—Waste Reduction; Requiring
All Single-Use Disposable Foodware (SUDs) be Compostable as Defined in the Ordinance;
Encouraging Reusable Foodware and Dispensers; Allowing Businesses to Charge a “TakeOut” Fee to Encourage Customer Use of Reusable Containers; and Prohibiting the Sale or
Distribution of Single-Use Plastic Beverage Containers at City Facilities and Events.
Due to the City Council meeting and a public protest occurring concurrently in the Council
Chamber, agenda items Consent Calendar, Old Business A and B, and New Business A and B
were not addressed at this meeting.
AFTER A RECESS COMMENCING AT 6:44 P.M., ON MOTION BY PITINO,
SECONDED BY ORNELAS, AND WITH A UNANIMOUS VOICE VOTE, THE
COUNCIL ADJOURNED THE MEETING AT 6:57 P.M. TO TUESDAY, JANUARY 21,
2020, AT 6:00 P.M., IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBER. AYES: WINKLER, PITINO,
ORNELAS, PEREIRA, WATSON. NOES: NONE. ABSENT: NONE. ABSTENTIONS:
NONE.
B.
Consider Approval of the Creek Side Mixed Occupancy Residential Annexation
Project.
Due to the City Council meeting and a public protest occurring concurrently in the Council
Chamber, agenda items Consent Calendar, Old Business A and B, and New Business A and B
were not addressed at this meeting.
AFTER A RECESS COMMENCING AT 6:44 P.M., ON MOTION BY PITINO,
SECONDED BY ORNELAS, AND WITH A UNANIMOUS VOICE VOTE, THE
COUNCIL ADJOURNED THE MEETING AT 6:57 P.M. TO TUESDAY, JANUARY 21,
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January 16, 2020

7.A

January 16, 2020

2020, AT 6:00 P.M., IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBER. AYES: WINKLER, PITINO,
ORNELAS, PEREIRA, WATSON. NOES: NONE. ABSENT: NONE. ABSTENTIONS:
NONE.
NEW BUSINESS

Due to the City Council meeting and a public protest occurring concurrently in the Council
Chamber, agenda items Consent Calendar, Old Business A and B, and New Business A and B
were not addressed at this meeting.
AFTER A RECESS COMMENCING AT 6:44 P.M., ON MOTION BY PITINO,
SECONDED BY ORNELAS, AND WITH A UNANIMOUS VOICE VOTE, THE
COUNCIL ADJOURNED THE MEETING AT 6:57 P.M. TO TUESDAY, JANUARY 21,
2020, AT 6:00 P.M., IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBER. AYES: WINKLER, PITINO,
ORNELAS, PEREIRA, WATSON. NOES: NONE. ABSENT: NONE. ABSTENTIONS:
NONE.
B.

Small Cell (5G) Wireless Facilities.

Due to the City Council meeting and a public protest occurring concurrently in the Council
Chamber, agenda items Consent Calendar, Old Business A and B, and New Business A and B
were not addressed at this meeting.
AFTER A RECESS COMMENCING AT 6:44 P.M., ON MOTION BY PITINO,
SECONDED BY ORNELAS, AND WITH A UNANIMOUS VOICE VOTE, THE
COUNCIL ADJOURNED THE MEETING AT 6:57 P.M. TO TUESDAY, JANUARY 21,
2020, AT 6:00 P.M., IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBER. AYES: WINKLER, PITINO,
ORNELAS, PEREIRA, WATSON. NOES: NONE. ABSENT: NONE. ABSTENTIONS:
NONE.
ORAL AND WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS
Due to the City Council meeting and a public protest occurring concurrently in the Council
Chamber, there were no oral communications.
COUNCIL AND STAFF REPORTS
Due to the City Council meeting and a public protest occurring concurrently in the Council
Chamber, there were no Council or staff reports.
ADJOURNMENT
AFTER A RECESS COMMENCING AT 6:44 P.M., ON MOTION BY PITINO,
SECONDED BY ORNELAS, AND WITH A UNANIMOUS VOICE VOTE, THE
COUNCIL ADJOURNED THE MEETING AT 6:57 P.M. TO TUESDAY, JANUARY 21,
2020, AT 6:00 P.M., IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBER. AYES: WINKLER, PITINO,
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A.
Introduce Ordinance No. 1526, An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of
Arcata Amending the Arcata Municipal Code Title VII (Public Works), Chapter 3 (Water),
Article 9 (Discontinuance of Service); Waive Reading of the Text, and Consent to Read by
Title Only.

7.A

January 16, 2020

ORNELAS, PEREIRA, WATSON. NOES: NONE. ABSENT: NONE. ABSTENTIONS:
NONE.
Respectfully submitted,

Minutes Acceptance: Minutes of Jan 16, 2020 6:00 PM (CONSENT CALENDAR)

Bridget Dory
City Clerk
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7.B

CITY OF ARCATA
ADJOURNED SPECIAL CITY COUNCIL MEETING
COUNCIL CHAMBER

JANUARY 21, 2020

PUBLIC COMMENT
Mayor Winkler invited public comment.
Kent Sawatzky, a resident of Humboldt County, appeared before the Council and said he hoped
this large sum of money from the state would help Arcata with providing affordable housing.
He said he supported looking down the road long term for funding for housing.
Mayor Winkler closed the public comment period.
NEW BUSINESS
A.
Adopt Resolution No. 190-46 Authorizing a $1 Million HOME Investment
Partnerships Program grant application for the Tenant-Based Rental Assistance Program
ON MOTION BY PEREIRA, SECONDED BY PITINO, AND WITH A UNANIMOUS
VOICE VOTE, THE COUNCIL ADOPTED RESOLUTION NO. 190-46
AUTHORIZING A $1 MILLION HOME INVESTMENT PARTNERSHIPS PROGRAM
GRANT APPLICATION FOR THE TENANT-BASED RENTAL ASSISTANCE
PROGRAM. AYES: WINKLER, PITINO, ORNELAS, PEREIRA, WATSON. NOES:
NONE. ABSENT: NONE. ABSTENTIONS: NONE.
ADJOURNMENT
The meeting was adjourned at 8:04 a.m.
Respectfully submitted,
Bridget Dory
City Clerk
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An adjourned special meeting of the City Council of the City of Arcata was held on the above
date at 8:00 a.m. with Mayor Winkler presiding. Notice of this meeting was posted on January
17, 2020. PRESENT: Winkler, Pereira, Pitino, Watson, Ornelas (arrived at 8:02 a.m.).
ABSENT: None. STAFF PRESENT: City Manager Diemer, Director of Community
Development Loya, Community Development Specialist Darley Chapin.

7.C

STAFF REPORT – CITY COUNCIL MEETING
February 05, 2020
TO:

Honorable Mayor and City Council Members

FROM:

Ondrea Starzhevskiy, Finance Director

PREPARER:

Darcey Quinn, Finance Manager

DATE:

January 27, 2020

TITLE:

Bi-Weekly Report on General Warrants.

RECOMMENDATION:
It is recommended that the Council approve the warrant listing for the period January 4, 2020, to
January 24, 2020.

INTRODUCTION:
Pursuant to Section 37208 of the California Government Code, warrants drawn in payment of
demands certified by the City Finance Director as conforming to the authorized expenditures set
forth in the City Council adopted budget need not be audited by the City Council prior to payment,
but may be presented to the City Council at the first meeting after delivery.

DISCUSSION:
The attached Warrant Listing lists the warrants that have been paid for the period identified above.
The Finance Director certifies that the listed warrants were drawn in payment of demands
conforming to the adopted budget and that these demands are being presented to the City Council at
its first meeting after the delivery of the warrants.
BUDGET/FISCAL IMPACT:
The warrants presented were drawn in payment of demands included within the adopted budget.
ATTACHMENTS:
A. Warrant 010420-012420 (PDF)
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7.C.a

Vendor No.
UB*04889
UB*04896
UB*04888
UB*04886
UB*04887
UB*04894
UB*04892
UB*04897
UB*04899
UB*04885
UB*04891
UB*04898
UB*04895
UB*04893
UB*04890
ARCAT580
ARCAT580
ARCAT580
ARCAT580
ARCAT580
ARCAT580
ARCAT580
ARCAT580
ARCAT580
ARCAT580
ARCAT580
ARCAT580
ARCAT580
ARCAT580
ARCAT580
ARCAT580
ARCAT580
ARCAT580
ARCAT580
CHAMBERS
JOHNSKAY
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005

Vendor Name
Adams Gabrielle
Bair Salix
Beijer Benjamin
Carter William
Chon Erin
Cunningham Samuel
Dietz Delaney
Hodge Meghan
Hodson Thomas
Jenkins M
Kirkwood Collin
McGary Cara
Newman Amanda
Pinkert Joshua
Tippett Kelsey
Arcata Stationers
Arcata Stationers
Arcata Stationers
Arcata Stationers
Arcata Stationers
Arcata Stationers
Arcata Stationers
Arcata Stationers
Arcata Stationers
Arcata Stationers
Arcata Stationers
Arcata Stationers
Arcata Stationers
Arcata Stationers
Arcata Stationers
Arcata Stationers
Arcata Stationers
Arcata Stationers
Arcata Stationers
Chambers Andrew
Johnson Kayla
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank

GL Account
661‐00‐00‐21000
661‐00‐00‐21000
661‐00‐00‐21000
661‐00‐00‐21000
661‐00‐00‐21000
661‐00‐00‐21000
661‐00‐00‐21000
661‐00‐00‐21000
661‐00‐00‐21000
661‐00‐00‐21000
661‐00‐00‐21000
661‐00‐00‐21000
661‐00‐00‐21000
661‐00‐00‐21000
661‐00‐00‐21000
101‐30‐11‐54200
101‐40‐21‐53300
101‐50‐41‐53300
662‐60‐67‐53300
101‐50‐41‐53300
101‐20‐07‐53300
101‐40‐21‐53300
101‐20‐07‐53300
771‐50‐57‐53300
101‐20‐07‐53300
101‐50‐41‐53300
666‐60‐51‐55400
207‐50‐45‐51770
212‐30‐11‐57300
101‐30‐11‐54200
101‐40‐21‐53300
101‐40‐21‐53300
101‐10‐03‐53300
771‐50‐57‐53300
205‐60‐87‐51400
101‐10‐05‐51400
101‐60‐89‐54200
101‐60‐89‐54200
101‐60‐89‐54200
101‐60‐89‐54200
101‐60‐89‐54200
101‐60‐89‐54200
662‐60‐67‐54200
662‐60‐67‐54200
101‐60‐89‐54200
101‐60‐89‐54200
101‐60‐89‐54200
101‐60‐89‐54200
101‐60‐89‐51300
101‐60‐89‐54200
101‐60‐89‐54200
101‐60‐89‐55300
207‐50‐45‐54300
207‐50‐45‐54200
207‐50‐45‐54200
207‐50‐45‐55300

Amount
125.14
36.07
99.61
58.87
51.10
168.23
18.84
13.11
57.63
70.28
83.21
34.20
77.92
110.73
178.83
61.41
15.37
20.31
11.08
148.45
315.21
93.66
163.13
75.31
‐297.90
17.03
700.00
15.36
200.00
161.30
102.00
194.58
44.19
111.36
129.00
139.00
52.05
206.22
‐25.38
59.19
62.48
14.76
28.22
7.47
14.94
27.92
2.49
32.43
20.00
50.18
148.78
84.17
66.55
45.98
5.96
97.63

Date
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/10/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
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Attachment: A. Warrant 010420-012420 (2249 : Warrant Listing)

City of Arcata Warrant Listing 01/04/2020‐01/24/2020
Check No.
239016
239017
239018
239019
239020
239021
239022
239023
239024
239025
239026
239027
239028
239029
239030
239031
239031
239031
239031
239031
239031
239031
239031
239031
239031
239031
239031
239031
239031
239031
239031
239031
239031
239031
239032
239033
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034

7.C.a

Vendor No.
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005

Vendor Name
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank

GL Account
666‐50‐52‐54200
666‐50‐52‐54200
207‐50‐45‐54200
207‐50‐45‐54200
207‐50‐45‐54200
666‐60‐51‐51600
209‐50‐55‐54200
663‐50‐91‐51400
663‐50‐91‐51400
663‐50‐91‐51400
663‐50‐91‐53300
205‐60‐87‐51765
205‐60‐87‐51765
101‐00‐00‐21090
664‐60‐73‐51300
662‐60‐67‐51500
662‐60‐67‐51500
662‐60‐67‐55300
662‐60‐67‐55300
662‐60‐67‐54200
662‐60‐67‐54200
662‐60‐67‐54200
662‐60‐67‐55300
662‐60‐67‐55300
662‐60‐67‐54200
662‐60‐67‐54200
662‐60‐67‐51500
662‐60‐67‐51400
662‐60‐67‐51400
662‐60‐67‐51400
662‐60‐67‐53600
662‐50‐65‐51500
662‐60‐67‐51500
101‐10‐15‐51400
775‐10‐71‐51770
662‐60‐67‐54200
662‐60‐67‐55300
666‐60‐51‐57600
101‐40‐21‐54300
661‐60‐64‐54200
661‐60‐64‐55400
101‐40‐21‐53300
101‐40‐21‐53300
101‐00‐00‐21090
101‐20‐07‐51400
662‐50‐65‐51500
662‐60‐67‐55300
661‐50‐63‐53300
661‐50‐63‐51500
661‐50‐63‐53600
662‐50‐65‐51500
662‐60‐67‐51500
101‐50‐61‐55400
771‐50‐57‐54400
771‐50‐57‐55100
771‐50‐57‐54700

Amount
‐54.25
54.25
116.36
109.10
74.16
146.00
369.72
30.00
27.00
426.10
13.43
372.39
29.27
‐29.27
40.00
10.40
105.14
8.67
20.00
19.93
65.53
23.33
533.02
253.10
8.70
6.02
0.99
130.98
130.98
130.98
110.92
57.72
118.53
871.71
18.17
46.58
137.55
109.83
130.19
38.05
107.39
62.00
5.27
‐5.27
485.00
8.67
154.48
0.99
26.03
21.69
260.16
54.26
39.00
12.38
70.00
141.00

Date
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
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Attachment: A. Warrant 010420-012420 (2249 : Warrant Listing)

City of Arcata Warrant Listing 01/04/2020‐01/24/2020
Check No.
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034

7.C.a

Vendor No.
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005

Vendor Name
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank

GL Account
771‐50‐57‐53500
771‐50‐57‐54400
101‐40‐21‐54200
101‐40‐21‐51200
101‐40‐21‐54200
101‐30‐31‐51400
101‐50‐41‐51400
663‐50‐91‐51400
101‐50‐41‐51400
661‐50‐63‐53600
662‐50‐65‐54200
662‐50‐65‐55300
661‐50‐63‐53600
205‐60‐87‐54200
666‐60‐51‐51600
662‐60‐67‐54200
662‐60‐67‐54200
666‐60‐51‐51600
666‐60‐51‐51600
205‐60‐87‐54200
205‐60‐87‐54200
662‐60‐67‐53300
101‐30‐31‐54200
101‐30‐31‐54300
101‐30‐31‐51400
101‐50‐85‐55400
101‐40‐21‐54200
101‐40‐21‐53100
204‐40‐21‐51420
101‐50‐61‐55400
101‐50‐61‐55400
662‐50‐65‐54200
101‐50‐61‐55400
101‐50‐61‐55400
662‐60‐67‐51500
662‐60‐67‐53500
662‐60‐67‐55300
662‐60‐67‐53100
662‐60‐67‐51500
662‐60‐67‐53500
662‐60‐67‐53500
661‐60‐64‐53500
661‐60‐64‐53500
661‐60‐64‐53500
662‐60‐67‐55300
101‐40‐21‐51400
101‐20‐07‐54200
101‐20‐07‐53300
101‐20‐07‐51400
101‐20‐07‐51600
101‐20‐07‐54200
101‐20‐07‐51400
101‐20‐07‐51400
101‐20‐07‐51400
101‐20‐07‐51400
662‐60‐67‐53500

Amount
5.74
30.36
46.77
154.32
37.84
112.85
35.00
426.10
625.00
12.29
562.04
326.84
53.15
136.64
0.99
11.59
25.50
110.00
30.00
8.64
6.05
14.09
88.84
16.30
215.00
16.19
14.09
42.00
‐17.00
9.74
20.60
195.10
21.97
30.36
286.05
374.52
44.80
111.01
6.50
250.00
171.89
5.41
259.15
9.71
34.70
675.00
34.40
62.42
485.00
110.00
21.65
380.90
16.00
18.00
13.00
67.23

Date
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
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Attachment: A. Warrant 010420-012420 (2249 : Warrant Listing)

City of Arcata Warrant Listing 01/04/2020‐01/24/2020
Check No.
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034

7.C.a

Vendor No.
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005

Vendor Name
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank

GL Account
101‐20‐07‐51400
204‐40‐21‐51420
662‐60‐67‐55300
662‐60‐67‐53300
662‐60‐67‐55300
101‐20‐07‐54200
101‐20‐07‐54200
101‐20‐07‐51400
101‐20‐07‐51600
101‐40‐21‐53300
101‐40‐21‐53300
101‐40‐21‐51200
101‐40‐21‐53100
101‐40‐21‐51500
101‐40‐21‐51400
552‐00‐00‐24022
552‐00‐00‐24022
552‐00‐00‐24022
661‐60‐64‐55300
661‐60‐64‐55300
661‐60‐64‐51500
662‐60‐67‐54300
775‐10‐71‐55300
775‐10‐71‐55300
775‐10‐71‐55300
101‐40‐21‐51200
101‐10‐03‐53300
101‐50‐85‐57800
775‐10‐71‐57800
663‐50‐91‐57800
101‐10‐03‐51770
663‐50‐91‐57800
101‐50‐85‐57800
663‐50‐91‐57800
101‐10‐03‐51770
101‐50‐85‐57800
775‐10‐71‐57800
101‐10‐03‐51770
101‐10‐03‐51770
775‐10‐71‐55300
775‐10‐71‐55300
101‐50‐85‐57800
775‐10‐71‐57800
662‐60‐67‐51900
661‐60‐64‐51600
552‐00‐00‐24022
552‐00‐00‐24022
552‐00‐00‐24022
101‐50‐85‐54200
101‐50‐81‐54200
101‐50‐85‐55400
101‐50‐85‐53600
101‐50‐81‐53600
101‐50‐81‐54200
101‐50‐81‐53600
666‐60‐51‐57600

Amount
450.90
92.50
57.74
20.38
5.31
5.00
6.00
447.28
110.00
39.03
86.79
54.00
45.54
164.92
395.00
25.00
25.00
100.00
14.30
27.10
17.64
39.02
97.62
259.84
389.76
86.79
52.15
86.54
52.06
165.14
35.78
91.60
173.95
314.74
58.49
55.94
243.85
23.00
34.10
333.07
104.55
85.69
75.94
225.00
281.00
50.00
50.00
54.07
108.45
517.50
394.40
11.66
29.06
110.93
315.81
129.27

Date
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
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Attachment: A. Warrant 010420-012420 (2249 : Warrant Listing)

City of Arcata Warrant Listing 01/04/2020‐01/24/2020
Check No.
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034

7.C.a

Vendor No.
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
USBAN005
UB*04900
UB*04903
UB*04904
UB*04901
UB*04902
ACCES010
ADVAN010
ADVAN010

Vendor Name
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
US Bank
Coonen Ethan
Henderson Ellyn
Herfi Kayla
Maxwell Luke
Vaughan Maxwell
Access Humboldt
Advanced Security Systems
Advanced Security Systems

GL Account
101‐50‐81‐53600
101‐50‐85‐53600
666‐60‐51‐57600
205‐60‐87‐54200
205‐60‐87‐51400
212‐30‐11‐54200
212‐30‐11‐55400
205‐60‐87‐54200
101‐30‐11‐53100
101‐30‐11‐51400
101‐30‐11‐51400
101‐30‐11‐54200
101‐30‐11‐54200
775‐10‐71‐57800
101‐50‐85‐57800
775‐10‐71‐57800
775‐10‐71‐51770
552‐00‐00‐24022
775‐10‐71‐51210
775‐10‐71‐51770
775‐10‐71‐51200
101‐40‐21‐51200
775‐10‐71‐51770
101‐10‐77‐51790
775‐10‐71‐55300
101‐50‐85‐57800
101‐50‐85‐57800
101‐10‐77‐51790
775‐10‐71‐51200
771‐50‐57‐54300
771‐50‐57‐54300
771‐50‐57‐54300
771‐50‐57‐54300
771‐50‐57‐54300
771‐50‐57‐54300
771‐50‐57‐55100
771‐50‐57‐54400
661‐50‐63‐54300
661‐50‐63‐54300
661‐50‐63‐51500
661‐50‐63‐54200
661‐50‐63‐54200
661‐50‐63‐54200
661‐50‐63‐54200
661‐50‐63‐54200
661‐50‐63‐54300
101‐10‐15‐51400
101‐10‐15‐51400
661‐00‐00‐21000
661‐00‐00‐21000
661‐00‐00‐21000
661‐00‐00‐21000
661‐00‐00‐21000
101‐10‐77‐51791
212‐30‐11‐55400
661‐60‐64‐57300

Amount
500.00
498.60
171.44
46.62
95.00
21.00
421.86
111.58
58.79
20.80
150.00
106.50
2.93
362.97
310.79
37.96
5.00
79.99
96.78
170.06
26.16
5.00
495.00
180.00
93.24
7.58
7.38
119.88
0.99
83.94
130.18
90.60
32.54
30.26
62.69
70.00
160.46
96.37
197.20
109.10
54.08
32.21
35.79
28.12
60.61
19.52
22.00
36.00
60.26
43.40
33.13
124.79
53.15
1,215.00
121.50
590.40

Date
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/13/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020

Packet Pg. 22

Attachment: A. Warrant 010420-012420 (2249 : Warrant Listing)

City of Arcata Warrant Listing 01/04/2020‐01/24/2020
Check No.
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239034
239035
239036
239037
239038
239039
239040
239041
239041

7.C.a

Vendor No.
ADVAN010
ALLREDDA
ALMQU010
ALMQU010
ALMQU010
ALMQU010
APPLI020
ARCAT020
ARCAT020
ARCAT320
ARCAT620
ARCAT620
B&BPO010
B&BPO010
B&BPO010
BICOA010
BUDDY010
BUDDY010
BUDDY010
BUDDY010
BUDDY010
BUSIN005
BUSIN005
CADEP040
CADEP040
CADEP040
CALTE010
CLEMENTI
CONTI010
CORONADO
CUMMI020
CUMMI020
CUMMI020
CUMMI020
CUMMI020
CUMMI020
CUMMI020
DOOLE010
EELRI010
EQUIN010
EUREK100
EUREK130
EUREK130
EUREK130
EUREK130
EUREK996
EUREK996
EVIDE010
FEDER010
FEDER010
GHDIN010
GRANI020
GRANI020
GREEN020
HUMBO010
HUMBO107

Vendor Name
Advanced Security Systems
Allred Danielle
Almquist Lumber Company
Almquist Lumber Company
Almquist Lumber Company
Almquist Lumber Company
Applied Development Economics
ADBC/Arcata Mainstreet
ADBC/Arcata Mainstreet
Recology Arcata
Arcata Used Tire & Wheel
Arcata Used Tire & Wheel
B & B Portable Toilets
B & B Portable Toilets
B & B Portable Toilets
Bicoastal Media LLC
Buddy's Auto Center
Buddy's Auto Center
Buddy's Auto Center
Buddy's Auto Center
Buddy's Auto Center
Business Card
Business Card
CA Dep Of Justice
CA Dep Of Justice
CA Dep Of Justice
Caltest Analytical Lab
Clementi Phd Mark A
CIC
Coronado‐Brown Cynthia
Cummins Pacific LLC
Cummins Pacific LLC
Cummins Pacific LLC
Cummins Pacific LLC
Cummins Pacific LLC
Cummins Pacific LLC
Cummins Pacific LLC
Dooley Enterprises Inc.
Eel River Transportation & Sal
Equinoss Heather Lynn
Eureka Oxygen Company
Eureka Ready Mix Concrete Co Inc
Eureka Ready Mix Concrete Co Inc
Eureka Ready Mix Concrete Co Inc
Eureka Ready Mix Concrete Co Inc
Eureka Broadcasting Co.
Eureka Broadcasting Co.
Evident Inc.
Fedex
Fedex
GHD Inc.
Granicus Inc.
Granicus Inc.
Wes Green Landscaping & Material
Humboldt Bay Municipal Water District
Humboldt County Sheriff

GL Account
661‐60‐64‐57300
101‐10‐03‐51400
101‐50‐85‐57300
101‐50‐85‐57300
101‐50‐85‐55400
662‐60‐67‐51770
255‐30‐14‐58300
101‐10‐01‐52103
101‐10‐01‐52103
212‐30‐11‐55400
771‐50‐57‐51770
771‐50‐57‐51770
662‐60‐67‐51770
662‐60‐67‐51770
662‐60‐67‐51770
101‐60‐89‐51300
101‐40‐23‐51762
101‐40‐23‐51762
101‐40‐23‐51762
101‐40‐23‐51762
101‐40‐23‐51762
101‐10‐05‐51400
101‐30‐31‐51400
101‐10‐15‐52524
101‐40‐21‐52524
101‐60‐89‐52524
662‐60‐67‐51742
101‐10‐15‐51703
212‐30‐11‐55400
101‐10‐15‐51400
662‐60‐67‐51770
662‐60‐67‐51770
662‐60‐67‐51770
662‐60‐67‐51770
662‐60‐67‐51770
662‐60‐67‐51770
661‐60‐64‐51770
101‐40‐21‐54200
101‐40‐23‐51762
211‐30‐13‐58213
771‐50‐57‐54200
662‐50‐65‐53800
662‐50‐65‐53800
666‐50‐52‐53800
205‐60‐87‐51765
101‐40‐21‐51300
101‐40‐21‐51300
101‐40‐21‐54200
662‐60‐67‐53100
662‐60‐67‐53100
101‐50‐45‐57601
101‐10‐77‐51792
101‐10‐05‐51770
101‐50‐81‐55400
661‐60‐64‐54000
101‐40‐25‐52528

Amount
1,873.98
72.00
57.53
72.28
52.81
275.11
6,125.00
3,970.50
3,970.50
248.31
20.00
5.00
159.48
97.29
337.26
475.00
678.75
55.00
55.00
335.00
60.00
654.54
685.70
147.00
1,924.00
734.00
327.75
685.00
31.00
248.93
627.07
583.91
643.40
584.17
684.50
9.85
649.55
3,596.38
769.80
1,250.00
119.63
160.63
158.13
348.62
3,038.00
42.50
42.50
77.30
72.72
76.82
1,457.36
596.01
713.76
101.29
116,670.58
3,985.00

Date
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020

Packet Pg. 23

Attachment: A. Warrant 010420-012420 (2249 : Warrant Listing)

City of Arcata Warrant Listing 01/04/2020‐01/24/2020
Check No.
239041
239042
239043
239043
239043
239043
239044
239045
239045
239046
239047
239047
239048
239048
239048
239049
239050
239050
239050
239050
239050
239051
239051
239052
239052
239052
239053
239054
239055
239056
239057
239057
239057
239057
239057
239057
239057
239058
239059
239060
239061
239062
239062
239062
239062
239063
239063
239064
239065
239065
239066
239067
239067
239068
239069
239070

7.C.a

Vendor No.
HUMBO119
HUMBO200
HUMBO270
HUMBO270
HUMBSTAT
INDUS020
INFOS010
INFOS010
INFOS010
INFOS010
KEENA010
KERNE010
KERNE010
LEXIS020
MADRI010
MADRI060
MADRI060
MANAG010
MAPLE010
MCMUR010
MCMUR010
MENDE010
MENDE010
MENDE010
MILLY010
MISSI010
MISSI010
MISSI010
MISSI010
MISSI010
MISSI010
MISSI010
MUNIM010
NAPAA010
NAPAA010
NAPAA010
NAPAA010
NAPAA010
NAPAA010
NAPAA010
NAPAA010
NAPAA010
NAPAA010
NAPAA010
NAPAA010
NAPAA010
NAPAA010
NAPAA010
NAPAA010
NAPAA010
NAPAA010
NAPAA010
NAPAA010
NATIO040
NORTH150
NORTH150

Vendor Name
Humboldt Outfitters
Humboldt Termite & Pest Control
Humboldt Redwood Company LLC
Humboldt Redwood Company LLC
Humboldt State University
Industrial Electric Arcata Inc
Infosend Inc
Infosend Inc
Infosend Inc
Infosend Inc
Keenan Supply
Kernen Construction
Kernen Construction
LexisNexis Risk Data Management Inc
American Hospital Management
Mad River Union
Mad River Union
Management Partners Inc
Maple Service Inc.
McMurray & Sons Inc.
McMurray & Sons Inc.
Mendes Supply Co
Mendes Supply Co
Mendes Supply Co
The Mill Yard
Mission Linen Ind.Inc.
Mission Linen Ind.Inc.
Mission Linen Ind.Inc.
Mission Linen Ind.Inc.
Mission Linen Ind.Inc.
Mission Linen Ind.Inc.
Mission Linen Ind.Inc.
Munimetrix Inc
NAPA Auto Parts
NAPA Auto Parts
NAPA Auto Parts
NAPA Auto Parts
NAPA Auto Parts
NAPA Auto Parts
NAPA Auto Parts
NAPA Auto Parts
NAPA Auto Parts
NAPA Auto Parts
NAPA Auto Parts
NAPA Auto Parts
NAPA Auto Parts
NAPA Auto Parts
NAPA Auto Parts
NAPA Auto Parts
NAPA Auto Parts
NAPA Auto Parts
NAPA Auto Parts
NAPA Auto Parts
Badger Meter Inc
Northcoast Laboratories Inc
Northcoast Laboratories Inc

GL Account
101‐60‐89‐54200
212‐30‐11‐55400
101‐50‐81‐55400
101‐00‐00‐21090
101‐50‐41‐51770
662‐60‐67‐55300
661‐60‐64‐53100
662‐60‐67‐53100
661‐60‐64‐51770
662‐60‐67‐51770
661‐50‐63‐53900
205‐60‐87‐54200
666‐60‐51‐57600
101‐40‐21‐55300
101‐40‐21‐51770
101‐30‐11‐51780
101‐30‐11‐51780
101‐10‐15‐51770
101‐50‐85‐51770
212‐30‐11‐57300
212‐30‐11‐57300
662‐60‐67‐53500
212‐30‐11‐55400
661‐60‐64‐53500
666‐60‐51‐57600
771‐50‐57‐51500
771‐50‐57‐51500
771‐50‐57‐51500
212‐30‐11‐55400
212‐30‐11‐55400
212‐30‐11‐55400
662‐60‐67‐51500
101‐10‐05‐51770
771‐50‐57‐54400
771‐50‐57‐54400
771‐50‐57‐54400
771‐50‐57‐54400
771‐50‐57‐54400
771‐50‐57‐54400
771‐50‐57‐54400
771‐50‐57‐54400
771‐50‐57‐54400
771‐50‐57‐54400
771‐50‐57‐54400
771‐50‐57‐54400
771‐50‐57‐54400
771‐50‐57‐54400
771‐50‐57‐54400
771‐50‐57‐54400
771‐50‐57‐54400
771‐50‐57‐54400
771‐50‐57‐54400
771‐50‐57‐54400
661‐60‐64‐55300
662‐60‐67‐51742
662‐60‐67‐51742

Amount
7,076.91
300.00
1,289.25
‐89.25
262.01
680.60
969.18
969.17
392.55
392.55
146.54
127.12
2,321.90
50.00
35.00
144.00
144.00
220.00
435.51
8,075.00
5,820.00
38.03
272.66
2,650.59
16.34
67.37
68.58
68.58
71.22
60.28
71.22
100.67
79.98
17.13
17.13
‐12.35
‐17.13
32.01
4.22
39.67
2.38
2.93
277.55
55.74
19.99
12.61
89.45
239.99
321.15
5.44
23.48
10.56
19.10
19.63
75.00
250.00

Date
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020

Packet Pg. 24

Attachment: A. Warrant 010420-012420 (2249 : Warrant Listing)

City of Arcata Warrant Listing 01/04/2020‐01/24/2020
Check No.
239071
239072
239073
239073
239074
239075
239076
239076
239076
239076
239077
239078
239078
239079
239080
239081
239081
239082
239083
239084
239084
239085
239085
239085
239086
239087
239087
239087
239087
239087
239087
239087
239088
239089
239089
239089
239089
239089
239089
239089
239089
239089
239089
239089
239089
239089
239089
239089
239089
239089
239089
239089
239089
239090
239091
239091

7.C.a

Vendor No.
NORTH150
NORTH150
NORTH150
NORTH150
NORTH150
NORTH150
NORTH150
NORTH150
NORTH150
NORTH317
NORTH317
NORTH317
NORTH317
NORTH317
NORTH317
NORTH317
NORTH317
NORTH317
NORTH317
NORTH317
NORTH317
NORTH317
NORTH317
NORTH317
NORTH317
NORTH317
NORTH317
NORTH330
NORTH330
NORTH330
ORTEGACH
PETER030
PETER030
PETER060
PETER060
PLACE010
PLACE010
QUINNDAR
RANCH010
RAYMO010
RAYMO010
REDWO010
REDWO010
REDWO015
REDWO100
RICHW010
RMIOU010
SECUR010
SHN010
SHRED020
STARZOND
STATE110
STJOS010
SUDDE010
SUNDB010
SUPER040

Vendor Name
Northcoast Laboratories Inc
Northcoast Laboratories Inc
Northcoast Laboratories Inc
Northcoast Laboratories Inc
Northcoast Laboratories Inc
Northcoast Laboratories Inc
Northcoast Laboratories Inc
Northcoast Laboratories Inc
Northcoast Laboratories Inc
Northern CA Safety Consortium
Northern CA Safety Consortium
Northern CA Safety Consortium
Northern CA Safety Consortium
Northern CA Safety Consortium
Northern CA Safety Consortium
Northern CA Safety Consortium
Northern CA Safety Consortium
Northern CA Safety Consortium
Northern CA Safety Consortium
Northern CA Safety Consortium
Northern CA Safety Consortium
Northern CA Safety Consortium
Northern CA Safety Consortium
Northern CA Safety Consortium
Northern CA Safety Consortium
Northern CA Safety Consortium
Northern CA Safety Consortium
Northern Humboldt U.H.S.D
Northern Humboldt U.H.S.D
Northern Humboldt U.H.S.D
Ortega Chris
Peterson Collision Repair
Peterson Collision Repair
Peterson Power Systems Inc
Peterson Power Systems Inc
PlaceWorks Inc
PlaceWorks Inc
Quinn Darcey
Bugenig Adam
Ray Morgan Company
Ray Morgan Company
Redwood Community Action Agency
Redwood Community Action Agency
Redwood Coast Fuels
Redwood Region Audubon Society
Rich Well Drilling & Pump Serv
Redwood Marine Inc.
Low Voltage Security Inc
SHN Consulting Engineers & Geo
Shred Aware LLC.
Starzhevskiy Ondrea
SWRCB
St Joseph Hospital
Suddenlink
GR Sundberg Inc.
Arbolito LLC

GL Account
662‐60‐67‐51742
662‐60‐67‐51742
662‐60‐67‐51742
662‐60‐67‐51742
662‐60‐67‐51742
662‐60‐67‐51742
662‐60‐67‐51742
662‐60‐67‐51742
662‐60‐67‐51742
661‐50‐63‐51400
207‐50‐45‐51400
662‐60‐67‐51400
662‐50‐65‐51400
101‐50‐81‐51400
662‐60‐67‐51400
207‐50‐45‐51400
662‐60‐67‐51400
662‐50‐65‐51400
207‐50‐45‐51400
662‐60‐67‐51400
662‐60‐67‐51400
207‐50‐45‐51400
771‐50‐57‐51400
661‐60‐64‐51400
661‐50‐63‐51400
101‐50‐81‐51400
101‐50‐41‐51400
207‐50‐45‐51770
662‐60‐67‐51770
664‐60‐73‐51770
204‐40‐21‐51420
771‐50‐57‐55100
771‐50‐57‐55100
662‐60‐67‐55600
662‐60‐67‐55600
255‐30‐14‐58300
255‐30‐14‐58300
101‐20‐07‐51400
666‐60‐51‐57600
101‐20‐07‐53210
101‐60‐89‐55300
101‐10‐01‐52104
207‐50‐48‐57600
662‐60‐67‐54700
662‐60‐67‐54200
661‐60‐64‐57600
662‐60‐67‐51500
212‐30‐11‐55400
211‐30‐13‐58211
101‐40‐21‐51770
101‐20‐07‐51400
661‐60‐64‐51900
101‐40‐21‐51770
212‐30‐11‐55400
662‐50‐65‐57500
771‐50‐57‐57900

Amount
90.00
75.00
70.00
215.00
215.00
75.00
75.00
75.00
155.00
300.00
200.00
100.00
100.00
200.00
100.00
400.00
400.00
100.00
300.00
100.00
225.00
225.00
50.00
100.00
50.00
325.00
50.00
175.00
175.00
175.17
248.00
2,402.66
2,476.25
1,935.28
1,935.28
8,478.75
2,196.00
198.00
1,979.00
182.87
310.73
1,199.38
1,195.20
562.17
100.00
750.00
147.54
21.70
4,925.63
38.00
198.00
13,384.80
1,800.00
107.45
284,009.15
4,259.82

Date
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020

Packet Pg. 25

Attachment: A. Warrant 010420-012420 (2249 : Warrant Listing)

City of Arcata Warrant Listing 01/04/2020‐01/24/2020
Check No.
239091
239091
239091
239091
239091
239091
239091
239091
239091
239092
239092
239092
239092
239092
239092
239092
239092
239092
239092
239092
239092
239092
239092
239092
239092
239092
239092
239093
239093
239093
239094
239095
239095
239096
239096
239097
239097
239098
239099
239100
239100
239101
239101
239102
239103
239104
239105
239106
239107
239108
239109
239110
239111
239112
239113
239114

7.C.a

Vendor No.
SUPER040
SUPER040
SUPER040
SUPER040
SUPER040
TETRA010
THREE020
THRIF010
TPTIR010
TPTIR010
TRAIL020
TRAIL020
USABL010
USABL010
USBAN003
USBAN003
USBAN003
USBAN003
USBAN003
USBAN003
VALLE030
VALLE030
VALLE030
VALLE030
VALLE030
VALLE030
VALLE030
VALLE030
VALLE030
VALLE030
VALLE030
VALLE030
VALLE030
VALLE030
VALLE030
VALLE030
VALLE030
VALLE030
VALLE030
VALLE030
VALLE030
XYLEM020
YSIIN010
ARCAT280
ARCAT280
ARCAT280
ARCAT280
ARCAT280
ARCAT280
ARCAT280
ARCAT280
ARCAT280
ARCAT280
ARCAT280
ARCAT280
ARCAT280

Vendor Name
Arbolito LLC
Arbolito LLC
Arbolito LLC
Arbolito LLC
Arbolito LLC
WN Tetrault & Co Inc
Three G's Hay & Grain
Thrifty Supply Company
T.P. Tire Service
T.P. Tire Service
Anderson Bruce Randolph
Anderson Bruce Randolph
USA Blue Book
USA Blue Book
US Bank Equipment Finance
US Bank Equipment Finance
US Bank Equipment Finance
US Bank Equipment Finance
US Bank Equipment Finance
US Bank Equipment Finance
Valley Pacific Petroleum Services Inc
Valley Pacific Petroleum Services Inc
Valley Pacific Petroleum Services Inc
Valley Pacific Petroleum Services Inc
Valley Pacific Petroleum Services Inc
Valley Pacific Petroleum Services Inc
Valley Pacific Petroleum Services Inc
Valley Pacific Petroleum Services Inc
Valley Pacific Petroleum Services Inc
Valley Pacific Petroleum Services Inc
Valley Pacific Petroleum Services Inc
Valley Pacific Petroleum Services Inc
Valley Pacific Petroleum Services Inc
Valley Pacific Petroleum Services Inc
Valley Pacific Petroleum Services Inc
Valley Pacific Petroleum Services Inc
Valley Pacific Petroleum Services Inc
Valley Pacific Petroleum Services Inc
Valley Pacific Petroleum Services Inc
Valley Pacific Petroleum Services Inc
Valley Pacific Petroleum Services Inc
Xylem Water Solutions USA Inc
YSI Inc
Arcata Fire Protection District
Arcata Fire Protection District
Arcata Fire Protection District
Arcata Fire Protection District
Arcata Fire Protection District
Arcata Fire Protection District
Arcata Fire Protection District
Arcata Fire Protection District
Arcata Fire Protection District
Arcata Fire Protection District
Arcata Fire Protection District
Arcata Fire Protection District
Arcata Fire Protection District

GL Account
771‐50‐57‐57900
771‐50‐57‐57900
771‐50‐57‐57900
771‐50‐57‐57900
771‐50‐57‐57900
771‐50‐57‐51770
666‐60‐51‐57600
661‐50‐63‐53900
771‐50‐57‐54600
771‐50‐57‐54600
101‐50‐81‐51790
207‐50‐48‐51770
662‐60‐67‐53500
662‐60‐67‐53500
101‐50‐41‐57800
101‐30‐31‐57800
101‐30‐11‐54200
101‐30‐11‐54200
101‐50‐41‐57800
101‐30‐31‐57800
771‐50‐57‐54700
771‐50‐57‐54700
771‐50‐57‐54700
771‐50‐57‐54700
771‐50‐57‐54700
771‐50‐57‐54700
771‐50‐57‐54700
771‐50‐57‐54700
771‐50‐57‐54700
771‐50‐57‐54700
771‐50‐57‐54700
771‐50‐57‐54700
771‐50‐57‐54700
771‐50‐57‐54700
771‐50‐57‐54700
771‐50‐57‐54700
771‐50‐57‐54700
771‐50‐57‐54700
771‐50‐57‐54700
771‐50‐57‐54700
771‐50‐57‐54700
662‐60‐67‐55300
661‐60‐64‐53500
101‐50‐81‐51900
661‐60‐64‐51900
662‐60‐67‐51900
212‐30‐11‐51900
207‐50‐45‐51900
205‐60‐87‐51900
666‐60‐51‐51900
663‐50‐91‐51900
101‐50‐85‐51900
245‐30‐35‐51900
101‐50‐61‐51900
244‐30‐35‐51900
101‐30‐31‐51722

Amount
275.32
141.05
287.50
85.00
4,871.08
91.00
155.16
860.13
20.00
138.68
2,900.00
942.50
654.17
306.76
576.87
576.87
766.56
342.91
195.02
195.02
556.95
197.69
103.14
24.09
899.00
1,014.50
438.01
53.43
100.93
131.89
154.35
1,633.84
889.88
231.43
456.35
42.63
194.09
710.92
350.16
51.51
57.16
4,512.77
5,206.18
2,133.00
324.00
486.00
837.00
135.00
837.00
1,377.00
324.00
594.00
405.00
324.00
81.00
4,424.00

Date
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
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City of Arcata Warrant Listing 01/04/2020‐01/24/2020
Check No.
239114
239114
239114
239114
239114
239115
239116
239117
239118
239118
239119
239119
239120
239120
239121
239121
239121
239121
239121
239121
239122
239122
239122
239122
239122
239122
239122
239122
239122
239122
239122
239122
239122
239122
239122
239122
239122
239122
239122
239122
239122
239123
239124
239125
239125
239125
239125
239125
239125
239125
239125
239125
239125
239125
239125
239126

7.C.a

Vendor No.
ATT020
AVILAART
BENJA999
CAILF890
CAILF890
CHAND010
CHAND010
DAVISJEN
DIAMO010
DIAMO010
DIVIS010
DPTCO999
DPTCO999
EMPLO999
FORDF999
FRANC011
FREEM996
FREEM996
GARZE999
HUMBO110
HUMBO197
JACOB020
JAIME999
JOHNS040
LACKEYSC
LOPEZ996
MOXON999
NESSHEIM
PACIF020
PACIF020
PACIF020
PEREZ010
PERSLONG
RELIA020
RELIA020
REMIF999
REMIF999
RITTE999
SECRE010
SIINOKRI
STATE015
STATE015
STATE020
SUDDE010
TECHE999
TRILL010
UNIQU010
USBANKTR
USBANKTR
USBANKTR
VERIZ010
WAGEW010
WALLA999
WALLA999
WATSONBR
WINDHA10

Vendor Name
AT&T
Avila Arturo
Benjamin Jennifer
California Building Standards Commission
California Building Standards Commission
Chandler Asset Management
Chandler Asset Management
Davis Jennifer
Diamond Nancy
Diamond Nancy
Division of the State Architect
Department of Conservation Div. of Admin. Service
Department of Conservation Div. of Admin. Service
Employment Development Dept
Lawrence A Ford Family LLC
Franchise Tax Board
Freeman Katy
Freeman Katy
Garzee Gavin
Humboldt County Tax Collector
HSU Foundation
Jacoby Creek Water Dist
Jaime Cassaundra
Johnson's Mobile Rentals
Lackey Scott
Lopez Cesar
Moxon Richard
Nessheim Tanya
Pacific Gas & Electric Co
Pacific Gas & Electric Co
Pacific Gas & Electric Co
Perez Daniel R
PERS Long Term Care
Reliable Translations Inc
Reliable Translations Inc
REMIF
REMIF
Ritter Katie
Secretary Of State
Siino Kristy
SWRCB
SWRCB
Tax and Fee Administration California Department of
Suddenlink
Kramer Gary A.
Trillium Solutions
Adams Elizabeth
US Bank Trust N.A.
US Bank Trust N.A.
US Bank Trust N.A.
Verizon Wireless
Wage Works
Wallace Carly
Wallace Carly
Watson Brett
Windham Bob

GL Account
101‐50‐85‐51200
101‐50‐81‐51500
101‐00‐00‐46305
550‐00‐00‐24150
101‐00‐00‐42300
101‐00‐00‐44100
245‐00‐00‐44100
101‐20‐07‐54200
101‐10‐09‐54200
101‐10‐09‐51771
550‐00‐00‐24100
550‐00‐00‐24050
101‐00‐00‐42300
101‐00‐00‐22109
666‐00‐00‐46650
101‐00‐00‐22109
101‐00‐00‐46305
101‐00‐00‐46365
662‐00‐00‐46830
205‐60‐87‐51900
101‐10‐01‐51400
661‐00‐00‐46711
101‐00‐00‐46305
101‐30‐11‐57800
207‐50‐45‐51500
101‐00‐00‐23070
101‐00‐00‐23070
101‐20‐07‐54200
101‐50‐81‐51100
212‐30‐11‐55400
101‐50‐41‐51100
101‐60‐89‐51710
101‐00‐00‐22202
661‐60‐64‐51770
662‐60‐67‐51770
101‐10‐17‐52040
101‐10‐17‐52040
101‐60‐89‐54200
101‐30‐11‐51400
101‐10‐15‐51400
661‐50‐63‐51400
661‐50‐63‐51400
101‐00‐00‐21090
775‐10‐71‐51200
771‐50‐57‐51400
663‐50‐91‐51300
552‐00‐00‐24022
881‐30‐12‐56110
881‐00‐00‐12020
881‐30‐12‐56210
663‐50‐91‐51200
101‐00‐00‐22110
101‐00‐00‐46302
101‐00‐00‐46365
661‐00‐00‐46730
661‐50‐63‐51500

Amount
80.25
136.10
59.00
257.00
‐25.70
1,426.11
313.15
24.49
51.30
12,267.00
62.40
725.50
‐35.50
100.00
13.68
33.29
59.00
11.00
2,017.00
164.78
900.00
1,970.52
118.00
151.90
250.00
300.00
144.50
8.58
51.00
2,665.21
42.33
390.00
82.17
282.74
282.75
10,534.00
131,200.00
60.76
40.00
80.00
140.00
60.00
937.00
16.58
400.00
215.98
1,856.44
142,357.00
‐41.78
80,795.65
240.08
150.00
120.00
12.00
2,764.52
250.00

Date
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
1/17/2020
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City of Arcata Warrant Listing 01/04/2020‐01/24/2020
Check No.
239127
239128
239129
239130
239130
239131
239131
239132
239133
239133
239134
239135
239135
239136
239137
239138
239139
239139
239140
239141
239142
239143
239144
239145
239146
239147
239148
239149
239150
239150
239150
239151
239152
239153
239153
239154
239155
239156
239157
239158
239159
239160
239161
239162
239163
239164
239165
239166
239166
239166
239167
239168
239169
239169
239170
239171

7.C.a

Vendor No.
WATSO994
ARCAT100
ATTCALNE
BARTL010
BROES010
CADEP040
CAROL010
COMMU020
COMMU020
EUREK120
EVIDE010
HENSE010
HENSE010
HENSE010
HENSE010
HENSE010
HENSE010
HENSE010
HENSE010
HENSE010
HENSE010
HUMBO119
HUMBO240
JRPHI010
MCKIN040
MENDE010
MISSI010
MISSI010
NORMA010
NORMA010
NORMA010
NORMA010
NORMA010
NORMA010
NORMA010
NORMA010
NORMA010
NORTH150
PETER060
RAYMO010
RECLAMAT
STILL010
STILL010
THOMS010
THRIF010
THRIF010
THRIF010
TRAIL020
ZEESE010
UB*04906
UB*04907
UB*04905
UB*04908
ALLSE999
AMWIN010
CPRS010

Vendor Name
Watson Brett
Arcata Chamber Of Commerce
AT&T
Bartle Wells Associates
Broese's Uniforms
CA Dep Of Justice
Carollo Engineers Inc.
Community Reinvestment Fund Inc.
Community Reinvestment Fund Inc.
Eureka Rubber Stamp
Evident Inc.
Hensels Hardware
Hensels Hardware
Hensels Hardware
Hensels Hardware
Hensels Hardware
Hensels Hardware
Hensels Hardware
Hensels Hardware
Hensels Hardware
Hensels Hardware
Humboldt Outfitters
Humboldt Waste Management Authority
JRP HISTORICAL CONSULTING LLC
McKinleyville Community Servic
Mendes Supply Co
Mission Linen Ind.Inc.
Mission Linen Ind.Inc.
Norman's Dry Cleaners
Norman's Dry Cleaners
Norman's Dry Cleaners
Norman's Dry Cleaners
Norman's Dry Cleaners
Norman's Dry Cleaners
Norman's Dry Cleaners
Norman's Dry Cleaners
Norman's Dry Cleaners
Northcoast Laboratories Inc
Peterson Power Systems Inc
Ray Morgan Company
Reclamation District #768
Stillwater Sciences
Stillwater Sciences
Thomson Reuters ‐ West
Thrifty Supply Company
Thrifty Supply Company
Thrifty Supply Company
Anderson Bruce Randolph
Zee Medical Company
Barrantes Josefina
Pellatz Carl
Sonke Blake
Yergensen Kirsten
All Seasons Orchestra
AmWINS Group Benefits Inc./REMIF
CPRS

GL Account
661‐00‐00‐46730
101‐10‐01‐52101
101‐40‐21‐52522
662‐60‐67‐51790
101‐40‐21‐51500
101‐40‐21‐51770
662‐60‐67‐57600
255‐30‐14‐51770
259‐30‐14‐51770
101‐40‐21‐51500
101‐40‐21‐54200
207‐50‐45‐54200
207‐50‐45‐54200
207‐50‐45‐54200
207‐50‐45‐54200
205‐60‐87‐51765
207‐50‐45‐51770
101‐50‐81‐51770
101‐50‐45‐57601
662‐60‐67‐51770
205‐60‐87‐51770
101‐60‐89‐54200
101‐50‐85‐55400
101‐50‐45‐57601
661‐60‐64‐54000
212‐30‐11‐55400
771‐50‐57‐51500
662‐60‐67‐51500
101‐40‐21‐51500
101‐40‐21‐51500
101‐40‐21‐51500
101‐40‐21‐51500
101‐40‐21‐51500
101‐40‐21‐51500
101‐40‐21‐51500
101‐40‐21‐51500
101‐00‐00‐49900
662‐60‐67‐51742
662‐60‐67‐55600
101‐50‐41‐55800
662‐60‐67‐51900
662‐60‐67‐57600
662‐60‐67‐57600
101‐40‐21‐54200
661‐50‐63‐53900
661‐50‐63‐53900
661‐50‐63‐53900
207‐50‐48‐51770
662‐60‐67‐54200
661‐00‐00‐21000
661‐00‐00‐21000
661‐00‐00‐21000
661‐00‐00‐21000
552‐00‐00‐24025
101‐00‐00‐22203
101‐50‐81‐51600

Amount
2,764.52
7,117.50
310.11
9,845.00
2,603.58
245.00
154,281.95
392.00
392.00
4.18
229.50
21.66
5.41
5.41
9.75
627.61
359.29
400.00
319.78
24.89
24.82
7,076.91
130.00
1,544.58
1,590.84
144.12
68.58
100.67
100.55
78.85
123.75
46.40
102.05
62.70
132.25
154.05
113.03
215.00
645.10
199.97
1,967.49
2,498.00
375.00
397.12
314.65
629.30
678.23
15,305.00
137.41
94.13
1,446.93
141.20
54.30
6,428.57
870.32
165.00

Date
1/17/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
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Check No.
239172
239173
239174
239175
239176
239177
239178
239179
239179
239180
239181
239182
239182
239182
239182
239183
239183
239183
239183
239183
239183
239184
239185
239186
239187
239188
239189
239189
239190
239190
239190
239190
239190
239190
239190
239190
239190
239191
239192
239193
239194
239195
239195
239196
239197
239197
239197
239198
239199
239200
239201
239202
239203
239204
239205
239206

7.C.a

Vendor No.
HUMBO101
HUMBO988
PACIF020
PACIF020
PACIF020
PACIF020
PACIF020
PACIF020
PACIF020
PACIF020
RAYMO010
RAYMO010
RAYMO010
RAYMO010
RAYMO010
RAYMO010
RAYMO010
RAYMO010
RAYMO010
RAYMO010
RAYMO010
RAYMO010
RAYMO010
REMIF010
REMIF010
REMIF010
REMIF010
REMIF010
REMIF010
REMIF010
REMIF010
REMIF010
REMIF010
REMIF010
REMIF010
REMIF010
REMIF010
REMIF010
REMIF010
REMIF010
SUDDE010
SUDDE020
SUDDE020
SUDDE020
SUDDE020

Vendor Name
Humboldt County Planning Divis
Humboldt Chapter CLSA
Pacific Gas & Electric Co
Pacific Gas & Electric Co
Pacific Gas & Electric Co
Pacific Gas & Electric Co
Pacific Gas & Electric Co
Pacific Gas & Electric Co
Pacific Gas & Electric Co
Pacific Gas & Electric Co
Ray Morgan Company
Ray Morgan Company
Ray Morgan Company
Ray Morgan Company
Ray Morgan Company
Ray Morgan Company
Ray Morgan Company
Ray Morgan Company
Ray Morgan Company
Ray Morgan Company
Ray Morgan Company
Ray Morgan Company
Ray Morgan Company
R.E.M.I.F.
R.E.M.I.F.
R.E.M.I.F.
R.E.M.I.F.
R.E.M.I.F.
R.E.M.I.F.
R.E.M.I.F.
R.E.M.I.F.
R.E.M.I.F.
R.E.M.I.F.
R.E.M.I.F.
R.E.M.I.F.
R.E.M.I.F.
R.E.M.I.F.
R.E.M.I.F.
R.E.M.I.F.
R.E.M.I.F.
Suddenlink
Suddenlink
Suddenlink
Suddenlink
Suddenlink

GL Account
666‐60‐51‐57200
101‐50‐41‐51600
101‐50‐81‐51100
101‐50‐41‐51100
101‐50‐81‐51100
661‐60‐64‐51100
662‐60‐67‐51100
666‐60‐51‐51100
663‐50‐91‐51100
101‐50‐85‐51100
101‐40‐21‐53300
101‐50‐41‐54200
101‐30‐31‐54200
101‐60‐89‐55300
666‐60‐51‐53300
661‐60‐64‐53300
662‐60‐67‐53300
101‐60‐70‐53300
664‐60‐73‐53300
205‐60‐87‐55300
101‐20‐07‐53300
101‐10‐03‐54200
663‐50‐91‐53300
101‐00‐00‐22205
559‐00‐00‐24059
101‐00‐00‐22205
101‐00‐00‐22203
101‐00‐00‐22203
101‐40‐21‐50990
101‐00‐00‐22203
101‐00‐00‐22203
559‐00‐00‐24059
101‐40‐21‐50990
101‐00‐00‐22204
559‐00‐00‐24059
101‐00‐00‐22204
101‐00‐00‐22203
101‐40‐21‐50990
101‐00‐00‐22206
101‐40‐21‐50990
101‐50‐85‐51200
775‐10‐71‐51210
101‐40‐21‐51200
662‐60‐67‐51200
775‐10‐71‐51200

Amount
545.00
35.00
165.35
6,646.61
1,054.65
4,519.73
13,056.27
26.81
95.93
9,689.25
935.58
69.36
171.32
22.25
14.09
42.27
44.96
7.04
28.18
7.04
37.99
40.72
100.84
12,379.16
981.17
2,783.59
35.80
35.80
‐143.20
159,522.60
8,079.69
16,413.31
‐1,947.60
2,234.05
226.04
483.76
4.55
‐18.20
403.28
‐2.84
305.06
560.00
415.00
125.00
699.42
1,476,397.96

Date
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
1/24/2020
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Check No.
239207
239208
239209
239209
239209
239209
239209
239209
239209
239209
239210
239210
239210
239210
239210
239210
239210
239210
239210
239210
239210
239210
239210
239211
239211
239211
239211
239211
239211
239211
239211
239211
239211
239211
239211
239211
239211
239211
239212
239212
239213
239214
239214
239214
239214

7.D

STAFF REPORT – CITY COUNCIL MEETING
February 05, 2020
TO:

Honorable Mayor and City Council Members

FROM:

Nancy Diamond, City Attorney

PREPARER:

Nancy Diamond, City Attorney

DATE:

January 27, 2020

TITLE:

Adopt Ordinance No. 1526, An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of
Arcata Amending the Arcata Municipal Code Title VII (Public Works), Chapter
3 (Water), Article 9 (Discontinuance of Service); Waive Reading of the Text, and
Consent to Read by Title Only.

RECOMMENDATION:
Adopt Ordinance No. 1526, An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Arcata Amending the
Arcata Municipal Code Title VII (Public Works), Chapter 3 (Water), Article 9 (Discontinuance of
Service); waive reading of the text, and consent to read by title only.

INTRODUCTION:
The Council recently adopted a Policy on Discontinuation of Residential Water Service for NonPayment (Resolution No. 190-41, December 18, 2019) to implement the Water Shutoff Protection
Act, SB 998 (Health and Safety Code § 11690 et seq.). Full implementation of the City’s Policy
requires amending the Arcata Municipal Code (AMC) to incorporate the new protections.
Ordinance No. 1526, introduced by the Council on January 21, 2020, is intended to make the
necessary revisions to the AMC.

BACKGROUND:
Under the City’s new residential water discontinuation Policy, residential customers are protected
from water service discontinuation for non-payment of bills through 60-day advance notification,
translation of the Policy into numerous languages, bill contest and appeal rights, caps on
reconnection charges, and for low income and medical need customers, opportunities to pay over
time. For an in-depth review of the Policy, please see the December 18, 2019, staff report for
Council consent agenda item VII.G.
DISCUSSION:
In adopting the Water Shutoff Protection Act (SB 998), the state legislature made express findings
about health and human impacts caused by water service discontinuation, and the disproportionate
impacts such discontinuation has on infants, children, the elderly, low-income families, communities
Packet Pg. 30
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of color, people for whom English is a second language, physically disabled persons, and persons
with life-threatening medical conditions. Staff is asking the Council to make these same findings to
allow Ordinance No. 1526 to go into effect immediately upon its adoption (see Section 5 of the
attached proposed Ordinance No. 1526.) A 4/5th’s vote of the Council is required to adopt these
findings.
COMMITTEE/COMMISSION REVIEW:
No Committee or Commission review of this topic has occurred.
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW (CEQA):
This ordinance is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to
Section 15061(b)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines, because it can be seen with certainty that there is no
possibility that ratifying the Fire Code may have a significant effect on the environment.
BUDGET/FISCAL IMPACT:
Please see the December 18, 2019 staff report for Council consent agenda item VII.G.
ATTACHMENTS:
Ord 1526, Residential Water Discontinuation Policy (DOCX)
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AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ARCATA
AMENDING THE ARCATA MUNICIPAL CODE TITLE VII, PUBLIC WORKS,
CHAPTER 3, WATER, ARTICLE 9, DISCONTINUANCE OF SERVICE
The City Council of the City of Arcata does ordain as follows:
Section 1: Article 9 (Discontinuation of Water), Chapter 3 (Water), Title VII (Public
Works) of the Arcata Municipal Code is hereby amended as shown by the following strike
through for deleted text and double underscore for new text:
ARTICLE 9—DISCONTINUANCE OF SERVICE
SEC. 7800. Disconnection for non-payment, Reconnection.
A. Residential Services.
1. The City Council shall adopt a residential water discontinuation policy to
comply with and implement the Water Shutoff Protection Act (Health and Safety Code §§
116902 et seq., SB 998). Residential water service may be discontinued for non-payment of bills
in a manner as set forth in the City’s residential water discontinuation policy.
2. Fees for reconnection of residential water service after disconnection for nonpayment of bills may be charged as set forth in the City’s residential water discontinuation
policy.
B. Non-residential Services.
1. Non-residential water Sservice may be discontinued for non-payment of bills
on or after the 60th day after the bill was sent. At least fifteen (15) days prior to such
discontinuance the customer will be sent a final notice informing him that discontinuance will be
enforced if payment is not made within the time specified in said notice. The failure of the
Finance Department to send, or any such person to receive, said notice shall not affect the City's
power hereunder. A non-residential customer's water service may be discontinued if water
service furnished at a previous location is not paid for within the time herein fixed for payment
of bills.
2. Water service charges for non-residential services not paid 60 days after the
billing date shall be delinquent and a penalty of 10% of the delinquent amount shall be assessed.
A penalty as set forth in the Schedule of Fees adopted by resolution of the City Council shall be
collected. In addition to the above penalty, the Finance Department may demand that the full
amount of both delinquent and current bills be paid prior to restoration of service.
C. All Services. If a customer receives water service at more than one location and the
bill for service at any one location is not paid within the time provided for payment, water

1
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SEC. 7801. Reconnection chargesNon-sufficient Funds, Change in Service.
Water service charges not paid 60 days after the billing date shall be delinquent and a
penalty of 10% of the delinquent amount shall be assessed. A penalty as set forth in the
Schedule of Fees adopted by resolution of the City Council shall be collected. In addition to
the above penalty, the Finance Department may demand that the full amount of both delinquent
and current bills be paid prior to restoration of service.
A. A service charge as set forth in the Schedule of Fees adopted by resolution of the
City Council shall be assessed whenever a non-sufficient funds or otherwise deficient check is
presented in payment of a water bill.
B. A change of service charge as set forth in the Schedule of Fees adopted by resolution
of the City Council shall be assessed whenever a new customer begins water service with the
City following discontinuance of such service at the same location by a previous customer.
SEC. 7802. Unsafe apparatus.
Water service may be refused or discontinued to any premises where apparatus or
appliances are in use which might endanger or disturb the service to other customers.
SEC. 7803. Cross-connections.
Water service may be refused or discontinued to any premises where there exists a crossconnection in violation of State or Federal laws.
SEC. 7804. Fraud or abuse.
Service may be discontinued if necessary to protect the City against fraud or abuse.
SEC. 7805. Non-compliance with regulations.
Service may be discontinued for non-compliance with this or any other ordinance or
regulations related to the water service.
SEC. 7806. Upon vacation of premises.
Customers desiring to discontinue service should so notify the Finance Department one
(1) day prior to vacating the premises. Unless discontinuance of service is ordered the
customer shall be liable for charges whether or not any water is used.
SEC. 7807. Short term disconnection.

2
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Section 3: Severability. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause or phrase of this
chapter is for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional, the decision shall not affect the
validity of the remaining portions of the Chapter. The City Council hereby declares that it would
have passed this Chapter, and each section, subsection, sentence, clause and phrase thereof,
irrespective of the fact that any one or more sections, subsections, sentences, clauses or phrases
be declared invalid under law.
Section 4: This ordinance is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) pursuant to Section 15061(b)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines, because it can be seen with
certainty that the proposed code revisions are technical and/or have no possibility that they may
have a significant effect on the environment.
Section 5: Based on the following findings and the need for the immediate preservation
of public health and safety, this ordinance shall an early effective date pursuant to Government
Code section 36937(b), and will take effect upon its adoption:
1. The Water Shutoff Protection Act (California Health and Safety Code §§ 116902 et
seq., “SB 998”) was adopted in recognition of the right held by all Californians to
safe, accessible, and affordable water as declared by Section 106.3 of the California
Water Code, and protects certain residential water customers from discontinued water
service due to their non-payment of water service bills.
2. Discontinuation of water service threatens human health and well-being, and have a
disproportionate impact on infants, children, the elderly, low-income families,
communities of color, people for whom English is a second language, physically
disabled persons, and persons with life-threatening medical conditions.
DATE:

, 20___

ATTEST:

APPROVED:

City Clerk, City of Arcata

Mayor, City of Arcata
Clerk’s Certificate

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of Ordinance No. 1526, passed and
adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Arcata, Humboldt County, California on
the __________ day of ___________________, 20____, by the following vote:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTENTIONS:
City Clerk, City of Arcata
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Upon notification to the Finance Department, short term disconnections will be made
where the time involved comprises multiples of the minimum billing period.
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STAFF REPORT – CITY COUNCIL MEETING
February 05, 2020
TO:

Honorable Mayor and City Council Members

FROM:

Mark Andre, Director of Environmental Services

PREPARER:

Emily Benvie, Environmental Programs Manager

DATE:

January 23, 2020

TITLE:

Adopt Ordinance No. 1527, An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of
Arcata Amending Chapter 3.5 of Title V of the Arcata Municipal Code, to
Establish Regulations Related To Single Use Disposable Foodware Items and
Plastic Bottle Restrictions, Title V—Sanitation And Health, Chapter 3.5—Waste
Reduction; Waive Reading of the Text and Consent to Read by Title Only.

RECOMMENDATION:
It is recommended that the Council adopt Ordinance No. 1527, An Ordinance of the City Council of
the City of Arcata Amending Chapter 3.5 of Title V of the Arcata Municipal Code, to Establish
Regulations Related To Single Use Disposable Foodware Items And Plastic Bottle Restrictions, Title
V—Sanitation And Health, Chapter 3.5—Waste Reduction; waive reading of the text and consent to
read by title only.

INTRODUCTION:
Ordinance No. 1527 was introduced to the Arcata City Council at its January 21, 2020 meeting. The
City of Arcata Environmental Services staff recommend adoption of the ordinance, which is
intended to establish regulations related to single use disposable foodware items and plastic bottle
restrictions.

BACKGROUND:
As per the City Council’s direction at the May 1, 2019 meeting, staff developed amendments to
Arcata’s Title V, Chapter 3.5, Waste Reduction of the Arcata’s Municipal code to restrict single-use
disposable foodware and prohibit single-use plastic beverage containers at City facilities.
In October and November of 2019, staff contacted 103 City food service businesses by letter and
phone to inform those businesses of the draft ordinance and gather feedback. Staff also invited
businesses to attend four workshops; and engaged individually with the Arcata Chamber of
Commerce, Arcata Main Street, North Coast Grower’s Associated, North Coast Co-op, California
Restaurant Association, Mendes Supply, and Humboldt County Department of Environmental
Health.

Packet Pg. 35

7.E

Based on Arcata’s local context, similar ordinances adopted by other municipalities in California,
and feedback from local food service businesses and foodware product suppliers, staff developed a
draft ordinance with a number of options for Council decision. On January 21, 2020, Council
selected options and introduced Ordinance No. 1527.
DISCUSSION:
The proposed Foodware Waste Reduction provisions of the ordinance apply to any food service
establishment, vendor, or business that dispenses food/beverages for dine-in or take-out within the
City of Arcata. It requires:







All single-use disposable foodware to be fiber-based compostable and may not contain
plastics (either petroleum or biological based) or fluorinated chemicals (PFAS)
Accessory disposable foodware items to be provided only upon request or at self-serve
stations
Businesses to use reusable foodware for on-site dining
Businesses to charge a 25-cent fee for single use disposable foodware; and to retain that
fee and identify it separately on receipts provided to the customer
Businesses to provide a 25-cent discount to customers who bring their own reusable
foodware for take-out food.
Future business licenses for Food Vendors shall only be granted to those that demonstrate
the ability to provide reusable foodware and installation and/or maintenance of
appropriate dishwashing capacity.

It provides waivers for specific disposable foodware items if:
 The owner or operator documents that no disposable foodware item that conforms to the
ordinance exists that is less than 200% of the cost of the fiber-based alternative
 The owner or operator documents that it does not have on- or off-site dishwashing
capacity in compliance with California Health and Safety Code
It provides exemptions for:
 Disposable foodware items composed entirely of aluminum
 Foods that are packaged outside of Arcata
 Disposable foodware items that are not yet easily available on the market in a fiber-based
compostable form (such as liquid containers and cutlery) until appropriate options are
available
Penalties will be enforced beginning January 1, 2021
The proposed Plastic Bottle Waste Reduction provisions of the ordinance apply to new leases,
contracts, permits, bid proposals, solicitations, or other forms of agreement allowing use of city
property for purposes that include the sale/distribution of plastic bottled beverages. It will:




Define “bottled beverage” as drinking water, sparkling water, soda, sports drinks, juice,
or any other similar product in a rigid plastic bottle having capacity of 21-fluid ounces or
less and intended primarily as a single-service container.
Prohibit the sale or distribution of single-use plastic bottled beverages under twenty-one
fluid ounces on city property.
In the event that containers greater than 21 ounces are used, it requires single-use
containers to comply with the City’s Foodware Waste Reduction provisions.
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Provides penalties to be enforced for violation of the ordinance, including the forfeiture
of up to the entire amount of the violating permit holder’s facility use deposit.

Exemptions include:
 Emergencies
 If strict compliance would not be feasible, would create undue hardship or practical
infeasibility, or that other reasonable circumstances warrant waiving the requirements.
 Where there are hydration requirements for employees working outside (e.g, fieldwork)
and no reasonable alternative to Beverage Bottles will serve the same purpose.
 An event for which the applicant submitted a complete application for review, or received
approval, prior to the effective date of the ordinance.
Penalties will be enforced one year after the effective date of the ordinance
POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
Ordinance No. 1527, if adopted, is consistent with City Council goals of zero waste, the City’s Zero
Waste Action Plan, the City’s Stormwater Pollution Reduction Plan, the City’s Municipal Separate
Storm Sewer System permit, and the City’s Trash Amendment Implementation Plan.
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW (CEQA):
Ordinance No. 1527, if adopted, will preserve and enhance the environment within the City of
Arcata and would be exempt from the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act
(“CEQA”), as amended, pursuant to Guidelines 15061(b)(3) and 15208 of the CEQA Guidelines
BUDGET/FISCAL IMPACT:
Costs associated with this ordinance will be staff time associated with outreach, education, and
possible enforcement actions by the City of Arcata. Implementation of the ordinance will also likely
reduce litter and storm water impacts providing a positive fiscal impact to the storm water activity.
ATTACHMENTS:
Title V Chapter 3.5, Ord 1527 for adoption 2-5-2020,

(DOC)
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AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ARCATA
AMENDING CHAPTER 3.5 OF TITLE V OF THE ARCATA MUNICIPAL CODE, TO
ESTABLISH REGULATIONS RELATED TO SINGLE USE DISPOSABLE
FOODWARE ITEMS AND PLASTIC BOTTLE RESTRICTIONS
TITLE V – SANITATION AND HEALTH
CHAPTER 3.5 – WASTE REDUCTION
The City Council of the City of Arcata does hereby ordain as follows:
Section 1. Title V (Sanitation and Health), Chapter 3.5 (Waste Reduction), Article 1
(Carry-out Bag Waste Reduction) is hereby renamed to “General Provisions;” Article 2 (Food
Service Ware Waste Reduction) is hereby renamed to “Carry-out Bag Waste Reduction;” Article
3, “Foodware Waste Reduction,” is hereby created; and Article 4, “Plastic Bottle Waste
Reduction,” is hereby created.
Section 2. Title V (Sanitation and Health), Chapter 3.5 (Waste Reduction) Sections
5476.1 (Definitions) and 5477.1 (Definitions) are repealed.
Section 3. Title V (Sanitation and Health), Chapter 3.5 (Waste Reduction), Sections
5477, 5477.2, and 5477.3 are moved to Article 3 (Foodware Waste Reduction) and recodifed as
Sections 5478, 5478.1, and 5478.10, respectively.
Section 4. Title V (Sanitation and Health), Chapter 3.5 (Waste Reduction), Sections
5476, 5476.2, and 5476.3, are moved to Article 2 (Carry-out Bag Waste Reduction) and
recodifed as Sections 5477, 5477.1, and 5477.2, respectively.
Section 5. Title V (Sanitation and Health), Chapter 3.5 (Waste Reduction), Article 1
General Provisions, Section 5476 is adopted as follows:
ARTICLE 1 – GENERAL PROVISIONS
SEC. 5476. Definitions.
Unless the context requires otherwise, the definitions in this Section govern the
construction of this Chapter. The definition of a word applies to any of its variants.
A. “Accessory Foodware” means any disposable foodware item such as straws, stirrers,

napkins, and utensils; condiments cups and packets; cup sleeves, tops, lids, and spill
plugs; and any other similar accessory or accompanying foodware item used as part
of food or beverage service of packaging.
B. “Bottled Beverage” means drinking water, sparkling water, enhanced water, soda,

sports drinks, juice, or other similar product in a rigid plastic bottle having capacity of
twenty-one fluid ounces or less, and intended primarily as a single-service container.
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C. “City Facilities” means any building, structure or vehicle owned or operated by the

City of Arcata, its agent, agencies, departments and franchisee.
D. City Property” means real property, including buildings thereon, owned or leased by

the City of Arcata. This includes but is not limited to City offices and facilities,
plazas, parks, and public right-of-way (sidewalks and streets).
E. “City Street” means the public right-of-way including without limitation all City

streets, sidewalks, and public alleys.
F. “Compostable” means materials in the product or package are fiber-based and will

break down into, or otherwise become a part of, useable compost (e.g., soilconditioning material, mulch) in a safe and timely manner. Products or packages
made with plastics, either petroleum or biological based, or made with fluorinated
chemicals shall not be considered compostable.
G. “Disposable Foodware” means any disposable item or product intended for single or

limited number of uses, used or provided by Food Service Establishments to serve,
consume, or transport prepared.
H. “Event Promoter” means an applicant for any event permit issued by the City.
I.

“Food Provider" means any Food Vendor, business, organization, entity, group or
individual, including any Restaurant or Food Establishment, including a motor
vehicle or mobile unit based Vendor of Prepared Food located or operating within the
City of Arcata or providing food or beverage to the public, and any provider of
Prepared Food at organized or special events.

J. “Foodware” means all food-related single use wrappings, single-use disposable

products used in the restaurant and food service industry for serving, transport,
storage, or consumption of Prepared Food or Takeout Food and includes, but is not
limited to, cups, bowls, plates, trays, cartons, coverings, and hinged or lidded
containers (clamshells), Polystyrene foam coolers or ice chests which are not wholly
encapsulated or encased within a more durable material; and additionally including
packaging for food left over from partially consumed meals prepared by Food
Vendors. This definition specifically excludes Accessory Foodware.
K. “Food Vendor” means any restaurant, Vendor, business, non-profit, organization,

entity, group or individual that provides Prepared Food at a retail level, including a
Food Service Establishment, vehicle, or mobile unit based Vendor. Food Vendor
includes all establishments that carry a Food Permit from the Humboldt County
Department of Environmental Health.
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establishment, other than a restaurant, including but not limited to a grocery store,
delicatessen, vehicle or mobile unit based Vendor, drive-in, coffee shop, cafeteria,
short-order cafe, luncheonette, grill, sandwich shop, hotel, motel, movie house,
theatre, bed and breakfast inn, tavern, bar, cocktail lounge, nightclub, roadside stand,
Takeout Food place, industrial feeding establishment, catering kitchen, commissary,
special event, food market, produce stand, food stand, or similar place in which food
or drink is prepared for sale, or for service, on the premises or elsewhere, and any
other establishment or operation where food is processed, prepared, stored, served or
provided to customers and that generates sales or use tax pursuant to the BradleyBurns Uniform Local Sales and Use Tax Law (Part 1.5, commencing with Section
7200, of Division 2 of the California Revenue and Taxation Code).
M. “Gift Bag” means a decorative bag designed specifically for gift giving and has the

ability to be used multiple times for that purpose. Gift bags are not bags used
exclusively for transport of goods from a store.
N. "Prepared Food" means food or beverages, which are served, packaged, cooked,

chopped, sliced, mixed, brewed, frozen, squeezed or otherwise prepared on the Food
Provider's premises and includes “Takeout Food.” Prepared Food does not include
raw, butchered meats, fish and/or poultry sold from a butcher case or similar retail
appliance. Prepared Food may be eaten either on or off the premises.
O. "Protective Paper Bag" means a paper bag no larger than six hundred twenty-five

(625) cubic inches provided at the point of sale to protect purchased items from
damage which meets the following requirements:
1. Contains no old growth fiber and a minimum of forty percent (40%) post-

consumer recycled material;
2. The recyclable paper bag shall be accepted at curbside or drop-off recycling

centers located within Humboldt County;
3. Is capable of composting, consistent with the timeline and specifications of

the American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard D6400; and
4. Is printed with the word RECYCLABLE, and post-consumer content

information.
P. "Polystyrene" means a thermoplastic petrochemical material utilizing a styrene

monomer and processed by various techniques such as fusion of polymer spheres
(“expandable bead polystyrene”), injection molding, form molding, and extrusionblow molding (“extruded foam polystyrene”), blown polystyrene and expanded and
extruded foams (sometimes incorrectly called Styrofoam, a Dow Chemical Company
trademarked form of polystyrene foam insulation). Polystyrene is generally used to
make cups, bowls, plates, trays, clamshell containers, meat trays and egg cartons.

Packet Pg. 40

Attachment: Title V Chapter 3.5, Ord 1527 for adoption 2-5-2020, (2242 : Adopt Single Use Disposable Foodware Ordinance 1527)

L. "Food Service Establishment" means any store, shop, sales outlet, restaurant or other

Q. “Recyclable” means material that can be sorted, cleansed, and reconstituted for the

purpose of reuse or using the altered form in the manufacture of a new product.
“Recycling” does not include burning, incinerating, converting, or otherwise
thermally destroying solid waste.
R. "Recyclable Paper Bag" means a paper bag provided at the check stand or other

appropriate point of departure from the store for the purpose of transporting food or
merchandise that meets the following requirements:
1. Contains no old growth fiber and a minimum of forty percent (40%) post-

consumer recycled material;
2. The recyclable paper bag shall be accepted at curbside or drop-off recycling

centers located within Humboldt County;
3. Is capable of composting, consistent with the timeline and specifications of

the American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard D6400; and
4. Is printed with the word RECYCLABLE, and post-consumer content

information.
S. “Retail Store” means a store with retail space that generates sales or use tax pursuant

to the Bradley-Burns Uniform Local Sales and Use Tax Law (Part 1.5, commencing
with Section7200, of Division 2 of the California Revenue and Taxation Code).
T. "Reusable Bag" means a bag specifically designed and manufactured for long term

use and is:
1. Designed and made of durable machine washable material that can be cleaned

and disinfected; and
2. Proven capable of carrying a minimum of twenty-two (22) pounds one

hundred twenty-five (125) times over a distance of one hundred seventy-five
(175) feet;
3. Shall not contain lead, cadmium, or any other heavy metal in toxic amounts;
4. If made of plastic or biologically based source, is a minimum thickness of at

least 2.25 mm.
U. “Reusable Foodware” means all foodware, including plates, bowls, cups, trays,

glasses, straws, stirrers, condiment cups and utensils, that is manufactured of durable
materials and that is specifically designed and manufactured to be washed and
sanitized and to be used repeatedly over an extended period of time, and is safe for
washing and sanitizing according to applicable regulations.
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plastic resin, having a relatively inflexible fixed shape or form, and intended
primarily as a single-service container.
W. "Single-use Carry-out Bag" means a bag made of plastic or paper provided at the

check stand, cash register, point of sale, or other point of departure for the purposes of
transporting food or merchandise out of the establishment. "Single-use carry-out
bags" do not include:
1. Bags provided for use inside stores or at farmers’ markets to: (a) package bulk

items such as fruit, vegetables, nuts, grains, candy, or small hardware items;
(b) contain or wrap frozen foods, meat or fish, prepared foods or bakery
goods, whether prepackaged or not; or (c) segregate food or merchandise that
could be damaged or cause damage to other food or merchandise when placed
together in a reusable bag or recyclable paper bag;
2. Bags provided by a pharmacy for prescription medication;
3. Goods specially packaged at the point of sale into a gift bag; or
4. Newspaper bags, door-hanger bags, laundry dry cleaning bags, or bags sold in

packages containing multiple bags intended for use as garbage, pet waste, or
yard waste bag.
X. "Store" means any of the following retail establishments located within the

geographical limits of the City of Arcata that meets the following requirements:
1. "Supermarket" means a full line, self-service retail store with gross annual

sales of two million dollars ($2,000,000) or more, and which sells a line of dry
grocery, canned goods or nonfood items and some perishable items.
2. "Pharmacy" means any retail store where the profession of pharmacy by a

pharmacist licensed pursuant to Chapter 9 (commencing with Section 4000) of
Division 2 of the Business and Professions Code is practiced and where
prescriptions (and possibly other merchandise) are offered for sale.
3. "Retail store" means a store with retail space that generates sales or use tax

pursuant to the Bradley-Burns Uniform Local Sales and Use Tax Law (Part
1.5, commencing with Section 7200, of Division 2 of the Revenue and
Taxation Code).
4. "Convenience food store" means any entity engaged in the retail sale of a

limited line of goods that includes milk, bread, sodas, and snack foods
including those stores with a Type 20 or 21 license issued by the California
Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control. (Ord. 1434, eff. 1/3/2014; Ord.
1440, eff. 6/19/2015. Formerly 5477)
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V. “Rigid Plastic Bottle” means any formed or molded container made of predominately

Y. “Takeout Food” means food or beverages requiring no further preparation to be

consumed and which generally are purchased to be consumed off the premises or
away from the facilities of the retail Food Vendor.
Z.

“Vendor” means any store or business which sells or offers goods or merchandise,
located or operating within the City of Arcata, including “Food Service
Establishments,” and “Food Providers.”

Section 6. Title V (Sanitation and Health), Chapter 3.5 (Waste Reduction) is hereby
amended, as shown by the following where strikethrough denotes deleted text, double underscore
denotes new text:
ARTICLE 3 – FOODWARE WASTE REDUCTION
SEC. 5478. Findings.
The City Council of the City of Arcata finds and declares the following:
A. The City has established waste reduction, greenhouse gas reduction and stormwater

pollution prevention goals to conserve resources, reduce GHG emissions, waste, litter and
marine pollution to protect public health and safety, the City’s natural environment, and
wildlife, all of which increase the quality of life for residents and visitors.
B. Effective ways to reduce waste, litter and marine pollution is to encourage the use of

reusable, recyclable, and biodegradable packaging materials. Biodegradable products
decay, causing less harm to the environment and the landscape of the City than nonbiodegradable disposable products.
C. Polystyrene food service ware foodware, often referred to by the trademark term

“Styrofoam,” is highly durable, buoyant, lightweight and non-biodegradable; is easily
windblown, and can become litter even when placed into trashcans. Once in the
environment, these wastes persist and detract from the appearance of the area, and pollute
waterways and Humboldt Bay longer than many other types of litter.
D. Styrene, a component of polystyrene, is a known hazardous substance that medical

evidence and the Food and Drug Administration suggest leaches from polystyrene
containers into food and drink; and, is a suspected carcinogen and neurotoxin which
potentially threatens human health.
E. The California Integrated Waste Management Board estimates that Californians use

165,000 tons of expanded polystyrene (foam and Styrofoam® products) each year for
packaging and food service purposes. A 2004 study by the Waste Management Board
ranked the environmental impacts from both the manufacturing and disposal of
polystyrene second highest after aluminum in the categories of energy consumption,
greenhouse gas emissions and total environmental effect.
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service ware foodware that is reusable, biodegradable, compostable or recyclable; and,
restricting the use of polystyrene products that are not wholly encapsulated or encased by
a more durable material will protect local waterways, Humboldt Bay and will support the
City’s goal of reducing waste and litter.
G. Single use disposable foodware, Accessory foodware and packaging (SUDs), including

plates, cutlery, cups, lids, straws, “clamshells” and other containers, are intended to be
used once before being discarded and is a major contributor to street litter, ocean
pollution, marine and other wildlife harm and greenhouse gas emissions.
H. The production, consumption and disposal of SUDs contributes significantly to the

depletion of natural resources, and plastics in waterways and oceans break down into
smaller pieces that are not biodegradable, and are present in most of the world’s oceans.
I.

Among other hazards, plastic debris attracts and concentrates ambient pollutants in
seawater and freshwater, which can transfer to fish, other seafood and salt that is
eventually sold for human consumption. SUDs can also contain harmful fluorinated
chemicals that are linked to serious health conditions.

J. The City of Arcata adopted a Zero Waste Action Plan in 2017, with provisions designed

to help the City reach its goal of 90% diversion of materials from landfills and
incinerators by 2027. Reduction of SUDs furthers this goal.
K. This Article is consistent with the City of Arcata 2006 GHG Reduction Plan, and the

California Department of Resources, Recycling and Recovery (CalRecycle) recycling and
waste disposal regulations contained in Titles 14 and 27 of the California Code of
Regulations.
SEC. 5478.1. Prohibited Use of Polystyrene Disposable Foodware Food Service Ware.
A. The following prohibitions shall be effective October 1, 2015:
1. Food Vendors, Food Providers, Food Service Establishments, Restaurants, and Retail

Stores are prohibited from providing Prepared Food to Customers in Polystyrene
Food Service Ware Foodware.
2. Polystyrene Food Service Ware Foodware shall not be sold or provided by any Food

Vendor or Event Promoter in the City of Arcata, unless it is wholly encapsulated or
encased within a more durable material, as exempted in Section 5477.2(B)(4) This
specifically includes, but is not limited to, cups, plates, bowls, clamshells and other
products intended primarily for food service use, as well as coolers, containers and,
ice chests.
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individuals, entities or organizations using City Facilities for public or private events
shall comply with the requirements in this Article.
4. No City department may purchase or acquire Polystyrene Food Service Ware

Foodware for use at City Facilities, for City events or otherwise in the conduct of City
business.
5. All rental agreements to use any City Facility shall require contracting parties to

prevent the use or distribution of Polystyrene Food Service Ware Foodware in the
City Facility. The agreement shall provide that the contractor's security deposit will
be forfeited if the City Manager determines that Polystyrene Food Service Ware
Foodware was utilized in violation of the rental agreement.
6. The City may not sponsor or co-sponsor events at which Polystyrene Food Service

Ware Foodware is used or distributed by Event Promoters, Food Vendors and any
other party (including nonprofit organizations) which enters into an agreement with
the Event Promoter to sell Prepared Food at or provide service to the event. The
City's monetary contribution to such event shall be refunded to the City if the City
Manager determines that Polystyrene Food Service Ware Foodware was used at the
event in violation of this prohibition.
7. Violation of the requirements set forth in this Article shall subject the Food Vendor to

penalties as set forth in this Article.
B. The following items or activities are exempt from the prohibitions in this Article:
1. Pre-packaged food that arrives at the premises of the Food Vendor in a container or

wrapper and is not removed from the container or wrapper before its sale or
distribution (e.g., ramen noodles in a Polystyrene cup or pre-packaged dried fruit or
vegetables sold at a grocery store).
2. City Facilities, Food Providers, City franchisees, contractors and Vendors doing

business with the City in situations deemed by the City Manager or his/her designee
to be an emergency, and procuring and distributing emergency supplies and services
for the immediate preservation of the public health, safety, welfare.
3. Medical supplies and services.
4. Products made from Polystyrene that is wholly encapsulated or encased by a more

durable material. Examples include surfboards, boats, life preservers, and craft
supplies which are wholly encapsulated or encased by a more durable material, and
durable coolers not principally composed of Polystyrene/plastic foam.
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with the Arcata Municipal Code Title 7, Chapter 5 Stormwater Management and used
in a manner that prevents the Polystyrene from being released into the environment.
6. Waivers. Any Food Vendor, Food Provider, Food Service Establishment, and Retail

Store may petition the Director of Environmental Services for a full or partial waiver
of the requirements of this Section if the owner or operator demonstrates that
application of this Section would create undue hardship or practical difficulty for the
establishment not generally applicable to other similar establishments in similar
circumstances.
Section 7. Title V (Sanitation and Health), Chapter 3.5 (Waste Reduction), Article 3
(Foodware Waste Reduction) Sections 5478.2-5478.10 are hereby adopted as follows:
SEC. 5478.2. Accessory Foodware Items.
A. Accessory Foodware items shall be provided only upon request by the Customer or at

self-serve stations, except that disposable cups for delivery by a Food Vendor or Food
Provider may include tops, spill plugs, and sleeves without request.
B. Food Vendors and Food Providers must provide options for Customers to affirmatively

request Accessory Foodware items separate from orders for food and beverages across all
ordering/point of sale platforms, including but not limited to web, smart phone and other
digital platforms, telephone and in-person.
C. Food Vendors and Food Providers that customarily offer straws shall maintain a supply

of straws which meet the Disposable Foodware Standards set forth in Section 5448.6,
which may be provided to customers upon specific request for a straw.
D. Food Vendors and Food Providers offering condiments are encouraged to use dispensers

rather than pre-packaged disposable condiment packets.
SEC. 5478.3. Reusable Customer Foodware.
A. Customers may provide their own Reusable Foodware for beverage and food service in

accordance with the California Health and Safety Code. Food Vendors and Food
Providers may refuse, at their sole discretion, any customer-provided Reusable Foodware
that is cracked, chipped or corroded, appears inappropriate in size, material, or condition
for the intended beverage or food item, or that appears to be excessively soiled or
unsanitary. If the Customer provided Reusable Foodware is rejected, the Food Vendor or
Food Provider may instead require use of Reusable Foodware for consumption on the
premises of the Food Service Establishment, or use of a Disposable Foodware item for a
beverage or food item to be consumed off the premises of the Food Service
Establishment, together with any fee charge as specified pursuant to Section 5478.4. (C).
SEC. 5478.4. Disposable Foodware Charges.
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5. Construction products made from Polystyrene if the products are used in compliance

A. Takeout Food shall only be served in Foodware that conforms to the Disposable

Foodware Standards at Section 5478.6.
B. Accessory Foodware shall conform with the Disposable Foodware Standards at Section

5478.6.
C. Food Vendors and Food Providers shall charge Customers twenty-five cents ($0.25) for

the Disposable Foodware provided. In addition, Food Vendors and Food Providers shall
provide a minimum twenty-five cent ($0.25) discount for Customers who bring their own
Reusable Foodware for Take-out Food. Food Vendors or Food Providers may provide a
larger discount at their own discretion.

1. Income from the charge shall be retained by the Food Vendor or Food
Provider.
2. All Customers demonstrating, at the point of sale, a payment card or voucher
issued by the California Special Supplemental Food Program for Women,
Infants, and Children (WIC) pursuant to Article 2 (commencing with Section
123275) of Chapter 1 of Part 2 of Division 106 of the California Health and
Safety Code, or an electronic benefit transfer card (EBT) issued pursuant to
Section 10072 of the California Welfare and Institutions Code, shall be
exempt from the Disposable Foodware charge.
3. Charges for Disposable Foodware shall be identified separately on any receipt
provided to the customer. Customers placing orders by telephone shall be
informed verbally of Disposable Foodware charges.
SEC. 5478.5. Reusable Foodware for Dining on Premises (“Eating-in”)
A. All food served for consumption on the premises of a Food Service Establishment shall

be served using Reusable Foodware, except that disposable paper food wrappers, foil
wrappers, paper napkins, straws and paper tray- and plate liners shall only be allowed for
dining on premises, provided they meet the Disposable Foodware Standards at Section
5478.6.
B. Zoning permits and business licenses for Food Vendors applied for, renewed and/or

deemed complete on or after the effective date of this Ordinance shall only be granted to
Food Vendors that demonstrate compliance with Section 5478.5 (A). Installation and/or
maintenance of appropriate dishwashing capacity in conformance with Section 5478.5
(A) shall be included as a specific condition of approval for such permits and licenses.
Sec. 5478.6 Disposable Foodware Standards
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defined in Article 1- Sec. 5476 (F).
B. The City of Arcata City Council may add or remove standards for specific Foodware

products via resolution.
C. The City of Arcata shall maintain on its website a list of suppliers that offer Disposable

Foodware that complies with this standard and shall be updated regularly.
Sec. 5478.7 City of Arcata: Purchases Prohibited
A. The City of Arcata shall not purchase any Disposable Foodware that does not comply

with the Disposable Foodware Standards at Section 5478.6, nor shall any City-sponsored
event utilize non-compliant Foodware.
Sec. 5478.8 Waivers
A. Food Vendors, Food Providers, Food Service Establishments, or Retail Stores that do not

have on-site or off-site dishwashing capacity or are unable to contract for services to
wash, rinse, and sanitize Reusable Foodware in compliance with the California Health
and Safety Code may request a waiver or partial waiver.
1. All Disposable Foodware used on the premises of a Food Service Establishment

operating under full or partial waivers obtained shall conform to the Disposable
Foodware Standards in Section 5478.6.
B. Any Food Vendor, Food Provider, Food Service Establishment, and Retail Store may

petition the Director of Environmental Services for a waiver or waivers for specific
Disposable Foodware items that the City of Arcata has not exempted if the owner or
operator documents and demonstrates the following:
1. No Disposable Foodware item exists with substantially similar size, performance,

and/or utility that conforms with the Disposable Foodware Standards at Section
5478.6 or, if such an item exists, the purchase of such item would cost 200% more
than the purchase of a non-conforming Disposable Foodware item.
2. The non-conforming Disposable Foodware item to be used in lieu of a conforming

item is Recyclable in the City of Arcata Recyclable collection program.
C. The Director of Environmental Services or his or her agents shall act on a waiver

application no later than 180 days after receipt of such application, including mailing
written notification of the Director’s decision to the address supplied by the applicant.
D. Waivers may be granted for a specified period of up to two years. During the waiver

period, the owner or operator shall make diligent efforts to become compliant.
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A. The following items or activities are exempt from the prohibitions in this Article:
1. Disposable Foodware composed entirely of aluminum.
2. Pre-packaged food that arrives at the premises of the Food Vendor in a container or

wrapper and is not removed from the container or wrapper before its sale or
distribution.
B. The City of Arcata City Council may exempt other materials and specific Foodware

product types by resolution.
1. The non-conforming Disposable Foodware item to be used in lieu of a conforming

Disposable Foodware item is Recyclable in the City of Arcata Recyclable collection
program.
Section 8. Title V (Sanitation and Health), Chapter 3.5 (Waste Reduction), Article 3
(Foodware Waste Reduction), Section 5478.10 is hereby amended, as shown by the following
where strikethrough denotes deleted text, double underscore denotes new text:
SEC. 5478.10. Administration, Enforcement, and Penalties.
A. The Director of Environmental Services shall have primary responsibility for

enforcement of this Article. The Director is authorized to establish regulations and to take
any and all actions reasonable and necessary to obtain compliance with this Article,
including, but not limited to, inspecting the premises of any Food Vendor, Food Provider,
Food Service Establishment, Restaurant, and Retail Store to verify compliance.
B. Penalties Violations of Sections 5478.3 – 5478.9 shall notbe enforced beginning January

1, 2021 for the first two years following the effective date of this Ordinance codified in
this Article. Violations of all other provisions of this Article are subject to enforcement at
all times.
C. Any person who violates this Article shall be considered guilty of an infraction for each

offense and subject to those penalties as established by the City Council.
D. Any violation of the Article is subject to the recovery of administrative penalties pursuant

to California Government Code, Section 53069.4, and pursuant to Title I, Chapter 3 of
the Arcata Municipal Code.
E. The City of Arcata may seek legal, injunctive, or other equitable relief to enforce this

Chapter.
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and nothing in this Article shall preclude the City of Arcata from pursuing any other
remedy provided by law.
Section 9. Title V (Sanitation and Health), Chapter 3.5 (Waste Reduction), Article 4
(Plastic Bottle Waste Reduction) Sections 5479 – 5479.3 are hereby adopted as follows:
ARTICLE 4 – PLASTIC BOTTLE WASTE REDUCTION
SEC. 5479. Findings.
The City Council of the City of Arcata finds and declares the following:
A. Single use plastic bottles are commonly found littering creeks, beaches and streets and

the use of single-use plastic bottles has environmental impacts, including greenhouse gas
(GHG) emissions, litter, harm to wildlife, water consumption and solid waste generation.
B. According to the CalRecycle, in 2016, 11.3 billion plastic bottles were sold in California

as compared to 8 billion aluminum cans in the same time period. Therefore, more plastic
bottles are produced and sold than aluminum cans.
C. CalRecycle further reports that in 2016, aluminum cans were recycled far more than

plastic bottles at a rate of 91% for aluminum cans compared to 76% for plastic bottles.
D. Additionally, CalRecycle reports that in 2016, far more plastic bottles were exported out

of the United States for processing (120,000 tons) than aluminum cans (1,649 tons)
thereby adding to the carbon footprint of plastic bottles.
E. An important goal of the City is to procure and use sustainable products and services, and

to discourage the community-wide use of single-use plastic bottles.
F. The City desires to conserve resources, reduce the amount of GHG emissions, waste,

litter and marine pollution and to protect the public health and welfare including wildlife,
all of which increase the quality of life for the residents and visitors.
SEC. 5479.1. Sale and distribution of single-use plastic Bottled Beverages on City
Property restricted.
A. No person may sell or distribute Bottled Beverages at any activity for which the City has

issued a permit allowing the activity to be held in or on City Property.
B. In the event that containers greater than twenty-one ounces in size are utilized, single-use

containers (e.g., single-use cups) may be used in the serving of beverages but must
conform to the requirements pursuant to Article 3 – Foodware Waste Reduction.
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C. The City shall not enter into any new leases, contracts, or other forms of agreement, or

issue any new permits, bid proposals, or solicitations; or renew, amend or reissue any
existing leases, contracts, agreements or permits, which allow City Property to be used
for the sale or distribution of Bottled Beverages.
D. City funds shall not be used to purchase Bottled Beverages except as exempted or

allowed under this Article. The City’s purchasing policies shall be amended for
consistency with this Article.
E. It shall be City policy not to have drinking water systems (i.e. vending machines) in City

offices and facilities that use Bottled Beverages of any size where sufficient alternatives
exist and are feasible. City offices and facilities shall conform drinking water systems to
this policy where reasonable.
F. It shall be City policy to increase the availability of drinking water for public

consumption in public areas by ensuring access to drinking fountains, potable water
hook-ups, and with particular emphasis on providing water bottle filling stations. City
departments will take all reasonable and appropriate steps to promote and facilitate
achievement of the intent and requirements of this Article.
G. It shall be a City goal to encourage the inclusion of water bottle filling stations for public

use in privately owned developments.
SEC. 5479.2. Exemptions.
A. The provisions of this Article shall not apply when the City Manager finds that relying on

Bottled Beverages is necessary in a given situation to protect the public health, safety and
welfare, and no reasonable alternative will serve the same purpose.
B. The provisions of this Article shall not apply to emergencies.
C. The City Manager or designee may waive the requirements of this Article in full or in

part if it is demonstrated to the satisfaction of the City Manager or designee that strict
compliance would not be feasible, would create undue hardship or practical infeasibility,
or that other reasonable circumstances warrant waiving the requirements of this Article.
D. The provisions of this Article shall not apply where there are hydration requirements for

employees working outside (e.g, fieldwork) and no reasonable alternative to Beverage
Bottles will serve the same purpose.
E. The provisions of this Article do not apply to an Event for which the applicant submitted

a complete application for review, or received approval, prior to the effective date of the
Ordinance codified in this Article.
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solicitation, or other form of agreement to which the City is a party on the effective date
of the Ordinance codified in this Article.
SEC. 5479.3. Administration, Enforcement, and Penalties.
A. The City shall take appropriate steps to educate and inform the public about the Bottled

Beverage requirements of this Article.
B. The Director of Environmental Services shall have primary responsibility for

enforcement of this Article. The Director is authorized to establish regulations and to take
any and all actions reasonable and necessary to obtain compliance with this Chapter.
C. Violations shall not be enforced for the first year following the effective date of this

Article.
D. Any person who violates this Article shall be considered guilty of an infraction for each

offense and subject to those penalties as established by the City Council.
E.

Any violation of this Article may result in a forfeiture of up to the entire amount of the
violating permit holder’s facility use deposit, if any, in the discretion of the City
Manager.

F. In addition to any other remedy available, any violation of this Article by any person is

subject to the following administrative fines pursuant to California Government Code
Section 53069.4, and pursuant to Title I, Chapter 3 of the Arcata Municipal Code.
G. The City of Arcata may seek legal, injunctive, or other equitable relief to enforce this

Chapter.
H. The remedies and penalties provided in this Section are cumulative and not exhaustive,

and nothing in this Chapter shall preclude the City of Arcata from pursuing any other
remedy provided by law.
Section 10. This Ordinance will preserve and enhance the environment within the City of
Arcata and is exempt from the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act
(“CEQA”, Public Resources Code §§ 21100 et seq.) pursuant to §§15061(b)(3) and 15308 of the
CEQA Guidelines (tit. 14 Cal. Code Regs). A Notice of Categorical Exemption shall be filed
pursuant to§ 15062 of the CEQA Guidelines.
Section 11. Severability. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause or phrase of this
chapter is for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional, the decision shall not affect the
validity of the remaining portions of the Chapter. The City Council hereby declares that it would
have passed this Chapter, and each section, subsection, sentence, clause and phrase thereof,
irrespective of the fact that any one or more sections, subsections, sentences, clauses or phrases
be declared invalid under law.
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F. Nothing in this Article shall be construed to impair a lease, contract, permit, bid proposal,

Section 12. Effective Date. This Ordinance will take effect 30 days after its adoption.
DATED:
ATTEST:

APPROVED:

Clerk, City of Arcata

Mayor, City of Arcata
CLERK’S CERTIFICATE

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of Ordinance No. 1527, passed and
adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Arcata, County of Humboldt,
State of California, held on the ___ day of __________ 2020, by the following vote:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTENTIONS:
Clerk, City of Arcata
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STAFF REPORT – CITY COUNCIL MEETING
February 05, 2020
TO:

Honorable Mayor and City Council Members

FROM:

David Loya, Director of Community Development

PREPARER:

Delores Freitas, Senior Planner

DATE:

January 23, 2020

TITLE:

Adopt Resolution No. 190-50, A Resolution of the City Council of the City of
Arcata Authorizing Application to the Infill Infrastructure Grant Program.

RECOMMENDATION:
It is recommended that the Council adopt Resolution No. 190-50, A Resolution of the City Council
of the City of Arcata authorizing application to the Infill Infrastructure Grant Program.
INTRODUCTION:
The State Housing and Community Development Department (HCD) has released a funding
opportunity for a non-competitive grant opportunity for infrastructure related to affordable housing
production. The application period begins February 18 and funds are first-come, first-served for
eligible projects. The application requires an adopted resolution of the City Council. Adoption of
Resolution No. 190-50 will authorize application for $2–3.5MM in grant funds linked to the
Isackson’s Affordable Housing project.
BACKGROUND:
The purpose of the Infill Infrastructure Program is to provide grants for Capital Improvement
Projects in support of Qualifying Infill Projects or Qualifying Infill Areas. To be eligible for funding,
a Capital Improvement Project must be an integral part of, or necessary for the development of,
either a Qualifying Infill Project or housing designated within a Qualifying Infill Area. The
Isackson’s Development qualifies as an infill project.
DISCUSSION:
The eligible award amount is calculated based on the number and affordability of housing units
involved in the qualifying infill project; using the Isackson’s Development as the City’s qualifying
infill project is anticipated to result in $2–3.5 million dollars in funding to assist with qualifying
infill infrastructure. Eligible costs include the construction, rehabilitation, demolition, relocation,
preservation, and acquisition of infrastructure. The awarded funds may be spread over multiple
projects. Community Development and Environmental Services staff are coordinating with HCD to
determine a final project list comprised of some or all of the following infrastructure improvement
projects currently identified as priority infrastructure needs based on a variety of criteria including
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readiness, other sources of funding, and nexus to housing production. A small set-aside may also be
included for creation of Public Art in the vicinity of the Qualifying Infill Project, which is a newly
added eligible grant program cost.





Improvements to Area 1 Water Tank
Improvements to Shay Park
Purchase of real property for traffic improvements along Alliance Road
“Living Shoreline” pilots to benefit the Wastewater Treatment Plant

The attached Resolution No. 190-50 (Attachment A) will authorize staff to pursue funding for some
or all of the infill projects proposed above, depending on HCD’s guidance and the final calculated
total grant award.
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW:
The majority of project funds are proposed to supplement ongoing projects which have individually
received environmental review, with the exception of property acquisition and the set-aside for
public art. Environmental impacts of any qualifying project will be evaluated during development of
the project and prior to implementation. Therefore, the application itself is found to not have any
effect on the environment and qualifies for a common sense exemption per CEQA Guidelines
§15061 (b) (3).
BUDGET/FISCAL IMPACT:
This application is anticipated to result in $2–3.5 million dollars in grant funding to assist with
qualifying infill infrastructure. However, there is no set-aside for administrative costs. Community
Development and Environmental Services staff will be responsible for dedicating staff time to
implement and report on the grant. During the full term of the Standard Agreement and covenant and
according to the deadlines identified in the Standard Agreement and the covenant, the Recipient
shall submit, upon request of the Department, an annual performance report regarding the
construction of the Capital Improvement Project; and upon receipt of the certificate of occupancy, an
annual monitoring report regarding the affordability and occupancy of the housing Project
designated in the application. As the Isackson’s project will already require similar reporting to be
undertaken for other funding entities it is not anticipated that grant administration will significantly
affect employee workloads.

ATTACHMENTS:
Resolution 190-50

(PDF)
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RESOLUTION NO. 190-50
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ARCATA AUTHORIZING
APPLICATION TO THE INFILL INFRASTRUCTURE GRANT PROGRAM

WHEREAS, The State of California Department of Housing and Community Development
(the “Department”) issued a Notice of Funding Availability (“NOFA”) on October 30, 2019
for Program established under Assembly Bill 101 (Chapter 159, Statutes of 2019) and
Part 12.5 (commencing with section 53559) of Division 31 of the Health and Safety Code,
which authorizes the Department to approve funding allocations utilizing monies made
available by the State Legislature, subject to the terms and conditions of the statute and
the Program Guidelines implemented October 30, 2019.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the City Council of the City of Arcata,
pursuant to the above-described NOFA:
1. the City wishes to apply for and receive an allocation of funds in an amount not to
exceed $7.5 million (the "Program Grant") for infrastructure in relation to the
Isakson’s Affordable Housing Development as the application’s Qualifying Infill
Project;
2. the City Manager is authorized and directed to enter into, execute, and deliver a
State of California Standard Agreement and any and all other documents required
or deemed necessary or appropriate to carry into effect the full intent and purpose
of the above resolution, including any amendments or modifications thereto;
3. the City Manager is authorized and directed to enter agreements to evidence the
Program Grant, the City's obligations related thereto, and the Department's
security therefore, including, but not limited to, an affordable housing covenant, a
performance deed of trust, a disbursement agreement, and certain other
documents required by the Department as security for and evidence of or
pertaining to the Program Grant, and all amendments thereto.
4. the Community Development Director is appointed the Environmental Coordinator
for the purposes of the Program Grant, and is authorized to determine the level of
environmental review, require mitigation to reduce or eliminate environmental
impacts, and to execute any documents necessary to evidence the Environmental
Coordinator’s determinations of environmental effect of the project in compliance
with the California Environmental Quality Act and the National Environmental
Protection Act.

This resolution shall take effect immediately upon its passage.
DATED:

Packet Pg. 56

Attachment: Resolution 190-50 (2241 : Infill Infrastructure Grant 2020)

WHEREAS, the City wishes to apply for, and receive, an allocation of funds through the
Infill Infrastructure Grant Program (“Program”); and
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ATTEST:

_________________________
Bridget Dory, City Clerk, City of Arcata

APPROVED:

__________________________
Michael Winkler, Mayor, City of Arcata

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of Resolution No.190-50,
passed and adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Arcata, County
of Humboldt, State of California, on the fifth day of February, 2020, by the following vote:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTENTIONS:

Bridget Dory, City Clerk, City of Arcata
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STAFF REPORT – CITY COUNCIL MEETING
February 05, 2020
TO:

Honorable Mayor and City Council Members

FROM:

Brian Ahearn, Chief of Police

PREPARER:

Brian Ahearn, Chief of Police

DATE:

January 26, 2020

TITLE:

Declare a Vacancy on the Public Safety Committee Due to Absences for a Term
Expiring on September 30, 2024.

RECOMMENDATION:
It is recommended that the Council announce a vacancy on the Public Safety Committee due to
absences.
INTRODUCTION:
Public Safety Committee member Adrian Kamada collected his fourth absence at the September 25,
2019, Public Safety Committee meeting. Arcata Municipal Code section 2204(C) states that should
any member of a committee be absent for three regularly scheduled meetings in a calendar year the
secretary to the committee shall certify that fact to the Council and the Council shall thereafter
declare the position on the committee to be vacant. Mr. Kamada’s term expires on September 30,
2024.
BUDGET/FISCAL IMPACT:
None.
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STAFF REPORT – CITY COUNCIL MEETING
February 05, 2020
TO:

Honorable Mayor and City Council Members

FROM:

David Loya, Director of Community Development

PREPARER:

David Loya, Director of Community Development

DATE:

January 27, 2020

TITLE:

Approval of the Creek Side Mixed Occupancy Residential Annexation Project.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Council:
1. Open the public hearing, receive a staff report and public comment;
2. Adopt Resolutions No. 190-37, 190-44, 190-39, 190-45, and the Action of the City
Council;
3. Introduce Ordinance No. 1523, An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Arcata
Prezoning the Creek Side Homes Annexation Properties, waive reading the text, and
consent to read by title only;
4. Introduce Ordinance No. 1524, An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Arcata
Approving a Development Agreement for the Creek Side Homes Project, waive reading
the text, and consent to read by title only; and
5. Continue the item to the February 19, 2020, regularly scheduled City Council meeting to
adopt Ordinances No. 1523 and 1524 on the Consent Calendar.
INTRODUCTION:
Approval will certify the project Environmental Impact Report, including a Statement of Overriding
Considerations for environmental impacts, authorize annexation of private and public properties into
the City, approve a minor subdivision of the housing project site, approve land use and zoning
amendments, authorize a Development Agreement, and approve Conditions of Approval and
mitigations to reduce the environmental and community impact of the project. The private property
will include a mix of occupancies and types of housing. The public properties include transportation
networks, open space, and Ennes Park. The project will require a range of entitlements, General Plan
and Land Use Code amendments, and a Development Agreement. In addition, the project includes
several habitat restoration elements, a permanent agricultural conservation easement, the installation
of bike/pedestrian trails, and a contribution to improvements to the City’s public infrastructure,
including water, wastewater, and transportation. Staff recommends the City Council take the actions
necessary to approve the project. The Council should continue this item to February 19, 2020, to
adopt the enacting ordinances.
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BACKGROUND:
This project includes a mix of single family residential homes of varying sizes and an assisted living
facility. Housing market indicators show clearly that Arcata has a shortage of single family
residential units available for purchase and currently the City has no assisted living facilities. The
project would help the City meet its Regional Housing Needs Allocation and support the City’s
Housing Element for 2019-2027. The City Council should consider the project and determine
whether now is the appropriate time to annex and develop this housing project.
DISCUSSION:
This is the third City Council hearing on the Creek Side project. The Council has asked staff to
address several items over the course of their review. The Planning Commission, and various
committees, as well as the resource agencies and other referral agencies, have made
recommendations that have been incorporated in the project approval documents. The approval
documents include various Resolutions, Actions, and Ordinances (Attachment A). These actions are
ready for adoption.
The public has submitted comments over the course of the review of this project. Those comments
are included in the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR), the various Staff Reports to the
Planning Commission and City Council, and orally during public comment. Comments received
prior to publication of this staff report are included in Attachment B.
The December 18, 2019, and January 16, 2020, City Council staff reports, as well as the items
incorporated into the agenda item that were submitted at the meeting, are incorporated into the
administrative record. The Council and public should refer to those materials, which can be found on
the City’s website by following the Watch Meetings link.
POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
The project will produce 100 memory care beds and 89 single-family homes. 25 of the single-family
homes will be senior-restricted cottages. This will help the City meet its Housing Element goals.
COMMITTEE/COMMISSION REVIEW:
The Planning Commission reviewed the project and its EIR and recommended the Council certify
the EIR, adopt the Findings of Fact and a Statement of Overriding Considerations, and approve the
project, including all entitlements; found the acceptance of various easements consistent with the
General Plan; and recommended the Council decide whether to consider circulation alternative.
The Transportation Safety Committee reviewed the project and made recommendations that were
incorporated into the Conditions of Approval.
The Creeks and Wetlands Committee reviewed the projects impacts on wetland and riparian
resources. In addition, they considered the biological impacts.
The project has been referred to all responsible and resource agencies for comment. Their comments
were incorporated into the EIR. The mitigations were developed in partnership with the resource
agencies with expertise in the subject matter. Referrals were sent to the local Tribal Historic
Preservation Officers, CalTrans, California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Army Corps of
Engineers, local utility providers, Department of Toxic Substances Control, among many others.
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ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW (CEQA):
On February 24, 2016, a Notice of Preparation (NOP) was prepared and distributed to the State
Clearinghouse, responsible and trustee agencies, potentially affected private parties, and to the
general public (SCH #2016022083). The NOP announced that an EIR would be prepared for the
Creek Side Homes Project, and it provided a summary and imports to be analyzed.
To date, the City has received several agency comments and incorporated them into an admin DEIR.
The Draft EIR circulation period was noticed in the Mad River Union on June 26, 2019. The
comment period on the Draft EIR ends on August 12, 2019. Comments received during this
circulation period will be addressed in the Final EIR. Pursuant to Land Use Code Section
9.78.130.B, staff has prepared the Draft EIR based on the application submittal of the applicant.
Based on the NOP scoping process, the potentially significant resource areas were identified as the
following:











Cultural Resources;
Greenhouse Gas Emissions;
Hazards and Hazardous Materials;
Utilities and Service Systems;
Tribal Cultural Resources;
Transportation-Traffic;
Hydrology and Water Quality;
Biological Resources;
Agriculture and Forestry Resources; and
Cumulative Impacts.

The majority of the environmental impacts have been fully mitigated (see Mitigation, Monitoring,
and Reporting Program, Chapter 9; Draft EIR). Traffic impacts are significant and unmitigated by
the project. The project will require a Statement of Overriding Considerations to be approved.
BUDGET/FISCAL IMPACT:
The project includes a Fiscal Impact Analysis showing that the project would be at least cost neutral
(December 18, 2019, Staff Report, Attachment G).

ATTACHMENTS:
A. Creek Side Approval Documents (PDF)
B. Public Comment (PDF)
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RESOLUTION NO. 190-37
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ARCATA
CERTIFYING THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT WITH FINDINGS OF FACT AND A
STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS FOR THE CREEKSIDE HOMES PROJECT

WHEREAS, the stock of properties zoned for residential development is limited and dwindling;
much of the remaining stock has limitations to achieve desired density, including slopes, access to
services, contamination, or proximity to special habitats. For these reasons, the remaining housing
stock is insufficient to meet the population target of the General Plan and the City’s Regional
Housing Needs Allocation set by the California Office of Housing and Community Development;
WHEREAS, the City of Arcata’s 2019-2027 Housing Element includes Implementation Measure 1,
Promotion of Owner Occupied Units, and Implementation Measure 16, Housing Development for
Seniors, which identify increasing the number of homeowners living in the City and the importance
of providing housing for seniors, respectively; and
WHEREAS, the City of Arcata’s 2019-2027 Housing Element also includes Implementation Measure
21, New Residential Zone District, which specifically identifies the development of the Creekside
Homes project as an integral component of the City’s plan to meet its current Regional Housing
Needs Allocation (RHNA); and
WHEREAS, the project site was identified by the City as a potentially viable site for annexation in
the General Plan 2020 Environmental Impact Report; and
WHEREAS, the development of the site would help meet the City’s need for additional residential
units, and will redevelop a site historically used for industrial purposes located directly adjacent to
existing residential uses; and
WHEREAS, Foster Avenue LLC submitted a complete application for the development of the Creek
Side Homes Project in 2016, which requires annexation of the parcel into the City; amendments to
the General Plan and Land Use Code; approval of a Planned Development Permit and Design
Review Permit; and approval of a minor and major subdivision; and
WHEREAS, the project as proposed also includes the connection of the east and west portions of
Foster Avenue using an over-creek crossing, and the annexation of a City-owned parcel intended
to expand the existing Ennes Park; and
WHEREAS, pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines (“Guidelines”) CCR §15082, a Notice of Preparation
was sent to the Office of Planning and Research on February 24, 2016; and
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WHEREAS, the City of Arcata is experiencing a shortage of housing opportunities affecting
residents of all income levels and ages, and there is a notable shortage of housing options for
families, seniors, and young professionals; and

9.A.a

WHEREAS, a Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) has been prepared and circulated for 45
days to the State Clearinghouse (SCH #2016022083) and the City held three hearings on the Draft
EIR where the public was provided an opportunity to provide comment on the potential
environmental impacts of the project; and

WHEREAS, at its November 12, 2019, regular meeting, upon hearing and considering all testimony
and facts concerning the Final EIR and reviewing the findings established in Guidelines §15091, the
Planning Commission found that the project may have a significant impact upon traffic and
greenhouse gas emissions; and
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission found that the impacts to greenhouses gases may be able to
be mitigated to a less than significant level, but as no local threshold has been set for emissions,
the Commission conservatively considers the project’s impacts to Greenhouse Gas Emissions
significant and unavoidable; furthermore, as the mitigation for traffic impacts could not be timely
implemented it would result in interim unavoidable and unmitigated impacts. Despite the interim
impact, the EIR includes mitigation to pay a fair share of the improvements necessary to reduce
the impacts; and
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission considered the proposed project as well as alternatives as
outlined in the Environmental Impact Report; and
WHEREAS, at its November 12, 2019, regular meeting, the Planning Commission, upon hearing
and considering all testimony and facts on the matter, found that the proposed Project, as
conditioned and mitigated, balances the community need for housing and the design, circulation,
and aesthetic impacts of the development and recommended approval of the project and
certification of the EIR by adopting Resolution PC-19-07; and
WHEREAS, the applicant and the City desire to enter into a Development Agreement pursuant to
California Government Code §§65864-65869.5 and Arcata Land Use Code §9.72.110 for the
purpose of ensuring the development of the public amenities, including development of a
pedestrian/bicycle pathway, construction of a portion of the Hammond Trail, construction of
sidewalks and bike lanes as part of the Foster Avenue Connection, and the payment of wastewater
fees and traffic impact fees as outlined in the Development Agreement; and
WHEREAS, that pursuant to Land Use Code §9.72.110.G.2, the Planning Commission considered
the Development Agreement at multiple public hearings and finds the proposed public benefit,
including provision of trails, fair share contribution to road and wastewater treatment
improvements, and provision of high quality development for a variety of housing types is
sufficient to warrant entering into a development agreement; and
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WHEREAS, substantive comments to the EIR, regardless of submission date, have been
considered, addressed, and either incorporated in the Final EIR or considered in the context of the
project approval; and

9.A.a

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council:
1. Certifies that the Creekside Homes Project Draft Environmental Impact Report
dated June 2019 and the Final Environmental Impact Report dated October 17,
2019, SCH #2016022083, incorporated herein by reference:

b. Was reviewed and considered by the Planning Commission and City Council
prior to approving the project; and
c. Reflects the City’s independent judgement and analysis.
2. Adopts the Creek Side Homes Project CEQA Findings of Fact and Statement of
Overriding Considerations dated November 17, 2019 (Exhibit 1):
a. Making the Findings of Fact pursuant to Public Resources Code Section
21081 and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15091 and the Land Use Code
9.78.170 in the project’s Statement of Overriding Considerations; and
b. Making the finding that the social and economic benefits of providing
housing, specifically senior supportive housing, outweigh the possibility of
environmental damage due to increased greenhouse gas emissions and
traffic impacts at the intersection of Foster and Alliance Avenues pursuant to
Public Resources Code Section 21081.6, and State CEQA Guidelines Section
15093 and the Land Use Code 9.78.170.C.

DATED:
ATTEST:

_________________________
City Clerk, City of Arcata

__________________________
Mayor, City of Arcata
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a. Have been completed in compliance with the California Environmental
Quality Act and Chapter 9.78 (Environmental Impact Assessment) of the
Land Use Code;

9.A.a

CLERK'S CERTIFICATE
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of Resolution No.189-37, passed
and adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Arcata, County of
Humboldt, State of California, on the _____ day of _______, 2019, by the following vote:

Attachment: A. Creek Side Approval Documents [Revision 1] (2250 : Creek Side #3)

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTENTIONS:

Bridget Dory, City Clerk,
City of Arcata
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EXHIBIT 1

CEQA Findings of Fact
And Statement of Overriding Considerations
(Pursuant to Public Resources Code Sections 21081 and 21081.6, and State CEQA Guidelines
Section 15091 and 15093)

Final Environmental Impact Report

(State Clearinghouse Number 2016022083)

Project Files May Be Reviewed At:

City of Arcata
Community Development Department
736 F Street
Arcata, CA 95521

November 17, 2019
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CEQA FINDINGS OF FACT AND STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING
CONSIDERATIONS REGARDING THE FINAL EIR FOR THE CREEK SIDE HOMES
PROJECT

1.1

Purpose

The findings of fact address the environmental effects associated with the Creed Side Homes Project
(ʺProjectʺ). The residential development site consists of a single parcel (APN 505-161-011) located
north of Foster Avenue in Arcata.
This statement is made pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (ʺCEQAʺ Pub. Resources
Code, §21000 et seq.), specifically Public Resources Code §21081 and §21081.6, and the State CEQA
Guidelines (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, §15000 et seq.), specifically §15091 and §15093. The potentially
significant effects of the project were identified in the Notice of Preparation (“NOP”), and Draft and
Final Environmental Impact Reports (ʺEIRʺ).
Public Resources Code §21000 states that the legislative intent of CEQA is as follows:
(a) The maintenance of a quality environment for the people of this state now and in the future is a
matter of statewide concern.
(b) It is necessary to provide a high-quality environment that at all times is healthful and pleasing
to the senses and intellect of man.
(c) There is a need to understand the relationship between the maintenance of high-quality
ecological systems and the general welfare of the people of the state, including their enjoyment
of the natural resources of the state.
(d) The capacity of the environment is limited, and it is the intent of the Legislature that the
government of the state take immediate steps to identify any critical thresholds for the health
and safety of the people of the state and take all coordinated actions necessary to prevent such
thresholds being reached.
(e) Every citizen has a responsibility to contribute to the preservation and enhancement of the
environment.

5
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(g) It is the intent of the Legislature that all agencies of the state government which regulate
activities of private individuals, corporations, and public agencies which are found to affect the
quality of the environment, shall regulate such activities so that major consideration is given to
preventing environmental damage, while providing a decent home and satisfying living
environment for every Californian.
Public Resources Code §21081 and State CEQA Guidelines §15091 require that the lead agency, in this
case, the City Council of the City of Arcata (ʺCity Councilʺ), prepare written findings for identified
significant impacts, accompanied by a brief explanation of the rationale for each finding. Specifically,
State CEQA Guidelines §15091 states, in part, that:
(a) No public agency shall approve or carry out a project for which an EIR has been certified which
identifies one or more significant environmental effects of the project unless the public agency
makes one or more written findings for each of those significant effects accompanied by a brief
explanation of the rationale for each finding. The possible findings are:
(1) Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which
avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects as identified in the
final EIR.
(2) Such changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another
public agency and not the agency making the finding. Such changes have been adopted
by such other agency or can and should be adopted by such other agency.
(3) Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including
provision of employment opportunities for highly trained workers, make infeasible the
mitigation measures or project alternatives identified in the final EIR.
In accordance with Public Resource Code §21081 and State CEQA Guidelines §15093, whenever
significant impacts cannot be mitigated to below a level of significance, the decision‐making agency is
required to balance, as applicable, the benefits of the project against its unavoidable environmental
risks when determining whether to approve the project. If the benefits of a project outweigh the
unavoidable adverse environmental effects, the adverse effects may be considered ʺacceptableʺ. In
that case, the decision-making agency may prepare and adopt a Statement of Overriding
Considerations, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15093, which state:
(a) CEQA requires the decision-making agency to balance as applicable the economic, legal, social,
technological, or other benefits, including region-wide or statewide environmental benefits, of
a proposed project against its unavoidable environmental risks when determining whether to
approve the project. If the specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other benefits,
6
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(f) The interrelationship of policies and practices in the management of natural resources and
waste disposal requires systematic and concerted efforts by public and private interests to
enhance environmental quality and to control environmental pollution.

9.A.a

(b) When the lead agency approves a project which will result in the occurrence of significant
effects which are identified in the Final EIR but are not avoided or substantially lessened, the
agency shall state in writing the specific reasons to support its action based on the final EIR
and/or other information in the record. The statement of overriding considerations shall be
supported by substantial evidence in the record.
(c) If an agency makes a statement of overriding considerations, the statement should be included
in the record of the project approval and should be mentioned in the notice of determination.
This statement does not substitute for, and shall be in addition to, findings required pursuant to
Section 15091.
The Final EIR for the project identified potentially significant effects that could result from project
implementation. The City Council finds that the inclusion of certain mitigation measures as part of the
project approval will reduce the effect, but not to a less-than-significant level. The impact that is not
reduced to a less‐than‐significant level is identified and overridden due to specific project benefits
(Section 5.0 of this document, Statement of Overriding Considerations).
These Findings are based upon the information contained in the record of proceedings, including but
not limited to:
(1) All project plans and application materials including supporting technical reports;
(2) The Draft EIR and Appendixes and Final EIR, and all documents relied upon or incorporated by
references;
(3) The mitigation monitoring and reporting program (MMRP) prepared for the project;
(4) Background information used in preparing the EIR, identified on page 6 of the Draft EIR.
(5) All records of decisions, resolutions, staff reports, memoranda, maps, exhibits, letters, synopses
of meetings, summaries and other documents approved, reviewed, relied upon or prepared by
any City commissions, boards, officials, consultants, or staff relating to the project;
(6) All testimony and additional information presented at public hearings, and;
(7) All of the materials set forth in the record of proceedings that relate to the project or its
environmental review pursuant to Public Resources Code Section §21167.6(e).
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including region-wide or statewide environmental benefits, of a proposed project outweigh the
unavoidable adverse environmental effects, the adverse environmental effects may be
considered “acceptable”.
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Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15091(e), the documents and other materials that constitute the record
of proceedings upon which the City has based its decision are located in and may be obtained from the
Community Development Department, 736 F Street, Arcata, CA 95521.

Organization/Format of Findings

Section 1.0 contains a summary description of the project and background facts relative to the
environmental review process. Section 2.0 identifies the significant impacts of the project that cannot
be mitigated to a less‐than‐significant level (even though all feasible mitigation measures have been
identified and incorporated into the project). Section 3.0 identifies the project's potential
environmental effects that were determined to be less-than-significant and, therefore, do not require
mitigation measures. Section 4.0 discusses the feasibility of the project alternatives, and Section 5.0
presents the Statement of Overriding Considerations.

1.3

Summary of Project Description

The Creek Side Homes project proposes the annexation, re-designation/re-zoning, and subdivision of
parcel 505-161-011 for single-family, multi-family, and assisted living residential development that
would provide housing for approximately 269 residents. The proposed development of parcel 505-161011 will generally consist of 32 single-family residential units and 32 accessory dwelling units, an
assisted living and memory care facility with 100 care beds, 25 senior-restricted neighborhood cottage
units, a stream protection zone along Janes Creek, a wetland mitigation area, pedestrian/bicycle trails,
and the development and dedication of public infrastructure (access roads, utilities, storm water
facilities, etc.). The project also includes the annexation of City-owned parcel 505-151-009, 0.74 acres
of parcel 506-161-009 (total parcel size = 0.94 acres), and a portion of the right-of-ways for Foster
Avenue and Q Street that are currently in County jurisdiction.
Offsite improvements for the project will include development of parkland to the northwest of the
residential development site, an emergency access road to Stewart Avenue, a section of the Hammond
Trail, a pedestrian/bicycle pathway accessing to Alliance Road, and the connection of Foster Avenue
over Janes Creek which will include sidewalks, bike lanes, and a “T” type intersection at Q Street and
Foster Avenue. The parcels where offsite improvements will be developed include the following:
•
•
•
•
•

Park site (APNs 505-151-009, 505-284-009, and -010)
Emergency access road site (APNs 505-151-001)
Hammond Trail sections (APNs 505-161-009 and 505-151-005)
Pedestrian/bicycle pathway to Alliance Road (APN 505-341-048)
Foster Ave Connection (public r-o-w, 505-161-009, -030, and 505-162-010)
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The project would involve modifications to the current zoning for parcels 505-161-011, 505-151-009,
and a portion of parcel 505-161-009, which are proposed for annexation. Table 1-1 of the Draft EIR
(Existing and Proposed Zoning) lists the existing and proposed zoning for the annexation parcels.
Chapter 1 (Introduction) of the Draft EIR contains a detailed description of the project.

Summary of Project Entitlements

In order to proceed, the project must receive entitlements from the City of Arcata and the Humboldt
County Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) as well as several other State and Federal
agencies. These entitlements are listed below.
The parcels proposed for annexation as part of this application (APNs 505-161-011 [residential
development site], 505-151-009 [park site], and 505-161-009 [Hammond Trail site]) are located within
the City of Arcata’s Planning Area and Sphere of Influence. Upon approval by the City, the annexation
application would be submitted for review and action by the Humboldt County Local Agency Formation
Commission (LAFCO).
Subsequent to action by LAFCO on the proposed project, various City land use approvals would be
required. The following is a listing of required project approvals and the appropriate local, state, or
federal responsible agencies.
Anticipated Project Entitlements
Agency

Approval

City of Arcata

General Plan
Amendment

City of Arcata

Zoning Amendment

City of Arcata

Minor Subdivision

Description
Approval of a General Plan amendment to
Residential Low Density (RL) for the residential
development site (APN 505-161-011). Approval
of a General Plan amendment to Public Facility
(PF) for parcels 505-151-009 and 505-161-009.
Updates to Figures LU-a, LU-b, as well as any
other General Plan figures to ensure
consistency.
Approval of a zoning amendment to Residential
Low Density (RL) with a Planned Development
(PD) Combining Zone for the residential
development site (APN 505-161-011). Approval
of a zoning amendment to Public Facility (PF) for
parcels 505-151-009 and 505-161-009.
Approval of a Tentative Map and Final Map
subdividing the residential development site
(APN 505-161-011) into three parcels.
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Approval

City of Arcata

Major Subdivision

City of Arcata

Planned Development
Permit

City of Arcata

Design Review Permit

City of Arcata

Development
Agreement

City of Arcata

Acceptance of
Dedications

Humboldt County
LAFCO

Annexation

Department of
Fish and Wildlife

Streambed Alteration
Permit

Description
As part of a future subdivision, the proposed
6.26 acre parcel on the northern portion of the
residential development site (APN 505-161-011)
would be split into 32 individual lots that would
be developed with single-family residential units
and accessory dwelling units.
Approval of a Planned Development Permit
pursuant to the Arcata Land Use Code (LUC).
Approval of a Design Review Permit for the
proposed residential structures and site design
pursuant to the General Plan Design Element
and Arcata Land Use Code (LUC).
Development Agreement by and between the
City of Arcata and the applicant (DANCO
Communities) to establish rights for
development of the project and provide public
benefits to the City and its residents.
Acceptance of the proposed streets, trails, and
infrastructure improvements.
Approval of the annexation of approximately 21
acres of unincorporated land within the Arcata
Sphere of Influence (APNs 505-161-011, 505151-009, and 505-161-009). This also includes
the annexation of a portion of the Foster
Avenue and Q Street right-of-ways that are
currently in County jurisdiction.
The California Department of Fish and Wildlife
(DFW) has direct jurisdiction under Fish and
Game Code sections 1601 - 1603 in regard to
any proposed activities that would divert or
obstruct the natural flow or change the bed,
channel, or bank of any lake or stream. These
regulations require that private landowners or
project developers obtain a “Streambed
Alteration Agreement” from the DFW prior to
any alteration of a lake bed, stream channel, or
their banks, including riparian vegetation, within
the high water mark. Through this agreement,
DFW may impose conditions to limit and fully
mitigate impacts on fish and wildlife resources.
A Streambed Alteration Agreement will be
required for several of the proposed
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Approval

U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers

Section 404 Permit

Regional Water
Quality Control
Board

Section 401 Water
Quality Certification

Regional Water
Quality Control
Board

MS4 Permit and
Construction General
Permit

City of Arcata

Grading Permits

Description
improvements, including but not limited to, the
Foster Avenue Connection, wetland mitigation
area, and the replacement of the two culverts in
Janes Creek.
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE)
regulates the discharge of dredged and fill
material into three-parameter wetlands or
within the Ordinary High Water line of the
waters of the United States, per the Clean
Water Act. A Section 404 permit will be
required for several of the proposed
improvements, including but not limited to, the
Foster Avenue Connection, filling of threeparameter wetlands, and the replacement of
the two culverts in Janes Creek.
The North Coast Regional Water Quality Control
Board (ACOE) regulates the discharge of dredge
and fill material into “Waters of the State,” per
the Clean Water Act. A Section 401 permit will
be required for several of the proposed
improvements, including but not limited to, the
Foster Avenue Connection, filling of threeparameter wetlands, and the replacement of
the two culverts in Janes Creek.
The proposed project will be subject to the
requirements of the Construction General
Permit and MS4 Permit which require the onsite management of stormwater during
construction and long-term operation of the
project. A Storm Water Pollution Prevention
Plan (SWPPP) must be prepared prior to
initiation of construction activities that complies
with the General Permit for Discharges of
Stormwater Associated with Construction
Activities. A Storm Water Control Plan (SWCP)
must be prepared prior to the initiation of
construction activities that complies with the
MS4 Permit requirements for long-term storm
water management at the site.
Permits for grading activities pursuant to the
Arcata LUC (Chapter 9.64, Article 6).
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City of Arcata

1.5

Approval

Description

Building Permits

Permits for all construction activities subject to
the City of Arcata Municipal Code (Title 8,
Chapter 1).

Project Objectives

Both the City of Arcata and the project applicant have set objectives for the proposed annexation and
residential development. As described in the Draft EIR, the project is being pursued with the following
objectives:
1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)

To provide for orderly development of the City, including additional housing
development within the City’s Sphere of Influence and Urban Services Boundary;
To comply with the General Plan and other relevant adopted planning documents and
implementing ordinances (e.g. Land Use Code);
Assist the City in implementation of the General Plan Housing Element goals by
developing single-family and senior housing;
Provide housing adjacent to existing residential neighborhoods;
Provide infill residential development on an underutilized former lumber mill site that is
planned by the County of Humboldt and City of Arcata for residential uses;
Create a strong sense of community by providing new connections between
neighborhoods on the western edge of the City;
Provide a mix of housing types;
Develop trails connecting the residential development site to the existing City trail
system, transit facilities, parks, neighborhoods, and schools;
Tree-lined streets & curb-separated sidewalks; and
Create enhanced streetscape and a walkable community.

The proposed project will provide further housing development within the City’s sphere of influence,
and connect the eastern and western portions of Foster Avenue, which has been a planned project of
the City for many years. Therefore the project meets the intent of Objective 1. The proposed project
requires a General Plan Amendment and Zoning Amendment with related findings, which will ensure
compliance with the General Plan and Land Use Code. Therefore the project meets the intent of
Objective 2. The project will develop housing for a variety of ages and income levels, including housing
for 100 seniors. Therefore the project meets the intent of Objective 3. The project is on the cusp of
residential and agricultural lands in the Arcata bottoms, and abuts residentially-zoned lands to the
north and east. Therefore the project is adjacent to existing residential neighborhoods, and meets the
intent of Objective 4. The project will re-develop lands that are currently vacant and underutilized and
will redevelop the areas with residential uses. Therefore the project meets the intent of Objective 5.
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Agency

The proposed project will annex lands into the City of Arcata and provide new infrastructure as well as
circulation improvements (bike paths and connection to Hammond Trail, new sidewalks, Foster Avenue
connection over Janes Creek). These circulation improvements will improve connectivity in the western
portion of the City for a variety of transportation modes including bicyclists and pedestrians, and will
therefore increase a sense of neighborhood community. Therefore the project meets the intent of
Objective 6. The project includes a memory care center with 100 beds for full-time residents, 32 singlefamily homes, and 32 Accessory Dwelling Units. Therefore this project will create a variety of housing
sizes and types, meeting the intent of Objective 7. The proposed project will develop trails connecting
the residential development site to the existing City trail system including the Hammond Trail, transit
facilities along Alliance Road, Ennes Park, existing neighborhoods to the north and east, and schools
along Foster Avenue. Therefore the project meets the intent of Objective 8. The project will provide
curbs, gutters, and sidewalks for the annexed portion of Foster, and trees have been proposed to be
interspersed throughout the Creek Side Homes project area. Therefore the project meets the intent of
Objective 9. The project site does not currently have sidewalks or protected lanes for multi-modal
users; these enhancements have been proposed as part of the project. These improvements will
ensure the area is walkable and will enhance the streetscape. Therefore the project meets the intent of
Objective 10.

1.6

Notice of Preparation and Environmental Scoping Document

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, the City circulated a Notice of Preparation (NOP) on February 24, 2016.
The NOP was routed through the State Clearinghouse to notify environmental review agencies that an
EIR for the Creek Side Annexation Project was underway. The NOP was received by the State
Clearinghouse on February 29, 2016 and assigned SCH# 2016022083. The NOP is included as Appendix
A in the Final EIR.
On March 10, 2016, a Scoping Meeting was held at the project site with the applicant and their
consultants, and staff from several agencies including the City of Arcata, County of Humboldt,
Humboldt Local Agency Formation Commission, Caltrans, California Department of Fish and Wildlife,
Blue Lake Rancheria, and the Bear River Band of Rohnerville Rancheria. The applicant presented the
project proposal, and the agency staff provided comments concerning issues that should be addressed
within the Environmental Impact Report being prepared for the project. Following the meeting, City of
Arcata Community Development Department Staff provided a memorandum containing a list of the
meeting participants and the comments received from the various agency staff. The Scoping Meeting
memorandum is included as Appendix B in the Draft EIR. Based on the NOP scoping process, the
potentially significant resource areas were identified as the following:
•
•
•
•

Cultural Resources
Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Utilities and Service Systems
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•
•
•
•
•
•

Tribal Cultural Resources
Transportation-Traffic
Hydrology and Water Quality
Biological Resources
Agriculture and Forestry Resources
Cumulative Impacts

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Aesthetics
Air Quality
Geology and Soils
Land Use and Planning
Mineral Resources
Noise
Population and Housing
Public Services
Recreation
Energy Conservation
Growth Inducing Impacts
Significant Irreversible Environmental Changes

1.7

Environmental Impact Report

The project requires discretionary approval and as such is subject to CEQA. The City, as the lead
agency, must identify and document the potential environmental impacts of the project in accordance
with CEQA (Public Resources Code §21000 et seq.), and the State CEQA Guidelines (California
Administrative Code Section 15000 et seq.).
The City of Arcata prepared the EIR in accordance with CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines. The EIR is
a full‐disclosure informational document that informs public agency decision‐makers and the public of
the significant environmental effects of the project. Measures to minimize significant effects are
identified in the EIR and reasonable alternatives to the project are evaluated.
The EIR is a ʺproject EIRʺ under CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines. A project EIR is typically prepared
for a specific construction‐level project (see State CEQA Guidelines §15161). Under CEQA, a project EIR
ʺshould focus primarily on the changes in the environment that would result from the development
project . . . [and] examine all phases of the project including planning, construction, and operation.ʺ
(Ibid.)
The Draft EIR for the Creek Side Annexation Project was submitted by the City of Arcata to the State
Clearinghouse for State agency review at the end of June 2019. The Draft EIR was received by the State
Clearinghouse and posted on the CEQANet database on June 24, 2019. As required by Section 15205 of
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In addition, the Draft EIR evaluated the impacts to the following resource areas:

9.A.a

the CEQA Guidelines, the Draft EIR was initially circulated for a 45-day public comment period. The
draft EIR comment period ended August 12, 2019. Comments were accepted after the end of the
comment period, and can be found in Chapter 3 of the Final EIR.

Copies of the Draft EIR were available for public review at the following locations: (a) Arcata City Hall,
736 F Street, Arcata, California; (b) Arcata Public Library, 500 7th Street, Arcata, California; and (c)
Humboldt State University Library – Humboldt Room, Arcata, California. The EIR was also available for
review online at https://www.cityofarcata.org.
All comment letters received in response to the Draft EIR were reviewed and are included in the Final
EIR, along with written responses to each of the comments. In accordance with State CEQA Guidelines
§15132, the Final EIR for the project consists of: (i) revisions to the Draft EIR; (ii) comments and
recommendations received on the Draft EIR; (iii) a list of the persons, organizations, and public
agencies commenting on the Draft EIR; and (iv) written responses to significant environmental issues
raised during the public review and comment period and related supporting materials.

1.8

Recirculation Not Required

Certain revisions have been made to the Draft EIR, which can be found in Chapter 2 (Revisions to the
Draft EIR) of the Final EIR. The revisions are minor corrections or edits to the text to clarify the
information contained in the Draft EIR. The revisions do not identify new significant environmental
impacts, do not constitute “significant new information”, and do not alter the conclusions of the
environmental analysis.
Per CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5, recirculation of an EIR is required if “significant new
information” is presented to the lead agency. “Significant new information” requiring recirculation
includes, for example, a disclosure showing that:
(1) A new significant environmental impact would result from the project or from a new mitigation
measure proposed to be implemented.
(2) A substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact would result unless mitigation
measures are adopted that reduce the impact to a level of insignificance.
(3) A feasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from others
previously analyzed would clearly lessen the environmental impacts of the project, but the
project’s proponents decline to adopt it.
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Public meetings were held by the City of Arcata Planning Commission during the public comment
period for the Draft EIR on May 28, 2019, July 9, 2019, and August 27, 2019 to hear testimony on the
Draft EIR.

9.A.a
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(4) The Draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory in nature that
meaningful public review and comment were precluded (Mountain Lion Coalition v. Fish and
Game Com. [1989] 214 Cal.App.3d 1043).
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2.0 FINDINGS ON SIGNIFICANT UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE
IMPACTS

•
•

Transportation/Traffic
Greenhouse Gas Emissions

2.1

Transportation/Traffic
2.1.1 Unavoidable Significant Impacts

IMPACT 2.1.1: The project may have a significant impact on traffic in the vicinity of the project site
that would have a significant effect upon the environment.
An evaluation of the project’s impacts to Transportation/Traffic is found in Chapter 3 (TransportationTraffic) of the Draft EIR. Increasing traffic in the project area is considered a significant and unavoidable
impact to traffic until future transportation improvements are constructed, and therefore impacts
remain Significant and Unavoidable, even with mitigation.
The project would develop parcel 505-161-011 with 89 residential units and a 100-bed assisted living
facility that would providing housing for approximately 269 residents. Access to the residential
development site is provided from Foster Avenue. There are currently two gated access roads to the
site off of Foster Avenue. The existing access in the southwest corner of the residential development
site will be redesigned to provide a new entry off of Foster Avenue. This entry would cross the
Simpson Mill Spur railbed and is proposed to be designed as a “T” type intersection.
Other access improvements proposed as part of the project include the following: 1) connection of
Foster Avenue over Janes Creek that will include sidewalks and bike lanes; 2) a “T” type intersection at
the intersection of Foster Avenue/Q Street; 3) public internal streets and sidewalks on the residential
development site; 4) an all-weather emergency access to Stewart Avenue; and 5) a pedestrian and
bicycle pathway connecting the eastern boundary of the residential development site to Alliance Road.
The City of Arcata commissioned W-Trans to conduct a comprehensive traffic study to address the
cumulative impacts associated with the potential development of six sites located in central Arcata
within three-quarter of a mile of one another (Appendix T.1). These projects, which include the Creek
Side Homes project, are referred to by the City of Arcata as the Sunset Area housing projects, and are
listed in Chapter 7 (Cumulative Impact Analysis) of the EIR. The results of the traffic study are
discussed in this section including estimated trip generation and distribution, changes in Level of
Service (LOS), and potential impact on alternative modes of transportation from the proposed project.
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This section identifies the significant unavoidable impacts that require a statement of overriding
considerations to be adopted by the City Council if the project is approved. Based on the substantial
record evidence, certain impacts in the following areas have been determined to fall within this
ʺsignificant unavoidable impactʺ category.

9.A.a

Construction traffic for the proposed project would result in a short-term increase in constructionrelated vehicle trips on Foster Avenue, Alliance Road, and other local roadways and Highways in the
City and County. Construction would result in vehicle trips by construction workers and haul-truck
trips for delivery and disposal of construction materials and spoils to and from construction areas.
Construction of utilities and traffic improvements to serve the proposed development would also
require temporary encroachments within the County and City right-of-ways on Foster Avenue and
other nearby roadways.
As discussed in Chapter 3 of the Draft EIR, upon the addition of the traffic related to the proposed
project to existing traffic volumes (i.e., Existing plus Individual Project Conditions), the study
intersections of Foster Avenue/Alliance Road would fall to LOS E and the study intersection of 11th
Street/K Street would fall to LOS D. All other study intersections, with the exception of Sunset
Avenue/LK Wood Boulevard, would continue to operate at LOS C or better.
Future transportation improvements (roundabouts at Foster and Alliance Avenues and Sunset and L.K.
Wood Boulevard) may not be constructed prior to the operation of other approved/planned projects in
the project area. Although some of the projects may be delayed in obtaining all necessary
entitlements for several years, there is the potential that significant and unavoidable traffic impacts
may occur until improvements are in place.
To minimize the traffic impacts of the proposed project, Mitigation Measure 3.1a has been included,
requiring the applicant to pay a fair share proportion of the following near-term and future
improvements recommended in the W-Trans Traffic Study (Appendix T.1; Pg. 73 of the Draft EIR) or as
required by the City of Arcata; however, as discussed above, the mitigation measure listed below
would not be adequate to reduce the impact to a level of less than significant.
•
•
•
•

Sunset Avenue/LK Wood Boulevard Re-Striping (Near-term)
Re-Stripe Alliance Road & Foster Avenue Approaches (Near-term)
Roundabout at Sunset Avenue/LK Wood Boulevard Intersection (Future)
Roundabout at Foster Avenue/Alliance Road Intersection (Future)
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At the time the W-Trans Traffic Study was completed, the Foster Avenue Connection was analyzed as
an alternative access for the Creek Side Homes project in the study. However, since that time the
Foster Avenue Connection has been included as part of the proposed project and the analysis in this
chapter is written to reflect that change.

9.A.a

•
•
•
•

Sunset Avenue/LK Wood Boulevard Re-Striping (Near-term)
Re-Stripe Alliance Road & Foster Avenue Approaches (Near-term)
Roundabout at Sunset Avenue/LK Wood Boulevard Intersection (Future)
Roundabout at Foster Avenue/Alliance Road Intersection (Future)

The “near-term” improvements were completed in summer 2017. The “future” transportation
improvements may not be constructed for a decade or longer since the design of some of these
improvements need to be coordinated with Caltrans and/or Humboldt State University. In order to fund
these transportation improvement projects, a Traffic Impact Mitigation Fee Collection Program or
equivalent will be established by the City of Arcata. The anticipated total cost of these improvements
will be approximately $3,627,700. The amount of the total cost of the improvements that will be
funded by the six projects analyzed in the W-Trans Traffic Study is $911,900. Of this amount, the Creek
Side Homes project is estimated to be responsible for approximately 20.5%. Detailed information about
the Traffic Impact Mitigation Fee Collection Program is included on Pgs. 67-69 and in Appendix E of the
W-Trans Central Arcata Areawide Traffic Study (Appendix T of the Draft EIR).
2.1.2 Findings
In accordance with the requirements of CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines, the project will have a
significant effect upon traffic in the project area when the “Level of Service” criterion is applied. The
City of Arcata finds that the mitigation measures identified in the EIR and Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program, when implemented, will lessen the significant impacts identified in the EIR for the
project. However, the City Council finds, pursuant to Public Resources Code §21081, subdivision (a)(3),
that with the adoption of Mitigation Measure 3.1.a, the impact to peak hour traffic in the project area
would remain Significant and Unavoidable, even with mitigation.
As more fully stated in the Statement of Overriding Considerations (Section 5.0, Statement of
Overriding Considerations), the City Council finds that, based upon substantial evidence in the record,
the social benefits of the project override any remaining significant adverse impacts of the project to
traffic at peak hours in the vicinity of the project.
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Mitigation Measure 3.1a. Transportation Improvements.
To minimize the traffic impacts of the proposed project, the applicant will be responsible for paying a
fair-share proportion for the following near-term and future transportation improvements to the City of
Arcata:

9.A.a

2.2

Greenhouse Gas Emissions
2.2.1 Unavoidable Significant Impacts

Discussion
As indicated in Section 2.8 (Greenhouse Gas Emissions) of the EIR, greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions
from construction and operation of the proposed project would be mitigated to below the MCAQMD
project-level efficiency threshold (4.6 MT CO2e/SP/yr). This would result in a 34.5 percent reduction in
GHG emissions from the project and would provide consistency with the GHG reduction goals set out
in AB 32 (i.e. 1990 levels by 2020). Mitigation for the project includes several onsite design features
such as pedestrian/bicycle improvements, area source reductions, energy efficiency measures, water
conservation measures, solid waste reductions, and landscaping. It also includes the purchase of
carbon offsets to offset 8,100 metric tons of GHG emissions (see Mitigation Measure 2.8-2 discussed in
the following section – Findings Regarding Impacts Analyzed in the EIR and Determined to be Mitigated
to Less than Significant). As such, the proposed project would incorporate several design features that
would reduce long-term operational GHG emissions in compliance with the guidance of the 2017
Scoping Plan, which outlines the pathway to meeting the State’s 2030 and 2050 GHG reduction goals.
As described in the 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan, the California Air Resources Board recommends
statewide targets of no more than 6 metric tons CO2e per capita by 2030. The applicant anticipates
the proposed project being fully operational by 2025, and as mitigated will result in the emissions of
approximately 4.5 MT CO2e/SP/yr. The per capita emissions that would result from the proposed
project would be well below the target recommended for 2030 in the Climate Change Scoping Plan.
In addition, the proposed project would receive electricity from the Redwood Coast Energy Authority
(RCEA) Community Choice Energy (CCE) program. The CCE program procures approximately 44% of its
power from renewable and carbon-free sources, which is approximately 9% more renewable energy
than the power sources previously provided by PG&E (RCEA, 2019). Due to the limitations of the
California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod), the project was not given credit for GHG emissions
reductions that would result from participating in the RCEA CCE program.
Further, the project is consistent with the HCAOG 20-Year RTP (2014), as discussed in Section 2.8 of the
Draft EIR (Greenhouse Gas Emissions). The HCAOG prepared an EIR to evaluate the potential impacts
of implementation of the HCAOG 20-Year RTP, which is the long-range planning, policy, action, and
financial document for the Humboldt County Region, covering an approximately 20-year period
through 2035 (HCAOG, 2014). The EIR concludes that GHG impacts from implementation of the RTP
would be less than significant.
Lastly, as indicated in Table 2.8-3 (GHG Laws and Regulations Applicable to the Proposed Project) of
the Draft EIR, the project is subject to numerous local, regional, and state regulations that would
reduce GHG emissions. Due to the limitations of the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod),
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IMPACT 2.1.1: The project may conflict with an Applicable Plan, Policy, or Regulation Adopted for the
Purpose of Reducing the Emissions of Greenhouse Gases.

9.A.a

However, as described in Section 2.8 (Greenhouse Gas Emissions) of the EIR, the proposed project has
been mitigated to reduce GHG emissions below a project-level efficiency threshold that was developed
to provide consistency with AB 32. Typically, to demonstrate consistency with SB 32, a reduced
project-level efficiency threshold (i.e., less than 4.6 MT CO2e/SP/yr) is developed based on the year in
which the project would become operational after 2020. Since a GHG project-level efficiency threshold
methodology designed to provide consistency with SB 32 has not been adopted for use in the North
Coast Air Basin, there is no applicable threshold available to arrive at a significance determination. As
such, it is conservatively assumed that the proposed project would conflict with the GHG reduction
goal in SB 32 (i.e., 40 percent emissions reductions below 1990 level), and the impact is found to be
significant and unavoidable.
Because the EIR identifies greenhouse gas emissions as an impact that cannot be reduced to a less than
significant level, a Statement of Overriding Considerations would need to be adopted by the City of
Arcata for the Creek Side Homes project.
Mitigations.
Same as Mitigation Measures 2.8.1a (GHG Reduction Measures), 2.8.1b (Purchase of Carbon Offsets)
listed below in Section 3.1, and Mitigation Measure 3.1b (Pedestrian/Bicycle Improvements), listed
below.
Mitigation Measure 3.1b. Pedestrian/Bicycle Improvements.
To comply with Policy T-5 (Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities) of the Arcata General Plan Transportation
Element, the Arcata Pedestrian & Bicycle Master Plan (2010), and the recommendations of the W-Trans
Central Arcata Areawide Traffic Study (Appendix T), the proposed project will construct new
pedestrian/bicycle improvements to serve the development. This includes the following
pedestrian/bicycle trails:
•

•

A pedestrian/bicycle pathway through parcel 505-341-048 is proposed for access to Alliance
Road that would include a crossing over Janes Creek. The proposed crossing would include the
replacement of an existing overcrossing located mid-way along the eastern boundary of the
residential development site. This pathway would connect the eastern edge of the residential
development site to an existing paved access road that connects to Alliance Road adjacent to
the Janes Creek Townhouses (South).
A portion of the Hammond Trail is proposed to be constructed on parcel 505-161-009 along the
southern boundary of the residential development site directly south of the proposed cottage
units. This Class I shared-use pathway will be a minimum of 10 feet wide.
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and the information available at the time that the GHG emissions estimates were calculated,
compliance with some of these existing regulatory requirements were not factored into the emissions
estimates. Although not quantified, it is anticipated that the project’s compliance with the existing
regulatory requirements listed in Table 2.8-3, in combination with the proposed mitigation measures
(see Mitigation Measures 3.1b, 2.8.1a, and 2.8.1b), would provide consistency with the State’s 2030
and 2050 GHG reduction goals.

9.A.a

•
•
•

A north-south pathway is proposed on the southeastern portion of the residential development
site that will connect the Hammond Trail with the pedestrian/bicycle pathway to Alliance Road.
Sidewalks and bike lanes will be developed within the Foster Avenue Connection to provide nonvehicular access from the residential development site to Alliance Road.
The all-weather emergency access proposed to connect the residential development site (APN
505-161-011) with Stewart Avenue will also function as a pedestrian/bicycle pathway.

In accordance with the requirements of CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines, the project may have a
significant effect upon the GHG Emission threshold set by AB 32, as the North Coast Air Basin has not
yet set an acceptable threshold for GHG emissions. The City of Arcata finds that the mitigation
measures identified in the EIR and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, when implemented,
will lessen the significant impacts identified in the EIR for the project. However, the City Council finds,
pursuant to Public Resources Code §21081, subdivision (a)(3), that with the adoption of Mitigation
Measures 2.8.1 a, 2.8.1b, and 3.1.b, the potential impact to GHGs in the project area would have the
potential to remain Significant and Unavoidable, even with mitigation.
As more fully stated in the Statement of Overriding Considerations (Section 5.0, Statement of
Overriding Considerations), the City Council finds that, based upon substantial evidence in the record,
the social benefits of the project override any remaining significant adverse impacts of Greenhouse Gas
Emissions in the vicinity of the project.
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2.1.2 Findings

9.A.a

This section identifies the impacts of the project that had potentially significant environmental effects,
but have been mitigated to a less than significant level. Based on the information in the Final EIR, the
City Council finds that based upon substantial evidence in the record, certain impacts to the following
areas have been determined to be mitigated to a less than significant level.
•
•
•
•

Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Biological Resources
Agricultural and Forestry Resources

3.1

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

IMPACT 2.8.1: The project may generate greenhouse gas emissions, directly and indirectly, that have
a significant impact on the environment.
Discussion
As described in the Draft EIR, The proposed project would result in direct and indirect emissions of
CO 2 , CH 4 , and N 2 O, and would not result in other GHGs that would facilitate a meaningful analysis.
Therefore, this analysis focuses on these three forms of GHG emissions. Direct project-related GHG
emissions include emissions from construction activities, area sources, and mobile sources, while
indirect sources include emissions from electricity consumption, water demand, and solid waste
generation. Operational GHG estimations are based on energy emissions from natural gas usage and
automobile emissions.
Based on the size of the proposed project (189 residential units and several offsite improvements
including parkland, road improvements, and trails), both construction and operational GHG emissions
for the proposed project were estimated using the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod)
(Appendix E), which is a statewide land use emissions computer model designed to provide a uniform
platform for government agencies to quantify potential criteria pollutant emissions associated with
both construction and operations from a variety of land use projects. The model can be used for a
variety of situations where a GHG analysis is necessary or desirable, such as California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) documents, and is recommended for use by the NCUAQMD on their website under
the section entitled “Air Quality Planning & CEQA” (www.ncuaqmd.org). The model applies inherent
default values for various land uses, including trip generation rates based on the Institute of
Transportation Engineers (ITE) Manual, vehicle mix, trip length, average speed, etc. However, where
project-specific data is available, such data should be input into the model.
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3.0 FINDINGS REGARDING IMPACTS ANALYZED IN THE EIR
AND DETERMINED TO BE MITIGATED TO LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT

9.A.a

As indicated in Table 2.8-1 of the Draft EIR, the total amount of unmitigated project-related GHG
emissions from direct and indirect sources combined would total 2,193.2 MTCO 2 eq/yr, without the
implementation of reductions from project design features and/or mitigation measures.
Implementation of the proposed pedestrian/bicycle improvements, area source reductions, energy
efficiency measures, water conservation measures, solid waste reductions, and landscaping would
reduce project GHG emissions to 1,706.0 MTCO 2 eq/yr, resulting in a 22 percent reduction. As
indicated in Table 2.8-2 (Mitigated GHG Emissions [Annual Metric Tons Per Year]), with the proposed
project design features and/or mitigation measures (see Mitigation Measures 3.1b and 2.8.1a), the
proposed project is estimated to emit approximately 5.3 MT CO2e/SP/yr which is above the MCAQMD
project-level efficiency threshold (4.6 MT CO2e/SP/yr).
To further mitigate the GHG emissions that would be generated by the proposed project, the applicant
will purchase carbon offsets to reduce the projects GHG emissions below the MCAQMD project-level
efficiency threshold of 4.6 MT CO2e/SP/yr. It is estimated that once the entire project is constructed,
the applicant would need to offset approximately 270 metric tons of GHG emissions annually to reduce
the emissions below the MCAQMD project-level efficiency threshold. With the offset of 270 metric
tons of GHG emissions annually through the purchase of carbon offsets, the metric tons of GHG
emissions that would be generated by the proposed project annually would be reduced from 1,706.0
to 1,436.0. This would result in the project emitting approximately 4.5 MT CO2e/SP/yr, which is below
the MCAQMD threshold (4.6 MT CO2e/SP/yr).
As noted above, implementation of Mitigation Measures 2.8.1a, 2.8.1b, and 3.1b would reduce
project GHG emissions to 1,436.0 MTCO 2 eq/yr, resulting in a 34.5 percent reduction. Therefore, with
the proposed mitigation measures, project features, and compliance with regulatory requirements, the
proposed project will not generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that would
have a significant impact on the environment.
A full evaluation of the project’s impacts to Greenhouse Gas Emissions is found in Chapter 2.8 of the
Draft EIR.
Mitigation Measure 2.8.1a. GHG Emissions Reduction Measures
The project shall include, but not be limited to, the following minimization measures, which shall be
incorporated into the project site plans and construction plans to ensure consistency with adopted
statewide plans and programs. The project applicant shall demonstrate compliance with these
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The City of Arcata and the NCUAQMD have not adopted numerical thresholds for determining the
significance of greenhouse gas emissions. Since the City of Arcata and NCUAQMD have not adopted
significance thresholds, there are no thresholds for greenhouse gas emissions applicable to the
proposed project. However, for the purpose of assessing greenhouse gas emissions impacts in CEQA
documents, the NCUAQMD recommends the use of thresholds and guidance provided by other air
districts in the State.

9.A.a

measures prior to either the issuance of the building permit or the certificate of occupancy for each
phase of the proposed project:
Transportation
Same as Mitigation Measure 3.1b (Pedestrian/Bicycle Improvements). Compliance with this
measure shall be verified prior to issuance of the certificate of occupancy for each phase of the
project.

Area Sources
•
•

The project would not include any hearths, woodstoves, or fireplaces. The proposed residential
units and assisted living facility will use forced-air gas or electric heating. Compliance with this
measure shall be verified prior to issuance of building permits for each phase of the project.
Low VOC paints would be used for the project that have a maximum VOC standard of 50 g/L.
Compliance with this measure shall be verified prior to issuance of the certificate of occupancy
for each phase of the project.

Energy Efficiency
•

The proposed residential structures will be designed and constructed to exceed minimum 2016
Title 24, Part 6 Building Energy Efficiency Standards by at least 20 percent. Compliance with this
measure shall be verified prior to issuance of building permits for each phase of the project.

Water Conservation and Efficiency
•

•

To reduce indoor water use it is proposed to install low flow plumbing fixtures (e.g., low-flow
faucets, toilets, showers, etc.) in the proposed residential units and assisted living facility.
Compliance with this measure shall be verified prior to issuance of the certificate of occupancy
for each phase of the project.
To reduce outdoor water use for landscaping, it is proposed to install native and drought
tolerant plant species that do not require irrigation at the assisted living facility and seniorrestricted cottage units. Compliance with this measure shall be verified prior to issuance of the
certificate of occupancy for each phase of the project.

Solid Waste
•

Divert at least 35 percent of solid waste to be recycled. Per the City of Arcata Municipal Code
(Section 5425), the single-family residences and accessory dwelling units would be required to
participate in the City’s curbside recycling program. Per State law (SB 1018), the assisted living
facility and senior-restricted cottage units would be required to provide adequate areas for
collecting and loading recyclable materials where solid waste is collected. Compliance with this
measure shall be verified prior to issuance of the certificate of occupancy for each phase of the
project.
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•

9.A.a

Landscaping
A minimum of 300 trees of various species would be planted throughout the residential
development site. Compliance with this measure shall be verified prior to issuance of the
certificate of occupancy for each phase of the project.

Mitigation Measure 2.8.1b. Purchase of Carbon Offsets.
Prior to the City’s issuance of the certificate of occupancy for each phase of the project, the project
applicant shall provide evidence to the satisfaction of the Director of Environmental Services that it has
purchased and retired carbon offsets for the incremental portion of the project in a quantity sufficient
to offset, for a 30-year period, the GHG emissions from that incremental amount of development. This
will ensure that at full build-out the proposed project will generate GHG emissions that are below the
Mendocino County Air Quality Management District (MCAQMD) project-level efficiency threshold of 4.6
MT CO2e/SP/yr. The purchase of carbon offsets for the proposed project shall occur according to the
following criteria:
•

•
•
•

“Carbon Offset” shall mean an instrument issued by any of the following: 1) the Climate Action
Reserve, the American Carbon Registry, and the Verified Carbon Standard; 2) any registry
approved by CARB to act as a registry under the State’s cap-and-trade program; or 3) if no
registry is in existence as identified in options 1) and 2), above, then any other reputable registry
or entity that issues carbon offsets.
Any carbon offset that is used to reduce the project’s GHG emissions shall be a carbon offset
that represents the past reduction of sequestration of one metric ton of carbon dioxide
equivalent that is “not otherwise required” (CEQA Guidelines section 15126.4(c)(3)).
For the purpose of purchasing carbon offsets, the “project life” time frame is assumed to be 30
years. This methodology is consistent with the 30-year “project life” time frame used by the
South Coast Air Quality Management District’s GHG guidance (SCAQMD, 2008).
For each phase of the project, the incremental portion of carbon offsets required will be
calculated on a per unit basis. Based on the proposed number of units (189 residential units)
and the carbon offsets required to reduce the project’s GHG emissions below the MCAQMD
threshold over a 30-year period (8,100 metric tons), the applicant will be required to purchase
approximately 43 metric tons of carbon offsets per unit.

Findings
The City Council finds that, based upon substantial evidence in the record, the Greenhouse Gas impacts
of the project will be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

3.2

Hazards and Hazardous Materials
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•

9.A.a

Discussion
As described in the Draft EIR, the proposed residential development site (APN 505-161-011) was
previously a lumber mill and contamination of site soil due to that use has been documented. The site
has been investigated and remediated, under regulatory oversight, with respect to soils contaminated
with petroleum hydrocarbons and dioxins/furans. Investigation included soil and groundwater testing
in test pits and boreholes distributed across the residential development site. Remediation included
excavation and removal of contaminated soils (see Appendices G – N of the Draft EIR for more
information).
Based on the remediation activities that occurred in 1997 to remove petroleum hydrocarbon
contaminated soils, the proposed residential development site was declared “Completed - Case Closed”
in 2001 by the Humboldt County Division of Environmental Health (HCDEH), who serves as the Certified
Unified Program Agency (CUPA) for Humboldt County, in contract with the State Water Resources
Control Board (SWRCB). Based on the additional site investigation and remediation activities
conducted at the site to remove dioxin/furan contaminated soils in 2008 (see Appendices P - R), a
letter (dated 03/10/09) was received from the NCRWQCB stating the “No Further Action” for the site is
required. As discussed in the Environmental Setting, remaining petroleum hydrocarbon contamination
exists on the residential development site under the debarker slab, which acts as a concrete “cap.”
Following completion of remediation efforts at the site in the 1990s, a Site Development
Contamination Contingency and Site Safety Plan was developed to guide safe development. The intent
of the Safety Plan is to limit exposure to potentially hazardous materials during the development and
future occupation of the site. A designated OSHA trained and certified Site Safety Supervisor (SSS) or
Site Safety Officer (SSO) will be responsible for periodic visual and olfactory (smell) inspection of all site
earthwork, and for making documented evaluation of the potential for the presence or absence of
potentially hazardous substances.
A specific monitoring plan is elaborated, in which the SSS/SSO or designee conducts daily and periodic
inspections with an Organic Vapor Analyzer. The Safety Plan requires that if environmental monitoring
indicates the presence of potentially contaminated soil or groundwater, work in the suspect area cease
immediately, the subject area be secured, and the SSS/SSO immediately notify the appropriate State,
County, and Local regulatory agencies (in this case, the first response should be to the County Division
of Environmental Health and the North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board). Implementation
of the “Contingency and Site Safety Plan” during future site development will reduce the potential for
exposure of workers and the public to hazardous materials to a less than significant level.
An investigation to identify the extent and magnitude of contamination, following procedures outlined
in the Safety Plan, is to follow any identification of contaminated soils. Any contaminated soils
exceeding regulatory screening levels for residential development shall be remediated to the
satisfaction of regulatory agencies. Ultimately, the HCDEH and NCRWQCB must certify the site cleanup
prior to the completion of construction and occupation of the site for residential uses. This has been
included as Mitigation Measure 2.10.2b for the proposed project.
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IMPACT 2.10.1: The project may create a significant hazard to the public of the environment through
reasonable foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials
into the environment.

9.A.a

With the proposed mitigation measures, the proposed project will not create a significant hazard to
the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving
the release of hazardous materials into the environment.
A full evaluation of the project’s impacts to Hazards and Hazardous Materials is found in Chapter 2.10
of the Draft EIR.
Mitigation Measure 2.10.2a. Prior to receiving a grading permit from the City of Arcata for the first
phase of the project, the applicant shall submit a plan for soil removal and cleanup in the debarker slab
area to the Humboldt County Division of Environmental Health (HCDEH) and the North Coast Regional
Water Quality Control Board (NCRWQCB) for review and approval. The applicant shall conduct the soil
remediation activities in the debarker slab area according to the plan approved by the HCDEH and the
NCRWQCB. Prior to issuance of the certificate of occupancy by the City of Arcata for the first phase of
the project, the HCDEH and the NCRWQCB must certify the site cleanup.
Mitigation Measure 2.10.2b. The applicant shall implement the Site Development Contamination
Contingency and Site Safety Plan (Appendix O; SHN, 1998) during site development to minimize
impacts to workers and future residents from development of parcel 505-161-011 for residential uses.
Following the identification of any contaminated soils at the site during construction, construction
activities shall cease and an investigation shall occur to identify the extent and magnitude of
contamination following procedures outlined in the Safety Plan. Any contaminated soils exceeding
regulatory screening levels for residential development shall be remediated to the satisfaction of
regulatory agencies. Prior to the completion of construction and occupation of the site for residential
uses, the Humboldt County Division of Environmental Health (HCDEH) and North Coast Regional Water
Quality Control Board (NCRWQCB) must certify the site cleanup.
Findings
The City Council finds that, based upon substantial evidence in the record, the Hazards and Hazardous
Materials impacts of the project will be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

3.3

Biological Resources

IMPACT 4.3.1: The project may have a substantial adverse effect on 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 Wildlife or the US Fish and Wildlife Service.
Discussion
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The proposed residential development includes single-family housing, a senior assisted living facility,
and senior-restricted neighborhood cottage units. Off-site improvements include the Foster Avenue
Connection, development of parkland, emergency access road, and pedestrian/bicycle pathways.
These types of land uses are not typically associated with the use, transport, or disposal of significant
quantities of hazardous materials. Although, residential uses may utilize cleaning products that
contain toxic substances, which are usually in low concentration and small in amount and would not
pose a significant risk to humans or the environment from an accidental release.

9.A.a

Based on the Biological Assessment prepared by Mad River Biologists (Appendix Y; MRB, 2000) and the
updated Biological Report prepared by Streamline Planning Consultants (Appendix Z; SPC, 2016b),
various species of birds, mammals, and amphibians protected by federal and State regulations have
potential habitat (foraging and/or rearing) along Janes Creek and the associated riparian zone.
However, the potential to find such species on the residential development site or in the surrounding
area is low due to the dominance of non-native vegetation, lack of habitat, disturbed nature of the
area, and close proximity of single-family and multi-family residential development.
Regardless, direct impacts to birds, mammals, and amphibians (Northern red-legged frog) protected by
federal or State regulations, and/or their nests, eggs, or young, could potentially occur from the
proposed project activities including replacement of culverts in Janes Creek, construction of the Foster
Avenue connection, and construction of the wetland mitigation area. Due to the potential for
protected species to exist at or adjacent to the residential development site, surveys by a qualified
biologist will occur prior to the beginning of construction activities. If any of these species are
observed at or directly adjacent to the site, mitigation will include establishing buffers, operational
restrictions, and other appropriate methods of mitigation acceptable to the City of Arcata. This has
been included as Mitigation Measure 4.3.1a for the proposed project.
A 0.85-acre mitigation wetland is proposed to be constructed within the 100-year floodplain of Janes
Creek to mitigate for the filling of 0.47 acres of wetlands at the residential development site. The
constructed wetland will be connected to and be subject to inundation by backwatering from Janes
Creek during storm events. The wetland will create a low velocity off-channel refuge habitat for
salmonids while Janes Creek is running at high flood levels. The proposed wetland mitigation has been
designed to prevent fish entrapment and the creation of bullfrog habitat. As stated within the Wetland
Mitigation and Monitoring Plan (Appendix CC of the Draft EIR) “…wetland mitigation will be graded to a
depth from 3 feet to 8 feet deep below the existing ground surface to create seasonal wetland
hydrology for a significant portion of the growing season. Open water may exist at times, but a slope of
0.4 percent towards the outlet to Janes Creek will allow for flooding to dissipate into the creek, and /or
recharge groundwater.” The sloping wetland design will prevent permanently pooled water needed by
bullfrogs and will prevent fish entrapment by allowing fish to swim back into the creek following the
receding floodwaters.
Permits for work conducted as part of the proposed project within the Janes Creek channel and
riparian corridor are required from the California Department of Fish & Wildlife (CDFW), U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers (USACE), and North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board (NCRWQCB). Prior
to the issuance of grading and building permits by the City of Arcata, the applicant shall provide
evidence that the permits have been obtained from CDFW, USACE, and NCRWQCB. This will be
included as a condition of approval by the City of Arcata for the proposed project.
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Based on the existing disturbed conditions at the residential development site, it is not anticipated that
the project will have a substantial effect, either directly or indirectly through habitat modifications, on
any plant species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species.

9.A.a

Mitigation Measure 4.3.1a. Prior to construction activities for each phase of the proposed project, the
applicant shall have a qualified biologist conduct a focused survey for protected wildlife species
identified in the Mad River Biologists Biological Assessment (Appendix Y) and Streamline Planning
Consultants Biological Report (Appendix Z) as having potential habitat on the residential development
site, including birds, mammals, amphibians, and fish. Surveys shall be performed within 30 days of the
beginning of construction activity. If construction is delayed for more than 30 days from the date of the
survey, and is to then commence during the nesting season (March 1 to September 15) an additional
survey shall be conducted. The results of the survey shall be submitted to the City of Arcata for review
and approval. If protected wildlife species are observed, the qualified biologist shall design appropriate
project activity buffer widths and operational restrictions. Project-related activities shall only
commence when the City of Arcata has approved the report in writing, and the buffer widths and
operational restrictions are applied.
Mitigation Measure 4.3.1b. The project applicant shall implement applicable measures from the
California Department of Fish & Wildlife (CDFW) “Salmonid Stream Habitat Restoration Manual” for
guidance to minimize impacts during stream crossing construction. The CDFW Guidance details how to
minimize impacts to aquatic species and their habitat during crossing replacement and/or construction
activities. This could include measures such as exclusion fencing upstream and downstream of the work
area and the relocation of sensitive fish species to another section of Janes Creek outside of the work
area.
Findings
The City Council finds that, based upon substantial evidence in the record, the impacts to candidate,
sensitive, or special status species from the project will be less than significant with mitigation
incorporated.
IMPACT 4.3.2: The project may have a substantial adverse effect on riparian habitat and other
sensitive natural communities identified in local and regional plans, policies, and regulations.
Discussion
The southeast boundary of the residential development site contains an approximately 800-foot
section of Janes Creek and associated riparian. The City of Arcata General Plan classifies Janes Creek as
an environmentally sensitive habitat area (ESHA). The riparian area around Janes Creek lies within a
City-designated Environmental Buffer Area (EBA). The average width of the riparian vegetation is
approximately 25 feet out from the center of the creek on the west bank, but is as great as 100 feet at
the southeast corner of the parcel where several large willows dominate. Consistent with General Plan
Resource Conservation and Management Element Policy RC-2b (Environmental Buffer Area), the
proposed residential development (e.g. structures and paved surfaces) will maintain a 100-foot setback
from the top of bank of Janes Creek.
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A full evaluation of the project’s impacts to special status species is found in Chapter 4.3 of the Draft
EIR.

9.A.a

To mitigate for the permanent affect to 8,000 s.f. of riparian vegetation from construction of the Foster
Avenue connection, the applicant proposes riparian mitigation at a ratio of 2:1 or 16,000 s.f. Due to
the fact that there are limited opportunities for riparian mitigation on the residential development site,
the applicant shall contribute towards City of Arcata riparian enhancement projects along Jolly Giant
Creek within and adjacent to the Arcata Community Forest. To contribute towards these projects, the
applicant shall provide the City with a riparian impact fee of $26,500 that will be used towards riparian
enhancement activities on parcels 020-201-012 and 503-291-017.
With the proposed mitigation measures, and in compliance with agency permitting requirements, the
proposed project will not have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive
natural community in local or regional Plans, polices, or regulations, or by the CDFW or USFWS.
A full evaluation of the project’s impacts to riparian habitat is found in Chapter 4.3 of the Draft EIR.
Mitigation Measure 4.3.2a. To mitigate for the permanent effect to an estimated 8,000 s.f. of riparian
vegetation from construction of the Foster Avenue connection, the applicant proposes riparian
mitigation at a ratio of 2:1 or approximately 16,000 s.f. The area of impact shall be assessed post
construction, and the ratio of 2:1 based on actual impacts shall dictate the restoration area. Due to the
fact that there are limited opportunities for riparian mitigation on the residential development site
(APN 505-161-011), the applicant shall contribute towards City of Arcata riparian enhancement
projects along Jolly Giant Creek within and adjacent to the Arcata Community Forest. Prior to the
issuance of grading and building permits by the City of Arcata for construction of the Foster Avenue
connection, the applicant shall provide the City with a riparian impact fee of $26,500 that will be used
towards riparian enhancement activities on parcels 020-201-012 and 503-291-017. In addition to these
two sites, the City may use some of these funds for similar riparian enhancement activities in other
stream sections. Riparian enhancement activities proposed by the City on parcel 020-201-012 include,
but are not limited to, removal of invasive species, replacement of an undersized culvert, planting of
2,250 additional trees, and the implementation of erosion control measures. Riparian enhancement
activities proposed by the City on parcel 503-291-017 would include additional riparian planting along
Jolly Giant Creek and the replacement of a failing culvert with a bridge crossing.
Findings
The City Council finds that, based upon substantial evidence in the record, the impacts to riparian area
from the project will be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.
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Some of the proposed project activities will temporarily and permanently affect the riparian vegetation
and habitat along Janes Creek including replacement of two culverts in the creek, construction of the
Foster Avenue connection, and construction of the wetland mitigation area. The Foster Avenue
connection is estimated to permanently affect approximately 8,000 s.f. of riparian vegetation. The
replacement of the culverts and construction of the wetland mitigation area are estimated to
temporarily affect approximately 3,000 s.f. of riparian vegetation and are designed to improve the
habitat conditions along this section of Janes Creek and improve flood flow capacity.

9.A.a

Discussion
Based on the Wetland Delineation conducted by Streamline Planning Consultants the residential
development site contains 0.69 acres (29,991 s.f.) of two-, and three-parameter wetlands. All of the
wetlands delineated on the residential development site have some wetland value and functionality.
Even a heavily impacted, anthropogenic wetland can provide habitat value for amphibians, aquatic
invertebrates, and hydrophytic vegetation. In addition, these wet areas serve to retain stormwater, aid
in groundwater recharge, filter potential introduced pollutants, as well as many other wetland
functions. However, the wetlands found on site vary in the quality of habitat and wetland function, and
many of the areas delineated as wetlands are of very low habitat quality and wetland functionality.
The proposed project will directly impact (grade and fill) 0.47 acres (20,285 s.f.) of two- and threeparameter wetlands on the residential development site. This excludes 0.22 acres (9,706 s.f.) of twoand three-parameter wetlands in and adjacent to the ditches along the railroad right-of-way that will
not be filled during construction of the project. It was estimated that approximately 0.08 acres (3,578
s.f.) of the ditches along the railroad right-of-way would be impacted due to construction of the access
road, the Foster Avenue Connection, and the proposed pedestrian/bicycle trails.
To mitigate for the impacts to two- and three-parameter wetlands on the residential development site,
the project proposes to create a three-parameter (wetland hydrology, hydrophytic vegetation, and
hydric soils) mitigation wetland on the project parcel that will be 0.85 acres (37,026 s.f.) in size. The
mitigation wetland will be constructed according to the design and recommendations in the Wetland
Mitigation and Monitoring Plan prepared by Winzler & Kelly (Appendix CC) and the recommendations
of the City of Arcata and other regulatory agencies (e.g., USACE, RWQCB, and CDFW). A planting plan
and long-term enhancement plan for the wetland mitigation area shall be developed to the satisfaction
of the City of Arcata. This has been included as Mitigation Measure 4.3.3a for the proposed project.
The project is proposed to maintain a variable 50-foot setback from the edge of the wetland mitigation
area as required by Section 9.59.060 (Wetland Conservation and Management) of the Arcata Land Use
Code for existing developed areas. Use of the “existing developed areas” wetland setback standard for
the project is appropriate since the wetland mitigation area will be developed as part of the proposed
residential development. Since the project proposes the minimum standard required by the City of
Arcata Land Use Code, it is proposed to plant the 50-foot wetland setback area with regionallyappropriate evergreen native trees and shrubs. This will serve as a vegetative “screen” (i.e., natural
visual screen) between the wetland mitigation area and the proposed residential development, extend
the Janes Creek riparian corridor, and provide additional habitat on the residential development site.
A schematic diagram of the planting plan showing individual plant species placement and spacing
within the 50-foot wetland setback area will be included in the wetland mitigation and monitoring
plan. This has been included as Mitigation Measure 4.3.3b for the proposed project.
Areas targeted for invasive species removal include the wetland mitigation area, and the 50-foot
setback area around the wetland mitigation area. As described in Chapter 1 (Introduction) of the EIR,
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IMPACT 4.3.3: The project may have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.

9.A.a

A full evaluation of the project’s impacts to two- and three-parameter wetlands is found in Chapter 4.3
of the Draft EIR.
Mitigation Measure 4.3.3a. To mitigate the impacts of grading and filling 0.47 acres (20,285 s.f.) of
two- and three-parameter wetlands on the residential development site, the applicant shall create a
three-parameter (wetland hydrology, hydric soils, and hydrophytic vegetation) mitigation wetland at
the site that will be 0.85 acres (37,026 s.f.) in size, or a 1.8 mitigation ratio. The mitigation wetland will
be constructed according to the design and recommendations in the Wetland Mitigation and
Monitoring Plan prepared by Winzler & Kelly (Appendix CC) and the recommendations of the City of
Arcata and other regulatory agencies (e.g., CDFW, RWQCB, and USACE). A planting plan and long-term
enhancement plan for the wetland mitigation area shall be developed to the satisfaction of the City of
Arcata.
Mitigation Measure 4.3.3b. The applicant shall plant the variable 50-foot wetland setback area for the
mitigation wetland with regionally-appropriate evergreen native trees and shrubs. This will serve as a
vegetative “screen” (i.e., natural visual screen) between the wetland mitigation area and the proposed
residential development, extend the Janes Creek riparian corridor, and provide additional habitat on the
residential development site. A schematic diagram of the planting plan showing individual plant
species placement and spacing within the wetland setback area shall be included in the Wetland
Mitigation and Monitoring Plan.
Mitigation Measure 4.3.3c. The applicant shall include measures for the control of invasive species in
the Wetland Mitigation and Monitoring Plan. Invasive species removal shall occur within the wetland
mitigation area and its corresponding 50-foot setback required by Section 9.59.060 (Wetland
Conservation and Management) of the Arcata Land Use Code. Invasive species that will be targeted
include English ivy (Hedera helix), Himalayan blackberry (Rubus armeniacus), poison hemlock (Conium
maculatum), teasel (Dipsacus fullonum), English holly (Ilex aquifolium), Cotoneaster (Cotoneaster
lacteus), Canary reedgrass (Phalaris arundinacea), and mayten tree (Maytenus boaria). Annual
performance criteria for invasive species control shall be specified in the Monitoring Plan. The applicant
shall conduct invasive species removal during construction of the wetland mitigation area and shall
conduct long-term control of invasive species as specified in the Monitoring Plan.
Findings
The City Council finds that, based upon substantial evidence in the record, the impacts to wetlands
identified in the project area will be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.
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removal of these species will be conducted using numerous methods targeting each specific species to
ensure a higher rate of successful removal. The Wetland Mitigation and Monitoring Plan will include
measures for the control of the invasive exotic species at the site that could potentially reduce wetland
mitigation area success. Annual performance criteria for invasive species control shall be specified in
the Monitoring Plan. The applicant shall conduct invasive species removal during construction of the
wetland mitigation area and shall conduct long-term control of invasive species as will be specified in
the Monitoring Plan. This has been included as Mitigation Measure 4.3.3c for the proposed project.

9.A.a

Discussion
It is likely that coastal cutthroat trout will be present within, or in the vicinity of, the culverts scheduled
for replacement. Juvenile Coho salmon, steelhead trout, and Chinook salmon also have the potential
to occur in the creek as the result of restoration of habitat downstream and removal of a fish barrier in
the last few years. Even though the habitat is of poor quality within the existing culverts, fish may use
these locations because of the heavily shaded overhead cover they provide. Salmonids may also utilize
the instream habitat upstream and downstream of the culverts. Culvert replacement activities may
inadvertently injure or kill a very small number of individuals. The replacement of the old culverts
could result in the production of highly turbid water once activities commence in the wetted channel.
Turbid water can affect salmonids by reducing feeding opportunities, impeding production of aquatic
insects, and irritating gills. Excessive levels of sediment laden waters can result in gill abrasion and
even death for fish species. To minimize potential impacts during the culvert replacement activities,
applicable measures from the CDFW “Salmonid Stream Habitat Restoration Manual” will be
implemented. This has been included as Mitigation Measure 4.3.1b for the proposed project (Also see
discussion under Finding 4.3.1). Ultimately, the replacement of the culverts in Janes Creek will increase
the capacity for flood flows and fish passage.
With the proposed mitigation measures, the proposed project will not interfere substantially with the
movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites.
A full evaluation of the project’s impacts to migratory fish and wildlife species and established wildlife
corridors is found in Chapter 4.3 of the Draft EIR.
Mitigation: Same as Mitigation Measures 4.3.1a (Biological Surveys) and 4.3.1b (Implementation of
the Salmonid Stream Habitat Restoration Manual).
Findings
The City Council finds that, based upon substantial evidence in the record, the impacts to native and
resident migratory fish and wildlife species and to wildlife corridors and nursey sites identified in the
project area will be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

3.4
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IMPACT 4.3.4: The project may have a substantial adverse effect on the movement of native and
migratory fish and wildlife species, or upon established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors or wildlife nursery sites.

Agricultural and Forestry Resources
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9.A.a

Discussion:
The Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency has not yet
mapped farmland in Humboldt County (DOC, 2016). The U.S.D.A. Natural Resource Conservation
Service (NRCS) has recently mapped the project parcels and surrounding lands as part of the National
Cooperative Soil Survey update and data is available on the Web Soil Survey website. Based on the
mapping data, soils that underlay the project parcels and other agricultural properties to the south and
west are considered prime farmland.
The residential development site (APN 505-161-011) was developed in the 1950s as a lumber mill. The
prime farmland soils within the site are covered by urban and built-up areas consisting of 1.5 feet or
more of imported material. As a result, parcel 505-161-011 would not be considered prime farmland.
Further, since the residential development site has not been used for agricultural purposes for at least
50 years, it would not qualify as either unique farmland, or farmland of statewide importance, based
upon definitions from the State Department of Conservation.
Parcels 505-151-009 and 505-284-009 are currently vacant, but were used historically for agriculture
and contain prime agricultural soils. Parcel 505-284-010 is currently developed with a small park
(Ennes Park) that serves the single-family residential neighborhood to the north of the residential
development site. The proposed expansion of Ennes Park would ultimately convert approximately
4.69 acres of prime agricultural land to non-agricultural uses.
The proposed project includes the payment of park in-lieu fees for the development of parkland (Ennes
Park Expansion) on City-owned parcels 505-151-009 (4.22 acres), 505-284-009 (0.26 acres), and 505284-010 (0.21 acres). Parcel 505-151-009 was recently designated as Public Facility (PF) as part of the
County General Plan update but the parcel’s zone designation has not been updated at the time of this
analysis; the parcel is anticipated to be zoned as Public Facility (PF) by the City of Arcata upon
annexation. The proposed emergency access road would convert an approximately 300 by 50-foot strip
(15,000 s.f. or 0.34 acres) of prime agricultural land on parcel 505-151-001 to non-agricultural uses.
Based on the above discussion, development of the proposed park site and emergency access road
would ultimately convert approximately 5.03 acres of prime agricultural land to the northwest of the
residential development site (APN 505-161-011) to non-agricultural uses. With the continuing loss of
farmland to development in the State of California, local agencies have chosen to mitigate these losses
by requiring developers to preserve equivalent land on or offsite. Conservation easements offer a
flexible tool for achieving open space protection, and the courts have upheld easement requirements
as legally adequate mitigation for farmland conversions.
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IMPACT 4.4.1: The project may have a substantial adverse effect agricultural resources by converting
prime farmland as shown on maps prepared for the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of
the California Resources Agency to a non-agricultural use.

To mitigate for the permanent conversion of 5.03 acres of prime agricultural land from the proposed
project and the City proposed Ennes Park Expansion, a conservation easement is proposed on
approximately 22.65 acres of parcel 505-151-001 (total 26.16 acres), which would result in an
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approximately 4.5:1 mitigation ratio. Although the proposed project would only result in the
conversion of 1.69 acres of prime agricultural land (1.35 acres for parkland and 0.34 acres for the
emergency access road), the EIR analyzes and provides mitigation for the conversion of an additional
3.34 acres from the City’s proposed Ennes Park Expansion. The additional area of conservation
easement not required to mitigate the impacts of the proposed project is an added benefit of the
project, and will be included in the Development Agreement between the City of Arcata and the
applicant. The conservation easement would ensure the permanent protection of over 22 acres of
prime agricultural lands within the City’s Sphere of Influence. The proposed mitigation ratio of 4.5:1
exceeds the ratios typically used by other jurisdictions in the State for the conversion of prime
agricultural land. This has been included as Mitigation Measure 4.4.1a for the proposed project.
A full evaluation of the project’s impacts to prime agricultural lands is found in Chapter 4.3 of the Draft
EIR.
Mitigation Measure 4.4.1a. To mitigate for the permanent conversion of 5.03 acres of prime
agricultural land from the proposed project and City proposed Ennes Park Expansion, the applicant
shall dedicate a conservation easement to the benefit of the City of Arcata, on approximately 22.65
acres of parcel 505-151-001, which would result in a 4.5:1 mitigation ratio. Although the proposed
project would only result in the conversion of 1.69 acres of prime agricultural land (1.35 acres for
parkland and 0.34 acres for the emergency access road), the EIR analyzes and provides mitigation for
the conversion of an additional 3.34 acres from the City’s proposed Ennes Park Expansion.
Findings
The City Council finds that, based upon substantial evidence in the record, the impacts to prime
agricultural soils identified in the project area will be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

Attachment: A. Creek Side Approval Documents [Revision 1] (2250 : Creek Side #3)

9.A.a

36
Packet Pg. 102

9.A.a

This section identifies the impacts of the project that were found to have no significant environmental
effects, and therefore no mitigation is required to reduce impacts to a less than significant level. A full
evaluation of the project’s impacts to each category may be found in the Draft EIR.
•
•
•

Aesthetics
Air Quality
Cultural Resources

•

Energy Conservation
Geology and Soils
Hydrology and Water Quality
Land Use and Planning
Mineral Resources
Noise
Population and Housing
Public Services
Recreation

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Tribal Cultural Resources
Utilities and Service Systems

4.1

Aesthetics

The proposed project would potentially affect the following views: 1) the rural agricultural views to the
Arcata Bottom; 2) views of the Janes Creek riparian corridor; 3) views from adjacent public streets; and
4) distant views of the coastal dunes and horizon from nearby residential neighborhoods. Due to the
surrounding topography, adjacent development, and existing vegetation, the site is not visible from
most areas designated by the City or County as a scenic vista or view area such as the Fickle Hill Ridge,
Arcata Bay, or the Mad River. The project will be visible to northbound traffic on Janes Road when
traveling to the north of 11th Street and to eastbound and westbound traffic on Foster Avenue when
traveling to the west of Janes Creek and the east of Janes Road.
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4.0 FINDINGS REGARDING IMPACTS ANALYZED IN THE EIR
AND DETERMINED TO BE LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT REQUIRING
NO MITIGATION

This project is consistent with Arcata’s adopted Design Element standards regarding scenic vistas and
highways. The proposed project will not have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista or highway.
Although the site is visible from roads designated by the City as coastal scenic highways (e.g., Janes
Road and Foster Avenue), it is currently an underutilized former mill site that has little aesthetic value
with the presence of concrete slabs, trash, and non-native plants. Because the residential
development site is currently in a deteriorated condition, the impermanent construction impacts to
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The project proposes outdoor lighting consistent with the City’s design guidelines, Section 9.30.070
(Outdoor Lighting) of the Arcata Land Use Code, and the recommendations of the International DarkSky Association (IDA), which includes standards for fixtures, shielding, wattage, placement, height, and
illumination levels. To comply with these requirements, lighting for the project will be the minimum
lumens necessary, directed downward, shielded, and pedestrian level when feasible. This will ensure
lighting is contained within the site and does not cause significant lighting and glare impacts for
surrounding land uses. Project related daytime glare would be unlikely to have significant visual
impacts, as design guidelines specifying non-reflective building materials would address potential glare
issues.
Finally, the project will be subject to the City’s Design Review Permit requirements. This permit process
will ensure the project comports with the City’s standards and the Design Element of the General Plan.

4.2

Air Quality

The project is located in North Coast Air Basin and is subject to the jurisdiction of the North Coast
Unified Air Quality Management District (NCUAQMD). In determining whether a project has significant
air quality impacts on the environment, planners typically apply their local air district's thresholds of
significance to projects in the environmental review process. However, the NCUAQMD District has not
formally adopted significance thresholds. Since the NCUAQMD has not adopted significance
thresholds, there are no thresholds for criteria air pollutants applicable to the proposed project.
However, for the purpose of assessing air quality impacts in CEQA documents, the NCUAQMD
recommends the use of thresholds adopted by other air districts in the State.
The Air District is currently listed as being in “attainment” or is “unclassified” for all Federal health
protective standards for air pollution (ambient air quality standards). However, under State ambient
air quality standards, the Air District has been designated “nonattainment” for particulate matter less
than ten microns in size (PM 10 ) (NCUAQMD Website, 2016). PM 10 air emissions include chemical
emissions and other inhalable particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter of less than 10
microns.
As with any new development project, the proposed project has the potential to generate pollutant
concentrations during both construction activities and long-term operation. Both construction and
operational emissions for the proposed project were estimated using the California Emissions
Estimator Model and both were found to not exceed set operational significance thresholds.
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view sheds are not anticipated to significantly affect view sheds of or form the property, and proposed
site improvements will ultimately improve the overall appearance of the site from most vantage
points.

Although the proposed project would represent an incremental increase in air emissions in the Air
District, of primary concern is that project-related impacts have been properly anticipated in the
regional air quality planning process and reduced whenever feasible and to reduce cumulative impacts.
38
Packet Pg. 104

9.A.a

The project design incorporates control measures identified in the PM 10 Attainment Plan appropriate
to this type of project, such as:

Land Use. The residential development site is located on the western boundary of the City of Arcata
adjacent to existing residential neighborhoods and within walking and biking distance of Humboldt
State University (~1 mile) and the City of Arcata Plaza and Downtown area (~1 mile). The project is also
within walking and biking distance from the Westwood neighborhood commercial center (~1/3 mile) to
the north. The close proximity of the site to existing educational, commercial, and employment
centers will encourage the use of alternative modes of transportation by future residents which will
reduce vehicle miles traveled and the emissions of particulate matter.
Burning. The proposed residential units and assisted living facility will use forced-air gas or electric
heating instead of woodstoves or fireplaces, which will significantly reduce PM 10 emissions generated
from heating during the long-term operation of the project.
The Air District’s Regulation 1 prohibits nuisance dust generation, such as that generated by
construction activity. The City’s standard conditions for controlling dust emissions during construction
will be included as a condition of approval by the City of Arcata for the proposed project. Compliance
with the requirements in General Plan Policy AQ-2f will minimize dust generation during construction
activity and provide greater consistency with the Attainment Plan. I addition, the application of these
standards will ensure the proposed project will not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase
of any criteria pollutant for which the NCUAQMD is non-attainment under an applicable federal or
State ambient air quality standard.
The City’s standard conditions for dust control and minimizing impacts to sensitive receptors from
construction emissions (General Plan Policy AQ-2f [Control Measures 1-14] will be included as a
condition of approval by the City of Arcata for the proposed project. No odors are anticipated to be
generated by the project itself, but new residents may be sensitive to surrounding agricultural uses.
The disclosure requirement of Policy LU-6b (Compatibility between agricultural and adjacent nonagricultural uses) will be required by the City of Arcata as a condition of approval for the proposed
project.

4.3
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Transportation. The project proposes to contribute a fair-share contribution towards the applicable
traffic flow improvements recommended in the W-Trans Traffic Study (Appendix T.1), or as
recommended by the City of Arcata, which will improve traffic flow conditions and minimize the
amount of vehicular related exhaust emissions, including the emissions of particulate matter.

Cultural Resources

The project parcels have already been substantially disturbed by industrial, agricultural, and public
facility uses in the past, and there are no known paleontological resources, or geological features on or
near the site. A Cultural Resources Investigation of the project area was conducted by William Rich and
Associates (WRA) in January, 2016. The investigation concluded that the ruins of the former Van De
Nor Mill and the Arcata spur of the Humboldt Northern Railway present in the project area are
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In September 2016, a Geo-Archaeological Assessment was conducted by WRA which involved the
excavation of three test pits to assess the general near-surface stratigraphy on the residential
development site (APN 505-161-011). Based on the analysis of the test pits, it was determined that
there does not appear to be an intact pre-European ground surface beneath the fill, and no human
remains were observed during the surveys conducted by WRA. Based on the results of the
archaeological surveys, comments were received from the Tribal Historic Preservation Officers (THPOs)
of the Wiyot Tribe (received 02/13/17), Blue Lake Rancheria (received 02/16/17), and Bear River Band
of the Rohnerville Rancheria (received 02/17/17), stating that requiring the inadvertent discovery
protocol recommended in the WRA Cultural Resources Investigation for the proposed project would be
sufficient. The inadvertent discovery protocol recommended in the WRA investigation for the
discovery of archaeological resources will be included as a condition of approval by the City of Arcata
for the proposed project.

4.4

Energy Conservation

During construction of the proposed project, energy would be consumed in the form of petroleumbased fuels used to power off-road construction vehicles and equipment on the project parcels,
construction worker travel to and from the project parcels, as well as delivery truck trips; and to
operate generators to provide temporary power for lighting and electronic equipment. There are no
unusual project characteristics that would necessitate the use of construction equipment that would
be less energy efficient than at comparable construction sites in the region or State. Therefore, it is
expected that construction fuel consumption associated with the proposed project would not be any
more inefficient, wasteful, or unnecessary than other similar development projects of this nature, and
the project will be required to comply with existing regulatory requirements and proposes various
project measures that would result in the reduction of energy consumption during construction,
including zero waste policies, and Diesel Emission Standards set by the US Environmental Protection
Agency and the California Air Resources Board.
As required by State regulations and the City of Arcata’s building code, the design and construction of
the proposed residential units would be in accordance with the most recently adopted edition of
California's Energy Efficiency Standards for Residential and Nonresidential Buildings (Title 24, Part 6, of
the California Code of Regulations) which will reduce energy use associated with operation of the
residential units. It has generally been the presumption throughout the State of California that
compliance with Title 24 (as well as compliance with the federal and state regulations discussed in the
Environmental Setting) ensures that projects will not result in the inefficient, wasteful, and
unnecessary consumption of energy.
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recommended as ineligible for further recognition or listing as a City of Arcata Historic Landmark,
California Historical Resource, or a National Register Historic Property.

The project would not result in any unusual characteristics that would result in excessive long-term
operational fuel consumption in comparison to other developments in the region. As noted above, the
project would be located within walking and biking distance of nearby employment, commercial, and
educational centers (e.g., Arcata Plaza and Downtown area and Humboldt State University) and transit
facilities (e.g., bus stops and Arcata Transit Station). The project would also include several pedestrian
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and bicycle improvements that would provide connectivity to the surrounding trail systems and
encourage alternative modes of transportation. As such, fuel consumption associated with vehicle
trips generated by the project would not be considered inefficient, wasteful, or unnecessary.

Geology and Soils

Soils on the alluvial plain in this area are tentatively mapped by the Natural Resource Conservation
Service (NRCS) as the Jollygiant and Dungan series, which are typically considered prime farmland soils.
Industrial use of the site in the past, however, has resulted in extensive modification of the site soils,
including reworking of the upper soil mantle and placement of a significant amount of imported fill.
Evaluation of test pits at the site suggested that the upper one to two feet of the soil profile were
stripped off the site prior to the placement of fill. As described above, as much as 80 percent of the
site is covered with fill from past industrial uses, which primarily consists of river run gravel and some
wood waste.
According to Figure PS-a (Hazards Map) of the Arcata General Plan, the project parcels are not located
within an Alquist-Priolo Zone; strong seismic shaking is a regional hazard, and is not specific to the site.
According to Figure PS-a (Hazards Map) of the Arcata General Plan, the project area is in a moderate
liquefaction zone. To minimize potential damage to the proposed residential structures caused by
liquefaction, all project construction will comply with the latest California Building Code (CBC)
standards, as required by the City of Arcata General Plan and Land Use Code. In addition, City of
Arcata General Plan Policy PS-2d (Requirement for and review of “Geotechnical Reports”) requires the
preparation of geotechnical reports during the project design phase which will contain engineering
recommendations to minimize the potential for liquefaction.
Soils investigations at other sites on the Arcata Bottom (e.g. SHN, 2000b; Geotechnical and Engineering
Geologic Report prepared for Pacific Union School Addition) have indicated a negligible to very low risk
of adverse effects associated with expansive soils.There are no significant natural hill slopes and no cut
or fill slopes in the project area. The low relief nature of the project parcels significantly reduces the
potential for erosion during construction and long-term operation of the proposed project. The project
will be subject to the requirements of the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) Construction
General Permit (CGP) which will include erosion control BMPs would be implemented to confine
sediment to the construction area and prevent transportation off-site or discharge into Janes Creek.
Operation and maintenance of the proposed residential development is not expected to result in
increased erosion. No onsite waste disposal system will be required, and onsite wastewater treatment
systems are not allowed within City limits per City ordinances.

4.6
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4.5

Hydrology and Water Quality

The surface water features on the residential development site (APN 505-161-011) include Janes Creek
on the southeastern boundary and small isolated wetlands scattered throughout the site. Water
quality in the Janes Creek watershed is influenced by storm water runoff from a variety of land uses. It
41
Packet Pg. 107

9.A.a

Pursuant to the requirements of the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) and the City of
Arcata, a Construction General Permit (CGP) will be required to be obtained for the proposed project.
A CGP is required for all projects that include construction activities and/or excavation that would
disturb at least one acre of total land area. The SWRCB CGP will require the preparation of a Storm
water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) which documents the storm water dynamics at the site, the
best management practices (BMPs) and water quality protection measures that are used, and the
frequency of inspections. BMPs are activities or measures determined to be practicable, acceptable to
the public, and cost effective in preventing water pollution or reducing the amount of pollution
generated by non-point sources. Implementation of the SWPPP will ensure that water quality is
protected during construction activities.
Compliance with State and local storm water regulations will be achieved through existing mitigations
related to Hazardous Materials Remediation (Mitigation Measure 2.10.2a) and by the onsite
management of storm water through low impact development (LID) site design measures including soil
quality improvement and maintenance, tree planting and preservation, vegetated swales, permeable
asphalt, stream setbacks and buffers, and rain gardens. The proposed storm water improvements will
reduce the volume and rate of runoff and provide for greater infiltration, evaporation, and runoff
quality treatment without violating any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements.
The storm water system is designed to control the volume and flow rate of run-off to not exceed the
pre-development condition so the drainage pattern of the project area will not be substantially altered
and cause erosion or siltation. In addition, the proposed storm water facilities are required to comply
with the requirements of the Phase II Small MS4 General Permit and Construction General Permit to
control erosion and siltation.
Storm water drainage facilities for the development are required to be designed to meet both State
and local storm water regulations which are focused on maintaining or improving a site’s predevelopment runoff characteristics. The project proposes to replace two culverts in Janes Creek. The
proposed culvert replacements will provide greater flood flow capacity along Janes Creek in the project
area and will reduce potential flooding on- and off-site. Hyrdaulic modeling also shows no change in
velocity and flood elevations for the project area for the 100-year, 24-hour storm event.
The proposed residential structures will be located outside of the Wetland and Creek Protection Zone
and the 100-year flood hazard area. There is no potential for impacts from a mudflow in the project
area, based on surrounding geology and topography. Areas of Arcata immediately adjacent to the bay
are within a seiche or tsunami run-up zone as identified in the Planning Scenario in Humboldt and Del
Norte Counties, California for a Great Earthquake on the Cascadia Subduction Zone (CGS, 1995). These
areas have been designated Natural Resource [NRP] by the City of Arcata, which does not allow0
residential, commercial or industrial development, and are located over one mile from the project
parcels
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is reasonable to assume that the water quality in the project area is typical of the water quality in other
residential, industrial, and agricultural areas.

42
Packet Pg. 108

9.A.a

4.7

Land Use and Planning

Development of this site for residential development would locate new residential uses adjacent to
existing residential neighborhoods on the western side of the City of Arcata and would not physically
divide an established community. The project parcels are not located in the boundaries of a Natural
Community Conservation Plan. The project is subject to the Arcata General Plan, (particularly the Land
Use, Open Space, Parks and Recreation, and Growth Management Elements) and the Land Use Code.
The City-owned Ennes Park (APN 505-151-009) has been identified as parkland since its purchase in
1971. Pursuant to the Parks and Recreation Element Policy C, Implementation Measure 3.c, and
Technical Appendix A to the Element (1994); the City of Arcata Open Space Protection Program and
Acquisition Matrix (2004); the Parks and Recreation Master Plan (2010); and the Open Space Element
policy OS-4a, Ennes Park must be designated and zoned Public Facilities (PF). The Land Use Element
Figure LU-a designated the area the Ennes Park expansion parcel as Agriculture Exclusive (AE). The
annexation will amend this and several other General Plan figures to ensure consistency across
elements to reflect the appropriate designation and zoning to allow Ennes Park to continue to be a
neighborhood park after annexation.
The County changed the General Plan designation for parcel 505-151-009 to Public Facility (PF) in Fall
2017 as part of adoption of the General Plan update. In a May 3, 2018 letter to the City of Arcata
Community Development Department, the County of Humboldt Planning Department indicated that
parcel 505-151-009 will be zoned to Public Facility (PF) to be consistent with the General Plan
designation. The County adopted a CEQA Environmental Impact Report for the General Plan Update,
which included a Statement of Overriding Considerations for the development of properties, such as
parcel 505-151-009 that would result in the permanent conversion of prime agricultural land.
As described in Section 4.4 (Agriculture and Forestry Resources) of the Draft EIR, the applicant and City
of Arcata also propose to mitigate the conversion of parcel 505-151-009 to parkland through
dedication of a conservation easement to the City of Arcata on parcel 505-151-001. The proposal to
redesignate and prezone the property as Public Facility (PF) and develop it as parkland, is consistent
with the City’s and County’s General Plan and the intended use for the property, and the project is not
in conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding
or mitigating an environmental effect.
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The City of Arcata, with its present mix of water sources, possesses a significant surplus of capacity to
serve the proposed development. In compliance with Policy PS-2f (Failure of Matthews Dam), a sitespecific early warning system and evacuation plan will be created and implemented for the proposed
development and approved by the City prior to issuance of the Certificate of Occupancy for the first
phase of the project. This will be required as a condition of approval by the City of Arcata for the
proposed project.
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Mineral Resources

The project parcels are located on an alluvial plain between Humboldt Bay and the Mad River. As
noted in the setting, the native soils at the site are fine alluvial materials which are covered by several
feet of compacted river run gravel that was placed on the site when it was previously used as a lumber
mill. The mineral resources in the City of Arcata planning area are primarily aggregate deposits found
along the Mad River and in the Arcata Bottom. Rock and Mineral Extraction Sites mapped for the
County’s Natural Resources and Hazards report completed for the County General Plan Update does
not identify the project parcels as rock and mineral extraction sites. No known mineral resources have
been identified on the residential development site or the other project parcels proposed to be
developed with offsite improvements.

4.9

Noise

Noise measurements were taken on 04/21/17 by SHN Consulting Engineers & Geologists, Inc. to assess
existing noise levels at the residential development site (APN 505-161-011). Vehicle and truck traffic
on Foster Avenue and Alliance Road was determined to be the predominant noise source in the project
area. Noise generated by agricultural operations to the west of the residential development site was
audible in the distance but did not produce noise levels that significantly exceeded ambient
background levels.
During the construction phases of the project, noise from construction activities would add to the
noise environment in the immediate project vicinity. Compliance with the requirements contained in
the Arcata General Plan Noise Element and the Arcata Land Use Code will minimize potential noise
impacts and ground-borne vibrations from short-term construction activities. These requirements
place limitations on the days and hours of construction activities and it is also required for all
stationary and construction equipment to be maintained in good working order and fitted with factory
approved muffler systems.
Potential noise sources generated during long-term operation of the proposed residential
development include noise produced by the residents within and outside of the proposed structures
(e.g., conversation, music, etc.), traffic noise, stationary equipment noise (e.g., HVAC units), and mobile
equipment noise (e.g., lawn mowers). Residential development is typically considered to be a noisesensitive land use, as opposed to a land use that generates significant noise levels. Since the project
proposes single-family residential housing and two types of senior housing, it is not anticipated that
the development will generate significant noise levels that will exceed the noise standards in the
Arcata Land Use Code.
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4.8

4.10 Population and Housing
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Though the Sunset Area projects represent a significant short-term increase in the population relative
to background growth rates, it is in part the result of the latent demand and the lack of housing
production in recent years. Generally, the City has been lagging behind in the development of its share
of the regional housing need for the last few Housing Element planning cycles. The proposed project
will provide infill residential development on a former mill site within the City’s Sphere of Influence and
Urban Services Boundary. The ability for public service providers to provide services will not be
significantly reduced by the proposed project.

4.11 Public Services
Although the proposed project will result in additional service calls and place a greater demand on fire
protection services, it will not result in the need for the construction of new fire protection facilities to
maintain acceptable service ratios. The Arcata Fire District currently has sufficient facilities to
adequately serve the population within its District but will need to obtain additional sources of funding
(e.g. taxes, grants, etc.) to maintain its current service level in the future.
The project will be served by the City of Arcata Police Department, which has a police station at City
Hall approximately one mile southeast of the residential development site. The proposed project
would increase the number of calls for service relating to traffic accidents, theft, break-ins, or other
incidents, to which the Police Department must respond. The Arcata Police Department has indicated
that the proposed project, as well as other future development in the City, will impact the services they
provide and the Department will ultimately need additional personnel to handle the increase in calls
for service. The Arcata Police Department currently has sufficient facilities to adequately serve the
population within its District but will need to obtain additional sources of funding (e.g. taxes, grants,
etc.) to maintain its current service level in the future.
The proposed project will increase the numbers of students within the local school districts but would
not exceed the total enrollment capacity of the Arcata School District or the Arcata High School and
would not adversely impact either primary or secondary grade school enrollment.
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The project proposes the development of approximately 189 residential units. The proposed
development of parcel 505-161-011 will generally consist of 32 single-family residential units and 32
accessory dwelling units, an assisted living and memory care facility with 100 care beds, and 25 seniorrestricted neighborhood cottage units. There are currently no existing housing units and no residents
within the residential development site, so there is no potential of displacing existing residents.

To provide the parkland necessary to serve the proposed residential development, the applicant will
pay park in-lieu fees for the development of 1.35 acres of parkland on City-owned parcels 505-151009, 505-284-009, and 505-284-010. To mitigate for the permanent conversion of prime agricultural
land from the proposed project and the City proposed Ennes Park Expansion, a conservation easement
is proposed on approximately 22.65 acres of parcel 505-151-001 which would result in a 4.5:1
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mitigation ratio. This mitigation reduces potential impacts of park facilities to a less than significant
level.

Currently, there are several existing parks within a convenient walking distance (e.g. less than one-half
mile) of the residential development (APN 505-161-011) site. Of these, Westwood Manor Park, Ennes
Park, and Shay Park are closest to the site and would be expected to be utilized by project residents
(see Figure 2.4A [Recreation Facilities]). The new residents from the proposed project would be
expected to increase the demand for local parks and recreational services. Other City park and
recreational facilities such as the Plaza, Community Center, Community Forest, and playing fields
would also experience increases in use from project residents. The project does not include on-site
park facilities, however, park facilities are proposed to be provided off-site on City property that is
planned for the future expansion of Ennes Park.
The development of the proposed Ennes park site and emergency access road would ultimately
convert approximately 5.03 acres of prime agricultural land to the northwest of the residential
development site (APN 505-161-011) to non-agricultural uses. To mitigate for the permanent
conversion of prime agricultural land from the proposed project and the City proposed Ennes Park
Expansion, a conservation easement is proposed on approximately 22.65 acres of parcel 505-151-001,
which would result in a 4.5:1 mitigation ratio. Although the proposed project would only result in the
conversion of 1.69 acres of prime agricultural land (1.35 acres for parkland and 0.34 acres for the
emergency access road), the EIR provides mitigation for the conversion of an additional 3.34 acres
from the City’s proposed Ennes Park Expansion. The additional area of conservation easement not
required to mitigate the impacts of the proposed project is an added benefit of the project, and will be
included in the Development Agreement between the City of Arcata and the applicant.

4.12 Tribal Cultural Resources
A Cultural Resources Investigation of the project area was conducted by William Rich and Associates
(WRA) in January 2016 which included a field survey (Appendix C). The investigation concluded that
pre-construction archaeological testing should be conducted within the vertical limits of the proposed
project due to the relatively high sensitivity for Native American archaeological remains within the
Janes Creek watercourse.
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4.11 Recreation

In September 2016, a Geo-Archaeological Survey was conducted by WRA which involved the
excavation of three test pits to assess the general near-surface stratigraphy on the residential
development site (APN 505-161-011). Based on the analysis of the test pits, it was determined that the
upper 30 to 60 cm of the stratigraphy is historic fill emplaced to level the site and that there does not
appear to be an intact pre-European ground surface beneath the fill.
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4. 13 Utilities and Service Systems
The proposed project would develop 89 residential units and a 100-bed assisted living facility on a
former mill site that will provide housing for approximately 269 residents. The proposed project would
create an increase in demand for domestic water service from the City but would not result in the need
for the construction of new water treatment facilities or the expansion of existing treatment facilities.
Based on an analysis prepared by the project applicant, the proposed project would generate a
demand for approximately 25,809 gallons per day of water for domestic purposes and fire flow
requirements of 1,000 gallons per minute for a four hour period, or 240,000 gallons. The City Public
Works Department has determined that there is adequate water capacity to serve the proposed
project. In addition, the applicant will be required to pay standard water capital connection fees for
residential development, as well as a cash contribution of $56,000 negotiated through a Development
Agreement with the City, which will be used to fund some of the water storage improvements planned
for Zone 1 of the City’s water system.
All wastewater generated by the development is expected to be domestic sewage and would not
include industrial or agricultural effluent. The proposed project will be served by the City of Arcata
wastewater treatment plant which is an innovative system that combines conventional wastewater
treatment with the natural processes of constructed wetlands. Arcata’s wastewater treatment system
must comply with regulatory requirements established by its National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) permit issued by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board. The wastewater
treatment facilities must be improved to meet the demand of both current and future population. The
proposed project, which includes the annexation of approximately 21 acres of land into the City of
Arcata, will be required to pay standard sewer capital connection fees for residential development, as
well as a Wastewater Treatment Plant Offset Fee ($160,000) negotiated through a Development
Agreement with the City, which will be used to fund some of the proposed improvements to the City’s
wastewater treatment system.
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Based on the results of the archaeological surveys conducted by WRA comments were received from
the Tribal Historic Preservation Officers (THPOs) of the Wiyot Tribe (received 02/13/17), Blue Lake
Rancheria (received 02/16/17), and Bear River Band of the Rohnerville Rancheria (received 02/17/17)
stating that requiring the inadvertent discovery protocol recommended in the WRA Cultural Resources
Investigation (2016) for the proposed project would adequately protect unknown tribal cultural
resources. The inadvertent discovery protocol recommended in the WRA investigation for the
discovery of tribal cultural resources will be included as a condition of approval by the City of Arcata for
the proposed project.

The City of Arcata also prepared a memorandum dated June 23, 2017 (Draft EIR Appendix S), which
analyzed the potential wastewater impacts of the Sunset Area housing projects including the Creek
Side Homes project. The memorandum contains an analysis that estimates the increase in population
and residential units that will occur from buildout of available land in the City in combination with
upzoning and annexation proposed by the Sunset Area housing projects. The analysis determined that
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Stormwater drainage facilities will be required for the development and will be designed to meet both
State and local stormwater regulations which are focused on maintaining or improving a site’s predevelopment runoff characteristics. The installation of the on-site stormwater drainage facilities, as
proposed by the project, would result in physical impacts to the surface and subsurface of the
residential development site (APN 505-161-011). In instances where significant impacts have been
identified, mitigation measures are included in relevant sections (e.g. Biological Resources) to reduce
these impacts to less than significant levels. No additional mitigation measures beyond those already
identified would be required.
As such, the landfills that would serve the proposed project have adequate permitted capacity to
accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs. In addition, State law mandates recycling for
certain businesses and multi-family residential development, which would apply to the assisted living
facility and senior-restricted neighborhood cottage units. The City of Arcata also requires all property
owners to subscribe to recycling collection services, which would apply to the single-family residences
and accessory dwelling units. Compliance with State and City regulations will reduce the amount of
solid waste entering the landfills serving the project and assist the City in meeting its waste diversion
goals and ensure the project does not violate any federal, State, and local statutes and regulations
related to solid waste.

5.0 OTHER CEQA REQUIRED ANALYSIS IN THE EIR
5.1 Cumulative Impacts
CEQA Guidelines Section 15355 defines a cumulative impact as one that is created as a result of a
combination of the proposed project together with other projects causing related impacts.
The guidelines provide guidance concerning the format and content of a cumulative impact analysis by
stating that an EIR shall discuss cumulative impacts of a project when its incremental effect is
cumulatively considerable. The incremental effect is defined as a significant irreversible environmental
change that would be involved if the proposed project should be implemented (CEQA Guidelines
sections 15130(a) and 15165(c)).
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there is sufficient wastewater treatment capacity for the existing feasible residential development
potential in the City as well as the upzoning and annexation proposed by the Sunset Area housing
projects.

An adequate discussion of cumulative impacts should be based on either 1) a list of relevant past,
present and reasonably anticipated future projects that would produce related or cumulative impacts,
or 2) a summary of projections contained in the City of Arcata General
Plan.
For most resource categories, operation of the proposed project, as designed and mitigated, would not
result in cumulative impacts in combination with the other approved/planned projects listed above.
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The one resource category that has the potential for significant cumulative environmental impacts is
Transportation-Traffic. All other resource categories are described briefly below. A full analysis of
Cumulative Impacts may be found in Chapter 7 of the Draft EIR.

Land Use and Planning
The Sunset Area housing projects consist of infill residential development that will not physically divide
a community. Each of these projects will be required to comply with the Arcata General Plan and
Municipal Code, and will be subject to review under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
Compliance with the City’s General Plan and Municipal Code, and environmental review under CEQA,
will ensure that these projects will not conflict with application plans, policies, or regulations adopted
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating environmental impacts. There are no Habitat Conservation
Plans or Natural Community Conservation Plans that apply to the City of Arcata. As such, the
cumulative impacts related to land use and planning are considered less than significant.
Population and Housing
Though the Sunset Area housing projects represent a significant short-term increase in the population
relative to background growth rates, it is in part the result of the latent demand and the lack of
housing production in recent years. Generally, the City has been lagging behind in the development of
its share of the regional housing need for the last few Housing Element planning cycles. Therefore, the
City of Arcata has a significant demand for additional housing, and these projects will assist the City in
implementation of the General Plan Housing Element by providing needed housing types including
multi-family housing, senior housing, and single-family residential units. As such, the cumulative
impacts related to population and housing are considered less than significant.
Public Services
The Arcata General Plan PEIR (2000, Pg. 3-34) states that buildout under the General Plan will require
additional personnel and equipment for local service providers, but will not require additional facilities.
This is attributed to the fact that the projected growth in the General Plan is primarily infill
development within the City’s Urban Services Boundary. The proposed project will pay park-in lieu fees
that will be used to build a portion of the Ennes Park Expansion on City-owned parcels 505-151-009,
505-284-009, and 505-284-010. Construction of this parkland will result in the permanent conversion
of prime agricultural land. To mitigate this impact to a less than significant level, the proposed project
will require the dedication of a conservation easement to the benefit of the City of Arcata on parcel
505-151-001. As such, the cumulative impacts related to public services are considered less than
significant.
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5.5.1 Cumulative Impacts Considered to Be Less Than Significant

Recreation
The development of the Sunset Area housing projects will place additional demand on the nearby
recreational facilities in the City of Arcata. Some of these projects will provide onsite recreational
facilities that would reduce the impact on nearby offsite facilities. The proposed project will pay park-in
lieu fees that will be used to build a portion of the Ennes Park Expansion on City-owned parcels 50549
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Cultural Resources
All of the Sunset Area housing projects will be subject to local, State, and federal laws requiring the
protection of cultural resources. Most, if not all, of these projects will require tribal consultation and
the preparation of cultural resource investigations, which will assist in the determination of whether
any cultural resources exist on the proposed development sites. As is typically required, inadvertent
discovery protocols will apply to any ground disturbance that occurs as part of these projects. As such,
the cumulative impacts related to cultural resources are considered less than significant.
Aesthetics
The Sunset Area housing projects are proposed to occur on properties that are vacant or underutilized
and are adjacent to residential neighborhoods. There are no scenic designated highways in the vicinity
of the Sunset Area housing projects. Several of these properties were used for industrial activities in
the past and are currently in a blighted condition with low visually quality. The removal of remnants of
former industrial uses, and the development of these properties with new residential structures, will
improve the overall aesthetic character of the Sunset Area. Through application of existing City
regulations, including Dark-Sky Lighting Policies, and required Design Review processes, the City has
the ability to recommend revisions to a project’s design that will reduce potential aesthetic impacts. As
such, the cumulative impacts related to aesthetics are considered less than significant.
Air Quality
No single project is sufficient in size, by itself, to result in nonattainment of ambient air quality
standards for regional criteria pollutants. Air pollution, by nature, is mostly a cumulative impact. The
analysis applicable to the construction and operational aspects of a project represent the levels at
which a project’s individual emissions of criteria pollutants and precursors would result in a
cumulatively considerable contribution to the region’s air quality conditions. During both construction
and operation, the Sunset Area housing projects have the potential to generate additional particulate
matter in the project area. Compliance with these dust control measures during construction will
reduce the generation of particulate matter during construction to a less than significant level. As
such, the cumulative impacts related to air quality are considered less than significant.
Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, by their nature, represent a cumulative impact. No single project
could generate enough GHG emissions to noticeably change the global average temperature. Instead,
GHG emissions contribute, on a cumulative basis, to the significant adverse environmental impacts of
global climate change. Based on the proposed development locations, residential densities, project
design measures, mitigation measures, and existing regulatory requirements, it is not anticipated that
the Sunset Area housing projects will individually produce significant quantities of greenhouse gas
emissions.
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151-009, 505-284-009, and 505-284-010. Construction of parkland on these parcels will result in the
permanent conversion of prime agricultural land. To mitigate this impact to a less than significant
level, the proposed project will require the dedication of a conservation easement to the benefit of the
City of Arcata on parcel 505-151-001. As such, the cumulative impacts related to recreation are
considered less than significant.
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There are several features of these projects that will reduce potential greenhouse gas emissions. All of
these projects will be infill residential development that is located within walking and biking distance of
nearby commercial, employment, and educational centers. Several of the projects propose new
pedestrian/bicycle pathways that will provide connectivity to other trail systems in the City and result
in a reduction in vehicle miles traveled. All of the projects will be required to comply with California’s
Energy Efficiency Standards for Residential Buildings, none of these projects are proposing woodstove
or fireplaces, and most of the projects are proposing water efficient landscaping. Since the other
Sunset Area housing projects are multi-family developments that propose significantly higher
residential densities) than the Creek Side Homes project, it is not anticipated that these other projects
would exceed any applicable GHG project-level efficiency thresholds. Therefore, these projects will not
have a considerable contribution to the cumulative impacts related to greenhouse gases.
Noise
The Arcata General Plan PEIR (Pg. 5-54) concludes that implementation of Noise Element Policies N-5d
(Construction site tool or equipment noise) and N-5e (Stationary and construction equipment noise),
will reduce potential construction noise impacts to a less than significant level. As such, compliance
with these requirements will result in less than significant cumulative noise impacts from construction
activities. Potential noise sources generated during long-term operation of these projects include
noise produced by the residents within and outside of the proposed structures (e.g., conversation,
music, etc.), traffic noise, stationary equipment noise (e.g., HVAC units), and mobile equipment noise
(e.g., lawn mowers). Residential development is typically considered to be a noise-sensitive land use,
as opposed to a land use that generates significant noise levels. Therefore, long-term operation of the
residential units proposed by these projects is not expected to generate significant noise levels that
will exceed the Arcata General Plan Noise Element standards or generate significant cumulative noise
impacts.
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Several of the Sunset Area housing projects are proposed to occur on properties that were used for
industrial activities in the past and may contain residual hazardous materials contamination. For this
reason, some of these projects will require the implementation of Site Development Contingency Plans
during construction activities. Any remaining hazardous materials on these development sites must be
remediated to the satisfaction of regulatory agencies (e.g., North Coast Regional Water Quality Control
Board, California Department of Toxic Substances Control, and Humboldt County Division of
Environment Health) prior to completion of construction and occupancy of the proposed residential
units. These projects would not be located on sites in close proximity to a public airport or private
airstrip, would not interfere with an emergency response or evacuation plan, and would not be located
on a site that is subject to wildland fires. As such, the cumulative impacts to hazards and hazardous
materials are considered less than significant.

Attachment: A. Creek Side Approval Documents [Revision 1] (2250 : Creek Side #3)

9.A.a

Utility and Service Systems
During the review of the Sunset Area housing projects, the City of Arcata has indicated that they have
ample water supply capacity to serve the City through the buildout projected in the General Plan and
beyond. In June 2017, the City of Arcata completed an analysis of the capacity of the wastewater
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Tribal Cultural Resources
All of the Sunset Area housing projects will be subject local, State, and federal laws requiring the
protection of tribal cultural resources. Most, if not all, of these projects will require tribal consultation
and the preparation of cultural resource investigations, which will assist in the determination of
whether any tribal cultural resources exist on the proposed development sites. As is typically
required, inadvertent discovery protocols will apply to any ground disturbance that occurs as part of
these projects. As such, the cumulative impacts related to tribal cultural resources are considered less
than significant.
Geology and Soils
The City of Arcata is located in a seismically active region with multiple nearby seismic sources.
Therefore, the region is likely to experience strong seismic shaking during the lifespan of the Sunset
Area housing projects. The nature of geologic impacts is largely site-specific. Therefore, geologic
hazards do not accumulate as do impacts on other resources. These projects are proposed to be
located on properties that are relatively flat, are not subject to landslide or significant erosion, and are
not located within Alquist-Priolo Zones or on unstable geologic units. Similar to all development in the
City of Arcata, these projects would comply with State and local regulations and policies, including
California Building Code standards, which would reduce the risk to life and property from potential
geologic hazards. As such, the cumulative impacts related to geology and soils are considered less than
significant.
Hydrology and Water Quality
In June 2017, the City of Arcata completed an analysis of the capacity of the wastewater treatment
system (Appendix S), which determined there is sufficient capacity for the current potential and
planned residential development projects in the City. The analysis included the proposed Sunset Area
housing projects. However, the facilities must be improved to meet the demand of both current and
future population. These improvements to the City of Arcata wastewater treatment plant will reduce
the occurrence of exceedances of discharge limitations and ultimately improve water quality in
Humboldt Bay.
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treatment system (Appendix S), which determined there is sufficient capacity for the current potential
and planned residential development projects in the City. All of the Sunset Area housing projects will
be served by the same landfills which have sufficient capacity to accommodate the current and future
solid waste disposal needs of the City of Arcata. If potentially significant impacts are identified due to
the construction of onsite utility infrastructure, mitigation will be required to reduce impacts to less
than significant levels. As such, the cumulative impacts related to utility and service systems are
considered less than significant.

All of the Sunset Area housing projects will be subject to State and local stormwater regulations which
will require the construction of onsite facilities for the management of stormwater runoff. In
compliance with these requirements, stormwater runoff will be adequately managed on the residential
development site and will not exceed the capacity of the City’s stormwater system, cause significant
erosion, or substantially degrade water quality. With the proposed onsite stormwater systems and
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Based on their locations, none of the Sunset Area housing project sites are located within areas that
are subject to inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow, or within the 100-year flood zone. Several of
the projects are located within the inundation area for the failure of Matthews Dam. Arcata General
Plan Policy PS-2f (Failure of Matthews Dam) (Pgs. 6-7) requires development of an early warning
system and evacuation plan for all new buildings designed for human occupancy that are located in the
area of potential inundation resulting from a catastrophic failure of Matthews Dam. The Arcata
General Plan PEIR notes that compliance with General Plan Policy PS-2f will ensure no significant
adverse impacts will result. As such, the cumulative impacts related to hydrology and water quality are
considered less than significant.
Biological Resources
Projects sites with these sensitive habitat areas will be required to comply the Arcata General Plan and
Land Use Code which contains creek setback requirements, a “no net loss” policy for impacts to
wetlands, and mitigation requirements for impacts to riparian areas. Biological surveys are required
prior to commencing construction activities. If protected species are detected on any of the sites,
operational restrictions, buffers, etc. will be required to ensure they are not significantly impacted by
construction activities. In addition, outdoor lighting proposed by these projects will be designed in
compliance with the Arcata Land Use Code to minimize lighting spillover onto ESHAs such as the Janes
Creek riparian corridor. Compliance with the requirements of the City’s General Plan and Land Use
Code, as well the existing regulatory requirements of other State and federal agencies, will ensure less
than significant impacts to biological resources from the Sunset Area housing projects. As such, the
cumulative impacts related to biological resources are considered less than significant.
Agriculture and Forestry Resources
The proposed project will permanently convert prime agricultural land from the development of an
emergency access road and offsite parkland (Ennes Park Expansion). This project will be required to
dedicate a conservation easement on adjacent agricultural land, in the City’s Sphere of Influence, as
mitigation for the permanent conversion of prime agricultural land. As determined in Section 4.4
(Agriculture and Forestry Resources) of the EIR, this mitigation measure will reduce impacts to prime
agricultural land from the proposed project to a less than significant level. None of the other Sunset
Area housing projects will result in the conversion of prime agricultural land. As such, the cumulative
impacts to agricultural and forestry resources are considered less than significant.
Mineral Resources
The Sunset Area of Arcata is not known to have minerals of importance to the region or the State of
California, and these projects do not propose to develop the properties for mineral-related production.
The mineral resources in the City of Arcata planning area are primarily aggregate deposits found along
the Mad River and in the Arcata Bottom. As such, the cumulative impacts to mineral resources are
considered less than significant.
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improvements to the City’s existing stormwater infrastructure, these projects will not result in
additional on or offsite flooding.

Energy Conservation
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Based on the proposed development locations, residential densities, project design measures,
mitigation measures, and existing regulatory requirements, it is not anticipated that the Sunset Area
housing projects will result in the wasteful and inefficient use of nonrenewable resources during longterm operation. There are several features of these projects that will reduce the use of energy. All of
these projects will be infill residential development that is located within walking and biking distance of
nearby commercial, employment, and educational centers. Several of the projects propose new
pedestrian/bicycle pathways that will provide connectivity to other trail systems in the City and transit
facilities. Due to this, the new residents in the Sunset Area would be more likely to walk or bike from
these development sites into the City or use mass transit. On a per capita basis, this could result in a
decrease in vehicle miles traveled. All of the projects will be required to comply with California’s
Energy Efficiency Standards for Residential Buildings and most of the projects are proposing water
efficient landscaping. As such, the cumulative impacts related to energy conservation are considered
less than significant.
5.1.2 Cumulative Impacts Considered to Be Significant
Transportation/Traffic
The City of Arcata commissioned W-Trans to conduct a comprehensive traffic study (Appendix T.1) to
address the cumulative impacts associated with the potential development of the Sunset Area housing
projects. The geographic scope for the analysis of cumulative impacts on transportation/traffic
consists of the study intersections and road segments included in the W-Trans Traffic Study. As
determined in the Traffic Study, the Sunset Area housing projects would generate an estimated 4,613
additional trips per day. Of this amount, the Creek Side Homes project is estimated to generate
approximately 24 percent of these additional trips once fully operational, or 1,113 trips per day.
As described in Chapter 3 (Transportation/Traffic) of the EIR, the Traffic Study concluded that
potentially significant cumulative traffic impacts may occur from these projects, and recommended
several near-term and future transportation infrastructure improvements that would reduce the
impacts of the projects to a less than significant level. The “near-term” improvements were completed
in Summer 2017. The “future” transportation improvements may not be constructed for a decade or
longer since the design of some of these improvements need to be coordinated with Caltrans and/or
Humboldt State University (HSU). All of the Sunset Area housing projects will be required to pay a fair
share proportion of the transportation improvements recommended in the Traffic Study or an
alternative design developed in cooperation with Caltrans and HSU.
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The Sunset Area housing projects will result in the consumption of energy during construction and
long-term operation. There are no unusual project characteristics for these projects that would
necessitate the use of construction equipment that would be less energy efficient than at comparable
construction sites in the region or State. As such, it is expected that construction fuel consumption
associated with these projects would not be any more inefficient, wasteful, or unnecessary than other
similar development projects of this nature.
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As discussed in Chapter 3 (Transportation/Traffic) of the EIR, the two future transportation
improvements recommended in the W-Trans Traffic Study that may not be constructed for several
years include the roundabout at the Sunset Ave/LK Wood Blvd intersection and the roundabout at the
Foster Ave/Alliance Road intersection (Appendix T.1). Prior to installation of these traffic
improvements, there is the potential that several of the Sunset Area housing projects may be
constructed and become operational. If this scenario were to happen, there is the potential for
significant and unavoidable cumulative traffic impacts to occur until the two roundabouts are installed.
Because the EIR identifies traffic as an impact that cannot be reduced to a less than significant level
until the transportation improvements recommended in the W-Trans Traffic Study (Appendix T.1) are
constructed, a Statement of Overriding Considerations would need to be adopted by the City of Arcata
for the Creek Side Homes project (see Chapter 8 [Other CEQA Considerations] of the EIR for additional
discussion). This may also be required for some of the other Sunset Area housing projects.
The W-Trans Traffic Study also considered potential impacts relative to access to pedestrian, bicycle,
and transit facilities. The Study concluded that existing facilities are not adequate to accommodate
several of the Sunset Area housing projects. Recommendations were made for improvements that
would ensure that these projects will not decrease the performance or safety of public transit, bicycle,
and pedestrian facilities (Appendix T.1). These projects will be required to construct the improvements
recommended in the Traffic Study, or as required by the City of Arcata, to increase the capacity for
alternative modes of transportation. The recommendations for pedestrian/bicycle improvements will
be included as mitigation measures for the Sunset Area housing projects and will reduce impacts to a
less than significant level.
The Sunset Area housing projects will be required to comply with City of Arcata policies and regulations
concerning designing access improvements for efficient vehicular and non-vehicular circulation and
emergency access, and preventing hazardous design features. As summarized in Chapter 3
(Transportation/Traffic) of the EIR, project construction and operational activities would not conflict
with applicable plans, ordinances and polices related to circulation in the City of Arcata, would not
increase hazards due to a design feature or incompatible use, and would not interfere with emergency
response to the residential development site or surrounding areas.
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Since the Creek Side Homes project is estimated to generate approximately 24 percent of the
additional trips that would be generated by the Sunset Area housing projects, the contribution of the
proposed project to this traffic impact would be cumulatively considerable. To address this impact,
Mitigation Measure 3.1a has been included in Chapter 3 (Transportation/Traffic) of the EIR for the
proposed project, requiring the applicant to pay a fair share proportion of the near-term and future
transportation improvements.

As such, cumulative impacts related to transportation/traffic will be significant and unavoidable until
construction of the future transportation improvements at the intersections of Sunset Avenue/LK
Wood Blvd and Foster Avenue/Alliance Road.
Findings
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5.2 Growth Inducing Impacts
Pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines (Section 15126.2(d)): an EIR must address whether a project
will directly or indirectly foster growth as follows:
An EIR shall] discuss the ways in which the proposed Project could foster economic or population
growth, or the construction of additional housing, either directly or indirectly, in the surrounding
environment. Included in this are projects which would remove obstacles to population growth (a major
expansion of wastewater treatment plant, might, for example, allow for more construction in service
areas). Increases in the population may further tax existing community service facilities so
consideration must be given to this impact. Also, discuss the characteristic of some projects, which may
encourage and facilitate other activities that could significantly affect the environment, either
individually or cumulatively. It must not be assumed that growth in any area is necessarily beneficial,
detrimental, or of little significance to the environment.
The EIR analysis evaluated whether the proposed Project would directly, or indirectly, induce
economic, population, or housing growth in the surrounding environment. In relation to the City of
Arcata’s resident population of 18,374 (DOF, 2017), the potential increase from the proposed project
(~269 persons) would be approximately ~1.5%. The City of Arcata prepared a memorandum that
analyzed the potential water and wastewater impacts of the approved/planned Sunset Area housing
projects, which contains an analysis that estimates the increase in population and residential units that
will occur from buildout of available land in the City in combination with the upzoning and annexation
proposed by the Sunset Area housing projects. The analysis estimated the residential buildout by
adding the feasible residential development potential to the residential development proposed by the
Sunset Area housing projects. The City is projected, with all of these projects included, to reach a
population just over 20,000 by 2020. The population projected in the General Plan is 20,000.
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The Council finds that the Project in conjunction with future development of adjacent areas would not
have a cumulative effect on any of the following issues: Agriculture, Air Quality, Biological Resources,
Cultural Resources, Energy Conservation, Greenhouse Gases, Land Use and Planning, Noise,
Transportation/Traffic, Tribal Cultural Resources, and Utilities and Service Systems, and these Project
impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level with implementation of project design features,
conditions of approval, and mitigation measures. However, Transportation/Traffic impacts would result
from implementation of the proposed Project, and can be mitigated but not reduced to a level of less
than significant. These impacts would remain significant and unavoidable.

Though the projects represent a significant short-term increase in the population relative to
background growth rates, it is in part the result of the latent demand and the lack of housing
production in recent years, and it is expected that many of the new housing opportunities would be
filled by residents of communities adjacent to the Project site, particularly as the largest number of
residents will be “aging in place” by using beds in the memory care center.
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As discussed in Section 2.2 (Population and Housing) of the EIR, this project will assist the City in
meeting its RHNA. Section 3.3 (Summary of Future Housing Needs) of the Arcata Housing Element
(2014) identifies the following housing needs:
•
•
•

Senior housing is needed to accommodate that growing population.
Need more senior housing options of all types for all income levels.
Need additional owner occupancy opportunities.

The proposed project will provide infill residential development on a former mill site within the City’s
Sphere of Influence and Urban Services Boundary. As discussed in Section 2.3 (Public Services) of the
EIR, the ability for public service providers to provide services will not be significantly reduced by the
proposed project and would not result in the need for new or physically altered governmental facilities
(such as new fire or police stations).
The project includes all necessary improvements to the existing infrastructure, and no excess capacity
that could induce growth will be provided. Although utility infrastructure will be extended to serve the
residential development site, parcels to the west and south of the site are outside of the City’s Urban
Services Boundary and parcels to the north and east are existing developed properties within City
limits. In addition, as described in Section 4.4 (Agriculture and Forestry Resources) of the EIR, the
agricultural parcel (APN 505-151-001) to the west of the residential development site is proposed to be
placed within a conservation easement to mitigate for the permanent conversion of prime agricultural
land from the proposed project and the City proposed Ennes Park Expansion. As such, the extension of
utility infrastructure to serve the project will not indirectly induce population growth in the project
area.
There are no features of the project that would be expected to cause secondary or growth-inducing
impacts. Therefore, the proposed project would not be growth-inducing.
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Generally, the City has been lagging behind in the development of its share of the regional housing
need for the last few Housing Element planning cycles. For the current planning cycle, the City has
issued 118 construction permits towards the 363-unit planning cycle goal, leaving 245 (or 67%)
remaining units that are needed to meet the Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) (HCD, 5th
Annual Progress Report Permit Summary, available here http://www.hcd.ca.gov/communitydevelopment/housing-element/index.shtml). For the fourth planning cycle, the City issued 207
construction permits towards the 811-unit planning cycle goal, leaving 604 (or 74%) remaining units
that were needed to meet the RHNA.

5.3 Significant Irreversible Environmental Changes
According to the CEQA Guidelines, “[u]ses of nonrenewable resources during the initial and continued
phases of the project may be irreversible since a large commitment of such resources makes removal or
nonuse thereafter unlikely. Primary impacts and, particularly, secondary impacts (such as highway
improvement which provides access to a previously inaccessible area) generally commit future
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Therefore, the purpose of this analysis in the EIR was to identify any significant irreversible
environmental effects of project implementation that cannot be avoided. Both construction and
operation of the proposed Project would lead to the consumption of limited, slowly renewable, and
non-renewable resources, committing such resources to uses that future generations would be unable
to reverse. The new development would require the commitment of resources that include: (1)
building materials; (2) fuel and operational materials/resources; and (3) the transportation of goods
and people to and from the Project site.
Title 24 of the California Administrative Code regulates the amount of energy consumed by new
development. Nevertheless, the consumption of such resources would represent a long-term
commitment of those resources. The commitment of resources required for the construction and
operation of the proposed Project would limit the availability of such resources for future generations
or for other uses during the life of the Project. However, continued use of such resources is consistent
with the anticipated growth and planned changes on the Project site and within the general vicinity.
The potentially adverse effects of the proposed Project are discussed in the Draft EIR, and mitigation
measures have been recommended that would avoid, reduce or minimize impacts for each set of
significance criteria. For almost all of the significance criteria, potential impacts would be mitigated to
less than significant. However, the proposed Project would result in significant unavoidable impacts in
the following areas:
•
•

Transportation/Traffic
Greenhouse Gas Emissions
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generations to similar uses. Also, irreversible damage can result from environmental accidents
associated with the project. Irretrievable commitments of resources should be evaluated to assure that
such current consumption is justified.”
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CEQA requires that EIRs assess feasible alternatives or mitigation measures that may substantially
lessen the significant effects of projects prior to approval. (Pub. Resources Code, § 21002.) With the
exception of the “no project” alternative, the specific alternatives or types of alternatives that must be
assessed are not specified. CEQA “establishes no categorical legal imperative as to the scope of
alternatives to be analyzed in an EIR. Each case must be evaluated on its own facts, which in turn must
be reviewed in light of the statutory purpose.” (Citizens of Goleta Valley v. County Council (1990) 52
Cal.3d. 553, 556.) The legislative purpose of CEQA is to protect public health, welfare, and the
environment from significant impacts associated with all types of development, by ensuring that
agencies regulate activities so that major consideration is given to preventing environmental damage
while providing a decent home and satisfying living environment for every Californian. (Pub. Resources
Code, § 21000.) In short, the objective of CEQA is to avoid or mitigate environmental damage
associated with development. This objective has been largely accomplished in the project through the
inclusion of mitigation measures that reduce potentially significant impacts of the project to a less than
significant level.
The CEQA Guidelines state that the “range of potential alternatives to the proposed project shall
include those that could feasibly accomplish most of the basic purposes of the project and could avoid
or substantially lessen one or more of the significant effects” of the project. (CEQA Guidelines,
§ 15126(d)(2).) Thus, an evaluation of the project objectives is key to determining which alternatives
should be assessed in the EIR. CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6, subdivision (c), provides that the
factors that may be used to eliminate an alternative include: (i) failure to meet most of the basic
project objectives, (ii) infeasibility, or (iii) inability to avoid significant environmental effects of the
project. Whether an alternative is “feasible” requires an evaluation of the economic, environmental,
social, and technological factors involved. (CEQA Guidelines, § 15364; see California Native Plant
Society v. County of Santa Cruz (2009) 1177 Cal.App.4th 957, 1001, quoting County of Del Mar v.
County of San Diego (1992) 133 Cal.App.3d 401, 417.)

6.1
the

Alternatives Considered But Rejected From Further Consideration in
Draft EIR

6.1.1 Offsite Location
The Offsite Location Alternative was evaluated and eliminated from further consideration because its
fatal flaw is that the project applicant does not own another suitable site of this size in the City of
Arcata or Humboldt County, and it could not be reasonably expected that a different site would
provide for any lessening of potential environmental impacts (CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6). The
proposed residential development site (APN 505-161-011) is owned by the project applicant, has been
planned for residential development by the City of Arcata upon annexation, is surrounded on three
sides by residential development, has sufficient land and services available for development of the
Proposed Project, and is a logical and reasonable extension of the Arcata city limits.
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Additionally, an offsite location would not necessarily avoid significant environmental impacts as it is
likely vacant or underutilized property within the City’s Planning Area would contain environmental
constraints and may actually result in other unknown significant impacts that would themselves be
avoided by the Proposed Project. For example, many of the larger vacant parcels that are planned for
residential development within the City of Arcata Sphere of Influence and Urban Services Boundary
consist of sloping forestland. For this reason, the City has planned for these properties to be
designated/zoned Residential – Very Low Density [RVL] upon annexation. Due to the suitability of
parcel 505-161-011 for residential development, it is one of the only properties the City has planned to
be designated/zoned Residential – Medium Density (RM) upon annexation.
Based on this evaluation, the Offsite Location alternative was eliminated from further review.
6.1.2 Medium Density Residential Development
The Medium Density Residential Development alternative would develop the residential development
site (APN 505-161-011) for the maximum density allowed under the City of Arcata planned
designation/zoning of Residential Medium Density (RM) which allows residential densities of 7.26 to 15
units per acre. This alternative would allow a maximum of 240 residential units on the 16-acre
residential development site (APN 505-161-011) that would provide housing for approximately 506
residents. This alternative would generate greater traffic impacts, produce more wastewater, produce
greater amounts of criteria air pollutants and greenhouse gas emissions, and generate additional
stormwater runoff. Evaluation concluded that this alternative has the potential to increase the
severity of significant impacts or result in additional significant impacts.
Notwithstanding the increase in the severity of impacts as a result of this project, there would be
economies of scale and potentially reductions in impacts per capita with a higher density project. The
underlying infrastructure on higher density projects is similar to or less than that of lower density
projects. Therefore, higher density development is expected to have less impact for a given population
buildout than lower density development.
Higher density development near the urban core can take particular advantage of this economy of
scale. The project site is relatively close to the urban core. Since the impacts would be greater, and
because the higher density alternative did not comport completely with the objectives of providing
single-family and independent senior restricted housing, the medium density residential development
alternative was eliminated from detailed study.
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An offsite location would not necessarily meet some of the most basic Project objectives of (1) provide
housing adjacent to existing residential neighborhoods; (2) provide infill residential development on an
underutilized former lumber mill site that is planned by the County of Humboldt and City of Arcata for
residential uses; and (3) develop trails connecting the residential development site to the existing City
trail system, parks, neighborhoods, and schools.

6.1.3 High Density Residential Development
The High Density Residential Development alternative would develop the residential development site
(APN 505-161-011) for the maximum density allowed under the Residential High Density (RH)
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Notwithstanding the increase in the severity of impacts as a result of this project, there would be
economies of scale and potentially reductions in impacts per capita with a higher density project. The
underlying infrastructure on higher density projects is similar to or less than that of lower density
projects. Therefore, higher density development is expected to have less impact for a given population
buildout than lower density development.
Higher density development near the urban core can take particular advantage of this economy of
scale. The project site is relatively close to the urban core. Since the impacts would be greater, and
because the higher density alternative did not comport completely with the objectives of providing
single-family and independent senior restricted housing, the medium density residential development
alternative was eliminated from detailed study.

6.2

Project Alternatives

The alternatives section of the Draft EIR contains an analysis of alternatives to the project, including
the ʺNo Projectʺ alternative. For a detailed discussion of these alternatives and their potential impacts
upon the environment, please see Chapter 6 (Alternatives Analysis) of the Draft EIR.
In addition to the Proposed Project, the alternatives analyzed in the EIR are the following:
•
•
•
•
•

Alternative 1: No Project
Alternative 2: County General Plan Update
Alternative 3: No Assisted Living Facility
Alternative 4: Single-Family Residential Development
Alternative 5: No Foster Avenue Connection

CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6, subdivision (c), provides that the factors that may be used to
eliminate an alternative include: (i) failure to meet most of the basic project objectives, (ii)
infeasibility, or (iii) inability to avoid significant environmental effects of the project. As described in
the Draft EIR, the project is being pursued with the following objectives:
1)
2)
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designation/zoning, which allows residential densities of 15.01 to 32 units per acre. This alternative
would allow a maximum of 512 residential units on the 16-acre residential development site that
would provide housing for approximately 1,080 residents. This alternative would generate greater
traffic impacts, produce more wastewater, produce greater amounts of criteria air pollutants and
greenhouse gas emissions, and generate additional stormwater runoff. Evaluation concluded that this
alternative has the potential to increase the severity of significant impacts or result in additional
significant impacts, and was therefore eliminated from detailed study.

To provide for orderly development of the City, including additional housing development
within the City’s Sphere of Influence and Urban Services Boundary;
To comply with the General Plan and other relevant adopted planning documents and
implementing ordinances (e.g. Land Use Code);
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3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)

Assist the City in implementation of the General Plan Housing Element goals by developing
single-family and senior housing;
Provide housing adjacent to existing residential neighborhoods;
Provide infill residential development on an underutilized former lumber mill site that is
planned by the County of Humboldt and City of Arcata for residential uses;
Create a strong sense of community by providing new connections between neighborhoods on
the western edge of the City;
Provide a mix of housing types;
Develop trails connecting the residential development site to the existing City trail system,
transit facilities, parks, neighborhoods, and schools;
Tree-lined streets & curb-separated sidewalks; and
Create enhanced streetscape and a walkable community.

As indicated below, project alternatives vary in their ability to meet the project objectives, feasibility,
and ability to avoid significant environmental effects.
Summary of Project Alternative Feasibility

Objective
1
Objective
2
Objective
3
Objective
4
Objective
5
Objective
6
Objective
7
Objective
8
Objective
9
Objective
10
Reduce
Sig.
Impacts
Env.
Superior
Alt.

Alt. 1
Y

Alt. 2
N

Alt. 3
Y

Alt. 4
Y

Alt. 5
N

Proposed
Project
Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

N

N

Y

Y

Y

Y

N

N

Y

Y

Y

Y

N

N

Y

Y

Y

Y

N

N

Y

Y

N

Y

N

N

P

P

Y

Y

N

N

Y

Y

Y

Y

N

N

Y

Y

N

Y

N

N

Y

Y

N

Y

Y

Y

N

N

N

N

N

Y

N

N

N

N
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N: No
Y: Yes
P: Partially

4.2.1 Alternative 1 - No Project

Finding: The City Council rejects Alternative 1 in favor of the proposed project because the Alternative
would fail to meet several of the project’s objectives.
Explanation:
A “no project” alternative would ensure that no decisions were made that would result in disorderly
development; however, there would be no opportunity to further strengthen the community, provide
housing, or improve existing infrastructure. Alternative 1 meets Objectives 1 and 2 purely by not
contributing to disorderly or noncompliant development, but is unable to meet Objectives 3-10, which
requires growth and development to improve existing conditions, including: development of housing,
undertake infill development, create connections between existing neighborhoods, and improve
streetscape and multimodal amenities.
In summary, relative to the proposed project, Alternative 1 would not result in significant impacts to
the project area. However, the specific benefits described in Section 5.0 (Statement of Overriding
Considerations), would also not result from Alternative 1.
6.2.2 Alternative 2 – County Plan Update (No Annexation)
Description: Alternative 2 would consist of no annexation of any related parcel, but would consist of a
County-led rezone of the project site from Industrial Limited (ML) to Medium Density Residential (RM)
and subsequent development of the site with single-family residences. Since the residential
development site would not be annexed into the City of Arcata, it is assumed that the residential units
would be served by onsite septic systems and a community water system. Due to the density
limitations for onsite septic and community water systems, the County General Plan Update alternative
would allow the development of one single-family residence and one accessory dwelling unit per acre.
Finding: The City Council rejects Alternative 2 in favor of the proposed project because Alternative 2
would fail to meet several of the project’s objectives.
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Description: Alternative 1 would include none of the components of the project. As such, no changes
would occur and the statue would remain in its current state and location.

Explanation: Improvements that would not occur as part of the County General Plan Update
Alternative include, but are not limited to, the following:
•

Foster Avenue Connection over Janes Creek that would include sidewalks and bike lanes to
provide non-vehicular access from the residential development site to Alliance Road;
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•
•
•
•
•
•

All weather emergency access road (compacted gravel) to Stewart Avenue that would also
function as a pedestrian/bicycle pathway;
Pedestrian/Bicycle pathway through parcel 505-341-048 that would provide access from the
eastern edge of the residential development site to Alliance Road;
Annexation of parcel 505-161-009 into the City of Arcata for development as a section of the
Hammond Trail along the southern boundary of the residential development site;
A north-south pathway on the southeastern portion of the residential development site that
would connect the Hammond Trail with the pedestrian/bicycle pathway to Alliance Road;
Development of new park facilities on City-owned parcels 505-151-009, 505-284-009, and 505284-010 (Ennes Park Expansion); and
Replacement of two culverts in Janes Creek at the Foster Avenue crossing and the pathway
crossing which is located mid-way along the eastern boundary of the residential development
site.

Alternative 2 meets Objective 2, by not actively contradicting Arcata’s General Plan, but is unable to
meet all other project Objectives. In particular, the project: 1) provides housing for Arcata residents
within the City’s Urban Services Boundary and Sphere of Influence; 2) provides a mix of housing types;
3) connects the project site to the City’s existing trails system, transit system, and schools; and 4)
Creates a stronger sense of Arcata community by providing connections between neighborhoods on
the City’s western edge. In addition, the specific benefits described in Section 5.0 (Statement of
Overriding Considerations) would not result from Alternative 2.
6.2.3 Alternative 3 – No Memory Care (Assisted Living) Facility
Description: Alternative 3 would exclude development of the Assisted Living and Memory Care Facility.
This alternative would require the same discretionary approvals as the Proposed Project. Under this
alternative, the residential development site would still be subdivided into three parcels, but the 5.5acre parcel in the central part of the site would remain vacant. This alternative would include the
other residential uses included in the Proposed Project (e.g., 32 single-family residential units, 32
accessory dwelling units, and 25 senior-restricted cottage units). This alternative would provide
housing for approximately 169 residents instead of the 269 residents that would be provided housing
by the Proposed Project.
Finding: The City Council rejects Alternative 3 in favor of the proposed project because Alternative 3
would only partially achieve the project Objectives.
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Explanation: This alternative would propose most of the same improvements as the Proposed Project,
with the exception of the access roads, parking, utilities, landscaping, and low impact development
(LID) site design measures proposed for the assisted living facility. The region has limited resources to
provide the services that would be performed at the memory care facility. Aging in- and near-place is a
goal the City has for its residents. The facility would fill an important regional gap in medical services.
This project would meet all project Objectives, with the exception of Objective 7 “Provide a Mix of
Housing Types”. The project a proposed addresses a significant community need by providing
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supportive housing for aging members of Arcata, allowing them to “age in place”, and also make
existing housing stock available as part of their transition to supportive care. Therefore the project as
proposed is more successful in meeting all project objectives.

Description: The Single-Family Residential Development Alternative would propose the annexation of
the residential development site into the City of Arcata to be developed for single-family residential
uses. Similar to the Proposed Project, this alternative would propose the annexation of parcels 505161-011, 505-151-009, and 506-161-009 into the City of Arcata and the redesignation/rezoning of
parcel 505-161-011 to Residential Low Density (RL). For this alternative, it is assumed that the
residential development site would be subdivided into 55 parcels and would result in a density of
approximately 3.4 units per acre. This alternative would provide 55 new single-family residential units
and 55 accessory dwelling units that would provide housing for approximately 232 residents. Similar to
the Proposed Project, access and utilities for this alternative would also be extended from Foster
Avenue.
Finding: The City Council rejects Alternative 4 in favor of the proposed project because Alternative 4
would only partially achieve the project Objectives.
Explanation: This alternative would propose most of the same improvements as the Proposed Project,
with the exception of the access roads, parking, utilities, landscaping, and low impact development
(LID) site design measures proposed for the assisted living facility. . The region has limited resources to
provide the services that would be performed at the memory care facility. Aging in- and near-place is a
goal the City has for its residents. The facility would fill an important regional gap in medical services.
This project would meet all project Objectives, with the exception of Objective 7 “Provide a Mix of
Housing Types”. The project a proposed addresses a significant community need by providing
supportive housing for aging members of Arcata, allowing them to “age in place”, and also make
existing housing stock available as part of their transition to supportive care. Therefore the project as
proposed is more successful in meeting all project objectives.
Although the Single-Family Residential Development Alternative would generate fewer vehicle trips
than the Proposed Project, it still would have the potential to contribute to cumulative impacts and as
a result Alternative 4 would not significantly reduce identified environmental effects of the project.
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6.2.4 Alternative 4 – Single Family Residential Development

6.2.5 Alternative 5 – No Foster Avenue Connection
Description: The No Foster Avenue Connection Alternative would exclude the proposed Foster Avenue
Connection, which would construct a road crossing over Janes Creek to provide direct vehicular access
from the residential development site (APN 505-161-011) to Alliance Road. This alternative would also
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exclude the new “T” type intersection at the intersection of Foster Avenue and Q Street. As such,
vehicular access to the site from Alliance Road would occur via the 17th Street and Q Street connection
to the section of Foster Avenue on the west side of Janes Creek. A smaller crossing, providing only
pedestrian/bicycle access, would be constructed over Janes Creek to provide direct access to Alliance
Road. The smaller crossing could include a multi-use trail or separated pathways for pedestrian and
bicycle traffic (e.g., sidewalk and bike lane). Construction of the crossing would include replacement of
the culvert at the existing railbed crossing over Janes Creek. The pedestrian/bicycle crossing will cause
impacts to riparian vegetation in Janes Creek, but to a lesser degree since it will be narrower in width
than the road crossing that would occur as part of the Proposed Project. All other aspects of the
Proposed Project would occur under this alternative.
Finding: The City Council rejects Alternative 5 in favor of the proposed project because Alternative 5
would only partially achieve the project Objectives.
Explanation: This alternative would propose most of the same improvements as the Proposed Project,
with the exception of the Foster Avenue Connection. Although the no Foster Avenue Connection
Alternative would generate less GHGs than the Proposed Project during construction due to less
construction activity, compared to the Proposed Project, operations would create greater GHG
emissions, primarily from cuing at Alliance on 17th Street.
The No Foster Avenue Connection Alternative would have greater impacts related to TransportationTraffic and would require mitigation to reduce traffic impacts. This alternative would provide an
increase in traffic levels on Q Street and 17th Street and result in a reduced level of service at the
intersection of 17th Street/Alliance Road. As discussed in the W-Trans Traffic Study (Appendix T.1), if
the Foster Avenue Connection were not constructed, the same near-term and future transportation
improvements would be recommended. The recommendation for the future transportation
improvements, with and without the Foster Avenue Connection, includes roundabouts at the
intersections of Foster Avenue/Alliance Road and Sunset Avenue/LK Wood Boulevard.
Eliminating the Foster connection from the project would conflict with decades of City planning. This
project would meet project Objectives 2-5, 7, and 8. However, this proposed Alternative would only
partially meet remaining Objectives related to connectivity and orderly development. The connection
of Foster Avenue has been planned for many years, and is intended to create connections between the
neighborhoods on the western edge of the City and enhance the streetscape of the project area by
adding curbs and street trees. Therefore Objectives 1, 6, 9, and 10 are more fully met by the project as
proposed.

6.3
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Environmentally Superior Alternative

CEQA requires the selection of an environmentally superior alternative; however, if the
environmentally superior alternative is the “No Project” alternative, the EIR shall also identify an
environmentally superior alternative among the other alternatives. (CEQA Guidelines § 15126.6(e)(2).)
Of the six scenarios presented for The Creek Side Homes Project (i.e., the Proposed Project and the five
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Among the other alternatives, Alternative 2 (County General Plan Update Alternative) would be the
next Environmentally Superior Alternative. Alternative 2 (County General Plan Update Alternative)
would have lesser impacts compared to the Proposed Project, but would still require hazardous
materials remediation, contribute to cumulative traffic impacts, and cause physical impacts to
wetlands. In addition, this alternative would place significant new operational burden on the City and
the Arcata Volunteer Fire Department without commensurate compensation for services.
Alternative 2 would ultimately result in a lesser scale of development than the other alternatives, due
the density limitations for onsite septic systems and community water systems. However, this
alternative would develop the site for a much lower density than planned for by County of Humboldt
and the City of Arcata. This alternative would provide a density of development that is appropriate for
more rural parts of the County, but not an area located within the City of Arcata Sphere of Influence
and Urban Services Boundary. Alternative 2 would ultimately result in fewer vehicle trips, less criteria
air pollutants and greenhouse gas emissions, less use of nearby recreational facilities, fewer impacts to
the Janes Creek riparian corridor, a reduced demand for public services, and would not permanently
convert prime agricultural soils. However, similar to the No Project Alternative (Alternative 1),
Alternative 2 would fail to meet many of the project objectives including:
3)
6)
7)
8)
10)

Assist the City in implementation of the General Plan Housing Element goals by developing
single-family and senior housing;
Create a strong sense of community by providing new connections between neighborhoods on
the western edge of the City;
Provide a mix of housing types;
Develop trails connecting the residential development site to the existing City trail system,
transit facilities, parks, neighborhoods, and schools; and
Create enhanced streetscape and a walkable community.

Since Alternative 2 would only provide single-family and accessory dwelling units, it would not provide
as great of a mix of housing types as the Proposed Project. It also would not assist in implementation
of the policies in the County of Humboldt and City of Arcata Housing Elements, which identify a need
for additional senior housing. Alternative 2 would not include pedestrian/bicycle pathways to Alliance
Road and Stewart Avenue, which would not provide new connections between neighborhoods, help
create a walkable community, and provide connections to the existing City trail system, transit
facilities, parks, neighborhoods, and schools.
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alternatives); Alternative 1 (No Project Alternative) would have the least environmental impacts. CEQA
Guidelines Section 15126.6(e)(2) states, “If the environmentally superior alternative is the No Project
Alternative, then the EIR shall also identify an environmentally superior alternative from among the
other alternatives.” The No Project Alternative would have the least impacts; however, it would fail to
meet most of the project objectives.

In addition, Alternative 2 would not be subject to the energy efficiency requirements in City of Arcata
Ordinance No. 1507 (Residential Reach Code), that requires new low-rise residential buildings to be
designed and constructed to exceed minimum 2016 Title 24, Part 6 Building Energy Efficiency
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As discussed in Chapters 2 through 4 of the Draft EIR, the majority of impacts resulting from the
Proposed Project can be satisfactorily mitigated to less than significant levels based on applicable
impact thresholds. The two exceptions are Transportation-Traffic and Greenhouse Gas Emissions. Due
to the fact that some of the proposed transportation infrastructure improvements may not be
constructed for several years, there is the potential for significant and unavoidable traffic impacts. As
discussed in Chapter 7 (Cumulative Impact Analysis) of the EIR, cumulative traffic impacts may occur if
the approved/planned projects in the Sunset Area of Arcata become operational prior to the
construction of the needed transportation improvements. However, this potential cumulative traffic
impact could occur for any of the project alternatives, except for the No Project Alternative. Due to
the small scale of Alternative 2 (14 single-family residential units and 14 accessory dwelling units), it is
below the project-level screening criteria used by most air districts in the State and is not anticipated
to result in significant impacts related to greenhouse gas emissions.
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Standards by a minimum of 20 percent. As such per capita energy use during operation of Alternative
2 would be greater than the Proposed Project.
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CEQA requires the decision-making agency to balance, as applicable, the economic, legal, social,
technological, or other benefits of the project against its unavoidable environmental risks when
determining whether to approve the project. If the specific economic, legal, social, technological, or
other benefits of the project outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental effects, those effects
may be considered "acceptable" (CEQA Guidelines 15093(a)). CEQA requires the agency to state, in
writing, the specific reasons for considering a project acceptable when significant impacts are not
avoided or substantially lessened. Those reasons must be based on substantial evidence in the Final EIR
or elsewhere in the administrative record (CEQA Guidelines 15093(b)).
In accordance with the requirements of CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines, the City Council finds that the
mitigation measures identified in the Final EIR and the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program,
when implemented, will avoid or substantially lessen the significant effects identified in the Final EIR
for the Project. However, certain significant impacts of the project are unavoidable even after
incorporation of all feasible mitigation measures. Significant unavoidable impacts to that would result
from the proposed project are associated with Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Transportation-Traffic,
as identified in Chapter 8 (Significant Environmental Effects Which Cannot be Avoided) of the Draft
EIR.
The City Council finds that all feasible mitigation measures identified in the Final EIR within the purview
of the City will be implemented with the project, and that the remaining significant unavoidable effects
are outweighed and are found to be acceptable due to the following specific overriding economic,
legal, social, technological, or other benefits based upon the facts set forth above, the Final EIR, and
the record, as follows:
(1) The project would provide a variety of housing types for families, students, and seniors, and will
allow existing Arcata residents to “age in place, and will provide housing for up to 269
individuals, which will assist the City in meeting the Regional Housing Needs Allocation set by
the 6th Cycle Housing Element.
(2) The project would increase multimodal amenities in the project area and enhance the
streetscape by adding curb-separated sidewalks, protected bike lanes, and connections to the
City’s existing trails network, and will assist in creating further connection between existing
neighborhoods on the western edge of the City.
(3) The project would create infill residential development in close proximity to existing utilities, trails,
schools, and transit, thereby efficiently using existing resources and complying with State Guidance to
prioritize infill development, as prioritizing infill development is believed to be key to creating to more
walkable communities that will decrease reliance on single-occupancy vehicles.
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7.0 STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

(4) Redevelopment of the project site with residential development will remove the blighted
condition of the underutilized project site which contains remnants of a former lumber mill.
Findings:
Based on the whole record, this Council finds that the EIR has identified and discussed significant effects
that may occur as a result of the proposed Project. With the implementation of the mitigation measures
69
Packet Pg. 135

9.A.a

The Council further finds that except for the proposed Project, all other alternatives set forth in the Final
EIR are infeasible because they would prohibit the realization of the proposed Project’s objectives. The
Council also finds that specific economic, social and other benefits of the proposed Project outweigh the
environmental benefits of the alternatives and the environmental impacts of the proposed Project.
For the foregoing reasons, the Council hereby declares that the benefits provided to the public through
approval and implementation of the proposed Project outweighs any significant adverse environmental
impacts of the proposed Project. The Council finds that each of the Project benefits outweighs the
adverse environmental effects identified in the EIR, and therefore finds those impacts to be acceptable.
The substantial evidence demonstrating the benefits of the proposed Project are found in these
findings, and therefore the Council adopts this Statement of Overriding Considerations.
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discussed in the EIR, these effects can be mitigated to a level of less than significant except for
unavoidable significant impacts to Transportation/Traffic and Greenhouse
Gases. The Council hereby declares that it has made a reasonable and good faith effort to eliminate or
substantially mitigate the potential impacts resulting from the proposed Project.
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8.0 ADOPTION OF A MITIGATION MONITORING AND
REPORTING PROGRAM FOR THE CEQA MITIGATION MEASURES

a) The MMRP is designed to ensure compliance with the changes in the Project and mitigation measures
imposed on the Project during Project implementation; and
b) Measures to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment are fully enforceable through
permit conditions, agreements or other measures.
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Section 21081.6 of the Public Resources Code requires this City Council to adopt a monitoring or reporting
program regarding the changes in the Project and mitigation measures imposed to lessen or avoid significant
effects on the environment. The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP), included the Final EIR,
is adopted because it fulfills the CEQA mitigation monitoring requirements:
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RESOLUTION NO. 190-44
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ARCATA
ADOPTING FINDINGS FOR THE CREEK SIDE HOMES PROJECT

WHEREAS, the findings for the various approvals are most efficiently made in one resolution that
may be incorporated by reference in other actions; and
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission recommended adopting the Findings for Approval in
Resolution PC-19-07;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council adopts findings for approval of General
Plan Amendments, a Minor Subdivision, a Planned Development Permit, Zoning Amendments, and a
Development Agreement (Exhibit 1).

DATED:
ATTEST:
_________________________
City Clerk, City of Arcata

__________________________
Mayor, City of Arcata
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of Resolution No.190-44,
passed and adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Arcata, County of
Humboldt, State of California, on the _____ day of _______, 2019, by the following vote:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTENTIONS:
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WHEREAS, the City Council of City of Arcata adopted Resolution 190-37 certifying the
Environmental Impact Report for the Creek Side Project, which included several annexation areas,
entitlements, dedications, ordinances, and resolutions to effectuate the approvals; and

Bridget Dory, City Clerk,
City of Arcata
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EXHIBIT 1
FINDINGS
OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ARCATA

I.

FINDINGS

The following findings related to general plan amendments; planned development
permits; and minor subdivisions of land must be made by the review authority in order to
approve the project.
A. § 9.92.050.A General Plan Amendment Findings. An amendment to the General Plan,
zoning map or Land Use Code may be approved only if all of the following findings are
made, as applicable to the type of amendment.
1.
The proposed amendment is consistent with all other provisions of the General
Plan;
The Project as proposed will require approval of a General Plan amendment to
designate the residential development site (APN 505-161-011) Residential Low Density
(RL). The project will also require approval of a General Plan amendment to designate
the Ennes Park expansion parcel (APN 505-151-009) Public Facility (PF), and to identify
Foster Avenue and proposed trail (505-161-009) as undesignated. General Plan
amendments will also be necessary to address consistency related to the boundary
changes, including amendments to Figures LU-a, LU-b, RC-a, and OS-a, as well as any
other General Plan figures to ensure consistency.
The residential project parcel was designated as Residential Medium Density in the
General Plan: 2020 adoption (LU-a adopted October 4, 2000). In 2008, the Figure LU-a
was amended to remove the land use designations. However, this parcel is still within
the Urban Services Boundary, the Sphere of Influence, and was considered for
annexation in the General Plan: 2020. The proposed zoning is a lower density than
considered in 2000, but is still consistent with the General Plan as currently adopted.
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File Number: 156-170

The Ennes Park annexation has been planned for decades. The City owned property,
which was purchased in 1971 for development of a neighborhood park, is located in the
County of Humboldt. The County recently redesignated the parcel to Public Facilities at
the City’s request. The County is currently processing a zoning amendment to change
the zoning the Public Facilities.
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The property is designated Agricultural Exclusive (AE) in the City’s General Plan in 2000
(Figure LU-a, adopted October 4, 2000). Subsequently, LU-a was amended to remove
designations for parcels outside the City limits. Several past and current long-range
planning documents have continued to identify the property as a neighborhood park
(e.g., the 1975 General Plan, the 1978 Parks and Recreation Master Plan, the 2010 Parks
and Recreation Master Plan, and the Parks and Recreation Element of the General Plan)
conversion of Prime Agricultural Land related to the Ennes Park expansion. The
designation is supported by Open Space Element and Parks and Recreation Element
Policies, as well as the adoption of the Open Space Protection Program and Acquisition
Matrix adopted January 7, 2004.
In essence, the determination of the Zoning Administrator is that the three distinct
elements of the Project as proposed (the Creek Side Homes Development, the Foster
Avenue Connection, and the expansion of Ennes Park) are all consistent with the intent
of the City’s planning efforts over almost a 50-year period, and this is supported by the
evidence in the record when analyzed as a whole. These proposed amendments are
consistent with other provisions of the General Plan including, but not limited to:
Community Vision – in 2000, the community envisioned an Arcata that would continue
to emphasize and preserve our natural beauty, grow wisely without sprawling into our
resource lands, and encourage architectural diversity. This project proposes a project
that promotes the City’s policies of promoting infill and the redevelopment of vacant or
underutilized former industrial lands that are easily served by public roads and other
utilities, while providing needed housing for existing community residents to “age in
place”.
Land Use – The General Plan Amendment will make the following Land use changes at
the project site:
APN 506-151-009: amending a County-zoned “PF” designation to a City “PF”
designation for the expansion of Ennes Park;
APN 505-161-011: amending the County designation from UR/RM (Urban
Reserve/Residential Medium Density) to Residential Single-Family with a Planned
Development overlay for the development of Creek Side Homes;
APN 505-161-009: amending the southern portion of the Creek Side parcel from
UR/RM to Unzoned for development of a public Right-of-Way for the connection of
the east and west sides of Foster Avenue.
LU-6c provides several requirements designed to preserve agricultural uses on parcels
designated Agriculture-Exclusive (AE). As described in the discussion on Policy GM-3c in
the Draft and Final EIR, the Ennes Park expansion parcel has specific policy guidance in
the Parks and Recreation Element, the Open Space Element, the Open Space Protection
Program, the Parks and Recreation Master Plan, and nearly 50 years of history working
towards developing a neighborhood park.
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The proposed project will change the land use designation of the Ennes Park expansion
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Transportation - In terms of traffic and traffic impacts, the project will contribute
significantly to an increase in vehicular Level of Service at the intersection of Foster and
Alliance, for which it will pay its fair share of required improvements. It will also develop
new multi-modal transportation opportunities, including a new connection to the
Hammond Trail. The project’s proposed improvements along with the connection of
Foster Avenue balance both the identified need to develop and maintain efficient
arterial streets to connect users throughout Arcata, and ensure new and existing users
of the City’s transportation have safe and accessible alternatives to single occupancy
vehicles. Transportation Element Policy T-4a.6 requires public rights of way to be
undesignated.
Growth Management and the Housing Element - The project proposes create housing
for both seniors and families, and also includes annexation of an adjacent park. Creating
housing for special needs groups, including seniors, clearly adheres to the goals and
policies of the Housing Element of the General Plan. The project’s annexation of the
Ennes Park parcel and accompanying mitigations, including placing nearly 20 acres of
agricultural lands under a conservation easement, also conforms with the Guiding
Principles and Goals of the Growth Management Element, including: locating new urban
development in areas contiguous to existing urban uses; protecting productive natural
and agricultural lands from urban development; and managing the timing and amount
of growth in accordance with the ability to maintain acceptable levels of service and
quality of life for existing and new residents. The park expansion does not qualify as an
“urban use”, and any development of the park once it is annexed will be vetted through
a public process.
The Growth Management and Housing Element both discuss the importance of limiting
expansion into the resource lands surrounding the city limits and focusing on infill
projects to satisfy housing needs. The Green Belt policy OS-1h is implemented both by
the annexation of Ennes Park and by the conservation easement that will be established
on the adjacent parcel, both of which will establish open spaces in perpetuity. As such,
the proposed annexation does preserve the rural character and promotes resource
protection.
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parcel to to PF. LU-6c relates to parcels designated AE. The administrative record on
Ennes Park overwhelmingly supports this annexation and designation as PF and use as a
park. This policy does not apply to the proposed project, including the Ennes Park
expansion parcel.

Recreation and Open Space – The project proposes to annex into the City lands that
have been planned for nearly 50 years for a neighborhood park. The General Plan
identifies parks and other open spaces, including agricultural lands, as important
meeting the objectives of protecting resource lands, providing recreation needs of the
community, and the environment. The Ennes Park Expansion is identified in the Parks
and Recreation Element. In addition, the project conforms with the Open Space Element
under policy OS-1g-I, as a means to establishing a greenbelt. This is also consistent with
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Policies OS-4a, OS-4c, and Parks and Recreation Element Policy C and its corresponding
implementation measure 3.c are applicable to the Project. Policy OS-4a states that “all
publicly held park lands and outdoor recreation areas are designated as Public Facility
[PF] on the General Plan Land Use Element map [Figure LU-a]…” General Plan policy OS4c explicitly links open space preservation with the Parks and Recreation Element
objectives for a variety of recreational opportunities. The Parks and Recreation Element
Policy C states that “additional parks will be needed in the….North of Bottom Road
(Foster Avenue near Janes Creek)”. And Parks and Recreation Element, Appendix A,
pages 4 and 17 identify the Ennes Park expansion as the Neighborhood Park considered
under Policy C. Furthermore, the 2004 Open Space Protection Program, Appendix E,
identified the Ennes Park expansion parcel as the four acres of parks in the Sphere of
Influence (see Open Space Protection Program and Acquisition Matrix, Appendix E). The
2010 Parks and Recreation Master Plan Measure N-1 provides the most recent planning
effort on the Park. The annexation and designation of the Ennes Park expansion parcel
as PF is consistent with the General Plan, and it is outlined in policy and detailed in
various implementation measures.
Public Safety - The Public Safety Element of the City of Arcata serves to discuss and plan
for emergency preparedness, including fire, earthquake, and flood, as well as crime
prevention and response. The project site is not located in a high-risk area doe to
natural disasters, but has historically contained hazardous materials due to the past
presence of industrial uses at the site. However, these hazardous materials have been
identified and removed, and the site’s contingency plan provides guidance for future
ground-disturbing operations at the site. As discussed in the Draft EIR, the Arcata Police
Department has indicated that the proposed project, as well as other future
development in the City, will impact the services they provide and the Department will
ultimately need additional personnel to handle the increase in calls for service. The
Arcata Police Department currently has sufficient facilities to adequately serve the
population within its District but will need to obtain additional sources of funding (e.g.
taxes, grants, etc.) to maintain its current service level in the future.
Public Facilities - It has been determined that utility infrastructure can accommodate
the proposed development assuming the payment of standard connection fees and the
additional sewer fee to be collected as part of the Development Agreement.
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the City’s Western Greenbelt Plan, adopted by Resolution 178-18, under Strategy 3,
“incorporate passive use parks, trails and wildlife areas into the matrix of open space
lands”.

Historic Preservation and Design – The project site does not contain any known
historical or tribal cultural resources, as determined during a series of studies
undertaken as part of the approval process and discussed in the Draft EIR.
2.
The proposed amendment would not be detrimental to the public interest,
health, safety, convenience, or welfare of the City;
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As described in the Draft EIR, the project as mitigated will not result in significant water,
air, or noise pollution impacts in the long term. Referral agencies either had no
comment or their concerns have been addressed in the Conditions of Approval and/or
as mitigation measures in the draft EIR. The amendments would allow for the expansion
of residential uses and parkland uses on currently vacant and underutilized parcels,
which have been planned for the proposed development for many years. The project
fully mitigates most environmental impacts and contributes mitigation measures the
GHG and Traffic impacts that cannot be fully mitigated to less than significant. The
project will provide orderly development of needed housing types. Based on these facts,
there is no indication that the proposed amendments to the General Plan would be
detrimental to the public interest, health, safety, convenience or welfare of the City.
3.
The affected site is physically suitable (including absence of physical
constraints, access, and compatibility with adjoining land uses, and provision of
utilities) for proposed or anticipated uses and/or development.
The project parcels are currently vacant, and have been secured expressly for the
development as proposed, both by the Project applicant and by the City. The site is
found to be physically suitable for the uses proposed as part of this General Plan
Amendment process due to the following considerations:
The project site is outside any hazards areas and is served by public roads. The site is
located directly adjacent to all required utilities, including City water and wastewater
lines. The Project site is located within the City’s “Sphere of Influence” as designated by
The Humboldt Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCo). The Creek Side Homes
parcels are located within the City’s “Urban Services” boundary as designated by LAFCo.
The neighborhoods to the east, south, and north are single-family residential and consist
mostly of single-story houses. The property is abutted to the east by AgriculturalExclusive lands that will be held in a conservation easement as a condition of project
approval. Directly east of the A-E zoned parcel is further residentially-zoned land (in
County jurisdiction). The project’s proposed residential uses will be relatively low
density, and either one- or two-stories in height. The density and intensity of residential
use at the site is found to be compatible with surrounding uses.
B. § 9.92.050.B Zoning Map and Land Use Code Amendment Findings. An amendment to the
General Plan, zoning map or this Land Use Code may be approved only if all of the following
findings are made, as applicable to the type of amendment.
1.

Findings required for all Zoning Map and Land Use Code text amendments:

a.

The proposed amendment is consistent with the General Plan;
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The proposed Zoning Map amendments are consistent with the General Plan Land Use
Designations as amended. In addition, the proposed use is consistent with all other
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applicable sections of the General Plan as cited in the General Plan Amendment Findings
outlined above. See Finding A.1. for more detail.
b.
The proposed amendment would not be detrimental to the public interest,
health, safety, convenience or welfare of the City.
The prezone amendments proposed include:
2. designating proposed residential project site (APN 505-161-011) Residential Low
Density with a Planned Development overlay for the development of Creek Side
Homes; and
3. designating the rail corridor parcel (APN 505-161-009) and the annexed portion
of Foster Avenue south of the Creek Side Homes parcel undesignated for
development of a public Right-of-Way.
The amendments would allow for the expansion of residential uses and parkland uses
on currently vacant and underutilized parcels, which have been planned for the
proposed development for many years. These uses are determined to be in the public
interest, and will not be detrimental to the public health, safety, welfare, or interest.
The proposed amendments would also allow to the connection of Foster Avenue by rezoning a portion of the Creek Side Homes parcel undesignated for the extension of a
right-of-way. Project impacts will be mitigated through the incorporation of proposed
improvements to the site and surrounding area, including protected bike lanes,
sidewalks, contribution to the mitigation plan in the Central Arcata Areawide Traffic
Study, and a “T”-type intersection at the project’s entrance. Based on these facts, there
is no indication that the proposed amendments to the General Plan would be
detrimental to the public interest, health, safety, convenience or welfare of the City.
2. Additional findings for Zoning Map amendments:
a.
The affected site(s) is physically suitable (including absence of physical
constraints, access, compatibility with adjoining land uses, and provision of utilities)
for the requested zoning designation and proposed or anticipated uses
and/or development.
As discussed above in Finding A.3., the proposed development site is not in an area of
mapped geologic, fire, flood or earthquake hazards. The new development will be
served by public roads and utilities can easily be extended to the site, as it is located
directly adjacent to existing City utilities. The City Engineer indicates that no new water
or sewer infrastructure will be needed to serve the project. See Finding A.3. for more
detail.
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1. designating Ennes Park (APN 506-151-009) Public Facilities (PF);

C. § 9.28.070 Planned Development (:PD) Combining Zone and § 9.72.070 Planned
Development Permit (PDP) Findings.
The PDP is needed to implement the :PD combining zone. There are three types of PDPs;
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The :PD overlay is intended to allow development of land as a single unit by taking
advantage of modern site planning techniques to result in a more efficient use of land
and a better living environment than is otherwise possible through strict application of
development standards. The objective is to provide a means for project design to more
effectively respond to on-site environmental resources, adjacent neighborhood
character, and community needs, than a project that is possible only in compliance with
the requirements of the primary zoning district.
1. Findings for Type “C” Planned Development Permits:
a.
The proposed project carries out the policies and intent of the General Plan,
Local Coastal Program and any applicable specific plan.
The project will carry out the policies and intent of the designated land uses as altered
by the Project. See Finding A.1. for more detail. The project is not in the Coastal zone
nor is it governed by a specific plan.
b.
The proposed project is in compliance with all of the applicable provisions of
this Land Use Code.
The project will carry out the policies and intent of the designated land uses as altered
by the Project. See Finding B.1.b. for more detail. The project is not in the Coastal zone
nor is it governed by a specific plan.
Without a PD process, the 100-bed memory care facility would require a use permit, as
it is closest in use type to “Medical services - Extended care” and “Residential care
facility, 7 or more clients”, both of which are conditionally permitted uses. There is no
further guidance in the Land Use Code regarding a facility of this size; however, the
proposed use, when analyzed in coordination with other proposed residential use
types at the site, is found to be in substantial conformance with the intent of the zone.
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this project falls under the Type “C” PDP because the site is greater than one acre in
size, and requires an exception to two development standards: the allowed use in the RL
zone and the private recreation space requirement.

c.
Proper standards and conditions have been imposed to ensure the protection of
the public health, safety and welfare.
The requirements of City and other agencies have been incorporated as Conditions of
Approval or mitigation measures in the EIR to ensure that the project will not result in a
negative impact on the health, safety and welfare of the public. The memory care facility,
senior cottages, single family residences, ADUs, and parkland are not anticipated to pose
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significant health or safety threats. The Foster Avenue Connection has been analyzed by
professional traffic engineers for impacts and recommended conditions have been
incorporated into the Project.

The Project site does not have steep slopes or significant cultural or historic resources.
The site is located directly adjacent to Janes Creek and an associated riparian area
encroaches into the project site’s eastern boundary. This area provides valuable
habitat for several listed and candidate animal species. As analyzed in the Project EIR,
impacts to this area have been determined to be less than significant with mitigation
incorporated. In terms of cultural and historic resources, an analysis was performed by
a qualified archaeologist who determined no historic resources exist at the site, and
the likelihood of encountering pre-historic artifacts or other cultural resources is
unlikely but recommends that the standard inadvertent discovery protocol be included
as a Condition of Approval.
e. The subject site is adequate in terms of size, shape, topography and
existing conditions to accommodate the proposed development.
As discussed above in Finding A.3., the proposed development site is not in an area of
mapped geologic, fire, flood or earthquake hazards. The new development will be
served by public roads and utilities can easily be extended to the site, as it is located
directly adjacent to existing City utilities. The City Engineer indicates that no new
water or sewer infrastructure will be needed to serve the project. See Finding A.3. for
more detail.
D. § 9.81.060 Tentative Map Findings (Minor Subdivision). The Land Use Code states in
§9.81.060 (A) that Parcels may be subdivided only after the review authority makes all of
the following findings. The findings shall apply to each proposed parcel as well as the
entire subdivision, including any parcel identified as a designated remainder in compliance
with Map Act Section 66424.6.
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d. The proposed project will not circumvent the intent of protecting Environmentally
Sensitive Habitat Areas or significant historic resources, and consideration will be
given to impacts on areas with steep slopes, waterways, wetlands or riparian areas,
or significant cultural or historic resources.

1. The proposed subdivision, including its design and improvements, is consistent
with the General Plan and any applicable Specific Plan;
The proposed subdivision and subsequent development has been found to be
consistent with the General Plan as amended by this Project. See Finding A.1.

Packet Pg. 146

9.A.a

2. The site is physically suitable for the type and proposed density of development;
The site has been found suitable for the proposed subdivision and subsequent
development. See Finding A.3.

The Project as proposed has been found to be adequately mitigated through the EIR
process, and will not cause substantial environmental damage to biological resources.
See Finding C.1.d.
4. The design of the subdivision and type of improvements will not cause serious
public health or safety problems;
The proposed subdivision and related improvements have been analyzed both in the WTrans Central Arcata Areawide Traffic Study and in the Project’s EIR. This analysis has
been deemed adequate to ensure the subdivision and subsequent development will not
cause serious health or safety problems. See Finding A.2.
5. The design of the subdivision and the type of improvements will not conflict
with easements acquired by the public at large for access through or use of, property
within the proposed subdivision.
This finding shall apply only to easements of record, or to easements established by
judgment of a court of competent jurisdiction, and no authority is granted to the review
authority to determine that the public at large has acquired easements of access
through or use of property within the proposed subdivision. The site has no easements
of record to date. A conservation easement to the west will be granted as a result of this
project for the development of the Foster Avenue connection, but will be designed to
coordinate with development, and not in conflict.
6. The discharge of sewage from the proposed subdivision into the community sewer
system will comply with any applicable requirements prescribed by the
California Regional Water Quality Control Board;
The proposed project would develop 89 residential units and a 100-bed assisted living
facility on a former mill site that will provide housing for approximately 269 residents.
The proposed project would create an increase in demand for domestic water service
from the City but would not result in the need for the construction of new water
treatment facilities or the expansion of existing treatment facilities.
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3. The design of the subdivision and the proposed improvements will not
cause substantial environmental damage or injure fish or wildlife or their habitat;

All wastewater generated by the development is expected to be domestic sewage and
would not include industrial or agricultural effluent. The proposed project will be served
by the City of Arcata wastewater treatment plant which is an innovative system that
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combines conventional wastewater treatment with the natural processes of constructed
wetlands. Arcata’s wastewater treatment system must comply with regulatory
requirements established by its National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) permit issued by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board. The
wastewater treatment facilities must be improved to meet the demand of both current
and future population. The proposed project, which includes the annexation of
approximately 21 acres of land into the City of Arcata, will be required to pay standard
sewer capital connection fees for residential development, as well as a Wastewater
Treatment Plant Offset Fee ($160,000) negotiated through a Development Agreement
with the City, which will be used to fund some of the proposed improvements to the
City’s wastewater treatment system.
7. A preliminary soils report or geological hazard report indicates no adverse soil or
geological conditions and the subdivider has provided sufficient information to the
satisfaction of the City Engineer or other applicable review authority that any adverse
conditions will be corrected in the plan for the development;
Soils on the alluvial plain in this area are tentatively mapped by the Natural Resource
Conservation Service (NRCS) as the Jolly Giant and Dungan series, which are typically
considered prime farmland soils. Industrial use of the site in the past, however, has
resulted in extensive modification of the site soils, including reworking of the upper soil
mantle and placement of a significant amount of imported fill. Evaluation of test pits at
the site suggested that the upper one to two feet of the soil profile were stripped off
the site prior to the placement of fill. As described above, as much as 80 percent of the
site is covered with fill from past industrial uses, which primarily consists of river run
gravel and some wood waste. City of Arcata General Plan Policy PS-2d (Requirement for
and review of “Geotechnical Reports”) requires the preparation of geotechnical reports
during the project design phase which will contain engineering recommendations to
minimize the potential for liquefaction.
As described in the Draft EIR, the proposed residential development site (APN 505-161011) was previously a lumber mill and contamination of site soil due to that use has
been documented. The site has been investigated and remediated, under regulatory
oversight, with respect to soils contaminated with petroleum hydrocarbons and
dioxins/furans. Investigation included soil and groundwater testing in test pits and
boreholes distributed across the residential development site. Remediation included
excavation and removal of contaminated soils (see Appendices G – N of the Draft EIR for
more information).
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Based on the remediation activities that occurred in 1997 to remove petroleum
hydrocarbon contaminated soils, the proposed residential development site was
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declared “Completed - Case Closed” in 2001 by the Humboldt County Division of
Environmental Health (HCDEH), who serves as the Certified Unified Program Agency
(CUPA) for Humboldt County, in contract with the State Water Resources Control Board
(SWRCB). Based on the additional site investigation and remediation activities
conducted at the site to remove dioxin/furan contaminated soils in 2008 (see
Appendices P - R), a letter (dated 03/10/09) was received from the NCRWQCB stating
the “No Further Action” for the site is required. As discussed in the Environmental
Setting, remaining petroleum hydrocarbon contamination exists on the residential
development site under the debarker slab, which acts as a concrete “cap.” Following
completion of remediation efforts at the site in the 1990s, a Site Development
Contamination Contingency and Site Safety Plan was developed to guide safe
development.
8. The proposed subdivision is consistent with all applicable provisions of this Land
Use Code, any other applicable provisions of the Municipal Code, and the Subdivision
Map Act.
The proposed subdivision and subsequent development has been found to be
consistent with the Land Use Code and other applicable provisions (See Findings B.1.
and 2.). The City Engineer and Community Development Director have reviewed the
project for consistency with the provisions of the Subdivision Map Act, and have found
the application acceptable as submitted. The Tentative and Parcel Maps will be
reviewed for substantial conformance with this approval.
E. § 9.72.110 Development Agreement Findings. A Development Agreement is a binding
agreement entered into between the City and an applicant pursuant to the requirement
and procedures of state law and this Chapter. An eligible project shall include a substantial
contribution to infrastructure, open space, affordable housing, community facilities,
sustainable energy, or other public improvements and amenities of benefit to the City that
would not otherwise be obtained through applicable development approval processes.
The City Council makes the following findings pursuant to Land Use Code §9.72.110.H:
a. The development agreement is consistent with the objectives and policies of the
General Plan and certified local coastal program.
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As discussed above (Finding A.1.), upon amendment of the General Plan, zoning map,
and approval of the Type “C” Planned Development Permit, the project will be
consistent with the objectives and policies of the General Plan including, but not
limited to, the provision of housing for seniors and families (Housing Element) on an
underutilized property adjacent to existing City services and infrastructure (Growth
Management) while developing non-motorized transportation options (Transportation
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b. The development agreement is consistent with the objectives set out in Section
9.72.110.B.3.
Section 9.72.110.B.3 reads:
“Concurrent Permit Review. An application for a development agreement shall only
be considered if the application is submitted in conjunction with an application
for rezoning, a subdivision, a planned development, or other discretionary planning
permit application authorizing the development which is the subject of the
proposed development agreement.”
The Creek Side Homes Project includes both zoning and general plan amendments
and a planned development. Therefore the project adheres to the requirements of
the section.

Attachment: A. Creek Side Approval Documents [Revision 1] (2250 : Creek Side #3)

Element) and parklands (Recreation Element) for the general public and residents of
the project. The Project’s proposed connection of Foster Avenue will increase
connectivity between areas of the City and surrounding lands, as well as reducing idling
times and related emissions (Transportation Element). The property is not located in
the Coastal zone and is, therefore, not subject to the City’s certified local coastal
program.
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RESOLUTION NO. 190-39
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ARCATA AUTHORIZING THE FILING OF AN
ANNEXATION APPLICATION TO THE HUMBOLDT COUNTY LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION FOR
THE CREEKSIDE ANNEXATION PROJECT

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 56654 of the California Government Code, notice of intent to adopt this
resolution of application was given to the Humboldt County Local Agency Formation Commission,
interested agencies and subject agencies at least twenty-one (21) days before the adoption of this
resolution; and
WHEREAS, on December 18, 2019, this Council conducted a public hearing based upon this notification;
and
WHEREAS, the principal reasons for the proposed reorganization are as follows:
1. The proposed annexation of the Creekside Development was initiated by the applicant in order to
connect to City water and wastewater services; and
2. The proposed annexation of the Ennes Park parcel was initiated by the City in order to provide
services to the site, and apply and enforce use regulations arising under the City of Arcata
Municipal Code in these areas.
WHEREAS, the following agency or agencies would be affected by the proposed jurisdictional changes:
Agency
Nature of Change
City of Arcata
Jurisdictional Boundary
Humboldt County – Flood Control; Roads
Jurisdictional Boundary; Tax receiving entity
Jacoby Creek Elementary School District
Tax receiving entity
Northern Humboldt Union High School District
Tax receiving entity
Redwoods Community College District
Tax receiving entity
Arcata Fire Protection District
Tax receiving entity; Fire Protection Services
Humboldt Bay Harbor, Recreation & Conservation District Tax receiving entity
Humboldt Bay Municipal Water District
Tax receiving entity
Northern Humboldt Recreation & Park District
Tax receiving entity

Attachment: A. Creek Side Approval Documents [Revision 1] (2250 : Creek Side #3)

WHEREAS, the City of Arcata desires to initiate proceedings pursuant to the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg
Local Government Reorganization Act of 2000, commencing with Section 56000 of the California
Government Code, for a change of organization consisting of the annexation of territory to the City of
Arcata; and

WHEREAS, the annexation of the subject properties is not in conflict with General Plan policy GM-2c; and
WHEREAS, the project site was identified by the City as a potentially viable site for annexation in the
General Plan 2020 Environmental Impact Report; and
WHEREAS, the development of the site would help meet the City’s need for additional residential
units, and will redevelop a site historically used for industrial purposes located directly adjacent to
existing residential uses; and
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WHEREAS, Foster Avenue LLC submitted a complete application for the development of the Creek
Side Homes Project in 2016, which requires annexation of the parcel into the City; amendments to
the General Plan and Land Use Code; approval of a Planned Development Permit and Design Review
Permit; and approval of a minor and major subdivision; and

WHEREAS, an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) has been prepared, circulated, and adopted by the
City Council (SCH #2016022083).
BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Arcata as follows:
1. This Resolution of Application is hereby adopted and the Local Agency Formation Commission of
Humboldt County is hereby requested to take proceedings in the matter of the annexation of
territory as authorized and in the manner provided by the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local
Government Reorganization Act of 2000.
2. The environmental impacts of the annexation have been analyzed through an EIR, adopted by the
Arcata City Council on December 18, 2019 (SCH #2016022083) by Resolution 190-37.
3. Staff is directed to submit an application for annexation of the area included within Exhibit 1,
attached hereto and incorporated herein, to the Humboldt County Local Agency Formation
Commission.
4. The Engineering Department Director is hereby authorized to confirm the annexation parcels
legal descriptions substantially conform to the mapped areas in Exhibit 1.

DATED:
ATTEST:

_________________________

__________________________

City Clerk, City of Arcata

Mayor, City of Arcata

Attachment: A. Creek Side Approval Documents [Revision 1] (2250 : Creek Side #3)

WHEREAS, the project as proposed also includes the annexation of a City-owned parcel intended to
expand the existing Ennes Park, which will assist the City in providing and maintaining open space in
the project area; and
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CLERK'S CERTIFICATE

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTENTIONS:

Bridget Dory, City Clerk,
City of Arcata
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I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of Resolution No.189-39, passed
and adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Arcata, County of
Humboldt, State of California, on the _____ day of _______, 2019, by the following vote:
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EXHIBIT 1 Annexation Map

(Legal Description to be Added)
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This map is for informational purposes only.
The City of Arcata, including any employees and sub-contractors, makes no
warranties, express or implied, as to the accuracy of the information contained in this
map. The City of Arcata, including any employees and sub-contractors, disclaims
liability for any and all damages which may arise due to errors in the map and the
user's reliance thereon.
Date Saved: 1/28/2020 8:58:12 AM Path: R:\Av_projects\Com_Dev\Projects\Creekside\Creekside Homes Annexation1-8-2020.mxd
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RESOLUTION NO. 190-45

WHEREAS, the City of Arcata is experiencing a shortage of housing opportunities affecting
residents of all income levels, as evidenced by high rents, very low vacancy rates, high sales
prices, low owner occupancy, student-adverse rental policies, poorly maintained properties,
racial disparities in rental outcomes, and a shortage of affordable housing for families and
professionals; and
WHEREAS, the stock of properties zoned for residential development is limited and dwindling.
Much of the remaining stock has limitations to achieve desired density, including slopes, access
to services, contamination, and proximity to special habitats. The remaining housing stock is
insufficient to meet the population target of the General Plan; and
WHEREAS, the City does not have adequate sites to meet its state mandated share of the
Regional Housing Needs Allocation; and
WHEREAS, the project site was identified by the City as a potentially viable site for annexation
in the General Plan 2020 Environmental Impact Report; and
WHEREAS, the development of the site would help meet the City’s need for additional
residential units, and will redevelop a site historically used for industrial purposes located
directly adjacent to existing residential uses; and
WHEREAS, the Arcata City Council adopted Resolution 190-87, certifying the Environmental
Impact Report, the Findings of Fact, and the Statement of Overriding Considerations on
_______, 2020; and
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of Arcata hereby
incorporates by reference the Findings for the General Plan Amendment (Resolution
190-44); approves the land use designation amendment (Exhibit 1); and General Plan
amendments to figures depicting the City boundaries, including Figures LU-a, LU-b, RC-a,
and OS-a, as well as any other General Plan figures and tables to ensure consistency with
this annexation.
DATED:

Attachment: A. Creek Side Approval Documents [Revision 1] (2250 : Creek Side #3)

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ARCATA APPROVING THE CREEK SIDE
PROJECT GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENTS

ATTEST:
_________________________

__________________________

City Clerk, City of Arcata

Mayor, City of Arcata
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CLERK'S CERTIFICATE
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of Resolution No. 190-45, passed
and adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Arcata, County of
Humboldt, State of California, on the _____ day of _______, 2020, by the following vote:

NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTENTIONS:
_____________________________
City Clerk, City of Arcata

Attachment: A. Creek Side Approval Documents [Revision 1] (2250 : Creek Side #3)
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City of Arcata
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This map is for informational purposes only.
The City of Arcata, including any employees and sub-contractors, makes no
warranties, express or implied, as to the accuracy of the information contained in this
map. The City of Arcata, including any employees and sub-contractors, disclaims
liability for any and all damages which may arise due to errors in the map and the user's reliance thereon.
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ACTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL
CREEKSIDE HOMES PROJECT

ACTION: On____________, the Arcata City Council approved the Minor Subdivision and
Planned Development Permit with the attached Findings (Exhibit 1) and Conditions of Approval
(Exhibit 2) based on the project description and figures presented in the Environmental Impact
Report certified by Resolution 190-37.
Project: The Creek Side Homes project proposes the annexation, re-designation/re-zoning,
and subdivision of parcel 505-161-011 for single-family, multi-family, and assisted living
residential development that would provide housing for approximately 269 residents. The
proposed development of parcel 505-161-011 will generally consist of 32 single-family
residential units and 32 accessory dwelling units, an assisted living and memory care facility
with 100 care beds, 25 senior-restricted neighborhood cottage units, a stream protection zone
along Janes Creek, a wetland mitigation area, pedestrian/bicycle trails, and the development
and dedication of public infrastructure (access roads, utilities, storm water facilities, etc.). The
project also includes the annexation of City-owned parcel 505-151-009, 0.74 acres of parcel
506-161-009 (total parcel size = 0.94 acres), and a portion of the right-of-ways for Foster
Avenue and Q Street that are currently in County jurisdiction.
Offsite improvements for the project will include development of parkland to the northwest of
the residential development site, an emergency access road to Stewart Avenue, a section of the
Hammond Trail, a pedestrian/bicycle pathway accessing to Alliance Road, and the connection of
Foster Avenue over Janes Creek which will include sidewalks, bike lanes, and a “T” type
intersection at Q Street and Foster Avenue. The parcels where offsite improvements will be
developed include the following:
•

Park site (APNs 505-151-009, 505-284-009, and -010)

•

Emergency access road site (APNs 505-151-001)

•

Hammond Trail sections (APNs 505-161-009 and 505-151-005)

•

Pedestrian/bicycle pathway to Alliance Road (APN 505-341-048)

•

Foster Ave Connection (public right-of-way, 505-161-009, -030, and 505-162-010)

Attachment: A. Creek Side Approval Documents [Revision 1] (2250 : Creek Side #3)

File No: 156 -170-ANX-TM-ZA-GPA-PD
Approved __________

The project would involve modifications to the current zoning for parcels 505-161-011, 505151-009, and a portion of parcel 505-161-009, which are proposed for annexation. Table 1-1 of
the Draft EIR (Existing and Proposed Zoning) lists the existing and proposed zoning for the
annexation parcels.
Application Type: Planned Development Permit and Minor Subdivision (Parcel Map Approval)
Location: APNs 505-151-009, 505-284-009, 505-284-010505-151-005, 505-161-009, 505-161011, 505-341-048, 505-161-030, 505-162-010
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Property Owner / Applicant: Foster Avenue, LLC
File Number: 156 -170
Zoning: The residential development site is proposed to be re-zoned to Residential-Low
Density with a Planned Development overlay (RL:PD) upon annexation into the Arcata City
limits.
General Plan: The residential development site is proposed to be re-designated to ResidentialLow Density with a Planned Development overlay (RL: PD) upon annexation into the Arcata City
limits.
Coastal Status: Located outside of the Coastal Zone
Environmental: An Environmental Impact Report (SCH #2016022083) was certified, and
Findings of Fact and a Statement of Overriding Considerations were adopted by the City Council
on ____, 2020, by Resolution 190-37, which is incorporated herein by reference.
Permit Expiration and Activation. This permit shall expire within 24 months from the date of
its approval unless said permit is activated. This permit may be extended only as permitted by
Arcata Land Use Code (LUC) §9.79.070 Permit Time Limits, Extensions and Expiration, or its
equivalent.
Effective Date: This permit becomes effective on the next working day after the appeal period.

DATED:
ATTEST:
_________________________
Community Development Director, City of Arcata

Attachment: A. Creek Side Approval Documents [Revision 1] (2250 : Creek Side #3)
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EXHIBIT 1

Findings of Approval. Arcata Municipal Code Title IX – Land Use Code (Code),
Section 9.28.070 (Planned Development Permits) and 9.81.060 (Tentative Maps-Minor
Subdivisions) - Findings. The Planned Development Permit and Tentative Map Approval may be
approved only if all of the findings are made. Resolution 190-44, which makes such findings, is
incorporated herein by reference.

Attachment: A. Creek Side Approval Documents [Revision 1] (2250 : Creek Side #3)

FINDINGS

Packet Pg. 161

9.A.a

Exhibit 2
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
, 2019

The Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR), General Plan Amendments, Type “C” Planned
Development Permit, and Minor Subdivision are approved and adopted subject to the
conditions as set forth herein, based on the project description and revised subdivision plans
dated April 5, 2018. The Conditions of Approval are arranged according to the timing of
compliance and the City Department or Agency that establishes compliance with the Condition.
Further project-specific conditions may be added as a result of more specific information
received in later project phases. The applicant shall also be responsible for all mitigations
included in the Project’s adopted Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) of the
Final EIR, which may not be listed herein.
The onsite foreman shall be responsible for conducting pre-construction meetings and to
inform subs of agreed-upon project conditions.
A.

AUTHORIZED USES AND DEVELOPMENT – The approved Creek Side Homes Project shall
comply with the Project Description in Chapter 1 (Introduction) of the Draft EIR and as
amended in Chapter 2 (Revisions to the Draft EIR) of the Final EIR and as approved by the
City Council.
Approval is granted for:
1) General Plan and Zoning Amendments to re-designate newly annexed lands into the
City of Arcata; to add a “PD” overlay to parcel 505-161-011; and to ensure internal
consistency between various elements of the adopted General Plan and the Land Use
Code, including updates to Figures LU-a, LU-b, RC-a, and OS-a, as well as any other
related General Plan figures to ensure consistency.
2) A Minor Subdivision to subdivide Assessor’s Parcel Number 505-161-011 into three
parcels, each approximately 4-6 acres in size. The resultant parcels will retain vehicular
access via Foster Avenue until such time as the Foster Avenue Connection is
constructed and operational. A Notice of Subdivision Compliance will be prepared by a
qualified professional using forms to be provided by the City of Arcata.

Attachment: A. Creek Side Approval Documents [Revision 1] (2250 : Creek Side #3)

As Approved by the City Council on

3) A Type “C” Planned Development Permit for the operation of a 100-bed memory care
facility in addition to other principally permitted residential uses.
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A-1 COMPLIANCE WITH PLANNED DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT,
AND LAND USE CODE REQUIREMENTS. All future development plans shall be
reviewed by the Community Development Director to confirm substantial
conformance with the approved plans, Planned Development Permit, and
Development Agreement. Any proposed expansion or modification of the authorized
use, or change to a different use, shall require the prior approval of an amendment
of the Planned Development Permit, or new Planned Development Permit, as
applicable. The Community Development Director shall have the authority to
approve a change to a similar, allowed use if no impacts to the neighborhood are
expected.
Minor Modifications to the Planned Development may be authorized as permitted in
the City of Arcata Land Use Code, §9.72.070.J.3 –Minor modifications to the
development may be made upon review and approval of the Community
Development Director. Applicant shall submit applicable City fees and application
materials for review of the minor modification.
B.

PRIOR TO EARTHMOVING (GRADING) ACTIVITIES ON SITE
The applicant shall complete the following requirements prior to any grading activities on
site.
Community Development Department
B-1 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FEES. The applicant shall pay all outstanding
Community Development Department fees prior to issuance of any Building Permit
or as otherwise specified in the adopted Development Agreement.
B-2 FISH AND WILDLIFE REVIEW FEE. The applicant shall pay the Fish and Wildlife fee of
$3,168.00, or as specified by Fish and Game Code § 713, and a handling filing fee of
$50.00 pursuant to California Codes – Fish and Game Code § 711.4. Check(s) must be
submitted to the City of Arcata at the time a Notice of Determination (NOD) is filed
with this project. This fee shall be recorded by City staff within five days of filing the
NOD.
B-3 OFF-SITE RIPARIAN ENHANCEMENT FEE. As noted in the Project Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP), prior to the issuance of grading and
building permits by the City of Arcata for construction of the Foster Avenue
connection, the applicant shall provide the City with a riparian impact fee of $26,500
that will be used towards riparian enhancement activities on parcels 020-201-012
and 503-291-017.

Attachment: A. Creek Side Approval Documents [Revision 1] (2250 : Creek Side #3)
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B-4 DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT. A Development Agreement between the City and the
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Developer shall be recorded within 30 days of the effective date of the Development
Agreement Ordinance.
B-5 RECORD LEGAL DOCUMENTS / NOTICES. The applicant shall cause to record the
following documents at the at the Humboldt County Recorder’s Office:

2. “Declaration of Conservation Easement pertaining to adjacent agricultural lands
(APN 505-151-001)”, or such deed restriction as may be permitted pursuant to
the Development Agreement.
3. “Declaration of Deed Restrictions for Stream Protection Area” and “Declaration
of Deed Restrictions for Wetland Protection Area” pertaining to Janes Creek
ESHAs.
Prior to recordation, the applicant shall submit the documents for review and
approval by the Community Development Director (forms available at the Community
Development Department). Applicant shall include payment for applicable review
and recording fees.
B-6 CONSTRUCTION WASTE DIVERSION PLAN. Building Permit submittal shall include a
waste diversion plan indicating how the project will either recycle or salvage a
minimum of 50% of the construction waste generated by the project.
B-7 GRADING & DRAINAGE PERMIT REQUIRED. A Grading Permit shall be obtained from
the Engineering Department prior to any grading or vegetation clearing activities on
the site. Applicant shall submit a Grading and Drainage Plan that meets the
requirements of the Humboldt LID Stormwater Manual V2.0 for hydromodification
projects over 1 acre in size. The Grading and Drainage Plan shall minimize the
quantity of earth moved during construction and show all cuts, fills and volumes. It
shall also include existing and anticipated flows and adequacy of existing and
proposed stormwater facilities. All grading, drainage and site preparation work shall
adhere to the recommendations of both the SHN Stormwater Management
Assessment (November 2018) and the Site Development Contingency Plan (June
1998).

Attachment: A. Creek Side Approval Documents [Revision 1] (2250 : Creek Side #3)

1. “Development Agreement By and Between the City of Arcata and Foster Avenue
LLC”.

The Grading Permit shall include the amount of spoil or fill material, method of
transport, (including control of fugitive dust), and the destination of the spoil
material for any spoil materials transported off-site, or the source of fill material
transported onsite.
The City Engineer and the Directors of the Community Development and
Environmental Services Departments shall review and approve the Grading Plan.
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Applicant shall submit applicable City fees for review of the Grading Plan. The
approved Grading Plan, or updates thereto, shall be implemented during the
construction of all development phases.

The location of the special flood hazard area, based on recently revised FEMA
mapping, should be identified on the plans developed for the project. A letter of
Map Revision (LOMR) may be required for the removal of material for the wetland
mitigation area and the replacement of the two culverts in Janes Creek.
The Grading and Drainage plot plan shall show the locations of any Stream and
Wetland Protection Areas. The wetland and setback area shall be clearly marked on
the ground and a Declaration of Deed Restrictions for Creek and Wetland Protection
Zone recorded on title. In addition, the Grading and Drainage Plan shall include
prescriptive measures to protect the areas designed for percolation of storm water
from compaction caused by heavy equipment.
Storm water runoff from the development can be directed to the wetland mitigation
area during peak storm events. Infiltration measurements should be done within the
wetland mitigation area to ensure the soils have adequate infiltration rates.
Improvements that will increase the infiltration capability of the wetland mitigation
area shall occur if the measurements determine the wetland mitigation area has
limited infiltration capability. Directing some of the storm water runoff to the
agricultural parcel to the west of the project site (APN 505-151-001) should be
considered as part of the storm water management design for the project.
Furthermore, the following statements shall appear on the Grading and Drainage
plot plan:
a. DISCOVERY OF PREHISTORIC OR ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES. If cultural
resources are encountered during construction activities, the contractor on site
shall cease all work in the immediate area and within a 50 foot buffer of the
discovery location. A qualified archaeologist, as well as the Tribal Historic
Preservation Officers for the Bear River Band Rohnerville Rancheria, Blue Lake
Rancheria, and Wiyot Tribe are to be contacted to evaluate the discovery and, in
consultation with the applicant and lead agency, develop a treatment plan in any
instance where significant impacts cannot be avoided. Prehistoric materials may
include obsidian or chert flakes, tools, locally darkened midden soils,
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The Grading and Drainage plot plan shall show the locations of any Stream and
Wetland Protection Areas. In addition, the Grading and Drainage Plan shall include
prescriptive measures to protect the areas designed for percolation of storm water
from compaction caused by heavy equipment.
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b. DUST CONTROL DURING CONSTRUCTION/RESTORATION/ENHANCEMENT.
1.

Water all active construction areas twice per day and use erosion control
measures to prevent water runoff containing silt and debris from entering
the storm drain system.

2.

Cover trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose material.

3.

Pave, water, or apply non-toxic soil stabilizers on unpaved access
roads and parking areas.

4.

Sweep paved access roads and parking areas daily.

5.

Sweep streets daily if visible material is carried onto adjacent public
streets.

c. CONSTRUCTION HOURS. The General Plan Noise Element Policy N-5d, limits the
operation of tools or equipment used in construction, drilling, repair, alteration
or demolition to the hours between 8 a.m. and 7 p.m. Monday through Friday,
and between 9 a.m. and 7p.m. on Saturdays. No heavy equipment related
construction activities shall be allowed on Sundays or holidays.
d. MOTORIZED AND HEAVY EQUIPMENT. All construction equipment used for the
development of this project shall comply with U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency Tier 1 engine standards or better.
B-8

WILDLIFE SURVEY. Prior to construction activities for each phase of the proposed
project, the applicant shall have a qualified biologist conduct a focused survey for
protected wildlife species identified in the Mad River Biologists Biological
Assessment (Appendix Y of Draft EIR) and Streamline Planning Consultants
Biological Report (Appendix Z of Draft EIR) as having potential habitat on the
residential development site, including birds, mammals, amphibians, and fish.
Surveys shall be performed within 30 days of the beginning of construction activity.
If construction is delayed for more than 30 days from the date of the survey, and is
to then commence during the nesting season (March 1 to September 15) an
additional survey shall be conducted. The results of the survey shall be submitted
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groundstone artifacts, shellfish or faunal remains, and human burials. If human
remains are found, California Health and Safety Code 7050.5 requires that the
County Coroner be contacted immediately at 707-445-7242. If the Coroner
determines the remains to be Native American, the Native American Heritage
Commission will then be contacted by the Coroner to determine appropriate
treatment of the remains pursuant to PRC 5097.98. Violators shall be prosecuted
in accordance with PRC Section 5097.99.
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B-9

GAS AND ELECTRIC UTILITIES. The applicant shall contact AT&T, Suddenlink, and
PG&E (707-445-5594) for a pre-design meeting. Public utility easements are required
along all streets and access roads. Any poles or other conveyance facilities that need
to be relocated will be done at the owner’s expense.

B-10 PRELIMINARY LANDSCAPE PLAN. A Landscape Plan including details and installation
and operations plans, shall be submitted to the Community Development
Department at the time the time of Building Permit application. The application
shall include native and drought-tolerant plant species that do not require irrigation
at the assisted living facility and senior-restricted cottage units as discussed in the
Draft EIR (Chapter 5, Energy Conservation). The plan shall incorporate the riparian
corridor and wetland mitigation identified in the Mitigation Measures 4.3.2.a-c in
the certified EIR. The project shall include minimally two east-west tree and shrub
lined paths or sidewalks to create habitat connectivity between the Janes Creek
riparian area and the bottomlands to the west. The plan shall include several small
groupings of 3-5 trees and shrubs on the western boundary of the project.
Engineering Department

B-11 IMPROVEMENT PLANS. Prior to beginning any work, the applicant shall submit
Improvement Plans for review and approval by the City Engineer. Signature blocks
must be available on all sheets of the plans for the City Engineer. Scale of
Improvement Plans shall be 1” = 20’ horizontally and 1” = 5’ vertically (unless prior
approval for use of another scale is obtained by the City Engineer). The size and
placement of water and sewer mains, water meters, water and sewer laterals,
plumbing for landscape watering, drainage and stormwater facilities, electric
vehicle charging stations, electrical and gas meters, PG&E, telephone, cable tv and
all other utilities shall be shown on the plans to the satisfaction of the City
Engineer. Construction details for all facilities shall be shown on a standard sheet in
the Improvement Plans including typicals for water mains, valves, fire hydrants,
sewer mains, laterals, cleanouts, manholes, streetlights, low level path lighting,
drainage structures and conveyance infrastructure, entrance sign and its lighting as
applicable, traffic calming measures, turn around areas, sidewalks, paths,
mailboxes, parking areas, including pervious pavers, etc. Water meters must be set
at property lines. The improvement plans shall also indicate a secondary
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to the City of Arcata’s Environmental Services Director for review and approval. If
protected wildlife species are observed, the qualified biologist shall design
appropriate project activity buffer widths and operational restrictions. Projectrelated activities shall only commence when the City of Arcata has approved the
report in writing, and the buffer widths and operational restrictions are applied.
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ingress/egress road servicing the development to Foster Avenue with traffic
calming design approved by City Engineer.

Obstructions will not be allowed in the sidewalk including, but not limited to, fire
hydrants, streetlights and mailboxes. Traffic control devices will be allowed in the
sidewalk if approved by the City Engineer. Any emergency vehicle turn around
areas shall be permanently marked as a “No Parking Area”.
B-13 ENCROACHMENT PERMITS. The applicant shall obtain Encroachment Permits from
the Engineering Department for all work performed within the City right-of-way.
B-14 INTERIOR NOISE ANALYSIS. Building permit plans shall include an interior noise
analysis of the Memory Care Facility prepared by a qualified individual indicating
that interior noise levels will meet either the City’s General Plan policies for interior
residential noise levels for sensitive receptors or those required by the California
Building Code for sensitive receptors, whichever is the most restrictive.
C.

DURING EARTHMOVING (GRADING) ACTIVITIES ON THE SITE.
The following conditions shall apply during grading activities on the site.
Community Development Department
C-1 GRADING and DRAINAGE. Applicant shall ensure adherence to the Grading and
Drainage Plan and any additional federal, state or local permits. If evidence of soil
and/or groundwater contamination is encountered during grading or excavation,
work shall stop until the material is properly characterized and appropriate
measures are taken to protect human health and the environment immediately. The
construction superintendent, designated RWQCB and County Environmental Health
personnel, and other applicable regulatory agencies shall be notified immediately.
Contingency planning for such an event shall be conducted prior to start of work.

D.

PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF CERTIFICATES OF OCCUPANCY
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B-12 STORM WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN. Prior to any ground disturbance
activity, submit a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for City’s review
and approval.

Engineering Department
D-1 OFFSITE IMPROVEMENTS. The construction of or adequate bonding for the multiuse trails, both on- and off-site, shall be completed prior to the issuance of
certificates of occupancy.
a)

A multiuse trail (minimum width 8 ft) shall be constructed along southern and
western boundary of the project. The multiuse trail on the south side will
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b)

New foster connection to the project shall meet the requirements of a
Complete Street. The street shall include minimum two travel lanes, two bike
lanes and a pedestrian walkway.

c)

The Emergency access on the north of the project shall connect Stewart Avenue
all via-weather emergency road with markings for bicycle and pedestrian
access; and

d)

Offsite Improvements a), b), and c) may be included on the Improvement Plan
required in Item B-11 above or conceptual plans may be submitted as a
separate package.

D-2

FIRE HYDRANT AND TURN AROUND AREA. Fire hydrant(s), “No Parking” signs
and/or striping, and a turnaround area must be installed to the satisfaction of the
Arcata Fire District and the City Engineer. All fire hydrants must meet distance
requirements. No parking shall be allowed in any emergency vehicle turn around
area.

D-3

ROADS AND ACCESS DRIVES. All roads and access drives shall meet the
requirements of the Arcata Fire District and the City Engineer.

D-4

PARKLAND IN-LEIU FEE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION. The Developer shall pay the
parkland in-lieu Fee of $3888.00 per parcel.

D-5

CONNECTION FEES. Connection fees must be paid for water and sewer connections.
The timing of payment shall be identified in the Development Agreement.

D-6

DRAINAGE FEES. All applicable Drainage Impact and Maintenance fees shall be paid.
The timing of payment, maintenance and monitoring schedule shall be identified in
the Development Agreement.

D-7

CATASTROPHIC FAILURE OF MATTHEWS DAM. The area is subject to potential
floodwaters and debris from failure of the Matthews Dam. The applicant shall
submit a comprehensive early-warning system and evacuation plan to the
Community Development Director for review and approval for all new buildings
designed for human occupancy or use that are located within the property. A notice
to all tenants and property owners regarding the flood potential from failure of
Matthews Dam and action to be taken will be added to the lease or sale
agreements. An example of the appropriate language is:
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extend from new Foster connection to the housing project property western
boundary and the trail on west side will connect Foster Avenue to Stewart
Avenue along the project development.
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D-8

EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS AND DISASTER RECOVERY PLAN. The applicant shall
have prepared a plan to inform residents and employees of safety measures,
evacuation plans and other critical information that will assist in the event of a
natural disaster. The Plan shall be posted in each occupied building where it can be
readily review and/or provided to all tenants upon lease signing.

D-9

ZONE 1 POTABLE WATER STORAGE. The applicant shall remit $56,000 for
improvements to Zone 1 water storage and transmission to serve the housing
development on the annexed lands. Payment shall be made in full prior to receiving
a building permit.

D-10 RIGHT TO FARM. The applicant shall record a Notice and Acknowledgement
Regarding Agricultural Activities (“Right to Farm”) on APN 505-161-011 on a form
approved by the Community Development Director prior to subdivision. The notice
shall be provided in disclosures to all purchasers of land, and the following language
shall be provided in any lease on the property:
“In accordance with the City of Arcata General Plan, the property you are purchasing
or developing is located within 1,000 feet of agricultural lands or uses, and you may
be subject to inconvenience or discomfort from the following, or other similar
agricultural uses: cultivation and tillage of the soil; burning of agricultural waste
products; lawful and proper use of agricultural chemicals including, but not limited
to, the application of pesticides and fertilizers; and production, irrigation, pruning,
growing, harvesting and processing of any agricultural commodity, including
horticulture, timber, apiculture, the raising of livestock, dairying, fish, poultry, and
commercial practices performed as incidental to or in conjunction with such
agricultural operations, including preparation for market, delivery to storage or
market, or to carriers for transportation to market. These operations may generate,
among other things, dust, smoke, noise and odor. If you live near an agricultural
area, you should be prepared to accept such inconveniences or discomfort as a
normal and necessary aspect of living in a city with a strong rural character and a
healthy agricultural sector. For questions concerning specific kinds of agricultural
operations in your area, including their use of fertilizers and pesticides, you should
contact the Humboldt County Agricultural Commissioner.”
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“Tenants of the building are hereby noticed that the property is located in an
area subject to inundation by flood waters from Ruth Reservoir in the event of
the failure of Matthews Dam on the Mad River. Tenants are advised to have
available radio receivers (preferably battery- operated) capable of receiving
emergency broadcast and instructions, and to monitor such information and
respond accordingly. This information must be made available to any tenant in
the event that the main tenants do not occupy the property.”
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DURING CONSTRUCTION
Community Development Department
E-1 GRADING AND CONSTRUCTION. Grading and construction activities shall adhere to:
noise, construction hours, cultural resources, dust, erosion and sediment control
measures as stated on the Grading Plan (See B-7 above).
E-2 MAINTENANCE OF CONSTRUCTION SITE. The construction site shall be maintained in
a clean and orderly fashion, free of debris; and include an area designated for
recycling and re-use. Solid waste generated during construction shall be disposed of
in an appropriate manner. Such waste shall include, but not be limited to: concrete
forms, waste concrete and asphalt, empty containers of building materials, and
excess building materials. Re-use or recycling of construction material is required as
a condition of the Permittee’s Waste Management Plan.
E-3 NOISE. Temporary equipment noise related to the construction of the project shall
conform to the most recent State requirements or the City’s Noise Element policies,
whichever is the most restrictive.
E-4 PROJECT LIGHTING. Exterior lighting shall: be compatible with the surrounding
setting; limited to the development area; not be directed beyond the boundaries of
the parcel; and not result in illumination above the tree canopy or within the wetland
setback and wetland areas. Lighting for the project will be the minimum lumens
necessary, directed downward, shielded, and pedestrian level when feasible.
Safety and security lighting and illuminated signs shall be lowest possible voltage and
effectively shielded to prevent beams or rays of light from being directed on the main
travel way, towards the adjacent existing residential uses, recreation area, and
wetland areas. All exterior fixtures shall be directed downward and shall be installed
with shielding to prevent direct views of the light source from adjacent roadways and
properties and to limit vertical spread of light affecting the Janes Creek riparian
corridor. Limited path lighting is permitted for public safety. Any exterior lighting
along the exterior-facing side of buildings facing either wetlands setback areas of
public right-of-ways shall be equipped with a motion detector, timer, or other device
to limit the effect of lighting on the adjacent wetland and wetland setback areas.
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E.

Post-construction, operational activities shall adhere to the Lighting Zone 1 (“LZ-1”)
standards as set by the Model Lighting Ordinance published by the Illuminating
Engineering Society and International Dark Sky Association, to the satisfaction of the
Community Development and Environmental Services Directors. Lighting Zone 1
pertains to areas that desire low ambient lighting levels. These typically include single
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and two family residential communities, rural town centers, business parks, and
other commercial or industrial/ storage areas typically with limited nighttime
activity. These standards may be found at: https://www.darksky.org/wpcontent/uploads/bsk-pdf-manager/16_MLO_FINAL_JUNE2011.PDF
F.

EFFECTIVE DATE AND EXPIRATION OF PERMITS
F-1 EXPIRATION OF PERMIT APPROVALS. All City entitlements, including the Planned
Development Permit, shall be effective within the specified term of the approved
Development Agreement. An extension of time may only be achieved upon an
approved amendment to the Development Agreement. Time extension applications
must be filed in writing not less than 30 days prior to the expiration date as per the
Development Agreement for this project.

G.

GENERAL / ONGOING CONDITIONS
The following general conditions apply to the project on an ongoing basis:
Community Development Department
G-1 COMPLIANCE WITH CODE REQUIREMENTS. All development authorized by this
permit shall comply with all applicable California Building Code and other State
requirements, zoning standards of the Land Use Code, the approved Development
Agreement for this project, and other applicable provisions of the Arcata Municipal
Code, or its equivalent except as amended with this Planned Development Permit.
This includes provisions for animal keeping.
G-2 VIOLATION GROUNDS TO REVOKE PERMIT. The violation of any specification or
condition of this Planned Development Permit shall constitute a violation of the
LUC or its adopted equivalent and may constitute grounds for revocation of this
permit.
G-3 INSPECTIONS. The Developer shall permit the City of Arcata or representative(s) or
designee(s) to make inspections at any reasonable time deemed necessary to
assure that the activities being performed under the authority of this permit are in
accordance with the terms and conditions prescribed herein. Inspections may be
performed by a private third party if agreed upon by both the City and the
Developer.

Attachment: A. Creek Side Approval Documents [Revision 1] (2250 : Creek Side #3)

Community Development Department

Environmental Services Department
G-4 SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT. Solid waste and recyclable materials shall be kept in
a tidy condition and removed on a regular basis, in conformance with the Municipal
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Code (Sections 5420 et al and 5425 et al., and Public Resources Code (PRC) Chapter
12.8 Section 42649.
G-5 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. The handling and disposal of all hazardous materials
including, but not limited to, lead paint and asbestos, shall be in compliance with
State requirements.
RECOMMENDATIONS
H-1

EVIDENCE OF MEETING THE CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL. Review the Conditions of
Approval carefully. The Developer is responsible for ensuring each Condition of
Approval is met; in some cases written evidence is required. Staff advises the
Developer prepare and submit all evidence for meeting the Conditions of Approval
at one time (if possible) in order to expedite the review and lower the review
costs. Submit the written evidence to the assigned planner assisting you with your
project. Note: In some cases the Conditions of Approval need to be signed off by
the appropriate entity prior to the recordation of documents, or the issuance of
Demolition/Grading/Building Permits. Therefore it is imperative the applicant plan
accordingly.

APPEALS. The actions described herein may be appealed per the provisions of Arcata Land Use
Code (LUC) Chapter 9.76 Appeals. Appeals shall be filed with the Department or City Clerk, as
applicable, within ten (10) business days following the date of the Zoning Administrator action
that is being appealed per LUC §9.76.030. Appeals shall be submitted on the prescribed form
and shall state the reasons for the appeal. The filing fee set by the City Council shall accompany
appeals. The appeal period ends 5:00 pm on ________________.
EFFECTIVE DATE OF THIS ACTION: This permit becomes effective on the next working day after
the appeal period.
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ORDINANCE NO. 1523
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ARCATA
PREZONING THE CREEK SIDE HOMES ANNEXATION PROPERTIES

SECTION 1. Zoning Map Amendments. Arcata Municipal Code Title IX – Land Use Code
(Code), Section 9.12.020, Zoning Map, is hereby amended in conformance with Code Section
9.92.050, Findings for Zoning Map and Land Use Code Text Amendments, and Code Section
9.92.060, Prezoning, as follows:
APN 506-151-009: identified within the project area on Exhibit 1, attached hereto
and incorporated herein, is hereby prezoned Public Facilities (PF) designation for
Ennes Park;
APN 505-161-011: identified within the project area on Exhibit 1, attached hereto
and incorporated herein, is hereby prezoned Residential Low Density with a
Planned Development overlay (RL:PD) for the development of Creek Side
Homes;
APN 505-161-009: identified within the project area on Exhibit 1, attached hereto
and incorporated herein, is hereby prezoned undesignated for development of a
public Right-of-Way for the connection of the east and west sides of Foster
Avenue.
The exact boundaries of the zoning designations shall align with the as built
configuration of the parcels as approved in the subdivision and shall be in
substantial conformance with this approval.

SECTION 2. Findings of Approval. Arcata Municipal Code Title IX – Land Use Code (Code),
Section 9.92.050.B, Findings. An amendment to the General Plan, zoning map or this Land Use
Code may be approved only if all of the findings are made. The findings adopted through
Resolution 190-44 are incorporated herein by reference.
SECTION 3. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Determination
A Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) has been prepared for this project pursuant to the
CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 9.78 (Environmental Impact Assessment) of the Land Use Code.
Through its adoption of Resolution No. 190-37, the City Council adopts Findings of Fact and a
Statement of Overriding Considerations and certifies the Final EIR.
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The City Council of the City of Arcata does hereby ordain as follows:

SECTION 4. Severability
If any provision of this ordinance is invalidated by any court of competent jurisdiction, the
remaining provisions shall not be affected and shall continue in full force and effect.
SECTION 5. Limitation of Actions
Any action to challenge the validity or legality of any provision of this ordinance on any grounds
shall be brought by court action commenced within thirty (30) days of the date of adoption of
this ordinance.
SECTION 6. Effective Date
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This ordinance shall take effect 30 days after adoption.

DATED:

_________________________
City Clerk, City of Arcata

__________________________
Mayor, City of Arcata

CLERK'S CERTIFICATE
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of Ordinance No.1523, passed and
adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Arcata, County of Humboldt,
State of California, on the _____ day of ______, 2019, by the following vote:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTENTIONS:
_______________________________
City Clerk, City of Arcata
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City of Arcata

CREEK SIDE LANDUSE CODE PREZONING MAP
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ORDINANCE NO. 1524
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ARCATA
APPROVIING A DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT FOR THE CREEK SIDE HOMES
PROJECT

SECTION 1. Development Agreement Approval. Pursuant to Government Code §§ 65864,
the he Development Agreement by and between the City of Arcata and Foster Avenue, LLC
(attached hereto as Exhibit 1, and incorporated herein) is hereby approved, and the City Manager
is hereby authorized to execute said Development Agreement and any other documents that may
be associated with its implementation, and to cause the recording of the Development Agreement
in the Official Records of Humboldt County.
SECTION 2. Findings of Approval. Arcata Municipal Code Title IX – Land Use Code (Code),
Section 9.72.110.H, Findings. The use of a development agreement is solely at the discretion of
the City Council upon a finding that the development agreement is appropriate under the stated
intent of the enacting chapter and the circumstances of the project for which the agreement is
sought. The findings adopted through Resolution 190-44 are incorporated herein by reference.
SECTION 3. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Determination. A Final
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) has been prepared for this project pursuant to the CEQA
Guidelines and Chapter 9.78 (Environmental Impact Assessment) of the Land Use Code.
Through its adoption of Resolution No. 190-37, the City Council adopted Findings of Fact and a
Statement of Overriding Considerations and certified the Final EIR.
SECTION 4. Severability. If any provision of this ordinance is invalidated by any court of
competent jurisdiction, the remaining provisions shall not be affected and shall continue in full
force and effect.
SECTION 5. Limitation of Actions. Any action to challenge the validity or legality of any
provision of this ordinance on any grounds shall be brought by court action commenced within
thirty (30) days of the date of adoption of this ordinance.
SECTION 6. Effective Date. This ordinance shall take effect 30 days after adoption.
Exhibit 1: Development Agreement
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The City Council of the City of Arcata does hereby ordain as follows:

DATED:
ATTEST:
_________________________
City Clerk, City of Arcata

__________________________
Mayor, City of Arcata
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CLERK'S CERTIFICATE
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of Ordinance No. 1524, passed and
adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Arcata, County of Humboldt,
State of California, on the _____ day of ______, 2020, by the following vote:
AYES:

ABSENT:
ABSTENTIONS:
_______________________________
City Clerk, City of Arcata
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NOES:
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Ordinance 1524
Exhibit 1
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The Development Agreement was under internal review when this staff report was published. Staff will
provide a status update at the City Council hearing.
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David Loya
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sofia Pereira
Thursday, January 30, 2020 12:20 PM
Karen Diemer; David Loya; City Manager's Office
Fwd: About that surprise meeting....I assume you notified somewhere, right?

Sent from my iPhone

From: Karen Davidson
Date: January 30, 2020 at 11:30:22 AM PST
To: Paul Pitino <ppitino@cityofarcata.org>, Sofia Pereira <spereira@cityofarcata.org>, Susan
Ornelas <sornelas@cityofarcata.org>, Brett Watson <bwatson@cityofarcata.org>
Subject: About that surprise meeting....I assume you notified somewhere, right?
Council Members,
We were really shocked to realize we didn't get notice about a meeting that affected our lives. I
watched the meeting on video later (which is not satisfying because you cannot see the maps
being described, you see only the members) and saw that you did not vote yet. I realized no
neighbors knew about the meeting or they would have attended. Many of us have been at every
meeting since last May and yet somehow no one came this time. You know no one knew about
it. I stopped painting signs to notify people but plan to paint today. I am on the email
notification list but didn't hear of last weeks meeting. I was at the meeting adjourned due to
protests and watched the end on video yet saw no notice. The newspaper did not list it even
though there was a front page article about the meeting on the 18th.
Really, are you going to tell me there was a notice posted at the city and that is the legal
minimum, really?
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Begin forwarded message:

At that meeting you said the next time you will consider this would be Feb. 5th. Is that still true?
Has notice been sent because it has been over a week and we do not have any? Or doesn't it work
that way?
If I had been there my main emphasis would have been on stop signs on Foster. We seem to have
lost on the aspect of access from any other places except Foster. We have lost on any preventions
to freeway traffic coming without a stop to county Foster. We have lost to Level of Service (
cars, cars, cars) at every turn. Netra says to each request for stop signs that when the numbers
dictate they will be added. That is pure Level of Service lingo and will not be the law after July.
Why is the city planning around a discounted concept?
When a woman pointed out that the wetlands would flood in a few decades she was told other
places would flood first. But I also noticed that there will not be enough land for wetland
mitigation so Danco will plant a forest off site. Did I hear that wrong? Because that offsite forest
1
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is not going to help us creek dwellers when the seas rise. Why can't Danco build the wetland
correctly? I did not hear a reason but assume it is the density of housing desired.
Do they get to build a park elsewhere to mitigate the green space and plant a forest to mitigate
the wetland? Is that ethical? I assume it is somehow "legalish".

While watching the meeting I did get to look at the drawing now presented with actual proposed
road widths and bike paths. I noticed that it said it would be a bridge or a culvert. For both
beauty and wetland reasons I would hope the city requires a bridge rather than a concrete culvert
that will likely overflow. Can the city require that?
I do understand that with progress comes losses. We will lose the trees and wildlife that now are
on the creek. We will lose the country nature of the road. We will likely lose some animals when
they escape their fences and wander on the road. Now kind people herd the animals to safety for
us but traffic won't allow that in the future.
We will gain nice senior neighbors and have less crime across the street. Cars will be a few feet
farther away from our houses, but there will be almost three times as many cars, trucks, and
busses as now.
We are seriously discouraged but are asking for stop signs. Can you council members do nothing
if David and Netra say "numbers are not there yet"? Is that how it works? They have that much
power?
A three way stop at Q and Foster and a three way where Creekside traffic crosses the bike path
and a three way on Janes. At Q and 11th also sounds great, Paul. And no roundabout at Alliance
because that eliminates the stops that slow Foster traffic and help Wisteria/Heather folks get
access. We have lost on every count to the planners but still want stop signs for the safety of our
children. Should we maintain hope?
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When Sonia asked about the access for residents of Wisteria and Heather Lanes the answer was
that they would get stop signs at the end of their streets...as if that helped them... if LOS said the
numbers were there. AND THEN I heard that now they would have greater access because they
could now exit west....in a Tsunami heading to the bottoms is a mistake....but that contradicts
every comment Loya previously made about no extra traffic on Foster beyond that needed for
Creekside. So the 1113 number did not consider Wisteria traffic, correct? Or any freeway traffic
looking for a new route with no stops.

I would love answers to my questions both by email and at the public meeting which is the 5th,
right?
Karen Davidson
Arcata. CA 95521

2
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STAFF REPORT – CITY COUNCIL MEETING
February 05, 2020
TO:

Honorable Mayor and City Council Members

FROM:

David Loya, Director of Community Development

PREPARER:

Delores Freitas, Senior Planner

DATE:

January 17, 2020

TITLE:

Consider Introducing Ordinance No. 1528, An Ordinance of the City Council of
the City of Arcata Designating the Chapman House as a Local Historic
Landmark.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the City Council:
1. Receive a staff report and public comment;
2. Introduce Ordinance No. 1528, An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Arcata
Designating the Chapman House an Historic Landmark; waive reading of the text and
consent to read by title only; and
3. Continue the hearing to February 19, 2020, for adoption of Ordinance No. 1528.
INTRODUCTION:
The “Chapman House” at 974 10th Street is listed on the National Register of Historic Places, but is
not currently a locally designated historic landmark. The original home was developed in 1874 and
expanded to its current form in 1876 with limited alterations in the years since. The home and site
have been extensively rehabilitated in recent years and the current owners are interested in pursuing
a local historic landmark designation, as well as City preservation incentives in order to partially
offset the costs of rehabilitation.

DISCUSSION:
Section 9.53.040 of the Arcata Land Use Code describes the process of designating a new historic
landmark, including eligibility criteria and approval process. Section 9.53.040.B.3. states a noticed
public hearing of the Planning Commission shall be held to deliberate on the designation after
receiving a recommendation from the Historic Landmarks Committee (HLC). If the Planning
Commission seconds the HLC’s determination that the structure is eligible for listing, the
Commission makes a recommendation to the City Council through the adoption of a resolution to
the Council, recommending approval. The Council takes final action to approve or disapprove the
designation, including requested incentives (fee waivers up to an agreed upon amount and Mills Act
agreement).
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The Historical Landmarks Committee and the Planning Commission have reviewed the project at
public hearings, and both bodies recommended designating the property as a local historic landmark.
The Planning Commission’s recommendation also included associated rehabilitation incentives,
which are discussed in greater detail below. The City also received written comment from the public,
which is included as Attachment F to this staff report.
Landmark Designation.
The subject property is 15,736 square feet in size, and is zoned Residential-Low Density but is
located directly adjacent to the Central-Commercial Zone and is three blocks from the Plaza. The
project site lies within the Central Arcata Neighborhood Conservation Area. The property was
originally developed in the 1870s and is associated with John G. Chapman, an early settler and
businessman involved in regional industry, including mining, exploration, and white settlement.
The property has been found to qualify as historic because the property: 1) is associated with lives of
persons significant in our past; and 2) embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or
method of construction or represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values, or
represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components lack individual distinction.
The property was listed in the National Register using these criteria in 2011.
The main structure was constructed with local redwood by H.S. Daniels and is considered an
excellent example of Italianate architecture with a low roof pitch, tall, vertically oriented windows
with decorative sills and shields, and elaborate bracketed cornice and colonettes. The property
exhibits a high level of architectural craftsmanship and has a high degree of integrity with little
deterioration or modification. Identified exterior character-defining features are listed in the
attached draft Ordinance as “features to be preserved”.
The current owners chose to purchase the Chapman House with clear regard for its National Register
status, and chose rehabilitation per the Secretary of Interior’s Standards as the appropriate treatment
when planning to adaptive reuse at the site. The owners hired a local architect and historian to create
a plan to rehabilitate the site while maintaining the site’s historic and architectural integrity. Repair,
replacement in-kind, and conservation of viable building components were foremost in the owner’s
goals.
The recent proposed deconstruction and rebuilding of the 1920s “kit” garage on the northwest corner
of the lot required Design Review Action by the Planning Commission. Proposed alterations to the
garage approved by the Planning Commission include:
1. relocating the building footprint two feet south to obtain the typical five foot side yard
setback from the north property line;
2. increasing the building footprint from 20’x18’ to 20’x24’ to create useable vehicle
parking and storage area;
3. adding a second story bedroom and bathroom with exterior stair access;
4. providing proper footings and concrete flooring to stabilize the building;
5. reuse existing garage doors, brackets and other suitable framing and siding;
6. revised rooflines to match main house; and
7. adding architectural features such as a faux balcony on the second floor south elevation
and cornice/return eaves.
The project architect worked closely with the property owners and their design team to upgrade the
historic property in a sensitive manner that respects the Central Conservation neighborhood’s mix of
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commercial and residential uses and structures. At the time of approval on early 2018, it was
determined the approved site alterations would not significantly affect the historic integrity of the
site, or its eligibility for listing.
Staff has reviewed the submitted narrative and other application materials (Attachment D) and
recommends the Council make the finding that the project is eligible for listing as a Local Landmark
per the Findings of Fact included in §9.53.040 of the Land Use Code.
Requested Preservation Incentives.
Per §9.53.070 of the Land Use Code, the City Council may grant any or all of the following
incentives to a site or structure designated within the (:HL) combining zone: adaptive reuse;
expanded use types in residential zone districts; permit fee waivers; Mills Act tax abatement
program agreements; state and federal incentives; and other incentives deemed necessary to
encourage preservation that are approved by the Council (emphasis added).
The applicant seeks a Historic Landmark Designation and associated incentives to offset the cost of
the project’s rehabilitation efforts. Requested incentives include: a Mills Act Agreement; expansion
of allowed uses including commercial/office use types; and waivers of eligible planning/building
permit fees related to rehabilitation of the property’s character-defining features.
It is important to note the majority of the rehabilitation work onsite is completed with the exception
of the garage rebuild, which is not considered a character-defining element of the property. Staff has
considered the request and makes the recommendation that although the rehabilitation work is
almost completed, the investment in the property in the last two years has ensured the ongoing
viability of use of the site, and its continued preservation.
Of the requested incentives, the fee waivers and expansion of allowable uses may be approved at this
time by the Council. Council may further authorize staff to execute a Mills Act contract with the
applicant which will then be processed by the County Assessor.
Requested expansion of allowed uses/density.
The property currently functions as a vacation rental and there are no immediate plans for other uses
at the site. However, the applicants are requesting the option of expanding uses in the future if
conditions change. The site is currently zoned Residential Low-Density (RL) but is located directly
adjacent to the Commercial Central (CC) zone district which principally permits the majority of the
requested uses listed below:
1. Vacation Rental
2. Visiting Professional Short-Term Rental
3. Business/Professional Offices
4. Medical Offices
5. Retail
6. Museum
7. Salon
8. Cocktail Lounge
9. Restaurant
10. Group Home
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11. Up to 3 residential units on site
The table below includes the use types as designated in the Arcata Land Use Code, and a comparison
of which uses are conditionally permitted with a use permit (UP) or minor use permit (MUP), or
principally permitted (P) in the Residential Low Density (RL) and Central Commercial (CC) zones.
The far right column contains the Planning Commission’s recommendation of which requested uses
to principally permit or conditionally permit at the site. The Planning Commission’s
recommendation aligns with staff’s recommendation, with the exception of the
Restaurant/Café/Coffee Shop use type, which the Planning Commission voted to regulate with a full
use permit as opposed to a minor use permit.
Use type

1. Vacation
Rental
2. Vacation
Rental
3. OfficeAccessory,
Business/Servic
e, Government,
Processing,
Professional
4. Medical
Service –
Doctor Office
5. General Retailless than
20,000 sf
6. Library,
Museum,
Gallery
7. Personal
Services (nonrestricted)
8. Bar, Tavern,
Pub
9. Restaurant,
Café, Coffee
shop
10. Residential
Care Facility (6
or fewer
clients)
12. Multifamily
Housing (up to
3 units)

RL Zone

CC Zone
P

Staff
Recommendation
P

PC
Recommendation
P

P
P

P

P

P

--

P

P

P

--

P

P

P

--

P

P

P

--

P

P

P

--

P

P

P

--

UP

UP

UP

--

P

MUP

UP

P

Not listed

P

P

--

P

P

P

In addition to the requested incentives, staff recommends waiving parking requirements for these
specific use types as an additional incentive. Waiving parking requirements at the site will ensure
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the site is not altered to make room for parking to serve future uses, which may impact the character
of the site. Waiving parking requirements will not directly impact the health, safety, or welfare of the
public, and will mirror parking and circulation patterns of the adjacent CC zone district, which does
not require on-site parking.
As a condition of approval, the expansion of allowed uses at the site will be required to adhere to the
adaptive use requirements included in §9.53.070 D.2.b, in particular the provisions requiring future
uses will guarantee the continued maintenance of the resource, and that the new use will not
significantly impact the exterior architectural character of the existing or adjoining properties (see
project Condition 2).
Fee waivers.
The Rehabilitation Incentives (§9.53.070) section of the Land Use Code allows fee waivers for
historic preservation, but does not specify a certain amount or percentage of total project cost, nor
does it provide any direction on what types of fees are subject to said waiver. Subsequently, the
applicant has requested that all Building and Engineering fees by waived. The Council will
ultimately decide what, if any, fee waiver make sense in relation to a potential Mills Act Property
Tax Abatement Program contract. Unless and until the Council directs Staff to undertake an
amendment to this portion of the LUC, these requests will continue to be considered on a case-bycase basis.
The applicant’s requested fee waivers include planning and building permit fees already approved,
totaling $7,952, and remaining building permits at the site. This amount was calculated from the
following fee categories which staff recommends waiving. These exclude Enterprise fees funding
long-term City infrastructure improvements:
1. Building Permit Fees
a. ($945.88 accrued to date)
2. Building Plan Review Fees
a. ($6,001 accrued to date)
3. Minimum permit Fees
a.

($117.70 accrued to date )

4. Public Works Plan Check Fees
a.

($825 accrued to date )

5. Community Development Permit Review Fees
a.

($50 accrued to date)

6. Building Standards Administration Fees
a. ($12.42 accrued to date )
For the previous historic rehabilitation project, a Return on Investment (ROI) calculation was
prepared to give the review authority an overview of costs that the applicant would accrue as a result
of the project that can then be used to inform their decision to issue a fee waiver. However, in this
case, the majority of the work at the project site is completed, and a report of costs invested to date
has been prepared by the applicant. The project cost to date directly related to site rehabilitation
totals $973,342. The requested fee waivers would comprise less than a one percent (0.08%)
reduction in total project cost to date. The previous project that granted fee waivers as a
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rehabilitation and preservation incentive (Daggett, 1619 H Street) granted waivers comprising
roughly 10% of total project costs, which represents a much greater incentive than the requested
incentive for this project. The fee waiver should be considered in conjunction with the estimated
property tax savings (below) received if the applicant enters into a Mills Act contract with the City.
Mills Act.
Mills Act participants may realize substantial property tax savings of between 40% and 60% each
year for newly improved or purchased older properties (California Office of Historic Preservation).
In exchange, the owners agree by means of a contract with the local government to preserve, to
maintain and if needed, to restore their structure. Higher ranking is usually given to contracts that
will result in the greatest value of improvements to a historic property that will reduce the threat of
deterioration, demolition, or neglect. It is anticipated this property could receive up to the full
amount of property tax savings, estimated at roughly $50,000 over a ten year term, roughly 5% of
eligible project costs.
Staff has reviewed the submitted application materials and recommends the Council make the
finding that requested incentives are appropriate for the project. See Attachment D for Mills Act
application materials, including the project’s site rehabilitation list, site photos, and narrative of
invested costs to date.
POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
Land Use Code Section 9.53.070 – Rehabilitation Incentives, includes a number of “automatic”
incentives including the use of the Historic Building Code, certain parking exceptions, exemptions
from the LUC’s non-conforming uses and structures requirements, applications for façade grants and
conservation easements, and rehabilitation loans. The fee waiver, increased density and Mills Act
incentives, per §9.53.070.2 of the LUC, require Council approval.
Fee Waiver: The Rehabilitation Incentives (§9.53.070) section of the Land Use Code allows fee
waivers for historic preservation, but does not specify a certain amount or a percentage of total
project cost, nor does it provide any direction on what types of fees are subject to said waiver.
Subsequently, the applicant has requested that all eligible Building and Engineering fees by waived.
Unless and until the Council directs Staff to undertake an amendment to this portion of the LUC,
these requests will continue to be considered on a case-by-case basis.
Density: An approval of three units on site as a way to encourage preservation will set a precedent
for future developers. In the past, the City has provided density bonuses in exchange for a variety of
uses including income qualified affordable housing (reserved occupancy), the provision of childcare
facilities or park facilities within the development, parking concessions, reduction in landscaping
and private recreation space requirements, and more. Staff recommends that the Council consider
“historic preservation” comparable to the aforementioned list of concessions that the City will
consider in exchange for the preservation of a historic resource.
These incentives and their application to individual projects will be reviewed on a case-by-case basis
into the future, unless the Council wishes to undertake a LUC amendment that would establish
clearer guidelines. In terms of policy implications, this project requests the review authorities to use
their discretion to determine: 1) lost revenue to the building and planning departments through the
waiver of permit fees; and 2) the use of preservation of Landmarks as a way to increase density
above what is normally allowed in the land use designation. A similar request was granted to the
Daggett property at 1619 H Street in 2017.
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BUDGET/FISCAL IMPACT
The City Council, in its adoption of the General Plan in 2000, which included a Historic Preservation
Element, expressed the importance and value of the City’s many historic resources. The Element’s
Guiding Principles and Goals begin with the preservation of structures and sites that are
representative of the various periods of the city’s social and physical development. This goal was
implemented, in part, by the adoption of the preservation incentives that appear in both the General
Plan and the Land Use Code. Finally, the owner of a Landmark has made a formal request to utilize
several of these incentives.
Depending on the extent of the fee waiver and property tax revenue reduction that the Council
approves, this property will have an effect on the City’s budget. Not only will the City not receive
standard Building Permit related fees that cover plan check, inspections and other staff time, but it
will also have a decrease in property tax revenue as a result of the Mills Act contract. This reduction
in revenue is traded for the preservation of a designated historic Landmark and the provision of two
units of housing over the standard density currently allowed in the RL zone. This property is within
walking distance of downtown and other commercial areas and represents a classic infill
development project.
Total financial incentives are anticipated to total roughly $58,000, comprising of City fee waivers
limited to $8,000 and a Mills Act tax reduction of approximately $50,000 over a ten year period.
Staff asks that the review authorities find the balance between the benefit of the incentives to the
property owner and the benefit of the preservation of a designated Landmark to the current and
future citizens of Arcata.
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW (CEQA):
City staff recommends the Planning Commission finds that the Hunt project, with conditions, is
categorically exempt from environmental review pursuant to Class 1, Section 15301 – Existing
Facilities, and Class 31, Section 15331 – Historic Rehabilitation.
Class 1 exemptions include the operation, maintenance, permitting, or minor alteration of existing
structures, involving negligible or no expansion of existing or former use. The current project scope
is limited to a Historic Landmark designation and historic rehabilitation incentives, neither of which
will alter the use at the site or involve significant physical alterations at the site beyond those already
reviewed and approved with associated CEQA exemptions. Other future uses authorized as
incentives through this project approval are considered to have similar environmental effect and
would also qualify for Class 1 exemptions.
Class 31 exemptions include the maintenance, repair, stabilization, rehabilitation, or reconstruction
of historical resources in a manner consistent with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties. The current project scope is limited to a Historic Landmark
designation and historic rehabilitation incentives, neither of which will alter the use at the site or
involve significant physical alterations at the site beyond those already reviewed and approved with
associated CEQA exemptions. The designation of the site as a local landmark and associated Mills
Act agreement will assist in ensuring the site will continue to adhere to the Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards for the Rehabilitation of Historic Properties.
CEQA exceptions to categorical exemptions do not apply to this project, as the site is not: located in
an environmentally sensitive location or hazardous waste site; is not located in proximity to a
designated scenic highway; is not anticipated to result in a cumulative impact, or significant effect;
and based on the above discussion and the project’s associated findings, it is not anticipated the
project will cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource.
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ORDINANCE NO. 1528
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ARCATA
DESIGNATING THE CHAPMAN HOUSE AN HISTORIC LANDMARK

WHEREAS, the Chapman House is on the National Historic Register, has been identified in the
several historic reports as an important example of both architecture and persons associated with
Arcata’s history, and has been significantly restored by the current owner; and
WHEREAS, the Arcata Planning Commission recommended designating the Chapman House,
located at 974 10th Street (APN 021-143-015) a local historic landmark, and allowing several
incentives;
NOW THEREFORE, The City Council of the City of Arcata does hereby ordain as follows:
SECTION 1. Amendment of the Zoning Map
Section 9.12.020, Zoning Map and Zoning Districts, of Chapter 9.12 of the Arcata Land Use Code,
Title IX of the Arcata Municipal Code, said section being the Zoning Map, is hereby amended as
follows:
The property identified as the Project Area on Exhibit 1, attached hereto and
incorporated herein, is hereby rezoned from Residential Low Density with
Neighborhood Conservation Area (RL:NCA) to Residential Low Density with
Neighborhood Conservation Area, and Historic Landmark Combining Zones
(RL:NCA:HL).
SECTION 2. Historic Designation
Pursuant to Land Use Code Section 9.53.040, Historical Resources Eligibility, Listing, and
Management, the Chapman House located at 974 10th Street (APN 021-143-015) is
hereby a City of Arcata Historic Landmark with characteristics of the historical resource
that justify the designation, features to be preserved and conditions to be met as described
in Exhibit 2.
Pursuant to Land Use Code Section 9.53.070, Rehabilitation Incentives, the property
receives the incentives for preservation and rehabilitation described in Exhibit 3.
Conditions of Approval pursuant to Exhibit 3 apply.

Attachment: A. Ordinance 1528 (2240 : Chapman House Historic Designation)

WHEREAS, the City of Arcata desires to promote preservation of structures and sites that are
representative of the various periods of the City’s social and physical development, encourage
owners of eligible structures to seek landmark designation, and promote interest in and
appreciation of the value of Arcata’s history and its heritage of historic buildings as identified in
the General Plan Historic Preservation Element; and

SECTION 3. Findings of Approval
Based upon the whole record, information received in public hearings and the Arcata Planning
Commission Resolution PC-19-09 recommending approval, the following findings are hereby
adopted.
1. Findings required for all Zoning Map and Land Use Code text amendments:
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Policy H-1b of the Arcata General Plan includes the criteria for local Historic Landmark
designations. This Policy was adopted city-wide to address the designation of historic
resources. Criteria for listing include the structure being particularly representative of a
distinct architectural period, type, style, or way of life; being connected with a person or
event important to local history; and containing original materials or workmanship of high
or unusual value. The Chapman House has already been listed on the National Register
of Historic Places, and was determined to be eligible for listing due to its association with
a locally significant person (John Grinnel Chapman) and its locally significant example of
Italianate residential architecture. The request to designate the Chapman House as a local
historic landmark was reviewed by the Historic Landmarks Committee and the Planning
Commission and was determined to be consistent with the General Plan’s criteria for
listing.
b. The proposed amendment would not be detrimental to the public interest, health, safety,
convenience, and general welfare of the City.
Protection of the public health, safety, and welfare is interpreted to include prevention of
destruction or disuse of structures of special historic, architectural, or aesthetic interest or
value. The Chapman House is a structure of special character and is representative of a
particular era in Arcata’s past; the :HL combining zone will discourage decay and disuse,
and promote the economic utilization of the structure which is in the public interest.
c. The affected site is physically suitable (including absence of physical constraints,
access, compatibility with adjoining land uses, and provision of utilities) for the
requested zoning designation and proposed or anticipated uses and/or development.
The site is physically suitable for the proposed uses as a vacation rental/residence, as it
has been used for residential purposes for many years, is located adjacent to the City’s
commercial center, and will ensure the ongoing maintenance of the historic resource
remains financially viable for years to come. Uses permitted for future adaptive reuse as
part of this approval are limited to common uses present in the adjacent central
commercial zone, which will ensure compatibility with surrounding uses. The site is
currently served by utilities. The site maintenance plan required for all principally permitted
adaptive reuse at the site will ensure future proposed uses will be physically appropriate
for the site and existing utilities will be adequate to serve the proposed use. The use permit
required for all conditionally permitted adaptive reuse at the site will also ensure future
proposed uses will be physically appropriate for the site and existing utilities will be
adequate to serve the proposed use.
2. Findings required for all Historic Incentives:
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a. The proposed amendment is consistent with the General Plan in accordance with the
California Government Code, Section 65860.

a. Each granted incentive compensates the property owner for the rehabilitation project.
Requested incentives include: a Mills Act Agreement; expansion of allowed uses including
commercial/office use types; and waivers of eligible planning/building permit fees related
to rehabilitation of the property’s character-defining features. Each requested incentive will
offset the costs of rehabilitating the structure, at different times in the future of operating
and maintaining the site.
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Requested incentives include: a Mills Act Agreement; expansion of allowed uses including
commercial/office use types; and waivers of eligible planning/building permit fees related
to rehabilitation of the property’s character-defining features. As the majority of the
rehabilitation work at the site has been undertaken in the last two years, it is clear based
on submitted site photos and supporting information that the requested Mills Act
agreement and fee waivers will not impair the aesthetic, architectural, or historic integrity
of the resource. The expansion of allowed uses at the site will be required to adhere to
the adaptive use requirements included in §9.53.070 D.2.b of the Land Use Code, in
particular provisions requiring future uses will ensure the continued maintenance of the
resource and will not significantly impact the exterior architectural character of the existing
or adjoining properties as conditioned. Waiving parking requirements at the site will ensure
the site is not altered to make room for parking to serve future uses, which may impact the
character of the site.
c. Incentives will not be detrimental to the public health, safety, or general welfare.
As the majority of the rehabilitation work at the site has been undertaken in the last two
years, it is clear based on current site conditions that the requested Mills Act agreement
and fee waivers will not affect public health, safety, or welfare. All future allowed use types
will be subject to review by the Community Development Director to ensure a less than
significant impact to the resource and the immediate surroundings as conditioned. Waiving
parking requirements will not directly impact the health, safety, or welfare of the public,
and will mirror parking and circulation patterns of the adjacent central commercial zone
district.

SECTION 4. Environmental Review
The Council hereby determines that the project qualifies for a Categorical Exemption from the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) per Sections 15301 and 15331 of the CEQA
Guidelines. Section 15331 exempts “the operation, maintenance, permitting, or minor alteration
of existing structures, involving negligible or no expansion of existing or former use”. Section
15331 exempts, “projects limited to maintenance, repair, stabilization, rehabilitation, restoration,
preservation, conservation or reconstruction of historical resources in a manner consistent with
the Secretary of Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for
Preserving, Rehabilitation, Restoring and Reconstructing Historic Buildings.”
SECTION 5. Severability
If any provision of this ordinance is invalidated by any court of competent jurisdiction, the
remaining provisions shall not be affected and shall continue in full force and effect.
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b. Approved incentives will not impair the aesthetic, architectural, or historic integrity of the
resource.

SECTION 6. Limitation of Actions
Any action to challenge the validity or legality of any provision of this ordinance on any grounds
shall be brought by court action commenced within ninety (90) days of the date of adoption of this
ordinance.
SECTION 7. Effective Date
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This ordinance shall take effect thirty (30) days after its adoption by the City Council.
DATED:
ATTEST:

__________________________________
City Clerk, City of Arcata

__________________________
Mayor, City of Arcata

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of Ordinance No. __, passed and
adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Arcata, County of Humboldt, State
of California, on the ___ day of _______, 2020, by the following vote:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTENTIONS:
_______________________________
City Clerk, City of Arcata
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CLERK'S CERTIFICATE
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EXHIBIT 1
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EXHIBIT 2
CHAPMAN HOUSE CHARACTERISTICS THAT JUSTIFY HISTORIC LANDMARK
DESIGNATION. The following significance criteria per Land Use Code Section 9.53.040.B.1,
pertain to the Historic Landmark Designation of the Chapman House at 974 10th Street:

CHAPMAN HOUSE FEATURES TO BE PRESERVED. The Historic Landmark Combining
Zone shall be applied to the “Chapman House” at 974 10th Street, Arcata at AP# 021-143-015,
with the existing and re-constructed exterior features to be preserved as follows:
1. V-Rustic Siding
2. Decorative frieze and brackets
3. Widow’s (captain’s) walk balustrade
4. Portico roof balustrade
5. Two chimney tops
6. Wood sash windows
7. Decorative window hood molds
8. Decorative wooden moldings
9. Transom windows above portico entry and interior upstairs doors
10. Boxed portico columns
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
1.

DESIGN REVIEW APPROVAL. Planning Commission approval will be required for
changes proposed to the exterior of the structure, or for any development proposed on
the parcel as required by §9.72.040 of the Land Use Code. The Historic Landmarks
Committee (HLC) may also be asked to review proposed site modifications at the
discretion of the Planning Commission and staff.

2.

REQUIREMENTS RELATED TO FUTURE ADAPTIVE REUSE. The applicant’s
requested use types are hereby granted for future occupancy of the site. All future
changes in use at the site that take advantage of the expanded uses listed below shall
adhere to the requirements of §9.53.070 D.2.b of the Arcata Land Use Code (Adaptive
Reuse of Historic Resources). Prior to operation, the business and property owners shall
submit a site maintenance plan and a written statement finding the proposed use will not
significantly impact the exterior character of the existing or neighboring properties, or be
detrimental to the public health, safety, or welfare. The maintenance plan and statement
of non-significant impact shall be submitted to the Community Development Director and
must be deemed sufficient prior to issuance of a business license and/or certificate of
occupancy for the proposed business.
a.
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1. The building is representative of a distinct architectural period, type, style or way of life.
2. The building is at least 50 years old.
3. The building’s style, construction method, materials, or finishes are unusual or
significant.
4. The building, site, or area is connected with a person important to local history.

Authorized principally permitted uses at the site (in addition to those principally
permitted in the Residential-Low Density Zone) as a result of this project are
limited to the following uses types. The following use types, if operated on site,
will not be required to provide parking on site.
1. Vacation Rental
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2. Office-Accessory, Business/Service, Government, Processing,
Professional
3. Medical Service – Doctor Office
4. General Retail-less than 20,000 sf
5. Library, Museum, Gallery
6. Personal Services (non-restricted)
7. Residential Care Facility (6 or fewer clients)
8. Multifamily Housing

1. Bar, Tavern, Pub
2. Restaurant, Café, Coffee shop
3.

DISCOVERY OF PREHISTORIC OR ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Should
concentrations of archaeological or paleontological materials be encountered during
construction or grading operations, all ground-disturbing work shall be temporarily halted
on the site and the Community Development Department contacted. Work near the
archaeological finds shall not be resumed until a qualified archaeologist has evaluated the
materials and offered recommendations for further action. Prehistoric materials which
could be encountered include: obsidian or chert flakes or tools, locally darkened midden,
groundstone artifacts, depositions of shell, dietary bone, and human burials. Should
human remains be uncovered, State law requires excavation is halted in the immediate
area and that the County Coroner be contacted immediately. Should the Coroner
determine that the remains are likely those of a Native American, the California Native
American Heritage Commission must be contacted within 24 hours of identification. The
Heritage Commission consults with the most likely Native American descendants to
determine the appropriate treatment of the remains.
It is known that the site may contain a privy and/or other waste disposal sites on or off-site
which could contain significant resources associated with early settlement. If located, all
ground-disturbing work shall be temporarily halted on the site and the Community
Development Department contacted.
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b. Authorized conditionally permitted uses at the site (in addition to those principally
permitted in the Residential-Low Density Zone) as a result of this project are
limited to the following. Applicable use permit fees will apply. The following use
types, if operated on site, will not be required to provide parking on site.
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EXHIBIT 3
INCENTIVES: To promote continued rehabilitation and maintenance of the Chapman
House in the City of Arcata, the following incentives shall apply to the site:

•

Mills Act designation.
Fee waiver for planning and building permits related to staff cost-recovery not to
exceed $8,000. Waived fees will exclude pass through, capital expense, and
direct expense fees.
Future adaptive reuse, limited to the following requested use types:
Principally permitted:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

Vacation Rental
Office-Accessory,Business/Service,Government, Processing, Professional
Medical Service – Doctor Office
General Retail-less than 20,000 sf
Library, Museum, Gallery
Personal Services (non-restricted)
Residential Care Facility (6 or fewer clients)
Multifamily Housing

Conditionally permitted:
1.
2.

Bar, Tavern, Pub
Restaurant, Café, Coffee shop
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•
•
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Attachment B-Mills Act Worksheet

$
$
$
$
$
$

1,200,000
900,000
66,300
493,766
500,000
1,200,000

Eligible Project Costs
Ineligible Costs
Land
Total

$
$
$
$

770,555
202,788
275,384
1,248,727

monthly Income
Monthly Expense
Net Annual

$

Capitalization Rate
BOE Interest Rate
Risk (4% owner, 2% else)
Ammort Improvements
Cap rate componnent
Base tax rate
other ad velorum tax rate
Cap rate

Value for purposes of MA
Tax based on MA Value
Income Property Tax
Annual
10 year

Income
493,766
5,456.11
5,456.11
5,456
54,561.10

% Eligible Costs

439.2(d) 110
439.2(d)110.1

guestimate
guestimate

5500
1925
42,900

0.0475
0.02
0.416666667
50
0.008333333
0.01
0.00105
0.086883333

$
$
$
$
$

guestimate
current
current

7%

% value of improvements to entire val
Amortization Period in years

New Assessed
$
493,766
$
5,456
$
13,260
$
7,804
$
78,038.90
10%
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Values
market value
Assessed Value
Base Year Value of Improvements
Income Approach
New Improvements value
New Assessed value
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Attachment C- Application Materials

To:

City of Arcata,
Attn: David Loya, Director of Community Development
Joe Mateer, Senior Planner

From:

Scott and Sandra Hunt, Owners
Bill Hole and Alex Stillman, Owner’s Agents

Property: Historic Chapman House
924 10th St, Arcata CA 92221
Introduction
Please accept our request and application for the Mills Act Historic Property Tax Incentive
Program. As a qualified historical property, we plan to preserve its integrity long into the future
and seek the benefits of a reduction of property taxes to help offset the costs to restore,
rehabilitate and cyclically maintain this historic resource, while agreeing to comply with
required preservation restrictions.
The parcel is located in an area designated by the City of Arcata (City) as the Central
Conservation Area and designated by Arcata as an Historic Landmark. We believe our request
benefits the City by helping to ensure that the Historic Chapman House is preserved well into
the future, as well as to help carry out the goals and policies of the City's General Plan.
Retaining and celebrating Arcata’s rich history and heritage is important. Rehabilitation of the
main building was consistent with Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for
Rehabilitation and designed for an alternate use from the original single-family residential, as a
future vacation rental property.
Per our May 24, 2019 application for Historic Landmark Designation1, entering into a Mills
Act Contract with Arcata is the next step in our rehabilitation goals of the property, and is a
valuable tool to protect and enhance an historic resource like the Chapman House.
While retaining and celebrating Arcata’s rich history and heritage, as this building celebrates
the history of John G. Chapman as a part of his local influences within the community, as a
property owned within the Chapman family until this project in 2018. Our work demonstrates
pride in our commitment to protect a valuable architectural resource for Arcata to enjoy into
the future.

Attachment: C. Application Materials (2240 : Chapman House Historic Designation)

November 22, 2019

Accepting our request insures mutual support of the retention and/or adaptive reuse of an
existing residential building that maintains its original integrity, and allows a modern reuse of
this property to take on a valuable need of increasing housing and commercial business while
honoring a structure listed as a local Landmark and federally on the National Register of
Historic Places2.
1
2

May 22, 2019 “Chapman House Historic Landmarks Designation Application
2011 National Register for Historic Places #11000713; Roy Chapman Richey
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Chapman House: Mills Act Historic Property Tax Incentive Program Request

11/22/2019

Project Scheduling Constraints
As this property was suffering from extreme deferred maintenance, the only economical
manner to proceed was to schedule the entire rehabilitation at the same time. In order to pull
everything apart and put it back together again meant to open all the surfaces, conserve, repair,
replace each building component, which also required complete mechanical systems and
insulation installation before surfaces could be finished and ready for final City occupancy
approval.

Project Costs
Attached is a cost analysis of the extensive investment to complete a thoughtful and accurate
restoration of the exterior of the main house and apartment structure. Character-defining
elements of this building that were carefully preserved (conserved), restored, and
reconstructed, based on evidence were critical to maintaining integrity as outlined in the
Standards and Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings. Examples
of expensive project components include:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•
3

Engineered seismic foundation upgrade
Constructing wheelchair accessible walkways from lower driveway up to front of building
Reconstruction decaying wooden dirt floor garage to a modern two-story garage, with
rental unit above, including moving footprint southward to conform with modern property
line setback requirements.3
Restoring original wooden sash windows
Conserving V-rustic wooden siding
Restoring original exterior decorative wooden siding, trim, and moldings
Restoring original wooden gutters
Reconstructing missing widow’s (captain’s) walk and portico balustrades
Reconstructing missing chimney tops
Restoring exterior porches and railings
Repairing and reroofing building
Reroofing with new copper metal roofing of front bays
Constructing new bathrooms for wheelchair accessibility and for modern vacation rental
rooms
Restoring original “faux finished” interior doors and cast plaster corbels
Refinishing all original wooden floors
Replacing all electrical wiring and components, plumbing and HVAC systems while
upgrading to current health, safety and fire standards
Removing nuisance overgrown trees on J St. elevation, constructing new concrete retaining
walls and sidewalks to eliminate blight from transient homeless population and bring back
safe passage to pedestrians. (note: The City’s historic excavation of 10th & J Sts. roadway

Attachment: C. Application Materials (2240 : Chapman House Historic Designation)

This required making the decision to go forward with investments into the project and request
after the fact for both Landmark Designation, Mills Act and Federal Tax Credits.

elevation of about 3-feet created a “raised” property, which over decades led to a slumping bank,
allowing vegetation and soil to creep onto the sidewalk. New retaining walls have halted the
problem)

Reconstruct bordering redwood picket fencing
February 26, 2019 Planning Commission Staff Report and Attachments A, B

Page 2 of 3
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11/22/2019

Chapman House Income
Historically a single-family Arcata residence with limited accessibility, preservation economics
demonstrated that a multi-unit vacation rental would make the best economic sense going
forward, as cost of repairs and upgrades would far exceed budget allowances.

The addition of wheelchair accessibility in landscape walkways, entries and bathrooms on the
first floors were purposely designed as a first for the property, to invite equal use by all.
As a property that will make a secure living for itself into the future, the long-range scope
includes alternative income producing options, should the rental market fall short of
expectations. Various alternative uses for room configurations could include:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Vacation Rentals
Visiting Professional Short-term Rentals
Professional Offices: medical, real estate, attorneys, etc.
Retail
Medical
Museum
Salon
Chamber of Commerce
Cocktail Lounge
Group Home
Apartments
Restaurant

Fee Waivers. Permit fee waivers
As economic incentive and relief, applicant requests any fee waivers appropriate to the
preservation of a significant historic resource in the City of Arcata. The cash saved by
having fees waived and by entering into a Mills Act contract will be used to offset the
elevated construction costs and ongoing cyclical maintenance of a significant historic
resource.
Hopefully this may encourage other historic property owners to follow suit and
preserve other significant historic resources.

Attachment: C. Application Materials (2240 : Chapman House Historic Designation)

The preservation-sensitive rehabilitation of the Chapman House property is designed to attract
clients with its attractive integrity of an historic property in the heart of Arcata. The
preliminary goal is for the property to produce a successful income with vacation rentals based
on the quality of restoration and dovetailed modernization.

Thank you for your considerations.

Page 3 of 3
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South Elevation from 10th St.
Main House portico, bays, rooftop
balustrades

South Elevation from 10th St.
Apartment and porch

Attachment: C. Application Materials (2240 : Chapman House Historic Designation)

Chapman House: Mills Act Historic Property Tax Incentive Program Photos

West Elevation from J St.
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North Elevation from Garage
driveway looking south
Main house to left, kitchen to right

Original garage looking
northeast

Attachment: C. Application Materials (2240 : Chapman House Historic Designation)

North Elevation from 10th St.
Rear of Apartment to right,
kitchen to left

Garage site looking northeast
and beginning of wheelchair
rampway up into yard
Page 2 of 5
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South Elevation from entry
and future wheelchair access
walkway to front of house.

South Elevation from entry and
wheelchair access walkway into
apartment and main house.

Attachment: C. Application Materials (2240 : Chapman House Historic Designation)

East Elevation and future
wheelchair access walkway
alongside of building.
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Chapman House: Mills Act Historic Property Tax Incentive Program Photos

West Elevation from J St.
Showing overgrown trees,
vegetation and sidewalk nuisance.

Transient population that
occupied J St. sidewalk prior to
tree removal and retaining wall.
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Chapman House: Mills Act Historic Property Tax Incentive Program Photos

11/22/2019

Northeast Elevation from J St.
at driveway.

Attachment: C. Application Materials (2240 : Chapman House Historic Designation)

South Elevation from 10th St.
Showing new landscape,
fencing, and streetscape.
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Attachment D-Submitted Public 10.B.d
Comment
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STAFF REPORT – CITY COUNCIL MEETING
February 05, 2020
TO:

Honorable Mayor and City Council Members

FROM:

Karen T. Diemer, City Manager

PREPARER:

Karen T. Diemer, City Manager

DATE:

January 14, 2020

TITLE:

Consideration of a City-Initiated Ballot Measure for the November 2020 General
Election to Ask Voters if the City Should Discontinue Adding Fluoride to the
City's Water System.

RECOMMENDATION:
It is recommended that the Council discuss the request for the City to place a measure on the
November 2020 General Election ballot to discontinue adding fluoride to the City’s water system.
INTRODUCTION:
Councilmember Pitino has requested that the City consider removing fluoride from its drinking
water system. The City started adding fluoride in accordance with State and Federal drinking water
standards in 1956 by City ordinance. Although the City could cease water fluoridation through the
passage of a new ordinance, the proposal before the Council is for the City to place a measure on the
November 2020 ballot to allow the voters to determine whether or not the City should continue to
fluoridate the drinking water system. In 2006, by a margin of three to two, Arcata voters defeated a
ballot measure that would have stopped fluoridation. If the City Council directs staff to proceed with
a measure, staff will return with a timeline for the measure to be placed on the ballot and specific
language for the Council’s consideration.
BACKGROUND:
The City of Arcata began fluoridating the drinking water system with the intent of improving overall
public health through Ordinance No. 429 in 1956. The federal and state standards developed for
fluoride are set to require the minimal dose necessary to prevent tooth decay while meeting the
public health goal for protection against increased risk of crippling skeletal fluorosis, a condition
characterized by pain and tenderness of the major joints.
California’s fluoridated drinking water act, Assembly Bill 733, became law in 1995, requiring water
systems with 10,000 or more service connections to fluoridate their water supply. Arcata has
approximately 6,000 connections and is therefore not required by State law to add fluoride to the
water system.
In 2006 a voter initiated petition to regulate Arcata’s drinking water that would have had the effect
of removing fluoride qualified for the ballot. It was defeated by a 62%-38% vote. As a result the City
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continues to fluoridate the drinking water system. If this proposal is approved the City Council
would place a measure on the November 2020 election ballot to allow the voters to determine
whether or not the City should continue to add fluoride in the drinking water system.
In April of 2015 the City of Arcata followed The U.S. Department of Health and Human Services
Agency (HHS) recommendation to adjust the fluoride content to 0.7 mg/L (parts per million), as
opposed to the previous temperature-dependent optimal levels ranging from 0.7 mg/L to 1.2 mg/L.
The change was intended to set the optimal level based on the results of new scientific evidence
aimed at providing the benefits of fluoridation while minimizing the chance that children develop
dental fluorosis, a typically mild condition that causes a discoloration of teeth.
BACKGROUND ON REGULATIONS:
The United States Congress passed the Safe Drinking Water Act in 1974. The Act directs the United
States Environmental Protection Agency (US-EPA) to establish standards and requirements
necessary to protect the public from known harmful contaminants in drinking water. The Act was
reauthorized and amended in 1986 with a number of new requirements introduced to protect public
health.
One of the important federal requirements established under the Safe Drinking Water Act is the
establishment of regulatory standards for drinking water. Specifically:


Primary drinking water standards have been established for microbiological and chemical
contaminants that may be found in drinking water and may have adverse health effects on
humans. The maximum allowable concentration in drinking water of any such
contaminant is called the Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL). These “Primary”
standards are mandatory regulatory standards which must be complied with by all Public
Water Systems.



Secondary drinking water standards have been established for contaminants which do not
pose a health threat, rather affect the taste, odor, or appearance of water. Secondary
standards establish recommended, but non-enforceable MCL’s.

The federal Safe Drinking Water Act also established that the States are delegated primary
responsibility for operation of drinking water programs. Under this provision each State must
establish requirements for Public Water Systems at least as stringent as those set by the US-EPA. In
California, the State Water Resources Control Board Division of Drinking Water regulates drinking
water in accordance with federal regulations and standards, and also is responsible for enforcement
of drinking water standards.
California has established MCLs for over 80 chemicals, some of which are more stringent then
federal standards. The Primary federal MCL for fluoride is 4 milligrams per liter (mg/L), which
equates to 4 parts per million. The State’s Primary MCL is more stringent then the federal standard
at 2 mg/L. (Note – federal EPA also set a secondary standard for fluoride of 2 mg/L which is
recommended to protect children against the tooth discoloration and/or pitting that can be caused by
excess fluoride exposures during the formative period prior to eruption of the teeth. Although water
systems are not required to comply with secondary standards, for fluoride, EPA does require that
systems notify customers if the average water levels exceed the secondary standard.)
EPA’s drinking water standard differs from the State Water Resources Control Board’s
recommended optimal fluoridation level because the two benchmarks have different purposes and
are set under different authorities. The EPA's enforceable standard for the highest level of fluoride
that is allowed in public water supplies is 4.0 milligrams per liter, is set to protect against risks from
exposure to too much fluoride. The State Water Resources Control Board recommended optimal
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level of 0.7 milligrams per liter is set to promote public health benefits of fluoride for preventing
tooth decay while minimizing the chance for dental fluorosis.
POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
The City has an existing Ordinance attached as Exhibit A that outlines the current City
policy/practice for fluoride.
COMMITTEE/COMMISSION REVIEW:
This has not been referred to any City Committee/Commission at this time.
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW (CEQA):
If the City Council requests to move forward with this request, staff will review CEQA associated
with potential Fluoride program changes.
BUDGET/FISCAL IMPACT:
The City currently spends approximately $16,500 per year (see chart below) on the fluoridation
system for materials, supplies and contract lab costs. Staff time costs for maintenance, daily system
checks and filing reports is estimated at $19,500 per year. The cost of a ballot measure for the
upcoming November 2020 General Election is estimate at less than $5,000 as the City will already
be contributing to the election cost.
ACTUAL FLUORIDE O&M COSTS 2017/2018
CATEGORY

ACTUAL EXPENSE

Fluoride Purchases

$6,035.03

Safety

$1,000.00 (estimate)

Lab Analysis:
In-House

$1,133.35 (reagents)

Contract lab

$ 535.00

Fluoride Saturator Parts

$7,623.08

TOTAL

$16,326.73

Staff time estimate costs………………………$19,500
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STAFF REPORT – CITY COUNCIL MEETING
February 05, 2020
TO:

Honorable Mayor and City Council Members

FROM:

Brian Ahearn, Chief of Police

PREPARER:

Eileen Verbeck, Police Business Manager

DATE:

January 23, 2020

TITLE:

Introduce Ordinance No. 1529, Revising the Arcata Municipal Code, Title III,
Public Safety, Chapter 2, Parking Regulations, to Amend Article 9, Stopping,
Standing, and Parking and Article 11, Stopping, Standing or Parking Restricted
or Prohibited on Certain Streets.

RECOMMENDATION:
It is recommended that the Council introduce Ordinance No. 1529, An Ordinance of the City
Council of the City of Arcata Amending Article 9 (Stopping, Standing and Parking) and Article 11
(Stopping, Standing or Parking Restricted or Prohibited on Certain Streets) of Chapter 2 (Traffic
Regulations), Title III (Public Safety) of the Arcata Municipal Code to Revise Timed Parking and
Parking Meter Zone Regulations; waive reading of the text and consent to read by title only.

INTRODUCTION:
Some of the City’s timed parking zones and all parking meters are only enforced when Humboldt
State University, HSU, is in session. Language to this effect is specified in the Arcata Municipal
Code and the various Resolutions designating the areas and times of enforcement. Over time HSU
has expanded summer session enrollment and the periods of time that HSU is not in session is very
limited. City Staff have received many complaints from people regarding confusion on when
parking is enforced in these areas. City Staff recommends removing the language, “except…when
Humboldt State University is not in session” from the Ordinance and all applicable Resolutions. If
adopted, parking would be enforced year round except Sundays and holidays or otherwise specified.
Additional amendments to this section of the Arcata Municipal Code include specifying parking
meter zones and rates and combining sections designating timed parking limits into one section
titled, Limited Timed Parking.
DISCUSSION:
Historically, the City of Arcata enforced timed parking and parking meters adjacent to Humboldt
State University during the same periods of time that it was being enforced on campus. This
included all times that HSU was in session (including summer session). Currently, HSU parking and
meter regulations are in effect every week throughout the year regardless of breaks in instruction.
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City Staff have received many complaints regarding confusion of when timed parking and meter
regulations are in effect. Staff recommends removing the “except…when Humboldt State
University is not in session” language from the Ordinance, Resolutions, and parking signs to be
consistent with HSU’s parking regulations and reduce confusion.
While Staff was amending the Ordinance to address the above concern it was determined, that CA
Vehicle Code Section 22508 requires parking meter zones and rates to be set by Ordinance only.
Currently, the City of Arcata designates these zones and rates by Resolution. Ordinance No. 1529
includes the current parking meter zones and rates. Resolution No. 067-57 designating the location
of parking meter zones was reviewed, and it was determined that there were meter locations listed
that were removed. Ordinance No. 1529 lists the meter zones that currently have parking meters.
Staff is recommending the repeal of Resolution No. 067-57 upon the adoption of Ordinance No.
1529.
Lastly, it was determined in the Arcata Municipal Code there are five different sections specifying
different types of timed parking regulations. They are as follows:
 Parking time limited on certain enumerated streets (4 hour parking)
 Parking time limited in off street parking lots (4 hour parking)
 Parking time limited on certain enumerated streets (4 hour parking within designated
preferential parking areas)
 Parking time limited on certain enumerated streets (2 hour parking).
 Parking time limited in off street parking lots (2 hour parking).
Staff recommends combining all of these sections into one section labeled, Limited Time Parking to
simplify and streamline the Ordinance. The specific days and hours of regulation and the locations
are designated by Resolution. With the removal of the “except…when HSU is not in session”
language, there no longer is a need to have them listed separately.
Resolution No. 190-51 will combine the existing four-hour parking Resolutions (Resolution No.
134-53 and Resolution No. 134-54) into one and remove the “except…when HSU is not in session”
language. Resolution No. 190-51 will also clean-up the locations that are no longer enforced as 4
hour parking due to changes in the Preferential Parking Zones at prior City Council meetings. The
suggested revisions do not affect any parking zones as they are currently signed or enforced.
If introduced, the ordinance and resolutions will be brought back for Council adoption on March 4,
2020
BUDGET/FISCAL IMPACT:
There are a number of parking signs that will require modification if Ordinance No. 1529 is adopted.
City Staff will cover the removed language with sign tape, and as signs are replaced through the
current replacement cycle, the language will be removed. The Cost to implement will be fiscally
neutral, and they City may even see a slight increase in revenue due to the extended period of
enforcement.

ATTACHMENTS:
Ord 1529 Timed Parking Parking Meter Zones Title III
Draft Resolution No. 190-51 (DOCX)

(PDF)
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Resolution No. 067-57 Parking Meters
(PDF)
Resolution No. 134-53 4 Hour Parking
(PDF)
Resolution No. 134-53 4 Hour Preferential Zone
(PDF)
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AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ARCATA
AMENDING ARTICLE 9 (STOPPING, STANDING AND PARKING) AND ARTICLE 11
(STOPPING, STANDING OR PARKING RESTRICTED OR PROHIBITED ON
CERTAIN STREETS) OF CHAPTER 2 (TRAFFIC REGULATIONS), TITLE III
(PUBLIC SAFETY) OF THE ARCATA MUNICIPAL CODE TO REVISE TIMED
PARKING AND PARKING METER ZONE REGULATIONS
The City Council of the City of Arcata does ordain as follows:
Section 1: Sections 3508 and 3512 of Title III (Public Safety), Chapter 2 (Traffic
Regulations), Article 9 (Stopping, Standing and Parking) are hereby amended as shown in the
following strike through for deleted text and double underscore for new text:
SEC. 3508 Parking time limited on certain enumerated streets (4 hour parking). Limited
Time Parking.
When authorized signs are in place giving notice thereof, no person shall stop, stand or park any
vehicle on any of the streets enumerated by resolution of the City Council for a period of time
longer than four (4) hours at any time between the hours of 9:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. of any day
except Sundays and holidays.The City Council may by resolution prohibit or restrict the
stopping, parking, or standing of vehicles, including but not limited to vehicles that are six feet
or more in height, within 100 feet of any intersection, on certain streets or highways, and on any
City-owned off street parking facility, or portions thereof, during specified hours of the day.
Such prohibitions or restrictions made through resolution shall not apply until signs or markings
giving adequate notice thereof have been placed, and when such notice has been placed,
stopping, standing or parking any vehicle in violation of the prohibitions or restrictions as set for
the in the resolution shall be prohibited.
SEC. 3512 Parking Meter Zones.
Parking meter zones shall be established within boundaries that coincide with the designated
preferential parking zones. Within the parking meter zones, streets where parking is permitted at
parking meters shall be designated by a resolution by the City Council. The rate of fee for
parking within a parking meter zone shall be as set forth in the Schedule of Fees adopted by
resolution of the City Council.Parking meter zones are those streets or portions of streets in the
City hereinafter described as zones within which the parking of motor vehicles shall be
controlled, regulated, and inspected with the aid of parking meters and/or pay-and-display
stations. Parking meter zones are hereby designated as follows:
13th Street:

B Street to C Street, north side

14th Street:

L.K. Wood Boulevard to Union Street, (north side)
L.K. Wood Boulevard to B Street (south side)

17th Street:

Union Street to 150 feet east, north side

B Street:

13th Street to 14th Street, west side

Attachment: Ord 1529 Timed Parking Parking Meter Zones Title III (2243 : Parking Change Remove When HSU is not in Session)

ORDINANCE NO. 1529
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C Street:

13th Street to 14th Street, east side

Granite Ave.:

L.K. Wood Boulevard to 500 feet east (south side)

Union Street:

150’ south of 16th Street to 17th Street, west side only;
17th Street to 18th Street, east and west side

Section 3: Sections 3509 and 3513 of Title III (Public Safety), Chapter 2 (Traffic
Regulations), Article 9 (Stopping, Standing and Parking) are hereby repealed.
SEC. 3509 Parking time limited in off-street parking lots (4 hour parking).
When authorized signs are in place giving notice thereof, no person shall stop, stand or park any
vehicle in any off-street lots enumerated by resolution of the City Council for a period of time
longer than four (4) hours at any time between the hours of 9:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. of any day
except Sundays and holidays.
SEC. 3513 Parking Time Limited on Certain Enumerated Streets (Four Hour Parking
Within Designated Preferential Parking Areas)
When authorized signs are in place giving notice thereof, no person shall stop, stand or park any
vehicle on any of the streets within any preferential parking zone, as enumerated by resolution of
the City Council, for a period of time longer than four (4) hours at any time between the hours of
7:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. any day except Saturday, Sunday and holidays; and when Humboldt
State University is not in session.
Section 2: Sections 3513 and 3514 are hereby added to Title III (Public Safety), Chapter
2 (Traffic Regulations), Article 9 (Stopping, Standing and Parking), as follows:
SEC. 3513. Time of Operation of Parking Meters
The provisions of this chapter relating to the operation of parking meters shall be effective
between the hours of 7:00 am and 5:00 pm Monday through Friday.
SEC. 3514. Parking Meter Fees
The cost for parking any vehicle, except those displaying a valid disabled person insignia or City
of Arcata Zero Emissions permit, shall be seventy-five cents ($0.75) per hour during the time of
operations.
Section 3: Section 3554 of Title III (Public Safety), Chapter 2 (Traffic Regulations),
Article 11 (Stopping, Standing or Parking Restricted or Prohibited on Certain Streets), is hereby
amended as shown in the following strike through for deleted text and double underscore for new
text:
SEC. 3554 Authority to Collect Fines (Ord. 1166, eff. 8/31/1990)
The Arcata Police Department is authorized to receive the payment of parking fines. In the event
the Police Department is not successful in accomplishing payment, the citation shall be turned
over to the North Humboldt Judicial District, Arcata Branch, to be prosecuted through the
judicial system the California Department of Motor Vehicles or other state licensing authority

Attachment: Ord 1529 Timed Parking Parking Meter Zones Title III (2243 : Parking Change Remove When HSU is not in Session)
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Section 4: Sections 3546 and 3547 of Title III (Public Safety), Chapter 2 (Traffic
Regulations), Article 11 (Stopping, Standing or Parking Restricted or Prohibited on Certain
Streets) are hereby repealed.
SEC. 3546 Parking time limited on certain enumerated streets (2 hour parking).
When authorized signs are in place giving notice thereof, no person shall stop, stand or park any
vehicle on any of the streets enumerated by resolution of the City Council for a period of time
longer than two (2) hours at any time between the hours of 9:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. of any day
except Sundays and holidays.
SEC. 3547 Parking time limited in off-street parking lots (2 hour parking).
When authorized signs are in place giving notice thereof, no person shall stop, stand or park any
vehicle in any off-street lots enumerated by resolution of the City Council for a period of time
longer than two (2) hours at any time between the hours of 9:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. of any day
except Sundays and holidays.
Section 5: Severability. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause or phrase of this
chapter is for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional, the decision shall not affect the
validity of the remaining portions of the Chapter. The City Council hereby declares that it would
have passed this Chapter, and each section, subsection, sentence, clause and phrase thereof,
irrespective of the fact that any one or more sections, subsections, sentences, clauses or phrases be
declared invalid under law.
Section 6: Environmental Review. This Ordinance is exempt from the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Section 15061(b)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines,
because it makes minor and non-substantive revisions to clarify and update existing laws and
practices, and does not alter any existing regulation or its implementation, or create new
regulations or programs. There is no possibility that the revisions herein may have a significant
effect on the environment.
Section 7: This ordinance will take effect thirty (30) days after the date of its adoption.
DATE:

, 20___

ATTEST:

APPROVED:

City Clerk, City of Arcata

Mayor, City of Arcata

Clerk’s Certificate
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of Ordinance No. ________,
passed and adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Arcata, Humboldt
County, California on the __________ day of ___________________, 20____, by the following
vote:
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AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTENTIONS:

City Clerk, City of Arcata
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RESOLUTION NO. 190-51

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Arcata has adopted its Municipal Code which calls for
the designation, by resolution, of parking on Streets subject to four (4) hour time limits; and
WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Arcata has previously, by Resolutions No. 134-53 and
134-54 adopted a designation of such Streets; and
WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Arcata has adopted Ordinance No. 1529 extending the
regulation of timed parking and parking meters throughout the year regardless of breaks in Humboldt State
University instruction; and
WHEREAS, the attached Resolution designating Streets subject to four (4) hour time limits is
intended to replace the previously adopted Resolutions.
WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Arcata has designated parking meter zones by
Ordinance No. 1529, and Resolution No. 067-57 is no longer required.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Arcata that the
following Streets, attached hereto as Attachment “A,” shall be designated for four (4) hour time limits and
is hereby approved; and, the Arcata Resolutions designating Streets subject to four (4) hour time limits and
parking meter zones previously adopted by Resolutions No. 134-53, 134-54, and 067-57 on May 7, 2014
and May 2, 2007, are hereby repealed by the City Council of the City of Arcata.
This resolution shall be effective upon on the date on which Ordinance No. 1529 becomes effective.
DATED: February 19, 2020
ATTEST:

APPROVED:

City Clerk, City of Arcata

Mayor, City of Arcata
Clerk’s Certificate

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of Resolution No. 190-51, passed and
adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Arcata, County of Humboldt, California,
held on the 19th day of February, 2020 by the following vote:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTENTIONS:

Attachment: Draft Resolution No. 190-51 [Revision 1] (2243 : Parking Change Remove When HSU is not in Session)

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ARCATA DESIGNATING
STREETS SUBJECT TO FOUR (4) HOUR TIME LIMITS

City Clerk, City of Arcata
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EXHIBIT “A”
RESOLUTION NO. 190-51
LIMITED PARKING TIME (4 HOUR)
EFFECTIVE DATE: FEBRUARY 19, 2020
In accordance with Section _____ of the Arcata Municipal Code, and when signs are erected
giving notice thereof, no driver shall stop, stand, or park any vehicle on any of the following Streets for a
period of time longer than four (4) hours at any time between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. of any
day except Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays:

Bayview Street

16th Street to 17th Street (east side)

California Avenue

LK Wood Boulevard to Evergreen Avenue (uphill side)
300’ downhill of Evergreen Avenue to LK Wood Boulevard (downhill
side)

Jay Street

Sunset Avenue to 100’ north of Sunset Avenue

Spring Street

16th Street to 17th Street (east side)
11th Street to 13th Street (west side)

Sunset Avenue

G Street to LK Wood Boulevard (south side)
H Street to 150’ west of Jay Street (north side)
Baldwin Street to Wilson Street (north side)
Ross Street to Baldwin Street (south side)

Union Street

11th Street to 12th Street (east side)
12th Street to 13th Street
13th Street to 14th Street

A Street

13th Street to 14th Street (east side)

B Street

11th Street to 12th Street

C Street

13th Street to 14th Street (west side)

D Street

11th Street to 12th Street (west side)
11th Street south to end of Street (west side)
12th Street to 13th Street
13th Street to 14th Street (west side) and cul-de-sac

F Street

7th Street to 9th Street (east side)
10th Street to 11th Street (east side), 8th Street to 11th Street (west side)
13th Street to 14th Street (east side)
125’ north of 14th Street to 16th Street (east side)

G Street

18TH Street to Sunset Avenue (east side)

Attachment: Draft Resolution No. 190-51 [Revision 1] (2243 : Parking Change Remove When HSU is not in Session)
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H Street

16th Street to 17th Street (west side)

11th Street

B Street to C Street (north side)
C Street to Union Street (south side)

12th Street

Spring Street to Union Street (south side)
Union Street to A Street (south side)
A Street to B Street (north side)
C Street to D Street (south side)

13th Street

Spring Street to Union Street (south side)
Union Street to A Street (north side)
A Street to B Street (north side)
B Street to C Street (south side)
C Street to D Street (south side)
F Street to G Street (north side)

14th Street

C Street to D Street (south side)
F Street to H Street (south side)
F Street to LK Wood Boulevard (north side)

15th Street

F Street to G Street north side G Street, east 115’
F Street to G Street south side G Street, east 100’
H Street to I Street (south side)

16th Street

Bayview Street to Spring Street (north side)
H Street to I Street (south side)

17th Street

H Street to I Street (south side)

Redwood Park

Formal parking lots at the end of the 14th Street and Bayview Street
entrances

Attachment: Draft Resolution No. 190-51 [Revision 1] (2243 : Parking Change Remove When HSU is not in Session)
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Attachment: Resolution No. 067-57 Parking Meters (2243 : Parking Change Remove When HSU is not in Session)
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STAFF REPORT – CITY COUNCIL MEETING
February 05, 2020
TO:

Honorable Mayor and City Council Members

FROM:

Nancy Diamond, City Attorney

PREPARER:

Nancy Diamond, City Attorney

DATE:

January 02, 2020

TITLE:

Ordinance No. 1525, for Introduction, Amending Title II, Chapter 10, Sections
3102(A)(1) and 3102(D) of the Arcata Municipal Code to make a Biennial CPI
Adjustment to Campaign Contribution Limitations.

RECOMMENDATION:
It is recommended that the Council introduce Ordinance No. 1525, An Ordinance of the City
Council of the City of Arcata Amending the Arcata Municipal Code to Make Consumer Price Index
Adjustments to Campaign Contribution Limitations, waive reading of the text and consent to read by
title only.
INTRODUCTION:
In 1992, the Arcata voters adopted a ballot measure that established campaign contribution
limitations (codified in the Arcata Municipal Code at §§ 3011-3018, Title II, Chapter 10). This
ballot measure set local office candidate campaign contribution limitations and requirements for
disclosure of independent expenditures at $100 per election cycle, to be adjusted every evennumbered year by the consumer price index (CPI). Ordinance No. 1525 makes this adjustment for
2020.

DISCUSSION:
CPI adjustments to the contribution limitation and independent expenditure disclosure requirement
made since adoption of the campaign finance ballot measure raised the $100 threshold to $200 in
2018. Ordinance No. 1525 presented for introduction would raise the campaign contribution limits
and disclosure thresholds for the 2020 election cycle to $210 based on a CPI adjustment calculation
made by the Finance Director.
General Legal Issues. The law surrounding campaign finance, including campaign contribution
limitations and independent expenditure disclosure, is complex and subject to change by federal and
state court interpretation. State laws are found in the California Political Reform Act (PRA,
Government Code §§ 84100-91014) and are regulated by the FPPC. The following sets out an
analysis of the legal framework for campaign contribution limitations, independent campaign
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expenditure disclosure requirements, and expenditure limitations on ballot measures, initiatives and
referenda.
Campaign Contribution Limitations. Campaign contribution limitations infringe on First
Amendment freedoms by restricting the contributor’s ability to engage in free communication and
association. (Citizens United v. Federal Election Commission (2010) 130 S.Ct. 876; Buckley v.
Valeo (1976) 424 U.S. 1; SpeechNow.org v. Federal Election Commission (2010) 599 F.3d 686.) As
a result, restrictions on contributions are permissible only if necessary to advance a legitimate state
interest and are “closely drawn” to avoid unnecessary abridgment of associational (First
Amendment) freedoms. To date, courts have identified the elimination of corruption or its
appearance as the only governmental interest that will support limitations on direct campaign
contributions. (E.g., Federal Election Comm’n v. Nat’l Conservation Political Action Committee
(1985) 470 U.S. 480, 496-497.) Importantly, the goal of equalizing political opportunities between
candidates and parties has been expressly rejected as a legitimate justification for the adoption of
campaign contribution limitations. (Buckley, 424 U.S. at 48). Additionally, courts have determined
that, as a matter of law, anti-corruption is not a legitimate interest in regard to independent groups,
and no justification for limiting campaign contributions to independent organizations therefore
exists. (Citizens United, supra, SpeechNow, supra.)
A number of statewide initiative measures establishing contribution limitations have been adopted
over the last 20 years and have been largely declared as unconstitutional by reviewing courts. For
example, limitations established by initiative measure adopted in 1994 imposing inter alia a $100
campaign contribution limitation on local elections in small jurisdictions were found largely
unconstitutional in 1996. (California Profile Council PAC v. Scully (ED Cal 1998) 989 F. Supp.
1282, Aff’d (9th Cir. 1999) 164 F.3d. 1189.) However, that Court also indicated that local campaign
contribution limitation ordinances could potentially pass constitutional muster if challenged through
a case-by-case analysis of facts pertinent to the local jurisdiction such as size, available news media
coverage, and cost of media, printing and support staff. (Id. 989 F. Supp. 1189 at 1299.)
At present, local campaign limitations made directly to candidates are authorized by the California
Elections Code § 10202 (“A city may, by ordinance or resolution, limit campaign contributions in
municipal elections”), provided such limitations are in compliance with the Political Reform Act
(Government Code § 81013 et seq.). If challenged in court as violating First Amendment rights,
local limits would be evaluated case-by-case to determine whether they are locally justified. The
specific dollar amount imposed as a contribution limit must not “burden substantially more speech
than is necessary to further the government’s legitimate interest.” (Ward v. Rock Against Racism
(1989) 491 US 781, 799.)
Arcata’s campaign contribution limitation ordinance has never been challenged as violating First
Amendment Laws, and its need in protecting against political corruption has never been tested.
Additionally, I am not aware that formal analysis has been made as to whether the amount of the
limitation permits adequate campaigning within the City. As a result, it is impossible to state with
certainty whether the proposed $210 limitation under the Arcata Municipal Code § 3012(A)(1) is
locally justified.
Expenditure Disclosure Limitations. In contrast to the narrow purposes for which a local
government may impose direct campaign contribution limitations, courts have found that a
legitimate governmental interest exists in the public’s knowledge of the sources of political
contributions because they educate the voters about interests a candidate is likely to respond and
become beholden to. (Buckly v.Valeo (1976) 424. U.S. 1, 68). Under Government Code § 82031,
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independent expenditures of $1,000 or more made in support or opposition to a candidate or
measure must be reported to the FPPC. There appears to be no prohibition against requiring
disclosure of smaller contributions such as the proposed $210 disclosure threshold under AMC §
3012(D).
Limitations on Ballot Measures, Initiatives And Referenda Contributions. Although Arcata’s
campaign contribution limitations ordinance does not limit contributions made to support or defeat
ballot measures, initiatives and referenda; the following discussion is included to provide a broader
understanding for campaign finance regulation. Courts have determined that the elimination of
corruption and associated “political debt” is not a valid justification for limiting contributions made
to support or defeat ballot measures, initiatives and referenda. One court has stated:
“Whatever the justification for prohibiting contributions that are prone to create
political debts, it largely evaporates when the object of prohibition is not
contributions to a candidate or party, but contributions to a public referendum.
The specter of a political debt created by a contribution to a referendum campaign
is too distant to warrant this further encroachment on First Amendment rights.”
(PG&E v. City of Berkeley (1976) 60 Cal.App3d 123, 128-129, quoting Schwartz
v. Romnes (2d. Cir. 1974) 495 F. 2d 844, 852-853.)
This decision arose from a ban prohibiting corporate contributions to support or defeat local
measures, as opposed to an across-the-board limitation equally applicable to individuals and
corporations. Nonetheless, the principal stated is important: valid justifications for burdening First
Amendment speech in the context of candidate contribution limitations may not be valid in the
context of ballot measures.
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW (CEQA):
This ordinance is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines
pursuant to Section 15061(b)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines.
BUDGET/FISCAL IMPACT:
Not Applicable
ATTACHMENTS:
Ordinance No. 1525 (PDF)
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ORDINANCE NO. 1525
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ARCATA
AMENDING THE ARCATA MUNICIPAL CODE TO MAKE
CONSUMER PRICE INDEX ADJUSTMENTS TO
CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTION LIMITATIONS

Section 1: Title II (Administration) Chapter 10 (Contribution Limitations) Sections
3012(A)(1) and 3012(D) of the Arcata Municipal Code, are hereby amended by the following
strike through and bold double underscore to read as follows:
SEC. 3011. Definitions.
The definitions and procedural requirements set forth in California Government Code
Sections 81000, et seq. shall govern the interpretation of this Chapter unless otherwise defined as
follows:
A.
"Agency" means an agency as defined in California Government Code Section
82003 but also including all officials who are directly elected by the voters with the exception of
the Courts or an Agency of the judicial branch.
B.
"Election Cycle" means for each candidate or any controlled committee the four
(4) year period immediately preceding the City election in which the candidate stands for
election.
SEC. 3012. Contribution limitations.
A.

Limitations on Contributions from Persons:

1.
No person other than a candidate shall make, and no campaign treasurer
shall solicit or accept, any contribution which will cause the total amount contributed by
such person during an election cycle in support or opposition to such candidate for city
office, including contributions to all committees supporting or opposing such candidate,
to become an amount exceeding the base amount of one hundred dollars ($100.00) for the
election cycle, adjusted every two (2) years pursuant to Section 3015, to two hundred two
hundred ten dollars ($210.00200.00) in 201820.

Attachment: Ordinance No. 1525 (2225 : Ord 1525, Campaign Limitations)

The City Council of the City of Arcata does ordain as follows:

2.
The terms in this subsection are applicable to any contributions made to a
candidate or committee hereunder, whether used by such candidate or committee to
finance a current campaign, to pay deficits incurred in other campaigns or for any other
use.
B.

Family Contributions:

1.
Contributions by a husband and a wife shall be treated as separate
contributions and shall not be aggregated.
Page 1 of 6
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2.
Contributions by children under the age of eighteen (18) years of age shall
be treated as contributions by their parents and attributed proportionately to each parent
[one-half (1/2) to each parent or the total amount to a single custodial parent].
C.

Loans:

2.
The proceeds of a loan made to a candidate by a commercial lending
institution in the regular course of business on the same terms available to members of
the public and which is secured or guaranteed shall not be subject to the contribution
limitations of this Chapter.
3.
Extensions of credit [other than loans pursuant to subsection (C)(2)] for a
period of more than thirty (30) days are subject to the contribution limitations of this
Chapter.
D.

Notice of Independent Expenditures

Any person who makes independent expenditures of more than two hundred two
hundred ten dollars ($200.00), in support of or in opposition to any candidate shall notify the
local filing officer and all candidates running for the same seat by telegram within five (5) days
each time the two-hundred-two hundred ten dollar ($210.00 200.00) threshold is exceeded.
E.

Organizational Contributions

1.
No officer, employee, agent or attorney or other representative of a person
covered by this Chapter shall aid, abet, advise or participate in a violation of this
subsection.
2.
No person shall knowingly accept a payment or contribution made in
violation of this subsection.
3.
This Chapter shall not prohibit a controlled committee of a candidate from
conveying to that candidate any monies received by said committee as contributions
within the limitations of this Chapter.
F.

Attachment: Ordinance No. 1525 (2225 : Ord 1525, Campaign Limitations)

1.
Every loan to a candidate or the candidate's controlled committee shall be
by written agreement, a copy of which shall be filed with the candidate's or committee's
campaign statement on which the loan is first reported.

Duties of Campaign Treasurer

If a campaign treasurer is offered a contribution which would be in excess of the
contribution limitations of this Chapter, the treasurer must refuse the contribution. If, however, a
contribution is deposited in the campaign committee's account, which is in violation of this
section, he or she shall report in writing within five (5) days to the City Clerk the facts
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surrounding such payment or contribution. Any such contribution so deposited shall be paid
promptly, from available campaign funds, if any, to the City Treasurer for deposit in the General
Fund of the City.
SEC. 3013. Enforcement.
Violations and Penalties, Generally

1.
Any person who violates any provision of this Chapter is guilty of a
misdemeanor. Any person who causes any other person to violate any provision of this
Chapter, or who aids and abets any other person in violation of any provision of this
Chapter, shall be liable under the provisions of this section. Prosecution of any
provisions of this section, or prosecution of any provision of this Chapter shall be
commenced within four (4) years after the date on which the violation occurred.
2.
If, after election, a candidate is convicted of a violation of any provision of
this Chapter, the election of office of such candidate shall be void and such office shall
immediately become vacant. In such event the vacancy shall be filled in accordance with
the procedures set forth in the California Government Code. If a candidate is convicted
of a violation of this Chapter prior to election, his or her candidacy shall be terminated
immediately and he or she shall no longer be eligible for election.
3.
No person convicted of a misdemeanor under this Chapter shall be
qualified or be a candidate for a period of four (4) years following the date of conviction
unless the court at the time of sentencing specifically determines that in the interest of
justice this provision shall not be applicable.
4.
Section.

A plea of nolo contendre shall be deemed a conviction for purposes of this

5.
If any candidate is found guilty of violating the terms of this Chapter, an
amount equal to or less than three (3) times the amount of the unlawful contribution or
expenditure shall be paid by the candidate or committee treasurer who received such
funds to the City Treasurer for deposit in the General Fund of the City.
B.

Civil Actions

Attachment: Ordinance No. 1525 (2225 : Ord 1525, Campaign Limitations)

A.

1.
Any person who intentionally or negligently violates any provision of this
Chapter shall be liable in a civil action brought by the City Attorney or by a person
residing within the City of Arcata for an amount not more than three (3) times the amount
of the unlawful contribution or expenditure.
2.
Any person, before filing a civil action pursuant to this subsection, shall
first file with the City Attorney a written request for the City Attorney to commence
action. The request shall contain a statement of the grounds for believing a cause of
action exists. The City Attorney shall respond within forty (40) days after receipt of the
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request indicating whether he or she intends to file a civil action. If the City Attorney
indicates in the affirmative and files a suit within forty (40) calendar days thereafter, no
action may be brought unless the action brought by the City Attorney is dismissed
without prejudice.

4.
No civil action alleging a violation of any provision of this Chapter shall
be filed more than four (4) years after the date the violation occurred.
C.

Injunctive Relief

1.
Any person residing in the City of Arcata may sue to enjoin violations or
to compel compliance with the provisions of this Chapter.

SEC. 3014. Rules of construction.
This Chapter shall be construed liberally in order to effectuate its purposes. No error,
irregularity, informality, neglect or omission of any officer in any procedure taken under this
Chapter which does not directly affect the jurisdiction of the City to control campaign
contributions and expenditures shall void the effect of this Chapter.
SEC. 3015. Recodification or amendment.
A.
Nothing shall prevent the City Council of the City of Arcata from recodifying the
substantive provisions of this Chapter from time to time to incorporate the provisions of this
Chapter into the City Code in the most appropriate locations.
B.
The City Council shall, by ordinance, adjust the contribution limitations specified
in this Chapter in January of every even-numbered year to reflect any changes in the Consumer
Price Index. Such adjustments shall be rounded off to the nearest ten dollars ($10).

Attachment: Ordinance No. 1525 (2225 : Ord 1525, Campaign Limitations)

3.
In determining the amount of liability, the court may take into account the
seriousness of the violation and the degree of culpability of the defendant. If a judgment
is entered against the defendant or defendants in an action, the plaintiff shall receive fifty
percent (50%) of the amount recovered and the remaining fifty percent (50%) shall be
deposited in the City's general fund. In an action brought by the City Attorney the entire
amount shall be paid to the General Fund of the City.

SEC. 3016. Severability.
If any provision of this Chapter, or the application thereof, to any person or circumstance
is found to be invalid, the validity of the remainder of the Chapter and the applicability of such
provisions to other persons and circumstances shall not be affected thereby.
SEC. 3017. Other remedies unimpaired.
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Remedies under this Chapter shall be cumulative and shall be in addition to any and all
other remedies, civil or criminal, provided for under any other provision of federal, state or local
law.
SEC. 3018. Preservation of existing rights, obligations and penalties.

Section 2: Severability. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause or phrase of this
chapter is for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional, the decision shall not affect the
validity of the remaining portions of the Chapter. The City Council hereby declares that it would
have passed this Chapter, and each section, subsection, sentence, clause and phrase thereof,
irrespective of the fact that any one or more sections, subsections, sentences, clauses or phrases
be declared invalid under law.
Section 3: This ordinance is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) Guidelines pursuant to Section 15061(b)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines.
Section 4: This ordinance will take effect immediately upon adoption pursuant to
Government Code section 36937(a).
Dated:
ATTEST:

APPROVED:

City Clerk, City of Arcata

Mayor, City of Arcata

CLERK'S CERTIFICATE

Attachment: Ordinance No. 1525 (2225 : Ord 1525, Campaign Limitations)

Nothing in this Chapter shall alter or diminish any legal obligation otherwise required in
common law or by statute or regulation, and nothing in this Chapter shall create or enlarge any
defense in any action to enforce such legal obligation. Penalties and sanctions imposed under
this Chapter shall be in addition to any penalties or sanctions otherwise prescribed by law.

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of Ordinance No. ______,
passed and adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Arcata, Humboldt
County, California, on the ___day of _____________, 2020, by the following vote:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTENTIONS:
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City Clerk, City of Arcata
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Launch a business in 54 hours!

March 6-8, 2020
Green & Gold Room, Founders Hall

Communication: V. Flier for Humboldt startupweekend (DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA)

This information was received after the
agenda was posted and is made available to
the public pursuant to California
Government Code section 54957.5(c).
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Karen Diemer
Kayla Johnson
FW: Urging a strong anti-single use plastics ordinance
Monday, February 03, 2020 2:15:09 PM

Blue Folder for the agenda – Thanks, Karen
From: Joel Armin-Hoiland
Sent: Monday, February 3, 2020 10:56 AM
To: Karen Diemer <kdiemer@cityofarcata.org>
Subject: Urging a strong anti-single use plastics ordinance

Hello Manager Diemer,
I am writing you to urge you and the city council to approve a strong single use foodware and
plastics ordinance at the City Council meeting in early February. As I am sure you know,
single use plastics are a serious environmental threat, both globally and locally. This ordinance
gives us the ability to both preserve our local environment, and serve as an example to other
towns and cities around the world, as we have led with other environmental initiatives in the
past.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Joel Armin-Hoiland

Communication: VII-E. Correspondence from Joel Armin-Hoiland (DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA)

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

This information was received after the
agenda was posted and is made available to
the public pursuant to California
Government Code section 54957.5(c).
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Date:
Attachments:

David Loya
Kayla Johnson
FW: Please improve Creekside with safety measures, Ennes Park conservation easement and Darkskies
certification
Monday, February 03, 2020 9:40:51 AM
image001.png
image003.png

Kayla, can you please blue folder this?
David Loya
Community Development Director
City of Arcata
p. 707-825-2045
www.cityofarcata.org

From: Chris Dart <cdart@danco-group.com>
Sent: Monday, February 3, 2020 9:13 AM
To: David Loya <dloya@cityofarcata.org>
Subject: FW: Please improve Creekside with safety measures, Ennes Park conservation easement
and Darkskies certification
I noticed you were not on this email.
Chris Dart
President
Danco Communities
5251 Ericson Way | Arcata, CA 95521
ph. 707-825-1531 | fax. 707-825-1918
cdart@danco-group.com
Get my VCard here

Celebrating 33 years of business!
Check out our new website at www.danco-group.com
From: Sean Armstrong [mailto:seanarmstrongpm@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, February 3, 2020 2:56 AM

Communication: IX-A. Correspondence from Sean Armstrong (DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA)

From:
To:
Subject:

This information was received after the
agenda was posted and is made available to
the public pursuant to California
Government Code section 54957.5(c).
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Honorable Council Members,
Thank you for listening to public comments and familiarizing yourself with the neighbors’
concerns and reasonable design alternatives. My family (including the 11 year old activistsin-training) were disappointed to have missed noticing of the rescheduled Council meeting
last week. We wished to discuss:

1. Adding raised crosswalks and Stop signs to Foster
2. Stopping City development of the Ennes Park farmland with an identical
conservation easement to the privately owned farmland
3. Requiring DarkSky.org certified lighting, not wiggle words
1. Vice Mayor Pitino is familiar with the obstacles the LOS paradigm presented to his
ultimately successful community organizing to make South H safer with two big speed
bumps installed. Vice Mayor, we need your child-friendly leadership again.
“Vehicle Miles Traveled” (VMT) is the new, mandated CEQA standard of evaluation for all
Projects starting in July of 2020. It replaces the car-accelerating, road-widening, roundabouting design strategies triggered by the now-discredited “Level of Service” (LOS)
analytical tools used in the Creekside Homes EIR. In 2020 CEQA has a new purpose--to
turn car drivers into safe pedestrians, commuting bicyclists and happy bus users, not faster
car drivers.
We have been listening carefully to neighbors in their doorways and at the public hearings,
looking for places of compromise. After hearing Councilmember Periera’s conviction, we
have accepted what we object to--a direct connection of the City’s Foster with the County’s
Jackson Ranch Road/Foster. So, to make this new 101 highway access road safer, I have
met with Danco’s Vice President, Chris Dart, for hours to discuss safety strategies offered
by neighbors. Chris accepts each of the safety proposals below, without objection:

A. Stop signs at each intersection with Foster, so cars turning east in the
morning from the feeder streets can enter Foster safely, and the school kids,
young and old, can cross the street at Janes, Q, Heather and Wisteria.
B. Elevated crosswalks at each of these intersections, like those added to North
H St to de-accelerate traffic coming south from the 101

Communication: IX-A. Correspondence from Sean Armstrong (DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA)

To: Brett Watson <BWatson@cityofarcata.org>; Sofia Pereira <spereira@cityofarcata.org>; Paul
Pitino <PPitino@cityofarcata.org>; Susan Ornelas <SOrnelas@cityofarcata.org>; Karen Diemer
<kdiemer@cityofarcata.org>; Netra Khatri <nkhatri@cityofarcata.org>
Cc: Karen Davidson
Tule Fog Farm
Chris Dart <cdart@danco-group.com>
Subject: Please improve Creekside with safety measures, Ennes Park conservation easement and
Darkskies certification

C. Extending a sidewalk down Janes to Fuenta Neuva and Mad River Montessori
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If there is no objection by the developer, and strong support from the neighborhood, I hope
the Council will implement this hard-won set of compromises.  
2. Every neighbor opposes the City’s plan to develop the City’s farmland, without exception.
It is well-loved as birding habitat, sunset walks and a place to play with a dog. As farmers,
we need the City to hear that this rezone harms us. Even this limited number of park-using
neighbors at the Ennes Park farmland has members whose dogs pester and kill our farm
animals, children who vandalize our barns, and animal rights activists who call the police on
us for (not making this up) letting our pigs “live in mud.” One of the neighbors on our
property line verbally abuses Shail regularly with profane sexist cursing (he is mentally
disturbed) and throwing his dog feces into our field. This is what “low-impact neighbors" feel
like to a farmer.
Instead, we ask that you implement your own, recently re-adopted General Plan and
preserve your western Green Belt of public land as true farmland, with an organic
practices conservation easement.
If you don’t, there will be trouble. Lisa Brown was part of the original General Plan effort to
protect this specific parcel from conversion to parkland--she and other agricultural
preservations intend to object to LAFCO that this contradicts Arcata’s adopted General
Plan, and is exactly the kind of agricultural conversion that LAFCO is charged with
preventing.
More trouble comes from the EIR--there is no Traffic Study of this new park. A four acre
community park proposed in any part of Arcata would have to include a Traffic Study in its
CEQA document, yet there is no Traffic Study of this Annexation and Rezone. It was an
oversight that Staff hoped would not be called out. I am calling it out. I will use it as grounds
for a legal objection to this project element if necessary--if there is no Traffic Study, then
there needs to be a Mitigation that prevents any change to Traffic. That mitigation could be
the same easement adopted on the parcel we rent, maintaining existing usage pattens on
the Ennes Park land.  
3. We have raised the specific issue of DarkSky.org certification of lighting at every public
hearing. It is a deeply held value to be able to see the night sky, and protected by the Open
Space element of CEQA. Other vague, non-committal language is not a substitute--the
DarkSkies certification exists for exactly this purpose, and there is no other competing
certification. Please require all exterior lighting to be DarkSkies certified.
I am very hopeful that we can find a mutually agreeable plan such as the measures outlined
above. We need a Council that is both pro-housing, and pro-farming. Thank you for your
consideration.
Sincerely,
Sean Armstrong

-Managing Principal
Redwood Energy
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Communication: IX-A. Correspondence from Sean Armstrong (DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA)

Notice is hereby given that the City Council of the City of Arcata, at its regular meeting
of Wednesday, February 5, 2020, continued the following public hearing to Wednesday,
February 19, 2020, at 6:00 p.m. in the Council Chamber, Arcata City Hall, 736 F Street,
Arcata, California:
OLD BUSINESS—A. Approval of the Creek Side
Mixed Occupancy Residential Annexation Project.
Said continuance was passed by the following vote:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTENTIONS:

WINKLER, PITINO, PEREIRA, WATSON
NONE
ORNELAS
NONE

Date: February 6, 2020
/s/ Bridget Dory
City Clerk
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NOTICE OF CONTINUANCE
OF PUBLIC HEARING
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Paul Pitino
Kayla Johnson; Karen Diemer
Fwd: From "79 HSU fluoride expert now in Maryland
Saturday, February 01, 2020 6:54:24 PM

More floride. Paul
Sent from my iPad
Begin forwarded message:
From: Cynthia Erville
Date: February 1, 2020 at 6:12:00 PM PST
To: ppitino@cityofarcata.org
Subject: From '79 HSU fluoride expert now in Maryland
HI, This is Cynthia, I just telephoned and reached you.
I was thrilled to see on Twitter that the council will take this up Feb.4.
Is a holding a vote through a ballot the only way for Arcata to end water
fluoridation ?
Is is possible for the council itself to vote out adding fluoride to water on
February 4, or on a subsequent date ?Or is the only way through a ballot ?
A ballot seems democratic. But given the now proven risk of irreversible
neurologic damage, moving now would help the most people, and help the school
system the most, given the ADHD peer reviewed studies.
If the council can not vote it out, then I would really enjoy traveling there
eventually and knocking on doors, but the ADA will commit tons of money to
billboards and literature to defeat it at the polls. The Times Standard will take its
cue from the CDC rather than from the NIEHS, which commits no funding to
communication, just to research. The CDC reaches out and bombards them;
finding current research on fluoride takes looking.
HHS, via the NIEHS ( national institute of environmental health sciences) funded
a study, lead author Christine Till, which found that infants given powdered
formula mixed with fluoridated tap water lost considerable IQ points when
tested later in childhood compared to infants given formula made with regular tap
water with no added fluoride.
This affects the achievement gap, as not every young woman can get parental
leave for breastfeeding or cares to do it- then parents who do not breast feed may
not be able to afford bottled water for making formula. Newspaper coverage of
the Feb 4 council meeting could help some women who hope to be pregnant, or
who are pregnant, or making formula made with fluoridated tap water, realize that
they should drink or use bottled water for making formula, if reporters hear and
write that.

Communication: X-C. Correspondence from Cynthia Erville (DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA)

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

This information was received after the
agenda was posted and is made available to
the public pursuant to California
Government Code section 54957.5(c).
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A host of weary, exuberant, anti-fluoridation fanfare going to SF for a two week (
2 five day M-F weeks) federal trial against the EPA starting 4/20.
This trial is described in a banner at fluoridelert.org . (I am coming back for that,
and also plan to go to Myers Flat and check out Arcata’s Film Festival). Paul
Connett, executive director of the Fluoride Action Network, will be in SF with
many others with years of experience fighting fluoridation. Philippe Grandjean,
Danish, from Harvard School of Public Health will be there testifying at the trial;
I do not know whether or not he thinks testifying at towns biases his scientific
credentials, though.
Here is how come so many Portland Oregon anti fluoridation advocates had to
work hard to prevent their city from deciding to fluoridate : The ADA held a
conference there, visited Councilmember’s about the need to fluoridate. The
Councilmember’s agreed, then advocates had to drop everything in their lives to
work on the ballot issue. I remember that the pro-fluoridationists gave every
group with “children" in its name walking- around- money to advocate for
fluoridation. They lost, but it was tiring for advocates who got no pay and reached
inter own pockets to remain fluoride-free.
I am wondering whether to fly out after a public budget meeting where I will
be speaking the evening of Feb 4 , rent a car, drive up, and try to speak ( 3
minutes ?) as an expert. I would still gladly do that if the council is allowed to
vote that night on zeroing out fluoride, rather than making it a ballot issue. I
love Humboldt and want the best for everyone.
I think that the best expert who could speak at your council meeting would be a
dentist who is in accord with the International Academy of Oral Medicine and
Toxicology, IAOMT. I checked their website, but the closet in that (anti-fluoride)
professional organization is in Santa Rosa or Sebastopol, and I doubt that working
dentists would come since they have appointments the next day.
The IAOMT has put together an extensive paper against fluoride.
David Kennedy, DDS, of San Diego- retired- good- worked on the IOMT position
paper.
( If it is not too foggy, haha), he could fly there in his private plane, especially if
the council could allow a vote on axing fluoridation that night. I expect he would
need more time to plan this.

I suppose you are familiar with fluridealert.org
They have packaged some of the neurotoxicity / IQ articles together well.

Communication: X-C. Correspondence from Cynthia Erville (DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA)

If it is possible for you to invite experts at a later date, after Feb 4, especially if
you can have a vote that very evening, I can suggest a time period to possibly
schedule a future meeting.

About having ballot- I thought that the CA legislature had mandated WF if the
community had funds to buy the fluoridation equipment. ( I thought there was no
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I far prefer to TAWK.
Cynthia Erville, formerly Myers Flat, HSU multiple subjects, single subjects
English, social sciences 1979
DC Liaison , Fluoride Action Network,
Silver Spring, MD

Communication: X-C. Correspondence from Cynthia Erville (DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA)

way out unless Sacramento reversed the mandate, unlikely with Pan in this
overheated climate.) I would be happy to be corrected in my thinking.
I had read that the Gray Panthers in Mill Valley tried to get WF out, but were told
it was up to the state. ( IMAGINE, the gray Panthers cropping up !)
For help on this issue, and to angle for experts to show up, if you want them to, in
late April, try reaching Stuart Cooper, stuart@fluoridealert.org
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Paul Pitino
Karen Diemer; Kayla Johnson
Fw: Fluoride-Duty to Warn, Arcata
Monday, February 03, 2020 11:29:36 AM

More fluoride. Paul

From: KENNETH CASE
Sent: Monday, February 3, 2020 7:25 AM
To: Paul Pitino
Cc: news@madriverunion.com; City Manager's Office
Subject: Fluoride-Duty to Warn, Arcata

Hello Paul,
Within A Case Against Fluoride is the science behind why water fluoridation is a bad
idea.
Sections 3, 1, 2 and 7 are best to read first and by going for the underlined parts can
go quite quickly. Think Flint, Michigan and the officials that withheld toxicity warnings
when you read section 7. By law, package inserts must accompany prescriptions.
Why is the public not similarly informed when fluoride is added to their drinking water?
(pages 237 to 241)
I am working on a PDF file that should be given to your local health department whit
the query "Are you prepared to state that no harm will come to infants fed formula
reconstituted with fluoridated water and that no consumers of large amounts of water
such as diabetics, athletes, hikers, outdoor workers or persons with fluoride sensitivity
will be harmed by fluoridated water?"
I am working on the files now and will pass them on if someone there responds to this
email.
Yours,
Kenneth Case
(A cancer survivor who has been told to avoid fluoridated water.)
Staunton, Virginia
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

This information was received after the
agenda was posted and is made available to
the public pursuant to California
Government Code section 54957.5(c).
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Karen Diemer; Kayla Johnson
Fw: Fluoride Info
Monday, February 03, 2020 10:26:47 AM
tsca fluoride petition.pdf

More floride. Paul
paulpitino.com
(707) 822-2556
From: Matthew Landman
Sent: Sunday, February 2, 2020 9:49:45 AM
To: Paul Pitino
Kelsey Reedy
Subject: Fluoride Info

Please see attached PDF !! And image below.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

This information was received after the
agenda was posted and is made available to
the public pursuant to California
Government Code section 54957.5(c).
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Gina McCarthy, Administrator
Environmental Protection Agency
Ariel Rios Building
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20460
Dear Administrator McCarthy:
Pursuant to section 21 of the Toxic Substances Control Act (“TSCA”), 15 U.S.C. § 2620, the
Fluoride Action Network, Food & Water Watch, Organic Consumers Association, American
Academy of Environmental Medicine, International Academy of Oral Medicine and Toxicology,
Moms Against Fluoridation, and undersigned individuals (collectively, “Petitioners”) hereby
petition the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency to protect the public and susceptible
subpopulations from the neurotoxic risks of fluoride by banning the addition of fluoridation
chemicals to water.
Under Section 6 of TSCA, EPA is invested with the authority to prohibit the “particular use” of a
chemical substance if the use presents an unreasonable risk to the general public or susceptible
subpopulations. 15 U.S.C. § 2605(a). EPA has recognized that its authority to regulate
chemical substances under TSCA includes the authority to prohibit drinking water additives.
EPA should exercise its authority under TSCA to prohibit fluoridation additives because
application of the Agency’s own Guidelines for Neurotoxicity Risk Assessment to the existing
database on fluoride shows that (1) neurotoxicity is a hazard of fluoride exposure, and (2) the
reference dose that would reasonably protect against this hazard is incompatible with the doses
now ingested by millions of Americans in fluoridated areas. In fact, the amount of fluoride now
regularly consumed by many people in fluoridated areas exceeds the doses repeatedly linked to
IQ loss and other neurotoxic effects; with certain subpopulations standing at elevated risk of
harm, including infants, young children, elderly populations, and those with dietary deficiencies,
renal impairment, and/or genetic predispositions.
The risk to the brain posed by fluoridation additives is an unreasonable risk because, inter alia,
it is now understood that fluoride’s predominant effect on tooth decay comes from topical
contact with teeth, not ingestion. Since there is little benefit in swallowing fluoride, there is little
justification in exposing the public to any risk of fluoride neurotoxicity, particularly via a source
as essential to human sustenance as the public drinking water and the many processed foods
and beverages made therefrom. The addition of fluoridation chemicals to water thus represents
the very type of unreasonable risk that EPA is duly authorized to prohibit pursuant to its powers
and responsibilities under Section 6 of TSCA, and Petitioners urge the Agency to exercise its
authority to do so.
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November 22, 2016
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This email is written in response to your request for public records
received on May 29, 2019. Records responsive to your request are
attached as identified below.

1.       Please provide the overall budget for Environmental
Services, including line item details.

Attached is a file titled “Request Item #1 Proposed Budget
2019-2020-ES” which is responsive to this request.

2.       Please indicate which budget expense line items are
applied, in whole or in part, in relation to the City’s
addition of flouride [sic] to our drinking water.
1.       For budget lines that are partially applied for
flouride-related [sic] purposes, please estimate the
amount that is reasonable to allocate regarding
flouride [sic].

Attached are two files, one titled “Request Item #2 Fiscal
Year 2017-2018 actual O&M costs” and one titled
“Request Item #2 Fiscal Year 2017-2018 budget with
proposed 2018-2019 budget – Drinking Water Activities,”
both of which are responsive to this request.

3.       Please indicate any budget capital items that are
expected to be needed within the next 36 months.
1.       For capital items that are partially used for
flouride-related [sic] purposes, please estimate the
amount that is reasonable to allocate regarding
flouride [sic].

Attached is a file titled “Request Item #3 Anticipated
Capital Improvement items” which is responsive to this
request.

Communication: X-C. Correspondence from Bruce LeBel (DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA)

Dear Mr. LeBel,
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1.       e.g. I would guess that the City staff who must add
this hazardous substance to the drinking water system
do not feel neutral about the personal risks and
community impacts of their performing this task.
Does the work of flouridation [sic] by City staff create
HR or other personnel issues or risks of downstream
costs for your department and for the City?

This request fails to describe an identifiable city record,
therefore no records are attached responsive to this
request.

This completes the City of Arcata’s response to your request for
public records. Should you require anything further, please do not
hesitate to contact me.

Bridget Dory, C.M.C.
City Clerk
City of Arcata, 736 F Street, Arcata, CA 95521
Phone: (707) 825-2103 email: bdory@cityofarcata.org

<Request Item #1 Proposed Budget_2019-2020- ES.pdf>
<Request Item #2 Fiscal Year 2017-2018 actual O&M costs.pdf>
<Request Item #2 Fiscal Year 2017-2018 budget with proposed
2018-2019 budget - Drinking Water Activities.pdf>
<Request Item #3 Anticipated Capital Improvements items.pdf>
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4.       Please indicate any non-cash costs to the City related
to the addition of flouride [sic] to our drinking water.
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CATEGORY
Fluoride Purchases
Safety
Lab Analysis:
In-House
Contract lab
Fluoride Saturator Parts
TOTAL

ACUTAL EXPENSE
$6035.03
$1,000.00 (estimate)
$1133.35 (reagents)
$535.00
$7623.08
$16326.73
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ACTUAL FLUORIDE O&M COSTS 2017/2018

Packet Pg. 389

Budget items highligthed in yellow include fluoride expenses. See comments for explanation of
fluoride expenses associate with general line items

Actual
6/30/2016
372,989.00

Department
Proposed
2016/2017
372,989

Actual 2017/18

661 50

64

50100

Description
Regular Salaries

661 50

64

50200

Overtime Wages

15,000.00

15,000

15,000

661 50

64

50300

Part-time & Temporary Salaries
Water Meter Readers
Assistance City Engineer
Operator in Training
Resource Aide
Maintenance Trainee
Heavy Equipment Operator
water meter tech
GIS Tech

16,250.00

18,677.57

17,889
1,000.00
2,246.00
1,000.00
3,738.00
6,231.00
2,134.00
2,826.95

Fund Dept Act

Account

399,795

661 50

64

50990

Employee Benefits

661 50

64

51100

Utilities

62,000.00

62,000

63,860

661 50

64

51200

11,170.00
340.00
1,450.00
2,000.00
6,320.00
560.00
500.00

661 50

64

51300

Communications
Internet for AMIC/AMRI/WWTP Emerg Backup
Code Red
Radio/SCADA
Communications through IT
Hand Held Radios
Communications Other
shoretel
Advertising

11,239
340
1,450
2,000
6,320
560
569
1,301
-

11,239
340
1,450
2,000
6,320
560
569
1,301
-

661 50

64

51400

7,800
2,780
360
100
100
900
315

7,800
2,780
360
100
100
900
315

Training & Conferences
Water/Wastewater Treatment Plant Operator I/II
Water/Wastewater Maintenance Worker I/II
Water Quality Technician
Environmental Compliance Officer
SCADA/Controls Engineer
W/WW Supervisor

310,615

274,806.00

7,800.00
2,780.00
360.00
100.00
100.00
900.00
315.00

Proposed 2018/19
500,000 est
500,000
15,000
15,000
14,799
6,240.00

4,854.00

1,776.00
300,000 est
300,000
72,000
72,000
12,540
340
1,450
2,000
6,320
560
569
1,301
100
7,800
2,780
360
100
100
900
315

Comments
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City of Arcata
Budget Request Supporting Worksheet
Fiscal Year 2017/18
Activity 64
Water Treatment
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661 50

64

Account

51500

Description
W/WW Superintendent
SCBA, OSHA, other, and other ES Personnel

Department
Proposed
2016/2017

Actual 2017/18
1,245
2,000

1,245
2,000

Clothing & Personal Expenses
MOU Boot allowance for 11 W/WW Div staff
MOU Boot allowance
Coveralls, Lab coats and mats W/WW Div
Annual tees/jackets
Staff Safety Supplies/raingear/rubber boots

8,000.00
1,100.00
600.00
1,875.00
950.00
475.00

8,000
1,100
600
1,875
950
475

8,000
1,100
600
1,875
950
475

13,200
1,100
600
1,875
950
475

Safety supplies (latex gloves) [and respirators]

3,000.00

3,000

3,000

Sodium fluoride handling personal
3,000 protective equipment. $750

3,550.00
1,650.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
200.00
600.00
600.00
200.00

3,550
1,650
100
100
100
200
600
600
200

3,550
1,650
100
100
100
200
600
600
200

3,550
1,650
100
100
100
200
600
600
200

-

-

64

51600

Memberships & Dues
Water/Wastewater Treatment Plant Operator I/II
Water/Wastewater Maintenance Worker I/II
Water Quality Technician
Environmental Compliance
SCADA/Controls EngineerSCADA/Controls Engineer
W/WW Supervisor
Utility Supervisor
UtilityWide
Other

661 50

64

51720

Other Technical Services

661 50

64

51742

Lab Testing & Analysis
Total Coliform Rule (est 15 tests)

8,000.00
325.00

9,850
325

12,865
630

Regulated Contaminants (est 50 tests)
CCR General H2O Asthetics (est 9 tests)
Tests As Needed for WQ Complaints (est 12 Tests)
"Unregulated" Contaiminants (est 28 tests)
Research/Investigative Testing
Lead testing in schools
Lead and Copper
Other Associated Testing
general water qual scan
Other Professional Services
Water Tank / Cathodic Protection
Fire Extinguisher Maintenance
Annual Equipment Calibration

1,600.00
750.00
550.00
2,000.00
975.00
1,800.00

1,600
750
550
2,000
975
1,850
1,800

55,700.00
4,100.00
700.00
500.00

75,700
4,100
700
500

3,780
750
550
2,000
975
1,850
1,800
530
75,700
4,100
700
500

64

51770

Comments

1,245
2,000

661 50

661 50

Proposed 2018/19

1,245.00
2,000.00

-

12,865
630

Fluoride sample analysis costs
3,780 (contract lab) $650.00
750
550
2,000
975
1,850
1,800
530
79,600
4,100
700
500
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Fund Dept Act

Actual
6/30/2016
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Account

Description
Hazmat Waste (Fluoride)
High Rock / NHES
Standby Generator Service Fee
Flushing Ad
ITRON MRVS Software maintenance Contract
ITRON Hardware Maintenance Contract
Wonderware Support Contract

Department
Proposed
2016/2017

Actual 2017/18

Proposed 2018/19

Comments

800.00
7,000.00
3,000.00

800
7,000
3,000

800
7,000
3,000

800
900
3,000

3,400.00
4,200.00
7,500.00

3,400
4,200
7,500

3,400
4,200
7,500

3,400
4,200
7,500

1,000.00
13,000.00

1,000
13,000

1,000
13,000

1,000
13,000

10,000.00

-

10,000
500
20,000
-

10,000
500
20,000
2,000

10,000
500
30,000
2,000 water tank acces easement
2,000

-

-

-

21,800
12,500
3,500
1,500
600
1,700
2,000

21,800
12,500
3,500
1,500
600
1,700
2,000

21,800
12,500
3,500
1,500 $398 CUPA Program Fees
600
1,700
2,000

28,778

31,000 est
31,000
2,300
2,300
18,700
18,800
500
500
300
200

661 50

64

51771

mlogonline
Printing, Folding, Handling of Utility Billing
tank diving inspection/cleaning (last done 201X)
Saftey Program / SOP /IIPP
Siemens Software TIA Portal
Water tank imnspections (diving)/cleaning
Legal Consultation

661 50

64

51790

Other Consulting Services

661 50

64

51900

Taxes & Other Fees
Ca. Dept. of Public Health (CDPH)
Ca. Dept. of Public Health (CDPH)-Jacoby Creek
Humboldt County CalARP,HAZMAT Bus Plan, Solid
SWRCB NPDES Drinking Water Flushing Permit
ELAP - annual
APD - Meter Fund Reimbursement

21,800.00
12,500.00
3,500.00
1,500.00
600.00
1,700.00
2,000.00

661 50

64

52000

Insurance

30,965.00

661 50

64

52526

HAZMAT Regional Response Team

661 50

64

53100

Postage
Utility Billing / Rate Notice
Consumer Confidence Report
Monthly State Reports
Lab Shipments
Other

661 50

64

53200

Photocopy
Annual Rate Notice
Annual CCR Public Report
Misc Copying

2,300.00

2,300

2,300

20,300.00
18,800.00
500.00
500.00
300.00
200.00

20,300
18,800
500
500
300
200

20,300
18,800
500
500
300
200

1,400.00
400.00
650.00
350.00

1,400
400
650
350

1,400
400
650
350

.

1,400
400
650
350
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Actual
6/30/2016

Packet Pg. 392

Account

Description

661 50

64

53300

Office Supplies
Utility Billing Supplies
Copy and colored paper, calendars,
Envelopes, toner, legal pads,
Mailing Labels, pens, pencils etc
Printer Contracts
Other

661 50

64

53500

661 50

64

53600

Chemicals & Lab Supplies
Flouride
NSF61 Chlorine
Analyzers, pH and Field Tests
ELAP
QA/QC Supplies
water QC service
Other
Water QC amples
Janitorial & Household Supplies

661 50

64

54000

Purchase of Water

661 50

64

54200

Other Department Supplies
Water Claims
Small Parts (Hardware, Plumbing, Consumables)(typ c
Water SCADA Other
Other

661 50

64

54300

Small Tools
Meter Reader Equipment
Meter Technician Tools/Equipment
Mechanics Tools/Equipment
Operator Tools/Equipment
SCADA Tools/Equipment
Other ES Staff Tools/Equipment
Other

661 50

64

54700

Fuels & Lubricants

661 50

64

55300

Equipment Maintenance
1 Cla-Valve Rebuild parts (body replaced)

Department
Proposed
2016/2017

Actual 2017/18

Proposed 2018/19

5,520.00
2,000.00
500.00
600.00
1,200.00
720.00
500.00

5,520
2,000
500
600
1,200
720
500

5,520
2,000
500
600
1,200
720
500

5,520
2,000
500
600
1,200
720
500

25,400.00
13,500.00
2,000.00
3,650.00
4,000.00
1,750.00

25,400
13,500
2,000
3,650
4,000
1,750

500.00

500

750.00

750

27,760
13,500
2,000
3,650
4,000
1,750
896
500
1,464
750

16,000.00
3,000.00
6,900.00
2,000.00
4,100.00

16,000
3,000
6,900
2,000
4,100

16,000
3,000
6,900
2,000
4,100

27,760
13,500
2,000
3,650
4,000
1,750
896
500
1,464
850
850
1,350,000
1,350,000
17,000
3,000
6,900
2,000
5,100

3,900.00
150.00
150.00
800.00
400.00
1,200.00
800.00
400.00

3,900
150
150
800
400
1,200
800
400

3,900
150
150
800
400
1,200
800
400

3,900
150
150
800
400
1,200
800
400

250

250
250
25,000
3,500

1,281,000.00

25,000.00
3,500.00

1,300,000

25,000
3,500

25,000
3,500

Comments

$1333 for analytical reagents

$150 for lab equipment calibration/serv
$236.00 for quality control samples

should be close awaitng verification
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Actual
6/30/2016
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Account

Description
Medium Booster Pump (rebuild/replace)
Medium Booster Motor (rewind/bearings/rebuild)
Instrumentation Repair Parts (transducers, chart reco
Analyzer Repair (fluoride, Chlorine, Turbidity)
SCADA Repair Parts
Hardware, Small Parts, Other

Department
Proposed
2016/2017

Actual 2017/18

5,500.00
3,500.00
3,000.00
2,500.00
4,100.00
2,900.00

5,500
3,500
3,000
2,500
4,100
2,900

5,500
3,500
3,000
2,500
4,100
2,900

Proposed 2018/19

Comments
5,500
3,500
3,000
2,500 $850.00 for fluoride analyzer
4,100
2,900

661 50

64

55400

Building/Grounds Maintenance
Building Repairs
Grounds Repairs
building painting

11,500.00
2,000.00
2,000.00
7,500.00

11,500
2,000
2,000
7,500

11,500
2,000
2,000
7,500

11,500
2,000
2,000
7,500

661 50

64

55500

Central Garage Charges

33,797.00

173,639

33,797

35,194

Vehicle Replacement

102,195

15,800

15,800 purchase of F-150

O&M CARB Fees

42,167

10,854

10,854

CG garage OH

19,291

4,966

4,966

9,986

3,574

3,574

Insurance

661 50

64

55600

Equipment Rental

2,500.00

2,500

2,500

661 50

64

55800

IT Services & Maintenance

9,204.00

9,234

9,654

661 50

64

55900

Overhead
Energy Program (70)
Finance (7)
Streets (45)
Confined Drainage (52)
Corporation Yard (61)

296,060.00
27,474.00
4,000.00
45,000.00
15,000.00
10,000.00
199,896.00

661 50

64

57200

Capital - Property Acqusition
new tank site zone 1

301,370
27,474
4,000
45,000
15,000
10,000
199,896
-

317,150
5,000
4,000
45,000
15,000
10,000
199,896
264,000

661 50

64

57300

Capital - Buildings & Structure
tank painting
Alliance PG&E service pannel

30,000.00
7,500.00

-

Capital - Underground Facilities
Water meters and Backflow devices
Large water meters and backflow devices
Cla-Val service life replacement
Other underground facility CIP

40,000.00
18,000.00
8,000.00
3,000.00
11,000.00

40,000
18,000
8,000
3,000
11,000

661 50

64

57500

8,000

2,500
2,500
10,000 est
10,000
278,896 est
5,000
4,000
45,000
15,000
10,000
199,896

8,000

16,000
8,000
8,000

40,000
18,000
8,000
3,000
11,000

47,000
25,000
8,000
3,000
11,000
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Actual
6/30/2016
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661 50

64

Account

57600

Description
Capital - Other Improvements
Zone 1 water storageeng and design
remove Tank 8/Smart Booster 4
Energy retrofits
tank painting moved to 5700
Heindon Well Refurbish
SCADA Siemens Migration
Siemens TIA Portal Software

661 50

64

56102

Capital - Furniture & Equipment
water trax software and field ipads
flouride analyzer

170,000.00
20,000.00
53,000.00
7,000.00
5,000.00
10,000.00

Department
Proposed
2016/2017
178,000
20,000
90,000
7,000
8,000
25,000
28,000

262,685
20,000
75,000
6,000
8,000

1,423,418.78

Proposed 2018/19

Comments

208,000
150,000 new tank site design for bid access road
5,000
3,000

75,000

10,000 get dometic well back into service

80,000

40,000 this will roll or be rebudgeted

-

-

2,862,661.00

Actual 2017/18

3,331,357.00

51,000
41,000
10,000 One-time expense
3,199,024.20
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Actual
6/30/2016
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This information was received after the
agenda was posted and is made available to
the public pursuant to California
Government Code section 54957.5(c).
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Several experts equated the harm found from fluoride to that from childhood lead poisoning.

This study, also from Canada, found a strong association between home water fluoride concentration and much higher
risk of ADHD diagnoses in children [Riddell 2019]. The data came from a government sponsored nationwide survey of
health and nutrition (Canadian Health Measures Survey). The study found that children living in areas with fluoridated
water had a 284% higher risk of having a diagnosis of ADHD as those who lived in non-fluoridated areas. This study
confirmed two previous studies linking fluoride to ADHD from Mexico and the USA [Bashash 2018, Malin 2015].
3) Till 2020: (published ahead of print in Nov 2019) Children who were formula-fed and lived in fluoridated areas as
babies have dramatically lower IQ compared to those who lived in non-fluoridated areas.
This study is arguably the most worrisome finding yet. Till and co-workers found that formula-fed infants in fluoridated
areas had much lower IQ than formula-fed infants in non-fluoridated areas.
Formula-fed babies (with most of the powdered formula reconsitututed with tap water) in fluoridated areas averaged 4 IQ
points lower compared to formula-fed babies in non-fluoridated areas. Tests of non-verbal IQ showed even more
dramatic effects, with an average loss of 9 points in the non-verbal component of IQ tests. When translated to typical
water fluoridation levels in the USA of 0.7 mg/L the Till 2020 findings suggest a loss of non-verbal IQ of 13 points for
infants in fluoridated areas compared to those with low levels of fluoride in the water. This study was in a carefully
monitored cohort followed from before birth through age 4 years. The study authors controlled for many factors. When
they also adjusted for mothers’ fluoride exposure during the pregnancy, that only accounted for a small part of the IQ
loss. Thus, infancy may be at least as susceptible a period for neurotoxic harm as the prenatal period and exposure
during both developmental periods may produce additive harm. Not just pregnant women should be advised to avoid
fluoridated water, their children should as well.
These three studies were all within Canada, where the average water fluoridation level is 0.6 mg/L, while the current
average in the USA is 0.7 mg/L (and in some communities still up to 1.2 mg/L). These studies are also relevant to the
USA because socio-economic and other factors in Canada are arguably as similar to the USA as can be found
anywhere.
A fourth study, published just last week, bursts any remaining quibbles about relevance to the USA because it studied
children in the USA [Malin 2019].  
4) Malin 2019: Altered sleep patterns in adolescents linked to levels of fluoride in the drinking water in the USA.
This study used data from the rigorous, nationally representative, NHANES health and nutrition surveys conducted by
the CDC. The authors found that in adolescents age 16-19 years with fluoridated water, there was a doubling of
symptoms indicative of sleep apnea, compared to those with low fluoride water. There were also significantly later
bed times and waking times in the adolescents with higher water fluoride levels. The link between fluoride and sleep
disturbances may be through fluoride’s effect on the pineal gland. This gland, situated in the brain, regulates sleepwake cycles through the hormone melatonin. The pineal gland accumulates high levels of fluoride, and previous
studies in animals suggested fluoride may alter melatonin levels [Luke 1997]. Alteration of sleep patterns may be a
neurotoxic effect of fluoride separate from the loss of IQ and increased risk of ADHD due to earlier life exposures.
It bears repeating that all four of these 2019 studies were performed in Canada or the USA where the majority of
fluoride exposure comes from artificially fluoridated water. In other words, harm was found in children with average
intakes of fluoride.
The oft-repeated claim of fluoridation proponents, that studies finding neurotoxic harm are only from areas with “irrelevant”
high fluoride levels, can now be roundly dismissed.
Just one study!
Another criticism from fluoridation proponents that the JAMA pediatrics study was “just one study” has been false for at least
30 years, since the first of now over 60 fluoride-IQ studies was published in China in the 1980s [FAN 64 IQ studies
webpage]. Almost 15 years ago the US National Research Council’s comprehensive review noted several human
neurotoxicity studies and many animal studies as clear evidence that fluoride could harm the brain [NRC 2006].  
Conclusion
The scientific evidence can now be considered overwhelming. This may be a big surprise to those were never aware of the
many studies because they simply accepted the claim that fluoridation was “safe and effective”. It may be a shock to
fluoridation promoters who have tried to ignore or deny each accumulating piece of evidence. But the science is now
undeniable. We don’t know how long it will take for this truth to sink in to mainstream science, medicine, and public health.

Communication: X-C. Correspondence from Cynthia Erville (DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA)

2) Riddell 2019: found almost 3 times higher risk of ADHD for those living in fluoridated areas in national sample of
Canadian children.

It will likely take more hard work on the part of scientists conducting even more studies, and by individuals and groups like
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FAN reaching ordinary people and government officials.

voicing concern that “low-level” lead was causing neurobehavioral harm in children, about 30 years ago, the existing
scientific evidence to support that concern was weaker than what is now available for fluoride [Needleman 1990]. It took
more than two decades for the CDC to finally respond to the evidence on “low-level” lead and reduce the “level of concern”
to the 5 ug/dL blood lead level it currently stands at. That delay might sound discouraging, but the CDC’s decision to reduce
the “level of concern” followed just months after a 2012 NTP report that concluded levels below 5 ug/dL posed a risk. With
fluoride, we now have a draft NTP report, backed by evidence as strong as available when alarms were first being raised for
“low level” lead.
————————
Emailed by Cynthia Erville

Communication: X-C. Correspondence from Cynthia Erville (DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA)

An analogy to the history of “low-level” lead neurotoxicity can offer insights. Several experts have said that it now looks like
fluoride poses a similar risk for the developing brain as lead poisoning. In fact, back when leading researchers first started
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Karen Diemer
Kayla Johnson
FW: Oops I forgot this to include this important video on a current lawsuit dated 12/31/19
Wednesday, February 05, 2020 8:33:00 AM

From: Dana Quillman
Sent: Tuesday, February 4, 2020 9:10 PM
To: Brett Watson <bwatson@cityofarcata.org>; Sofia Pereira <spereira@cityofarcata.org>; Susan
Ornelas <sornelas@cityofarcata.org>; Michael Winkler <mwinkler@cityofarcata.org>; Paul Pitino
<ppitino@cityofarcata.org>
Cc: Karen Diemer <kdiemer@cityofarcata.org>
Subject: Re: Oops I forgot this to include this important video on a current lawsuit dated 12/31/19
Hello again,
I forgot to include this video that is about a current TSCA lawsuit being brought against the
EPA with the court date scheduled for April.2020. Evidently to the dedicated scientists
who have been leading this fight for many years, just getting to be heard in court is a huge
victory.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?
v=XdjokYWsNdA&feature=share&fbclid=IwAR2GlzRs5kCJ cfE95BH9Qg0rnf1sOkGhcZWNx_fBl4aAgWtaJLBLB2JVM

TSCA Update: Fluoride
Case Has Been Cleared for
Trial! - YouTube
The judge in the fluoride TSCA lawsuit
has dismissed the EPA's' motion for
summary judgement (MSJ). This means
that our case will go forward and will be
heard in April of next year (it is ...
www.youtube.com

Thank you again,
Dana Quillman

From: Dana Quillman
Sent: Tuesday, February 4, 2020 8:56:10 PM

Communication: X-C. Correspondence from Dana Quillman (DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA)
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Dear Councilmembers,
In case you have not seen these videos I hope that you will take a look at them before
you make any decisions at tomorrow night's city council meeting.
The first two are of the same doctor. The first video was posted on youtube.com 11
months ago and second one 5 months ago. Each one has some different
information. I like what this doctor says in the 2nd one as to why it will be very difficult
to have the government back track on large scale because they have been defending
fluoride being put in the water for decades and it is about saving face. I think that the
same would hold true for many people in the medical field who might feel they could
lose credibility if they were to open their minds up to this newer research, which of
course would be a shame.
The third video is about two other doctors in Canada and talks about different
problems related to fluoride not spoken about in the first two.  
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Dana Quillman
https://www.youtube.com/user/josephrnemeth

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2nizvddHUd0

Fluoride in Our Water | 2
Alarming New Studies
Fluoride has been incorporated into our
community drinking water since the
1940's. Although fluoride has many
proven benefits for oral health by
reducing dental carries, there has been
recent research that has brought doubt
www.youtube.com

http://fluoridealert.org/articles/integrity-in-science-and-public-health/?
fbclid=IwAR2dToOnW65BnHHqNvclkDv1WgHZMwjC9ka2_i5Kfh6OwpSKd6WQwk0LhA

Communication: X-C. Correspondence from Dana Quillman (DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA)

To: Brett Watson <bwatson@cityofarcata.org>; Sofia Pereira <spereira@cityofarcata.org>; Susan
Ornelas <sornelas@cityofarcata.org>; Michael Winkler <mwinkler@cityofarcata.org>; Paul Pitino
<ppitino@cityofarcata.org>
Cc: Karen Diemer <kdiemer@cityofarcata.org>
Subject: re A few video of Fluoride by experts
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In this video produced by the Fluoride Action Network, Dr. William Ghali, MD and Dr. Aravind
Ganesh, MD of the OBrien Institute exemplify scientific ...
fluoridealert.org

Communication: X-C. Correspondence from Dana Quillman (DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA)

Fluoride Action Network | Integrity in Science and Public
Health
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Brett Watson
Kayla Johnson
Karen Diemer
Fw: Fluoride ballot measure
Tuesday, February 04, 2020 2:20:47 PM

Blue folder, pleeeeeease.

From: dawn sidell
Sent: Monday, February 3, 2020 12:28 PM
To: Brett Watson
Subject: Fluoride ballot measure

Hi Brett,
I am writing to urge you not to support Paul Pitino’s request to initiate a ballot measure to
remove fluoride from the city’s water supply. Community water fluoridation is one of the best
ways to support good oral health for our residents. Voters have already approved this and I
am very proud that we live in a community with fluoridated water. I have lived and worked in
Arcata since 1998. Thank you for all that you do to support our community!
Thanks,
Dawn Arledge

Communication: X-C. Correspondence from Dawn Arledge (DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA)
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Paul Pitino
Karen Diemer; Kayla Johnson
Fwd: Fluoride-Duty to Warn, Arcata
Wednesday, February 05, 2020 9:35:14 AM
SDS Staunton.pdf
ATT00001.htm
Fluoridation Facts p80.pdf
ATT00002.htm

Fluoride Paul
Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From: KENNETH CASE
Date: February 5, 2020 at 8:36:17 AM PST
To: Paul Pitino <ppitino@cityofarcata.org>
Subject: Re: Fluoride-Duty to Warn, Arcata
Reply-To: KENNETH CASE

Hello Paul,
FYI, attached is a Univar Safety Data Sheet for fluosilicic acid that neither
our city officials nor the public ever saw.
Please note:
1) It is not to go into sewers, ground water or the environment.
2) It turns into hydrogen fluoride in an acidic environment (stomach).
3) It is defined as corrosive hazardous waste.
Also attached is the American Dental Association saying Safety Data
Sheets should not be used by consumers of fluoridated water. On the
same page is the fact that even when diluted 315,000 times, fluorosilicic
acid is so toxic it still inhibits dental bacteria! (See page 97 A Case
Against Fluoride ).
Good luck on today's council meeting. I am putting things together that
public officials need to hand out to those promoting fluoridation. I will
share them with you to pass on as you for sure are going to hear from the
dental community.
Thanks for your time and here's to unadulterated drinking water!
(How about passing this on to the Mad River Union?)
Ken

Communication: X-C. Correspondence from Kenneth Case (DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA)
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the public pursuant to California
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On February 3, 2020 at 2:27 PM Paul Pitino
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Hi Kenneth,
Thanks for the e-mail, and your interest, we are considering a ballot
measure on our next council meeting. Paul
From: KENNETH CASE
Sent: Monday, February 3, 2020 7:25:21 AM
To: Paul Pitino
Cc: news@madriverunion.com; City Manager's Office
Subject: Fluoride-Duty to Warn, Arcata

Hello Paul,
Within A Case Against Fluoride is the science behind why
water fluoridation is a bad idea.
Sections 3, 1, 2 and 7 are best to read first and by going for the
underlined parts can go quite quickly. Think Flint, Michigan
and the officials that withheld toxicity warnings when you read
section 7. By law, package inserts must accompany
prescriptions. Why is the public not similarly informed when
fluoride is added to their drinking water? (pages 237 to 241)
I am working on a PDF file that should be given to your local
health department whit the query "Are you prepared to state
that no harm will come to infants fed formula reconstituted with
fluoridated water and that no consumers of large amounts of
water such as diabetics, athletes, hikers, outdoor workers or
persons with fluoride sensitivity will be harmed by fluoridated
water?"
I am working on the files now and will pass them on if someone
there responds to this email.
Yours,
Kenneth Case
(A cancer survivor who has been told to avoid fluoridated
water.)
Staunton, Virginia

Communication: X-C. Correspondence from Kenneth Case (DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA)

<ppitino@cityofarcata.org> wrote:
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Karen Diemer; Kayla Johnson
Fw: FLUORIDE REMOVAL Ordinance
Monday, February 03, 2020 10:28:58 AM

More floride Paul
paulpitino.com
(707) 822-2556
From: Matthew Landman
Sent: Saturday, February 1, 2020 6:15:10 PM
To: Paul Pitino
Subject: FLUORIDE REMOVAL Ordinance

Notice of Intent to Circulate Petition

Notice is herby given by the persons whose names appear heron of their
intention to circulate the petition within the City of Arcata for the purpose of :
Prohibition of Sodium Fluoride additives into the Arcata city water supply. A
statement of the reasons of the proposed action as contemplated in the
petition and exact Initiative verbiage is as follows:

The people of The City of Arcata do ordain as follows:

Prohibition of Sodium Fluoride additives into the Arcata city water
supply.
In order to ensure that the public water of Arcata is safe to drink, it is
unlawful and a public nuisance for any person, agent, or any public or
private water system, to add Sodium Fluoride to the public water supply.

Explanation: (500 words maximum)
Currently Sodium Fluoride is added to the Arcata city public water supply.
The chemical is added for the purpose of medication, rather than to make
the water safe or potable.

Communication: X-C. Email from Matthew Landman (DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA)
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To:
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Date:

This information was received after the
agenda was posted and is made available to
the public pursuant to California
Government Code section 54957.5(c).

Sodium Fluoride is a hazardous waste created when industrial Aluminum is
produced. Many countries do not add this toxic waste do their water supply
Packet Pg. 409

Opponents of adding the chemical to public water site no proof of safety and
also no proof of efficacy concerning the notions that the addition benefits
teeth. Opponents also site that Fluoridated toothpaste reads to “Contact
Poison Control If Swallowed” due to the well known toxicity of the chemical.
Furthermore, fluoridation opponents object to the aspect that the addition of
Fluoride to the public drinking water is medication without public consent
and should be subject to established moral and ethical guidelines. Finally,
addition of this chemical costs the city taxpayer money. In the Redding 2002
Fluoride rejection, Redding City Manager Mike Warren addresses in his
report to city council Fluoride related city costs. The Redding Fluoride
Prohibition was attributed by many to be the budgetary discussion and
disclosure of costs associated with storage, transport and administration of
the hazardous chemical.
Concerning the supposed medical application concerning the addition of
fluoride to the water supply, the risk to the brain posed by fluoridation
additives is an unreasonable and irresponsible risk as it is now understood
that fluoride’s predominant effect on tooth decay comes from topical contact
with teeth, not ingestion. Because there is little known benefit in swallowing
fluoride, there is no justification in exposing the public to any risk of fluoride
neurotoxicity, particularly via a source as essential to human sustenance as
the public drinking water.
The practice, known as "water fluoridation," is hailed as an effective practice
by some public health institutions in the U.S., but has been rejected by most
of continental Europe without any demonstrable adverse effect on tooth
decay rates or tooth health. Cognitive defects in children have also been
attributed to Fluoride impacts on brain development with Harvard studies
showing lowered IQ in a Fluoridation study. The evidence linking fluoride to
neurotoxicity and even cancer in humans is very compelling.
Regarding the current addition of Fluoride to the Arcata public drinking
water : (1) a risk exists and (2) the risk is unreasonable.
As a resident of Arcata and a concerned citizen, I, Matthew Landman, in the
best interests of the people and future generations of Arcata, California,
submit this Fluoride Prohibition Decree.

Communication: X-C. Email from Matthew Landman (DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA)

and many cities in the United States also do not practice the addition of the
chemical to public waters. Neighboring cities such as Redding in 2002 and
Crescent City in 2012, have rejected Fluoride. Much closer to home, Manila
also rejected Fluoride with “Measure A” in a 2008 landslide vote of 164 to
60, keeping Manila tap water free of Sodium Fluoride.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paul Pitino
Karen Diemer; Kayla Johnson
Fwd: Fluoride/Brain Research Alarming & Growing - Water Fluoridation Unsafe
Tuesday, February 04, 2020 11:00:25 PM

This information was received after the
agenda was posted and is made available to
the public pursuant to California
Government Code section 54957.5(c).

Sent from my iPad
Begin forwarded message:
From: NYSCOF <nyscof@aol.com>
Date: February 4, 2020 at 4:42:20 PM PST
To: ppitino@cityofarcata.org
Subject: Re: Fluoride/Brain Research Alarming & Growing - Water Fluoridation Unsafe
Here's some information that might be helpful. Good Luck!
After 75 years of water fluoridation reaching virtually every American via the water supply and/or foods and beverages made with that
water
-- US’s poorest children’s decay rates are still very high and twice that of non-poor children. For example, 66% of 6-9 year-old’s and 60%
of 13-15 year-old’s from the lowest incomed families experienced tooth decay compared to 33% and 32.5% of non-poor, respectively,
according to Healthy People2020.
-- The Journal of the American Dental Association reported (JADA) in 1952 that poor nutrition, especially calcium intake, increases the
prevalence and severity of dental fluorosis. Many newer studies corroborate JADA. (i.e Whitford 1990, Patel, Ayoob 2006, Hen 1997, Tavener
2006, ,Kajale 2015, Irigoyen-Camacho 2015)
-- Low-income US children are more calcium deficient than their wealhier counterparts. At the same time, 65% of US adolescents are afflicted with
fluoride overdose symptsom - dental fluorosis (white spotted, yellow, brown and/or pitted teeth), according to federal statistics.
-- Studies show that when fluoridation ends, tooth decay rates stay the same or go down
  
a) . “No increase in caries (cavities) was found in Kuopio (Finland) 3

years after he discontinuation of water fluoridation,” according to
Caries Research In fact, when Kuopio was compared to a similar
never-fluoridated Finnish town, cavity rates in both towns either
remained the same or decreased six years after fluoridation was stopped
in Kuopio.
· b) Seven years after fluoridation ended in LaSalud, Cuba, cavities
remained low in 6 to 9 year olds, decreased in 10 to 11 year-olds,
significantly decreased in 12 to 13 year olds, while caries-free
children increased dramatically, reports Caries Research
· c) East German scientists report, “following he cessation of water
fluoridation in the cities Chemnitz (formerly Karl-Marx-Stadt) and
Plauen, a significant fall in caries prevalence was observed,”
according to Community Dentistry and Oral Epidemiology
. d) Additional surveys in the formerly-fluoridated towns of Spremberg and
Zittau found. “Caries levels for the 12-year-olds of both towns
significantly decreased… following the cessation of water
fluoridation.”
· e) Not only did decay rates remain stable during an 11-month
fluoridation break in Durham, NC, between September, 1990, and August,
1991 but dental fluorosis declined in children born during that period,
according to the Journal of Dental Research
· f) In Bri ish Columbia, Canada, “the prevalence of caries decreased
over ime in he fluoridation-ended community while remaining unchanged
in the fluoridated community,” reported in Community Dentistry and
Oral Epidemiology. (5)
· g) In 1973, the Dutch town of Tiel stopped fluorida ion. Researchers
counted drilled, missing, and filled tooth surfaces (DMFS) of Tiel’s
15-year olds, then collected identical data from never-fluoridated
Culemborg. DMFS initially increased in Tiel then dipped to 11% of
baseline from 1968/69 to 1987/88 while never-fluoridated Culemborg’s
15-year-olds had 72% less cavities over the same period, reports Caries
Research.
-- After Poughkeepsie, NY, stopped fluoridation in 2008, too h decay rates steadily declined, according to NYU researchers.
Ihttps://apha.confex.com/apha/ 144am/meetingapp.cgi/Paper/ 358869
-- In fact, plotting NYS too h decay rates against county fluorida ion rates neither shows any evidence that fluoridation is linked to less tooth
decay nor that it closes the disparity gap between high and low income children.
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More fluoride. Paul

Packet Pg. 411

New York State Coalition Opposed to Fluoridation, Inc. (NYSCOF)
News Releases
NYSCOF on Twitter
NYSCOF on Facebook
Fluoride Action Network

-----Original Message----From: Paul Pitino <ppitino@cityofarcata.org>
To: NYSCOF <nyscof@aol.com>
Sent: Sat, Feb 1, 2020 2:11 pm
Subject: Re: Fluoride/Brain Research Alarming & Growing - Water Fluoridation Unsafe
Thanks for the info, all help is appreciated. Many people here believe that young poor kids teeth are saved by this addition to our water supply.
Anything related to that would help. Thanks Again, Paul
Sent from my iPad
On Feb 1, 2020, at 4:46 AM, NYSCOF <nyscof@aol.com> wrote:
Fluoride/Brain Research is Alarming and Growing
Gov't Never Studied Brain Effects Before Assuring Fluoridation Safety
New York -- November 2019 -- Water fluoridation is linked to Attention-Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder (ADHD) (Environment
International December 2019), adding to the growing pile of scientific literature linking fluoride to neurological disorders e.g. lower
IQ, Autism, poor memory, dementia, Alzheimer's Disease. Governments failed to determine fluoride's toxic brain effects before declaring
fluoridation safe in the early 1900's.

A leading fluoridationist admits that 1940's fluoridation trials, meant to last 15 years, were cut short after 6.5 years (Journal of the
California Dental Association page 705). Yet, they are the basis for modern day claims of fluoridation's "safety." Besides rendering them
scientifically invalid, only one looked at health effects, Kingston/Newburgh, but not for brain effects

Communication: X-C. Correspondence from Paul Beeber (DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA)

-- On the contrary, in fluoridated Collier County, FL, 3rd graders tooth decay rates “were among the highest levels documented in the United States,”
according to University of Florida researchers’ presentation at the American Academy of Pediatric Dentistry’s May 2014 annual meeting

Fluoride chemicals (hydrofluosilicic acid) are added public water supplies in a failed attempt to reduce tooth decay in tap water drinkers.

"Fluoride is presumed to be a cognitive neurodevelopmental hazard to humans," concludes the US HHS's National Toxicology
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Program's monograph, Systematic Review of Fluoride Exposure and Neurodevelopmental and Cognitive Health Effects (Draft 9/6/2019).

NTP writes: "This conclusion is based on a consistent pattern of findings in human studies across several different populations showing

Six Mother-Child studies link fluoride to offspring's lower IQ. Over 400 more fluoride/neurotoxic studies (including 50+ human) support
its biological plausibility.

EPA admits that fluoride is a chemical with "Substantial Evidence of Developmental Neurotoxicity."

At EPA's request, the National Research Council (NRC) reviewed fluoride toxicology research to conclude in 2006, "fluorides have the
ability to interfere with the functions of the brain." Since NRC's review, hundreds of fluoride/brain studies were published; yet EPA has
taken no action.

Based on this evidence and more, consumer groups are suing the EPA to recognize fluoride's brain effects when setting safe water
fluoride levels now based solely on fluoride's adverse bone and teeth effects.

A July 2019 University of Calgary public health fluoride report admits "there is some new emerging evidence that fluoride exposure
during pregnancy may be harmful to the brain development of children."

Attorney Paul Beeber, NYSCOF President says, "Government agencies and organized dentistry were irresponsible to instigate
fluoridation without brain-safety evidence. Instead, they continue to protect fluoridation and their own carelessness by demanding more
research. Shouldn't that have been done 75 years ago?"

"The precautionary principle dictates that, at least, pregnant women should be advised to avoid ingesting fluoride. The fetus derives no
benefit from fluoride, anyway. Brains don't need fluoride. At best, put fluoride on your teeth not in your brain or the water," says Beeber.

Fluoride is NOT a nutrient or essential for healthy teeth as it was mistakingly assumed to be when fluoridation was introduced in 1945,
meaning consuming a fluoride-free diet will NOT cause tooth decay.

Over 30 studies in the last couple of years ignite even more doubt of fluoridation's safety

Contact: Paul Beeber, JD,  nyscof@aol.com   or  Fluoride Action Network (FAN

Source: New York State Coalition Opposed to Fluoridation, Inc. (NYSCOF)
News Releases
NYSCOF on Twitter
NYSCOF on Facebook

,

or Paul Connett PhD, Director FAN

Communication: X-C. Correspondence from Paul Beeber (DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA)

that higher fluoride exposure is associated with decreased IQ or other cognitive impairments in children."
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Paul Pitino
Karen Diemer; Kayla Johnson
Fwd: NTP draft- F presumed to be cog neurodevelopmental hazard to humans
Sunday, February 02, 2020 8:32:27 PM

More floride. Paul
Sent from my iPad
Begin forwarded message:
From: Cynthia Erville
Date: February 1, 2020 at 9:05:09 PM PST
To: Paul Petini <ppitino@cityofarcata.org>
Subject: NTP draft- F presumed to be cog neurodevelopmental hazard to
humans

( The Fluoride Action Network emailed this in
December, 2019 )

The US National Toxicology Program (NTP) Review of
Fluoride Neurotoxicity: Presumed Hazard to Humans
The National Toxicology Program is an inter-agency program
headquartered at the National Institute of Environmental Health
Sciences (NIEHS). The NTP provides toxicological evaluations on
substances of public health concern.
On October 22, the DRAFT NTP Monograph on the Systematic Review
of Fluoride Exposure and Neurodevelopmental and Cognitive Health
Effects, was released and stated:
“NTP concludes that fluoride is presumed to be a cognitive
neurodevelopmental hazard to humans. This conclusion is
based on a consistent pattern of findings in human studies
across several different populations showing that higher fluoride
exposure is associated with decreased IQ or other cognitive
impairments in children…”
On November 6, the National Academy of Sciences (NAS) held a public
meeting to share the findings of the NTP report, and to start their review
of the report. Chris Neurath, FAN’s Science Director, and Bill Hirzy PhD
(FAN Board Member) attended this meeting. Read Chris’ review here.
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The report identified 149 published human neurotoxicity studies, and
339 animal experiment studies deemed relevant. Their consistency in
finding neurotoxic harm, especially lowered IQ in the human studies,
was striking. The NTP review recognized 18 of the human
neurobehavioral studies in children as being relatively high quality.
Every one of the 18 found statistically significant neurobehavioral harm.
Not a single study rated high quality failed to find a neurotoxic effect
from fluoride.
This finding undermines fluoridation defenders frequently citing the
Broadbent 2015 study, which found no effect, to claim there is no clear
evidence of fluoride neurotoxicity. The NTP rated Broadbent 2015 as
relatively low quality and high risk of bias so gave it little weight
compared to the numerous higher quality studies.
The review noted, “Many of the studies (n = 49) included in the entire
human body of evidence were initially published in a foreign language
(mainly Chinese) and translated by the Fluoride Action Network.” These
translations were expensive, but necessary. FAN was able to do this
because of the donations from those who put their trust in us over many
years.
The NTP review does have a serious problem, however, in what
appears to be a last-ditch effort to buy time for fluoridation. Without any
reasonable justification, the NTP review claims the evidence for
neurotoxicity at exposure levels similar to those in the USA from
fluoridated water is “inconsistent”. The review therefore suggests that
no conclusion can be made about whether fluoride is causing any
neurotoxic harm at levels experienced by people with fluoridated water.
Even before consideration of the three most recent studies done in
Canada and the USA, which are clearly at levels relevant to fluoridation,
this argument “holds no water”.   Of the 18 high quality studies in
children, 9 were at exposure levels equivalent to those experienced by
at least some people in the USA with fluoridated water. Every single
one of these 9 studies found a statistically significant lowering of IQ,
increase of ADHD, or other adverse effect. The Green 2019 study was
one of the 9, and it indisputably found lowered IQ from artificially
fluoridated water at the same levels as in the USA.

Communication: X-C. Correspondence from Cynthia Erville (DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA)

FAN nominated fluoride for review by NTP back in 2015 and NTP
accepted. They systematically reviewed all the available evidence of
fluoride neurotoxicity up through August 2019.  This cut-off date means
the three most recent high-quality studies were not included (Green
2019: Riddell 2019: Till 2020 (published ahead of print in Nov 2019).
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In his full conclusions, he further explains the strength of the evidence
and suggests the neurotoxic harms from existing studies may be, if
anything, underestimates of the harm.
Previous assessment of neurotoxicity risks associated with
elevated fluoride intake relied on cross-sectional and ecological
epidemiology studies and findings from experimental studies of
elevated exposures. The evidence base has greatly expanded
in recent years, with 14 cross-sectional studies since 2012, and
now also three prospective studies of high quality and
documentation of individual exposure levels. Thus, there is
little doubt that developmental neurotoxicity is a serious
risk associated with elevated fluoride exposure, whether
due to community water fluoridation, natural fluoride release
from soil minerals, or tea consumption, especially when the
exposure occurs during early development. Even the most
informative epidemiological studies involve some uncertainties,
but imprecision of the exposure assessment most likely results
in an underestimation of the risk. [Grandjean 2019]
The NTP review of fluoride neurotoxicity comes from the most
authoritative US government source. It found extensive, consistent, and
clear evidence that fluoride harms the developing brains of children.
However, in its discussion of the relevance to artificial water fluoridation
it strays from objective analysis. Grandjean’s careful review corrects
this problem.
FAN will be bringing Grandjean’s review and our own comments to the
NAS committee that is peer-reviewing the NTP report. We believe an
honest and responsible assessment of the scientific evidence would
conclude that artificial water fluoridation is currently causing loss of IQ
and other neurotoxic harm in the USA and wherever fluoridation is
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The unfounded NTP claim that the evidence is “inconsistent” at levels of
fluoride exposure in the USA is further debunked by a comprehensive
independent review of fluoride neurotoxicity published just yesterday
[Grandjean 2019]. Dr. Philippe Grandjean is one of the world’s leading
experts in developmental neurotoxicity. Using methods sanctioned by
the National Academies of Sciences and EPA, he estimated the level of
fluoride that would cause a harmful loss of IQ based on the recent
highest quality studies. The levels were well below 0.7 mg/L fluoride in
drinking water or its equivalent in urine fluoride, even before any safety
factors were applied. Grandjean’s conclusion is clear: “… there is little
doubt that developmental neurotoxicity is a serious risk associated with
elevated fluoride exposure … due to community water fluoridation….”
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Paul Pitino
Kayla Johnson; Karen Diemer
Fwd: FromCynthi-ADA has tons of money to put into ballot campaignMonday, February 03, 2020 6:38:37 PM

More floride. Paul
Sent from my iPad
Begin forwarded message:
From: Cynthia Erville
Date: February 3, 2020 at 5:45:14 PM PST
To: Paul Petini <ppitino@cityofarcata.org>
Subject: FromCynthi-ADA has tons of money to put into ballot campaignPaul, Thank you for taking the time to talk to me. I feel rude suggesting a strategy
to you.
I honestly think that the 2019 information about fluoride harm is so compelling,
that the other councilmembers may soon come around.
So I hope that if you think you do not have the votes on Tuesday, that you
postpone and give them a couple of weeks to read the literature about
neurotoxicity, etc, rather than go straight to putting it on the ballot.
By then, we could perhaps generate Lumberjack articles, and perhaps some
educators at HSU or the school system will take up protecting children.
If you win by postponing, then more pregnant women and babies on fluoridated
tap water infant formula will be protected, too.
I worry that the ADA will spend a ton on blanketing Arcata if it is a ballot issue.
They spent $500,000 in 2014 alone making sure that their social media was
ranked high. The ADA spent more than that in Portland, but I was told early on
that it is easier to keep fluoride out than to get rid of it.
Selfishly, I also hope to be there if the vote is postponed then I can visit for that
vote- though I think local voters more important than outside agtators
From th ADA, below " ... group to provide evidence based-fluoridation

assistance to the membership and public at large. This early group of
stakeholders were to form what we now have as the National
Fluoridation Advisory Committee. This is the core of what has been
the go-to resource to respond to misinformed anti-fluoridation efforts
and to assist community water fluoridation startups in communities
across the U.S.”
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Anniversary of community water
fuoridation arrives
Event for state and national leaders will
commemorate 75th year of community
water fuoridation
January 14, 2020

By David Burger

The ADA National Fluoridation Advisory Committee is inviting dentists and others who promote the
adoption and continuation

The year 2020 marks the 75th anniversary of
community water fuoridation in the United
States.
Part of celebrating this event will be a
National Fluoridation Symposium at ADA
Headquarters in Chicago.
Attendees at the invitation-only event can
expect an educational symposium with special
guest speakers, expert panels and sessions on
practical aspects to understanding, promoting
and retaining community water fuoridation,
said Dr. Leon E. Stanislav, chair of the
committee, a component of the ADA Council
on Advocacy for Access and Prevention.
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In 1945, Grand Rapids, Michigan, became the
frst city to institute community water
fuoridation.
Dr. Stanislav said, “It was so successful that
many communities did not wait for the studies
to be completed before starting their own
fuoridation efforts. By 1950, it had the full
support of the ADA.”
For additional community water fuoridation
information or symposium information
contact Tooka Zokaie, manager of ADA
fuoridation and preventive health activities, at
zokaiet@ada.org.
For ADA fuoride resources, go to
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opposition to the practice, which continues
today,” Dr. Stanislav said. “In fact,
antifuoridation efforts were frequent enough
that the ADA decided to organize an expert
group to provide evidence based-fuoridation
assistance to the membership and public at
large. This early group of stakeholders were to
form what we now have as the National
Fluoridation Advisory Committee. This is the
core of what has been the go-to resource to
respond to misinformed anti-fuoridation
efforts and to assist community water
fuoridation startups in communities across
the U.S.”
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ADA.org/fuoride.
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Brett Watson
Kayla Johnson
Karen Diemer
Fw: Fluoride
Tuesday, February 04, 2020 2:19:27 PM

Blue folder, pleeease.

From: Ann Lindsay
Sent: Tuesday, February 4, 2020 11:54 AM
To: Paul Pitino; Susan Ornelas; Brett Watson; Sofia Pereira; Michael Winkler
Subject: Fluoride
I am in Uruguay now but I heard you will be considering eliminating fluoride from Arcata’s drinking water. I am
aghast. Not so long ago the residents of Arcata voted to retain fluoridation as a progressive way to protect the
teeth of all residents, including those who do not have access to dental care. I was county health officer at the time.
I assure you I thoroughly researched the arguments of those opposed to fluoride and found the purported risks of
fluoride were not scientifically validated.   Fluoridation truly does prevent tooth decay. Kids with tooth decay do not
do as well in life, either in regard to willing to smile and participate in clAssroom discussion on up to being more
likely to die of heart disease triggered by the inflammation of dental decay.    Fluoridation is considered to be one of
the top public health accomplishments of the last century. Please do not be fooled into eliminating fluoride in
Arcata’s drinking water!   Ann Lindsay M D
Sent from my iPad
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Karen Diemer
Kayla Johnson
FW: Fluoride
Wednesday, February 05, 2020 8:33:15 AM

From: Dana Quillman
Sent: Tuesday, February 4, 2020 3:57 PM
To: Michael Winkler <mwinkler@cityofarcata.org>; Brett Watson
Susan Ornelas <sornelas@cityofarcata.org>; Sofia Pereira <spereira@cityofarcata.org>; Paul Pitino
<ppitino@cityofarcata.org>
Cc: Karen Diemer <kdiemer@cityofarcata.org>
Subject: re: Fluoride

Dear Councilmembers,
Oh no, yet another controversial issue that is very emotional and heated. Luckily for
you, all you need to do is let us citizens decide for ourselves whether we want to
continue having our public water possibly poisoned (or at least tainted with), not to
mention all the "trickle down" effects it has on all the creatures and water everywhere.
I find it very strange that we never were even asked if it was okay to mess with this
resource that belongs to everyone and to no one, to begin with.
If we are progressive enough to take down a hundred year old statue we should also
be progressive enough to stand up to the medical and dental establishment to stop
our public water from being tainted with a substance that is at the very least,
questionable. I know all of you have a lot of information in your possession about this
issue. It is a no-brainer to me but the medical and dental establishments are firmly
entrenched in their philosophical belief systems of what is good for all of us. The U.S.
is pretty far down the list of countries that have good health especially considering our
wealth. Could it possibly be that it is because we are adding an allegedly toxic
substance to much of our public drinking water, that 97% of Western Europe has
rejected? That fact alone should be giving pause to all lawmakers regarding the
continuance of adding Fluoride to public water. However the U.S. is different
because we are a "free" country and so many other unhealthful things are allowed to
go on here that are not allowed in Western Europe, in the name of free enterprise.
Medicine in our country has become a very big business and for me it lost a lot of its
integrity when it began to be completely entangled in another big business which is
the pharmaceutical industry. My point here is that as a citizen I feel that I have a very
good reason to question the established authority of our medical system which I think
has lost its objectivity simply by becoming such a big business. Sometimes it feels
like the powers that be actually want the citizens of this country to be ill and stay ill
since the pharmaceutical industry basically makes its money from this occurring. The
abundance of big pharma TV ads (which I find to be comically ironic) coupled with the
abundance of ads by law firms who want people to join their class action lawsuits
against the very same big pharma firms, seems a little like insanity to me.
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I can easily imagine that one day in the future it could be proven without a doubt that
the current 75 year old tradition of adding a potentially toxic substance to our water
supply, turns out to be a travesty. It certainly would not be the first time something
like that has happened.
I strongly urge you to make a decision that encourages democracy by putting fluoride
on the ballot which is needed because it is an issue which may possibly be adversely
affecting the health of the citizenry. It would also be good for there to be some town
hall meetings about the topic in advance of the election. Taking on this issue which
really affects our whole community will be an opportunity to have an interesting and
educational distraction from other issues which have dominated the public local
discourse.
Thank you for your time,
Dana Quillman
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The other thing that does not make sense to me is that one of the main arguments
that the doctors and dentists have in wanting to keep our water fluoridated is that if it
is stopped all the impoverished children in our county will lose their teeth. We already
know that we have an obesity problem in this country and that many people are
addicted to junk food which is also why the U.S. is so low on health lists. We should
not be enabling our citizenry to think it is okay to eat whatever junk they want
because there is fluoride in the water that will miraculously protect them. We need to
be encouraging people to take responsibility for their health, not making insulting
assumptions that because they are low income they are not smart enough to learn to
brush, floss and eat healthfully. If the doctors and dentists are really so concerned
about the health of the impoverished people in our county, they should take some
time to educate them instead of enable them.
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Paul Pitino
Kayla Johnson; Karen Diemer
Fwd: Fluoride- please reconsider your proposal
Monday, February 03, 2020 10:45:29 AM

More fluoride. Paul
Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From: dawn sidell
Date: February 3, 2020 at 10:08:35 AM PST
To: Paul Pitino <ppitino@cityofarcata.org>
Subject: Fluoride- please reconsider your proposal

Hi Paul,
Good morning! I read about the request to look at community water fluoridation
in Arcata and would just like to say that the voters have already approved
community water fluoridation and I would hate to see this revisited. Community
water fluoridation is really important for children’s oral health and I am so happy
that we have fluoridated water in our community. I’ve been living and working in
Arcata since 1998. I really appreciate all that you do for our city and I hope you
will reconsider your request to revisit this decision.
Thanks!
Dawn Arledge
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Paul Pitino
Karen Diemer; Kayla Johnson
Fwd: Harm of water fluoridation
Saturday, February 01, 2020 6:35:25 PM

Hi more floride info. Paul
Sent from my iPad
Begin forwarded message:
From: Donna Westfall
Date: February 1, 2020 at 2:04:23 PM PST
To: ppitino@cityofarcata.org
Subject: RE: Harm of water fluoridation
Dear Vice Mayor, Pitino;
As a former Crescent City, city councilwoman, I was instrumental in investigating my constituents complaints about the harmfulness of water
fluoridation. As a result I helped in getting an initiative to the ballot and we successfully voted in a moratorium on Nov 6, '12 to turn off the toxic
industrial waste fluoride (HYDROFLUSOLICIC ACID OR HFSA) because our supplier UNIVAR, (formerly Basic Chemical Solutions) would not provide
three things:
1.) Toxicological report
2.) Listing of contaminants
3.) Proof that their product was safe for all water consumers, infants to seniors.
This absurd practice of adding HFSA is based more on politics than science. Why should a water department be given the power to medicate
anyone when they don't take a health history, they don't pass out a listing of side effects or monitor the dose. This is tantamount to gross
negligence. Water consumers started to send in their payment UNDER PROTEST so that when the class action lawsuits began they would be
covered.
After adding water fluoridation for 44 years, our town had 70% cavities in our childrens' teeth, (this figure was quoted from Dr. Susan Wellman,
dentist who is pro-fluoride) high obesity rates and low test scores. Hardly an endorsement for continuing this unethical practice. We were also
ranked 34th in the nation for cancer while Brookings, Oregon..... just 25 minutes north of us.... was ranked 765th in the nation for cancer for the
same time period and Bookings never fluoridated their water.
We have high rates of not only cancer, but thyroid, diabetes and kidney disease all with links to HFSA. One constituent ended up in ER with seizures
after showering for 10 minutes. Her doctor has subsequently written a letter describing her allergic reaction to water fluoridation. She was on a
medication which contained fluoride and that in combination with absorbing this poison transdermally by showering put her in the Emergency
Room.
Vice Mayor Pitiono, should you have any questions, I invite your call.
Crescent City has been fluoride-free for over seven years. Thankfully, our 1st District Supervisor, Republican Roger Gitlin, was the only candidate
running in 2012 out of all the candidates for Supervisor or City Council to do his homework and agree that there is no place for fluoride in the public
drinking water.
Please do your homework and study the reports on Fluoride Action Network as a starting point.
Donna Westfall
Crescent City, Calif.
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Paul Pitino
Karen Diemer; Kayla Johnson
Fwd: On fluoridation
Saturday, February 01, 2020 11:04:12 AM
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Sent from my iPad
Begin forwarded message:
From: "Douglas A Yates"
Date: February 1, 2020 at 3:46:21 AM PST
To: ppitino@cityofarcata org
Subject: On fluoridation
Hello Paul,
Good on you for raising issue Here’s some info that’s been triple-checked for accuracy
https://linkprotect cudasvc com/url?a=https%3a%2f%2ffluoridefreefairbanks org&c=E,1,sUXNFCipnLpRy5ls36efbjTvxfyIa0f9lKJ3WesonFe5148HES2yApvJEcp79UHu67uR0mMMx9oz8Slo0pMrYHygmEmrR3rCXNxb6bcXQ,,&typo=1
Much of it will shock your associates on the council
Good luck
Douglas Yates
https://linkprotect cudasvc com/url?
a=https%3a%2f%2ffluoridefreefairbanks org&c=E,1,OyMKbgbvQ_QlGMUv4z95_H5R7XMQcOZOrzZ1eMJTlt2TMCtoZYvu7gKUsDSEHDfMOjRMou4WbLWCIRLzNN8PHMFCrHkytv-xYgfuBQW&typo=1
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Berman, Dan
Michael Winkler; Paul Pitino; Susan Ornelas; Sofia Pereira; Brett Watson
Bridget Dory; City Manager"s Office; Hansen, Mary Ann
Comment letter from First 5 Humboldt re: Water Fluoridation Item on Feb 6th Agenda
Wednesday, February 05, 2020 3:00:52 PM
Flouridation letter to Arcata City Council 2-20.pdf

Dear Arcata City Council Members, City Clerk, and City Manager,
Please find attached a comment letter regarding Item X (C) on your February 6th agenda–
Consideration of a City-Initiated Ballot Measure … (re: community water fluoridation)
Please let me know if there is anything more we need to do to ensure this letter reaches all
Councilmembers and is incorporated into the City’s meeting record.
Thank you for your public service, and for considering the input of the Humboldt County Children
and Families Commission (aka First 5 Humboldt) in this decision before you.
Sincerely,
Dan
Dan Berman
Administrative Analyst
First 5 Humboldt
(707) 441-4578
325 Second Street, Ste. 201
Eureka, CA 95501
first5humboldt.org
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Paul Pitino
Karen Diemer; Kayla Johnson
Fwd: Measure W - Yes
Tuesday, February 04, 2020 11:04:34 PM

This refers to fluoride too. Paul
Sent from my iPad
Begin forwarded message:
From: The Millennial Bridge Stocks
Date: February 4, 2020 at 6:01:53 PM PST
To: ppitino@cityofarcata.org
Subject: Measure W - Yes
My self and other HSU students will not be able to attend the city council meeting
tomorrow due to classes. I heard your statement on continuing our fluoride and I
believe this article is relevant to the discussion.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
https://themillennialbridge.com/chemicals-in-tap-water-are-causing-thousands-ofcancer-deaths-across-europe-but-the-eu-probably-wont-do-anything-about-it/
Is-Real Landes
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NYSCOF
Sofia Pereira; Susan Ornelas; Brett Watson; Paul Pitino; Karen Diemer; City Manager"s Office; David Loya
Fluoride/Brain Research Alarming & Growing - Water Fluoridation Unsafe
Saturday, February 01, 2020 4:46:23 AM

Fluoride/Brain Research is Alarming and Growing
Gov't Never Studied Brain Effects Before Assuring Fluoridation Safety
New York -- November 2019 -- Water fluoridation is linked to Attention-Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder
(ADHD) (Environment International December 2019), adding to the growing pile of scientific literature
linking fluoride to neurological disorders e.g. lower IQ, Autism, poor memory, dementia, Alzheimer's
Disease. Governments failed to determine fluoride's toxic brain effects before declaring fluoridation safe
in the early 1900's.

A leading fluoridationist admits that 1940's fluoridation trials, meant to last 15 years, were cut short after
6.5 years (Journal of the California Dental Association page 705). Yet, they are the basis for modern day
claims of fluoridation's "safety." Besides rendering them scientifically invalid, only one looked at health
effects, Kingston/Newburgh, but not for brain effects

Fluoride chemicals (hydrofluosilicic acid) are added public water supplies in a failed attempt to reduce
tooth decay in tap water drinkers.

"Fluoride is presumed to be a cognitive neurodevelopmental hazard to humans," concludes the US
HHS's National Toxicology Program's monograph, Systematic Review of Fluoride Exposure and
Neurodevelopmental and Cognitive Health Effects (Draft 9/6/2019).

NTP writes: "This conclusion is based on a consistent pattern of findings in human studies across several
different populations showing that higher fluoride exposure is associated with decreased IQ or other
cognitive impairments in children."

Six Mother-Child studies link fluoride to offspring's lower IQ. Over 400 more fluoride/neurotoxic
studies (including 50+ human) support its biological plausibility.

EPA admits that fluoride is a chemical with "Substantial Evidence of Developmental Neurotoxicity."

At EPA's request, the National Research Council (NRC) reviewed fluoride toxicology research
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to conclude in 2006, "fluorides have the ability to interfere with the functions of the brain." Since NRC's
review, hundreds of fluoride/brain studies were published; yet EPA has taken no action.
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effects when setting safe water fluoride levels now based solely on fluoride's adverse bone and teeth
effects.

A July 2019 University of Calgary public health fluoride report admits "there is some new emerging
evidence that fluoride exposure during pregnancy may be harmful to the brain development of children."

Attorney Paul Beeber, NYSCOF President says, "Government agencies and organized dentistry were
irresponsible to instigate fluoridation without brain-safety evidence. Instead, they continue to protect
fluoridation and their own carelessness by demanding more research. Shouldn't that have been done 75
years ago?"

"The precautionary principle dictates that, at least, pregnant women should be advised to avoid ingesting
fluoride. The fetus derives no benefit from fluoride, anyway. Brains don't need fluoride. At best, put
fluoride on your teeth not in your brain or the water," says Beeber.

Fluoride is NOT a nutrient or essential for healthy teeth as it was mistakingly assumed to be when
fluoridation was introduced in 1945, meaning consuming a fluoride-free diet will NOT cause tooth decay.

Over 30 studies in the last couple of years ignite even more doubt of fluoridation's safety

Contact: Paul Beeber, JD,  nyscof@aol.com   or  Fluoride Action Network (FAN)
Connett PhD, Director FAN

Source: New York State Coalition Opposed to Fluoridation, Inc. (NYSCOF)
News Releases
NYSCOF on Twitter
NYSCOF on Facebook

or Paul
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Based on this evidence and more, consumer groups are suing the EPA to recognize fluoride's brain
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Paul Pitino
Kayla Johnson; Karen Diemer
Fwd: Flouride
Tuesday, February 04, 2020 9:56:24 AM

More fluoride. Paul
Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From: Paula Proctor
Date: February 4, 2020 at 7:57:12 AM PST
To: Michael Winkler <mwinkler@cityofarcata.org>, Paul Pitino
<ppitino@cityofarcata.org>, Sofia Pereira <spereira@cityofarcata.org>, Susan
Ornelas <sornelas@cityofarcata.org>, Brett Watson <bwatson@cityofarcata.org>
Subject: Flouride
Good morning,
I was disheartened to read about the water flouridation issue being presented
again. Please, please pay attention to the proven science behind the benefit of
floouridation and how it benefits the dental health of all economic classes.
This Registered Nurse is all about community health. Don’t be swayed by
conspiracy theorists.
Thank you,
Paula Proctor, BSN,PHN
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by Raymond R. White, Ph.D.

Fifteen or twenty years ago there had accumulated sufficient documentation in
the scientific literature for a reasonable observer to conclude that
concentrations of fluoride of several parts per million would be likely to cause
developmental neural damage in animals or in humans. The Centers for
Disease Control (CDC), the American Dental Association (a special interest
group), and the American Academy of Pediatrics continued and now continue
to repeat the decades-old dogma that community water fluoridation was both
effective and safe.
Judging from the peer-reviewed scientific literature, science has progressed.
Bashash et al. (2017)(American designed & performed analyses) showed low
concentrations (1ppm or less) of fluoride in mothers’ drinking water decreased
children’s IQs by about 6 points. Green et al. (2019)(Canadian) essentially
confirmed the Bashash findings when published in the Journal of the
American Medical Association-Pediatrics last summer. Till et al.
(2019/2020)(Canadian) found lowered IQs associated with infant formula made
up with fluoridated water. No other study addresses this question.
Riddell et al. (2019)(Canadian) found diagnoses of ADHD three times as
frequent where public water supplies were fluoridated. This can be taken as
evidence of neurological damage.
On October 22, a draft monograph became available from the (US) National
Toxicology Program: “NTP concludes that fluoride is presumed to be a cognitive
neurodevelopmental hazard to humans. This conclusion is based on a
consistent pattern of findings in human studies across several different
populations showing that higher fluoride exposure is associated with decreased
IQ or other cognitive impairments in children. … .”
It seems likely that the general population of the US, at least where water is
fluoridated, is exposed to enough fluoride to interfere with optimal development
of a child’s brain. Pregnant women should be aware of this and consider
limiting their exposure to fluoride in water, toothpaste, black, green, & rooibos
tea, and Teflon. Infant formula should be composed with fluoride-free water.
Raymond R. White, Ph.D.
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Avoid Fluoride While Pregnant
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Reference addresses
Green et al. 2019
IQ
doi:10.1001/jamapediatrics.2019.1729
Bashash et al. 2018
ADHD https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2018.09.017
Bashash et al. 2017
IQ
https://doi.org/10.1289/EHP655
Till et al. 2019 infant formula https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2019.105315
Riddell et al. 2019 ADHD
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2019.105190
Neurath et al. 2019 Fluorosis https:j/doi.org/10.1177/2380084419830957
National Toxicology Program draft monograph (see page 59)
chromeextension://oemmndcbldboiebfnladdacbdfmadadm/http://fluoridealert.org/w
p-content/uploads/2019.ntp_.draft-fluoride-systematic-review.online-Oct22.pdf
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Paul Pitino
Karen Diemer; Kayla Johnson
Fwd: No Fluoride Ballot
Tuesday, February 04, 2020 11:01:08 PM

More fluoride. Paul
Sent from my iPad
Begin forwarded message:
From: Rebecca Stauffer
Date: February 4, 2020 at 3:54:06 PM PST
To: PPitino@cityofarcata.org
Subject: No Fluoride Ballot
Dear Vice-Mayor Pitino;
I understand that you are considering bringing community water fluoridation to a vote
again. As a retired pediatrician and strong advocate in support of fluoridation last time
my position has not changed, yet this does not mean that it makes any sense to argue
the science one more time. I surely hope you are not spending your precious time
arguing climate science and nor should you be on this issue.
If I understand correctly you have adopted a Climate Emergency Declaration and if this
is true, good for you. When there is an emergency that means all energy needs to be
directed to save the home and there is no time to fiddle with fluoride, an issue that
only serves to divide us and fan the flames of dishonesty, posturing, entrenched belief,
and general ill will.
I am assuming that you are focused on doing everything possible in the very limited
time we have left, this decade, to finally bend the curve and have even the remotest
chance of survival on this planet. I hope you are actively restoring every square foot of
land the City has jurisdiction over and encouraging residents to do likewise. I have just
planted my 39th public fruit tree for shared use and this project will soon end. I am
available to work on land restoration projects in support of climate recovery and
encourage projects that engage residents. People want to participate in our future.
I attended the Eureka meeting about the climate action of cities and county and found
it to be seriously lacking in serious response to the issue.
In summary, you don’t have time for nor do we deserve the circus and nastiness of a
fluoride brawl. We need to pull together and get to work on the one and only issue that
matters, not just for us but for everyone’s future.
We are counting on your intelligent attention to priorities.
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Rebecca Stauffer

707 599-6682

It's time to wake up, grow up, show up, and clean up. - Ken Wilbur
Blog

The Way of Collage

Youtube Channel
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Paul Pitino
Kayla Johnson; Karen Diemer
Fwd: Three one-pagers on fluoridation that may be helpful
Monday, February 03, 2020 6:40:53 PM
FAN Neurotox Flyer FINAL - Oct 2019.pdf
ATT00001.htm
FAN World-Wide Movement FINAL one-pager pdf 5-30-19.pdf
ATT00002.htm
FAN Fluoride Efficacy Flyer Print FINAL.pdf
ATT00003.htm

More fluoride. Paul
Sent from my iPad
Begin forwarded message:
From: Rick North
Date: February 3, 2020 at 2:32:30 PM PST
To: <ppitino@cityofarcata.org>
Subject: Three one-pagers on fluoridation that may be helpful
Reply-To:
Mr. Pitino – My name is Rick North. I’m the former state director of the Oregon
American Cancer Society and former founder and director of a safe food program for
the Oregon Physicians for Social Responsibility. I’m not a physician or scientist, but have
worked with them most of life. Now retired, I still do, as a volunteer, advocating for
clean, safe water free from fluoridation chemicals.
It came to my attention that the issue is coming up for discussion in your city council.
I’ve attached three one-pagers on fluoridation put out by the Fluoride Action Network
(www.fluoridealert.org) that should give you some of the basics on where I’m coming
from.
I hope these can help, and if you have any questions or other thoughts, please feel free
to contact me at any time.
Best wishes –
Rick North
Portland, OR
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THE WORLD-WIDE MOVEMENT
In stark contrast to the Center for Disease Control’s claim that
fluoridation is one of the top ten public health achievements of the 20th
century, it is one of the most widely rejected health interventions in
the world.
Out of 196 nations, only 24 have any fluoridation, and only 10, like the U.S., for more than half their
population. Over 95% of the world’s population is fluoridation-free. The U.S. fluoridates as many people as
the rest of the world combined.
None of the largest Asian nations, including China, India and Japan, fluoridate. Out of 54 countries in
Africa, only one fluoridates – Libya, and only for a small percent of its population. In Europe, only four out
of 48 countries fluoridate (less than 2% of the population). A few have fluoridated salt, but only as a
consumer choice.

France, Germany, Belgium, the Netherlands, Denmark, Norway and Sweden have all prohibited
fluoridation, many citing the ethical problem of putting any drug in drinking water.
For dozens of nations that haven’t banned it, thousands of major cities and smaller towns don’t fluoridate,
including Athens, Barcelona, Budapest, Geneva, Helsinki, London, Madrid, Prague, Rome, Vienna and
Warsaw. Ireland is the only European nation mandating fluoridation. But despite the mandate, 13 town and
county councils, including Dublin and Cork, have voted for its immediate cessation.
Many organizations still support fluoridation, but those opposing it grows year by year. They include:
• American Academy of Environmental Medicine • Center for Health, Environment and Justice
• Children’s Health Defense • Eau Secours (Canadian coalition of 234 groups promoting clean, safe water)
• Council of Canadians • Environmental Working Group • Food and Water Watch
* Institute of Neurotoxicology & Neurological Disorders • International Academy of Biological Dentistry and Medicine
• International Academy of Oral Medicine and Toxicology • League of United Latin American Citizens
• Moms Against Fluoridation • Organic Consumers Association

In addition, many organizations once endorsing fluoridation have pulled back, no longer taking a
position. They include the Alzheimer’s Association, American Academy of Allergy, Asthma and Immunology,
Center for Science in the Public Interest, Consumers Union (Consumer Reports), National Association of
Social Workers, National Down Syndrome Congress, National Down Syndrome Society and National Kidney
Foundation.
The trend is clear. And as the scientific data accumulate, more and more nations, cities and organizations are
challenging the safety, efficacy, costs and ethics of fluoridation.
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AGAINST WATER FLUORIDATION

References at fluoridealert.org/references1

Packet Pg. 443

Packet Pg. 444

Communication: X-C. Correspondence from Rick North (DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA)

Paul Pitino
Karen Diemer; Kayla Johnson
Fwd: Fluoridated water
Wednesday, February 05, 2020 9:37:39 AM

Fluoride. Paul
Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From: Tim Kohberger
Date: February 5, 2020 at 5:08:55 AM PST
To: Paul Pitino <ppitino@cityofarcata.org>
Subject: Fluoridated water
Dear Mr. Pitino,
I whole-heartedly support your efforts to remove fluoride from Arcata City water.
Is there a petition I can sign in regards to its removal?
Thank you,
Tim Kohberger
Arcata.
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