Posted: Friday, August 05, 2011

NOTICE AND CALL OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE
TRINIDAD CITY COUNCIL |

The Trinidad City Council will hold its first regular monthly meeting on

WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 10, 2011 at 7:00 PM

in the Town Hall at 409 Trinity Street

I CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL

i PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

. CLOSED SESSION -
1. Government Code section 54956.9(b)(3): Pending Litigation

v, REPORT FROM CLOSED SESSION
V. APPROVAL OF AGENDA
VI. APPROVAL OF_ MINUTES - July 13, 2011 CC B -
Vil. COUNCIL MEMBER REPORTS, INCLUDING COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS -
Vill. ORAL STAFF REPORTS - Specific Department Reports, Planning Commission
X, ITEMS FROM THE FLOOR _

{Three (3) minuie limit per Speaker uniess Councit approves reguest for extended time. )

X CONSENT AGENDA

1. Staff Activities Report through July 2011

2. Financial Status Reports for June 2011

3. Present Certificates of Recognition to Josh Casqueria and Connor Woods.

4. Second Reading of Ordinance 2011-02; Vacation Dwelling Units. -

5, Second Reading of Ordinance 2011-01: Qualifications of Planning Commissioners.
X. DISCUSSION/ACTION AGENDA ITEMS

1. Discussion/Decision regardin Tsunami Siren Test.

2, Discussgion/Decisicn regarding Public Education for OWTS Ordinance,

3. Discussion/Decision regardin Moss Subdivision EIR,

4, Discussion/Decision regardin Water Rate Analysis.

5, Discuss/Consider Selection of Trinidad Head Advisory Committes.

8. Discussion/Decision regarding Supplemental Budget to Pay for New Recycling Containers.
7. Riscussion/Decision regarding Trinity & Edwards Street Signage.

Xl. COUNCIL, STAFF, or PUBLIC REQUESTS FOR FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS
XIl. ADJOURNMENT




APPROVAL OF MINUTES FOR:

JULY 13, 2011CC:

Supporting Documentation follows with:




CONSENT AGENDA ITEM #1

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION FOLLOWS WITH: 19 PAGES

Staff Activities Report through July 2011




CITY OF TRINIDAD Kathy Bhardwaj, Mayor
P.O. Box 390 fGaren Suiker, City Manager
409 Trinity Strest
Trinidad, CA 95570
(707) 677-0223

STAFF ACTIVITIES REPORT
Through July 2011

A Staff’ Activities Report is provided to the City Council on a monthly basis. Additions
to the previous report will be indicated in bold type face. Old information will be left on
this report for a period of time and then removed or updated.

City Administration:

1. Town Hall Rental. Staff has arranged for the City of Blue Lake Parks &
Recreation Director to assist Trinidad in drafting updated procedures and a
proposed new rate structure for the use of facilities, including town hall. A report
will be presented to the Council at the September meeting.

3. On-Site Waste Water Treatment (OWTS) Ordinance. A Public Education Proposal

to implement this Ordinance will be presented for considered by Council at this
August meeting,

4. Tsunami Warning Signs. Staff met with Dan Larkin (County), Royal McCarthy
(CalTrans), Lori Dengler (HSU) and Michacl Hostler (Rancheria) on placement of
signage throughout the Trinidad area to advise residents and visitors as to tsunami
warning zone locations. Signs have been ordered but are usually filled in blocks (serving
multiple entities), and will be installed once received.

5. Tsunami Warning Siren. A report on the tsunami siren test conducted on July 19,
2011 is presented as a separate agenda item for this August meeting.

6. Library Lease. The City has been advised by its insurance carrier, the Public Agency
Risk Sharing Authority, that they will not insure the City if the City enters into an
agreement that transfers indemnity or obligations from a third party (LACO) to the City,
as is proposed by the draft lease prepared on behalf of the Humboldt North Coast Land
Trust. A letier has been sent to the attorney representing the Land Trust reaffirming the
City’s intent to enter into a long term lease after the building is constructed, but advising
that the City cannot assume such third party indemnification. It is staff’s understanding
that a geological study will be conducted on the proposed footprint for the new library,
with the proposed design to follow based on that study. This will eliminate the need for
the objectionable third party indemnification. The City is awaiting such confirmation
from the Land Trust.
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6. Water Rates. Winzler & Kelly has commenced the rate analysis study that was funded
in the adopted FY 2011-12budget. An update on this analysis will be presented at this
August meeting, at which point Council will be asked to give specific direction in
terms of the general configuration of the proposed rates.

7. Investments. Staff is working on updating its investment policy which was adopted in
2005, and has requested copies of investment policies used by other local municipalities,
In the meantime, funds continue to be invested in short term bonds (up to five years)
through Smith Barney. A long-term investment (10+ to 20 years) was recently sold with
those and other funds transferred to the City’s State of California Local Agency
Investment Fund (LAIF) Account. Investment of city’s funds in LAIF was authorized
by the Council pursuant to Resolution 2007-03.

8. Code Compliance. Staff has been working with the Planner and Building
Official on two long-standing code compliance issues (one regarding condition of
property on Edwards Street and one regarding a second unit on Ocean Avenue),
Both property owners have demonstrated their intent to cooperate and work with
the city to bring their properties into compliance through exchange of
correspondence, payment of fees and/or the hiring of professionals.

PLANNING ISSUES

1. General Plan, The Planning Commission continues to work on the Circulation
Element, which is one of the more complex of the seven state required elements, and the
fourth reviewed by the Planning Commission so far. The Circulation Element not only
includes transportation and streets, but also public services and energy use. The Planning

Commission has been holding special meetings as necessary to keep this moving
forward.

2. Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU) Code. This Ordinance was adopted by the City

Council in Auvgust, 2010. Streamline is of the opinion this needs to be approved by the
Coastal Commission and will be submitted in conduction with the Vacation Dwelling
Unit (VDU) regulations. The next step will be putting together an application package
that will include an analysis of how the new regulations fit within the Local Coastal Plan
and Coastal Act regulations as well as any environmental impacts of new rules, The local
Coastal Commission staff could not get to it until September, 2011 at the earliest as they
are currently working on the Arcata general plan and zoning LCP amendment.

3. Vacation Units Regulations. The second reading of the Vacation Dwelling Unit
Ordinance is being presented to the Council at this (August) meeting. As a land use
ordinance, this will need to be approved by the Coastal Commission, and it could be
submitted in conjunction with the ADU ordinance. Insofar as the ordinance does not
conflict with existing land use regulations, it may be able to be implemented prior to
Coastal Commission approval.
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4. Trinidad Rancheria Community-based Plan. Because of the short time period to
respond (comments were due August 1) there was no opportunity to present this
Plan to the Council for discussion. The Planner did submit extensive comments
which are attached to this report,

Status of Grant Funded Programs

1. Project Name: Gateway Project

Source of Funds: CA State Transportation Improvement $145,000 and Federal High
Risk Rural Roads $360,000 with local Prop 1B funds for match ($84,300).

Status: Winzler & Kelly is finalizing the plans and specifications and construction
schedule. The streetlight at the Lighthouse has been removed and will not be
replaced. The other replacement streetlight component of this project will proceed
as soon as PG&E completes their design; however, there will be no further
construction activity until an update can be presented to the Council,

2. Project Name: Town Hall Heating System
Source of Funds: Energy Efficiency Block Grant ($25,000)

Status: Due to difficulties encountered in meeting requirements for other federally-
funded projects, staff is reluctant to take this project on; however, the Redwood
Coast Energy Authority is handling a stimulus project for the City of Ferndale, and
we are in discussion with that the Authority about a similar arrangement in
Trinidad.

3. Project Name: Saunders Park Development

Source of Funds: State Park Bond Act ($76,737) ; Z’Berg Harris ($70,000) and Jocal
match ($33,000)

Status: A grand opening ceremony took place on July 4™ and honored the Saunders for
their valuable contributions and commitment to the citizens of Trinidad. Final invoices
have been submitted and a project inspection is being scheduled with State Parks
personnel, after which reimbursement is anticipated.

4. Project Name: Turbidity Monitoring (SCADA upgrade)
Source of Funding: CA State Proposition ($113,628)
Status: This project is to install equipment to facilitate water quality monitoring, and

Winzler & Kelly will act as the project manager on behalf of the City. The project is -
ready for competitive bidding which will occur shortly,
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5. Project Name: Water Plant Improvement Project

Source of Funding: Safe Drinking Water Revolving Fund ($193,100)

Status: The Grant agreement has now been signed by all parties and the project is
ready to proceed. Winzler & Kelly will act as project manager on behalf of the City,
This project is to plan the upgrades to the water distribution system.

6. Project Name: Luffenholiz Creek Sediment Reduction

Source of Funding: California Department of Public Health ( up to $1.875 million)
Status: Agreements are underway for this project, which is to reduce sources of
sediment impacting the city’s water supply. Redwood Community Action Agency
and Green Diamond are partnering with the City on this project. Until we receive

a letter of commitment for funding, costs incurred will be limited to minimal
internal staff charges only.

7. Project Name: Trinidad Pier Reconstruction (ASBS Project)

Source of Funding: CA State Proposition 84 ($2,500,000)

Status: A groundbreaking ceremony for the Trinidad Pier Reconstruction project
was held on August 3, 2011, and comstruction will soon be underway, with
completion anticipated in May of 2012,

8. Project Name: Storm Water Management Improvement

Source of Funding: CA State Proposition 84 ($2,500,000)

Status: The grant agreement has recently been signed by the City and the State.
Winzler & Kelly will act as the project manager and work should commence within
the next month.

9. Project Name: Trinidad to Humboldt Bay Coastal Watershed Program

Source of Funding: Department of Conservation Water Coordinator Grant ($293,910)
Status: The Grant agreement was signed in June, 2011. Scheduling a meeting of
the Watershed Council is underway to begin planning activity for the upcoming
year.

10. Project Name: Museum Access Road and Landscaping

Source of Funding: ARRA (Stimulus) $186,000
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Status: The City has been advised that reimbursement from Stimulus funds is being
disallowed due to a number of procedural and paperwork deficiencies associated with
management of the construction project. The City was suceessful in securing a
commitment for $120,000 from Transportation Enhancement Reserves available for
projects within Humboldt County through HCAOG. These funds are designated
for the City’s Gateway project, which in turn will free previously designated
Gateway funds which can then be directed to help offset the loss of ARRA funding.
Although this will go a long ways toward backfilling the loss of ARRA
reimbursement, it will result in a loss of regional funding available for other eligible
projects.

Police Department

1. Staffing. Deputy Scott Hicks is the Sheriff’s Office deputy for Trinidad. His normal

work days are Tuesday through Friday (10-hour days). Roving patrol from the Sheriff’s
office occurs at other times.

2. Law Enforcement Agreement: The Council supported a three year arrangement with
the Humboldt County Sheriff for the provision of law enforcement services at their
meeting in June, 2011, State funding in the amount of $100,000 for local law
enforcement services is once again secured for FY 2011-12.

Public Works Department

1. Sireets Maintenance. In January, staff replaced all of the deteriorated and faded stop
signs in Trinidad.

2. Axel Lindgren Memorial Trail. Public Works will soon be performing repairs and
maintenance on this trail weather permitting, using wood generously donated by the
Lindgren family.

3. Van Wycke Trail. The Trail has been temporarily opened by Pubic Works. A
long term fix is pending evaluation of available proposition 1B funds, which has
been delayed pending determination of Transportation Enhancement Reserves to
backfill loss of ARRA funding for the Museum Landscaping Project. This
evaluation can now proceed to identify possible available funding for a permanent
fix. Although Madrone Enterprises submitted a proposal not to exceed $30,000, the
City cannot bypass the competitive bid process and sole source to a single
contractor,

4. Water Treatment Improvements. Staff continues efforts on obtaining data to
determine the backwash sediment load and potentially reduce disinfection by-product
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pre-cursors in our source water utilizing current treatment techniques., This data is
expected to be helpful when funding for the Water Plant Improvement Project is granted.

5. Emergency/Disaster Response Plan.  Staff has recently completed an
Emergency/Disaster Response Plan intended to address how the city will respond to
emergencies and/or disasters that are likely to affect its water service system
operations.

6. Trinidad Head Maintenance. Staff met with Coastal Commission representatives on
site May 16, 2011 to clarify the definition of routine maintenance as opposed to that
which constitutes development or improvements, and a letter seeking concurrence as to
the status and requirements for various maintenance activities was sent by the City’s
Planner on May 31, 2011. The City received an interim response on July 1 (copy
attached) that indicates that the Coastal Commission staff finds mowing and trimming
over existing roads to no more than one foot on either side of the existing roads and to a
total width of 4 feet along the trails would not constitute major vegetation removal and
therefore would not require a coastal development permit. The City has performed
trail maintenance to within these limitations.
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August 1, 2011

Allison Pernell

Project Manager

Local Government Commission
Sent via email to: apernell{@lge.org

Re: (Revised) Comments on Trinidad Rancheria Comprehensive Community-based Plan and
Integrated Development Standards

Dear Ms. Pernell,

Thank you for providing the opportunity to comment on these important documents that have the
potential for far-reaching impacts on the surrounding community. I have just been informed that
that the comment period ending August 1, 2011 is an agency only comment period and that a
public comment period will be forthcoming. The City has received numerous public comments
as many people have become aware of these draft documents. However, this revised letter only
transmits general comments from City staff. The public comments will be held in reserve until
the appropriate public comment period is opened to the community.

Let me first say that there are many thoughtful and valuable goals, policies and standards in both
the Comprehensive Community-based Plan (Plan) and Integrated Development Standards
(Standards). The City will consider incorporating some of them in its own general plan and
zoning ordinance update. However, there are also some significant concerns that the City and the
public have regarding these documents,

Many of these issues and concerns are due to the fact that these documents represent only a small
piece of the Rancheria planning puzzle, and so it raises many questions without providing a lot
of answers, Staff understands that much of the technical background information and analysis
will be developed as the planning process continues to move forward and as the development
proposals proceed. The City also understands that it cannot dictate development on the Rancheria
property. However, the City and the Rancheria are part of the same community, and the City
would like the opportunity to provide meaningful input into the process and welcomes the
Rancheria’s participation in the City’s planning process as well.

Please note that the City Council has not had an opportunity to review and comment as a body on
these documents due to the short comment period and the fact that the Council only meets once
per month, nor have they reviewed these comments. Therefore, the City requests additional time
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to comment in order to get the City Council’s input. This was mentioned to Tribal Vice
Chairwoman Shirley Laos at the July 13, 2011 regular City Council meeting,.

My comments fall into 3 main categories, but all are closely related: (1) procedural; (2) content;
and (3) coordination,

L.

Procedurally, these documents do not fit into any context. Though it is noted that future
development may be subject to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), plans
that guide and influence future development are also subject to NEPA. The Council on
Environmental Quality NEPA Regulations (40 CFR 1508.18) defines actions subject to
NEPA. Included is #2: Adoption of formal plans, such as official documents prepared or
approved by federal agencies which guide or prescribe alternative uses of Federal
resources, upon which future agency actions will be based.” Though the Rancheria may
not be subject to NEPA if no federal agency action is needed, these documents are
committing the Rancheria to a certain course of action that will impact both the human
and natural environment in and around the Rancheria. The whole point of the NEPA is to
start an analysis as early as possible in the planning process to aliow for meaningful
consideration of alternatives, which this document does not appear to do. In addition,
impacts to specific resource categories such as traffic or water need to be analyzed along
with cumulative impacts to the surrounding communities. This information should be

included for review of such a plan in order to allow accurate assessment of its merits and
impacts,

To provide an example of how this plan will have physical impacts, p. 2-11 of the
Standards includes mandatory actions such as “all existing rural residential lots shall be
connected to the centralized wastewater treatment plant” and “the Westhaven Parcel
shall implement a Septic Tank Effluence Pumping (STEP) system and build a connection
to the Main Parcel in order to send wastewater to the wastewater treatment plant.” The
use of the work ‘shall’ makes these standards mandatory, without the analysis as to the
feasibility or impacts of these policies. No information is provided as to the capacity of
the treatment plant or the soils to accept wastewater. Will the connection to the
Westhaven Parcel be underground or along the proposed overpass? It is impossible to
accurately assess and judge the merits of these types of policies and standards without the
appropriate technical and scientific reports to support them. The Rancheria may already
have this information, but it should be provided to the reviewing agencies.

In addition, it unclear what process was used to come up with the preferred alternatives
and projects discussed in these documents. Not much detail was provided regarding the
design charettes; the City was under the impression that they were mostly related to the
proposed interchange. The Rancheria’s governmental procedures are not well understood,
and that information would help the City understand where it and neighboring residents
fit into this process.

In terms of content, and related to the process, the lack of background studies and
technical reports raises many questions and concerns that could possibly have been
avoided if the relevant background information was included or completed prior to
circulation of the Plan. It is understood that there are funding limitations, but there is no

Comments on Rancheria Planning Documents Page 2
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analysis included with the Plan of the feasibility of any of the proposals. There is no
analysis of the impacts of any of these projects on the environment, the surrounding
community or cumulatively over the long-term. It is difficult to analyze this Plan without
the relevant background information it is based on or an analysis of what impacts are
expected when these projects are completed. As a start, the City would like to obtain
copies of the reports that are referenced in the Plan (Appendix A).

The Plan itself is also not complete (missing several elements), and therefore it is difficult
to assess how it all fits together and what the ultimate impacts will be. There is also no
discussion of impacts or plans for public services and how the new development might
affect crime and other public safety issues. It is unclear what the timeline for completing
these other elements is and whether the public or the City will have another opportunity
to comment. It would be helpful to include a discussion of how this plan fits within a
governmental and regulatory context. The City secks clarification as to the process
required for agency funding and review of the large-scale development projects that arc
proposed, including the interchange, hotel, gas station, etc.

The other big concern to the City is the large scale of the proposed developments. These
projects, if they come to fruition, will represent the single largest development in this area
in a very long time. Many are worried about how such development will impact the
character of their neighborhoods and community, One of the ‘dreams’ that came out of a
visioning process as listed on page 3 of the Plan refers to “development with minimal, but
positive impact to neighbors and local communities.” The City supports this vision and
would like to work with the Rancheria in implementing it for mutual benefits.

3. Most communities recognize larger areas where the community may have influence or
impact such as a sphere of influence or planning area, The intent is to consider and
understand how the community impacts or affects the surrounding area and vice versa.
The City would like to be included as a stakeholder in the Rancheria’s planning process.
This does not mean that the City wants to control, dictate or veto development on the
Rancheria property, but would like to have a voice in the process and outcome, because
development, particularly of the scope proposed in these documents, will have significant
impacts on the City. The City is legally required to consult with Tribes in its planning
process. In addition, the City’s governmental procedures are always open to the public,
including the Rancheria community. Meeting agendas, stafT reports, draft plans and
documents are available on the City’s website so that the public can keep abreast of
current activities. Tribal governance and planning is inherently different, and a lack of
understanding of those differences is a batrier to successful cooperation. The City is open
to working towards this goal in a manner that works for both parties.

The City respectfully requests to be kept abreast of the timeline and schedule of
significant development projects on the Rancheria and would appteciate an opportunity
to provide meaningful input. Another reason for early consultation is to allow the City
time to prepare for some of the changes that will impact City resources such as roads and
water supply. In addition, the City requests to be a referral agency for large development
projects on the main Rancheria parcel. The City recognizes that the application process
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provides a generous notification area of 500 feet and that hearings that are open to the
general public are required for Major Land Development. However, the City would like
to specifically receive notices of these types of projects on the main Rancheria parcel,
regardless of the distance of the proposed project.

The City has concerns over the definitions of Major and Minor Development Plans found
on p. 3-4 of the Standards. Many projects that could fall under the definition of ‘minor’
are actually quite large in scale, particularly compared with the existing community scale
and surrounding neighborhoods, and could have significant impacts. These definitions
seem to be more consistent with standards that are found in much larger urban areas.
Minor Development Plans should be more narrowly defined. In addition, it should be
clarified that development in the Harbor requires application, review and appeal through
the City of Trinidad. It is not clear whether this would be in addition to or instead of the
Rancheria’s normal application process.

In addition to the above comments, the following is a list of issues and examples that are
important and of particular concern to the City,

Procedural — what was the process to decide the preferred list of projects, are there
feasible alternatives that would accomplish the same goals, what are the impacts to the
City and surroundings from the proposal

Economic — potentially drawing people directly to the Casino and taking business from
the gas station and retail in town; conversely, could be an overall draw and bring more
people to the area in general

Traffic — the interchange and large developments such as the hotel will alter traffic
patterns in and around town

Wastewater / septic — this is obviously a sensitive issue throughout the area, and the
Rancheria does address it in these plans; no details are provided about the existing
wastewater treatment plant, and septic is also utilized

Water use — the Rancheria currently uses City water, but the documents propose a
decrease on the reliance of City water by utilizing rainwater catchment and onsite wells;
there are potential implications and impacts

Visual — impacts include tall buildings (up to 4 stories near the casino), loss of vegetation
that would expose more development (away from the casino area, the Rancheria
encourages tree preservation)

Bluff stability and stormwater — these are generally addressed with BMPs (best
management practices), LID (low impact development), and other standards

Noise — The proposed developments and alterations in traffic patters are going to affect
ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the Rancheria

Lighting — light pollution is an existing concern to the City and additional lighting could
further impact the night sky; the document does includes pretty strong standards to
protect the night sky by minimizing lighting and light pollution, but there will be in
overall increase in lighting with the new development

Notification — the proposed notification area is a generous 500 ft. from projects, the City
should get a specific referral for large projects. Administrative procedures, including
application processing and appeals should be clear how the community outside the
Rancheria fits into it
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Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Trinidad Rancheria’s Comprehensive
Community-based Plan and Integrated Development Standards. The City respectfully invites
cooperation with the Rancheria in developing and promoting projects that will benefit the entire
community in a well-planned and thoughtful manner.

/Gl

Trever Parker, City Planner

Sincerely,

ce Karen Suiker, City Manager
Kathy Bhardwaj, Mayor
Richatd Johnson, Planning Commission Chair
Jacque Hostler, Trinidad Rancheria CEO
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August 3 2011

Mayor and Council members: c/fo Karen Suiker, City Manager

Re: Van Wycke Trail

This letter is written to follow up on recent conversations as regards the Van
Wycke Trail. The recent work by Public Works staff, to clear vegetation from the
trail and to do some minor trail tread repair, looks good. It is good to have the trail
open again.

Unfortunately, this work does very little to deal with the bluff instability at this site.
| recognize that the City has some very difficult budget problems with the
unreimbursed park landscaping expenditures and a need to shift funds from
several accounts to balance that loss. While this is a dire situation it does not
change the conditions at the trail site.

My professional opinion is that the City is already in an emergency situation with
the trail and the bluff erosion at that site. The emergency has two parts. First,
there is a 6-inch diameter water line running through the soil under the trail. Due
to instabilities in this area this section of water line is currently turned off due to
the danger of bluff failure. If the line is left pressurized and the bluff fails, then
major erosion would occur, similar to what happened at the top of Van Wyke a
few years ago when the fire hydrant was opened causing serious bluff erosion.

With this 6-inch line being turned off it leaves the entire lower Trinidad area
including the Marine Lab, docks, and restaurant without adequate fire protection.
The only supply to this area is through a 4-inch line that cannot be tapped in case
of a fire because the line would collapse from the fire truck pumps. This is an
extreme emergency.

The second part of the emergency is that the bluff moved significantly this past
two winters. This erosion cause the trail bed to drop several feet at the retaining
wall and the entire trail bed east of this wall for about 100 feet has also dropped
and separated from the old concrete trough that has the drainage pipe in it. This
erosion created a crack in the soil that has now been covered over by the recent
trail work. This erosion will get worse without bluff support work and the entire
trail bed is likely to fail in the next significantly wet period, especially if
accompanied by large waves and erosion of the toe of the slope.

When this trail bed fails, it will likely cause failure of the imbedded 6-inch
waterline. At that point the City will no longer have the option of building cost-
effective wooden retaining walls. It will be necessary to do the more expensive
fix such as the quarter million dollar project estimated by Winzler and Kelly,
Failure to act now will increase costs for the City creating another fiscal
emergency of even larger proportions than currently being experienced.



| recommend that the City begin permitting for a wooden retaining wall project
immediately. This repair work needs to be completed in October at the latest and
if permits cannot be secured in time | recommend that the City declare an
emergency and get the work done asap, but definitely before the winter rains.

| understand that funds are tight and so | propose the following:

#1 City contracts immediately with Madrone Enterprises (ME) (not to exceed
$4,999) to do a set of simple plans with plan views, a cross-section view, and a
list specifications for about 8- feet of new wooden retaining wall with tiebacks and
dead-man supports. | am licensed, insured, and bonded to do this design work
as long as | work on the project to build it. Steve Allen at W&K has agreed to
review my plans and provide findings for the permits. This design work should
cost less than $1,500 and the balance of the $4,999 will be used as labor and
supervision on the construction. Construction would occur jointly with Brian and
his staff. The City would be responsible for securing a Cultural monitor, buying all
materials, and completing the bulk of the construction after the ME nte amount
runs out.

#2 Begin the permitting process and prepare to declare an emergency to
complete the work before the winter rains.

| estimate that by using M.E. to do the design work and some of the initial
construction, and by using the City staff (not required to pay prevailing wages)
this project can be constructed for less than $20,000.

| am available and prepared to help the City with this project. | can begin
immediately.

Sincerely, Sungnome Madrone
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Revenue

41010
41020
41040
41050
41060
41071
41072
41080
41090
41110
41130
41140
41190
41200
41210
41220
42000
43000
47310
47350
49080
53010

i 53020
53000
54020
54040
54050
54100
54130
54140
54150
B4300
56150
56400
56500
L6650
56700
56300
58100
59599

’ ] Date: #/1/11 09:58:23 AM

PRCPERTY TAX - SECURED
PROPERTY TAX - UNSECURED
PROPERTY TAX-PRIOR UNSECURED
PROPERTY TAX - CURRENT SUPPL
PROPERTY TAX-PRIOR SUPPL
MOTOR VEHICLES
PROP TX - BOOKING FEES
PROPERTY TAX - HOMEOWNERS
REAL PROPERTY TRANSFER TAX
PROPERTY TAX EXEMPTION
PUBLIC SAFETY 1/2 CENT
PROPERTY TAX - DOCUMENTARY RE
PROPERTY TAX ADMINISTRATION FE
LAFCO Charge
IN-LIEU SALES & USE TAX
IN LIEU VLF
SALES & USE TAX
TRANSIENT LODGING TAX
VEHICLE LICENSE COLLECTION
MOTOR VEHICLE LICENSE FEE GAP
MOTOR VEHICLE FINES
COPY MACHINE FEE
. INTEREST INCOME

OTHER MISCELLANEOUS INCOME
PLANNER- APPLICATION PROCESSIN
ENGINEER-APPLICATION PROCESSIN
BLDG. INSP-APPLICATION PROCESSL
ANIMAL LICENSE FEES
FARMERS MARKET BUSINESS LICENS
ZONING & SUBDIVISION FEES
BUSINESS {ICENSE TAX
ENCROACHMENT PERMIT FEES
FRANCHISE FEES
RENT - VERIZON
RENT - HARBOR LEASE
RENT - SUDDENLINK
RENT - TOWN HALL
RENT - MIGC
CEMETERY PLOT SALES
INTERDEPARTMENTAL TRANSFER INC

Total Revenue

City of Trinidad
Statement of Revenues and Expenditures
From 6/1/2011 Through 6/30/2011

Total Budget -

Current Month Year to Date Criginat & of Budge
0.60 71,898.85 1iG,000.00 {34.64)%
0.00 3,056.80 0.00 0.00%
0.80 46.38 0.60 0.00%
0.00 224,61 0.00 0.00%
0.00 227.11 0.00 0.00%
0.00 3,113.8t 0.00 0.00%
0.00 451.76 0.00 0.00%
0.00 444,59 6.00 0.00%
0.00 333.85 0.90 0.00%
0.00 §35.12 0.00 0.00%
0.60 1,090.43 0.00 0.00%
6.00 864.87 0.00 0.00%
0.00 {3,556.18) 0.00 0.00%
0.00 (493,12} 0.00 0,00%
0.00 27,257.85 000 0.00%
0.00 25,835.00 0.00 C,00%

25,103.15 155,549.25 220,00¢.00 {29.30)%
0.00 52,323.25 72,000.00 (27.33)%

0.00 474,29 0.00 0.00%
499,42 338.87 0.00 0.00%
0.00 0.e0 1,000.00  [100.00)%
33,20 50.20 100.00 {49.80)%
906.00 36,717.06 35,600.00 4.91%
0.80 3,393.81 0.60 0.00%

0.00 5,701.75 10,000.60 {42.98)%

0.00 0.00 5C0.00 100.00%%
15,581.21 24,626.43 5,000.00 392.53%
D.00 34.00 200.00 {B3.00)%
95.00 415,00 0.00 0.00%
0.00 10.00 0.00 0.00%

0.00 5,100.00 i2,000.00 (57.50Y%
100.60 480,00 400.00 15.00%
D.00 8,459.51 6,000.00 40.99%
3,337.04 19,715.82 18,000.00 9.53%
0.00 5,000.00 5,000.0C 0.00%

0.00 3,948.51 0.00 0.00%
985.00 6,365.00 10,000.00 {36.39)%
0.00 0.00 500.00 '100.00)%

0.00 100.00 0.00 0,60%
2,533.22 2,533.22 52,000.00 (95.13)%
48,773.24 462,747 70 557,700.00 (17.03)%
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City of Trinidad

Statement of Revenues and Expenditures

From 6/1/2011 Through 6/30/2011

Expense

HONORARILMS

EMPLOYEE GROSS WAGE

FRINGE BENEFITS

EMPLOYEE TAXES, INSUR & BENEFI
DEFERRED RETIREMENT

MEDICAL INSURANCE AND EXPENSE
WORKMEN'S COMP INSURANCE
UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION
EMPLOYEE MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT
PAYROLL TAX

FIDELITY BOND

INSLIRANCE - LIABILITY

PROPERTY & CASUALTY
ATTORNEY-MEETINGS
ATTORNEY-ADMIMISTRATIVE TASKS
ATTORNEY-LITIGATION
ATTORNEY-MILEAGE

ACCOUNTING

CITY ENGINEER-ADMIN. TASKS
CITY ENG-APPLICATION PROCESS
CITY PLANNER-MEETINGS

CITY PLANNER-ADMIN. TASKS

CITY PLANNER-APPL. PROCESS
CITY PLANNER-ENFORCEMENT

CITY PLANNER - SPECIAL PROIECT
BLOG INSPECTCR-ADMIN TASKS
BLDG INSPECTOR-PERMIT PROCESS
8LOG INSPECTOR-ENFORCEMENT
ACCOUNTANT-ADMIN TASKS
AUDITOR-FINANCIAL REPORTS
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE
FINANCIAL ADVISOR/TECH SUPPORT
LIBRARY RENT & LOCAL CONTRIS.
RENT

UTILITIES

DUES & MEMBERSHIP
MUNICIPAL/UPDATE EXPENSE
OFFICE SUPPLIES & EXPENSE

BANK CHARGES

CCONTRACTED SERYICES
MISCELLANECUS EXPENSE
TELEPHONE

CABLE & INTERMET SERYICE
TRAVEL

BUILDING REPAIRS & MAINTENANCE
MATERTALS, SUPPLIES & EQUIPMEN
UNREALIZED INVEST, GAINS/LOSSE

Tolal Expense

201 - GFAdmin

Totat Budget -

Current Month Year to Date QOriginat % of Budget
250,00 2,750.00 3,000.00 8.33%
11,618.19 67,387.92 47,545.00 {41.74)%
69.24 6,338.56 0.00 0.00%
0.00 0.00 26,247.00 100.00%
404.80 6,740.27 0.00 0.00%
306.05 6,532.80 0,00 0.00%
0.00 613,75 0.00 0.00%
0.00 2,111.47 0.00 0.00%
63.50 1,176.50 1,200.00 1.96%
852.98 5,987.87 4,721.00 {26.83)%
0.00 700.00 700.00 0.00%
0.00 5,443,00 5,443,G0 0.00%
0.00 4,367,040 5,350.00 17.81%
0.00 17,076.70 24,000.00 28.85%
0.00 8,517.10 0.00 C.00%
0.00 2,812.50 10,000.00 71.88%
0,00 37.50 0,00 0.00%
0.00 255,29 000 0.00%
0.00 5,224.75 6,000.00 12.92%
0,00 0.00 2,000.00 160.00%
420.00. 4,624.25 2,000,00 (131.21)%
974.75 10,907.8C 6,000.00 (81,80)%
0.00 5,310.00 8,000.00 33.63%
696,00 888.00 0.00 0.00%
750,00 8,241,060 12,006.00 31.324%
0.00 568,75 0,00 0.00%
433.00 1,922.00 0.00 0.00%
0.00 593.85 5,000.00 88.12%
459,03 14,008.97 18,000.00 22.17%
0.00 11,044.00 10,600.00 {10.44)%
0.00 0.00 30,000.00 100.00%
0.00 940.69 1,000.00 5.93%
0.00 0.00 4,000,00 100.00%
0.00 5,850.00 7.800.00 25.00%
141.32 4,273.26 4,000.,00 (6.83)%
54.50 12,846.50 2,000,00 {542.33)%
0,00 1,031,597 5,000.00 75.36%:
236.01 4,470.60 4,500.00 0,65%
0.00 72,80 0.00 0.00%
0.00 4,200.08 0.00 0.00%
0,00 1,027.60 1,000.00 (2.70%%
140.45 1,949.51 3,000.00 35.02%
160.95 1,980,131 1,500.00 {32.01%
0.080 0.00 £,500.00 100.00%
621,77 3,209.52 1,000.00 {220.95)%
3.18 3,616,31 5,000.00 27.67%
&14.31 12,769,509 0.00 0,00%
i9,270.03 260,449.54 268,506,060 3.00%
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65000
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Statement of Revenues and Expenditures

From 6/3/2011 Through 6/30/2011

Expense
EMPLOYEE GROSS WAGE
EMPLOYEE TAXES, INSUR & BENEFI
DEFERRED RETIREMENT
MEDICAL INSURANCE AND EXPENSE
WORKMEN'S COMP INSURAMCE
UNEMPILOYMENT COMPENSATION
PAYROLL TAX
ACCOUNTING
ACCOUNTANT-ADMIN TASKS
AUDITOR-FINANCIAL REPORTS
RENT
UTILITIES
OFFICE SUPPLIES & EXPEMNSE
INTEREST EXPENSE
CONTRACTED SERVICES
ANIMAL CONTROL
INVESTIGATION
TELEPHONE
CABLE & INTERNET SERVICE
WEHICLE REPAIRS
BUILDING REPAIRS & MAINTENANCE
OTHER REPAIR & MAINTENENCE
CAPITAL DUTLAY

Total Expense

City of Trinidad

301 - Police

Total Budget -

Current Month Year o Date Original % of Budget
2,715,59 20,953.80 23,231.00 2.80%
Q.00 638,51 980.00 34.85%
0.00 289,99 0.00 0.00%
0.00 {586,30) 0.00 0.00%
0.00 614.51 0.00 0.00%
0.00 3,631.53 0.00 0.00%
208,01 1,604.62 2,371.00 32.32%
0.00 233.41 0,00 0.00%
393.44 5,130.37 0.030 0.00%
0.00 792.00 0.0¢ 0.00%
1,300.60 8,450.00 7,800.00 (8.33)%
i77.50 2,632.42 1,200.00 {119.37%
{.00 644.80 2,400,0¢ 73.13%
179.90 172.80 0,00 0.00%
29,996.00 74,508.10 80,000.00 5.86%
113.00 1,356.00 1,350,00 {0.44)%
0.00 105.00 0.00 0.00%
80.59 947.94 1,800.00 47.39%
0,00 174.76 0.00 0.00%
.00 60.00 0.00 0.00%
0.00 356.00 0:00 0.06%
0.00 0.00 500.00 160.00%
0.00 2,7¢1.75 3,000.00 5.94%
35,164.03 125,1689.21 124.632.00 (0.45Y%

Paga: 2



60300
73110
75180
75190
75260
75280
75300
76110
76140
78140
78150
781690
76180
78190
83000
0000

iDaIe‘. Bf1/11 09:55:55 AM

Statement of Revenues and Expenditures

From 6/1/2011 Through 6/30/2011

Expense

HONORARIUMS
FINANCIAL ADVISOR/TECH SUPPCRT
UTILITIES
DUES & MEMBERSHIP
BACKGROUNDS / EDUCATION
TRAINING f EDUCATION
CONTRACTED SERVICES
TELEPHONE
RADIO & DISPATCH
VEHICLE FUEL & OIL
VEHICLE REPAIRS
BUILDINI REPATRS & MAINTENANCE
OTHER REPAIR & MAINTENENCE
MATERIALS, SUPPLIES & EQLITPMEN
CAPITAL OUTLAY
Capital Reserves

Total Expense

City of Trinidad

401 - Fire

Total Budget -
Current Month Year to Date Griginal % of Burlget
150.00 1,650.00 1,800.00 8.33%
0.00 20.00 g.00 0,00%
0.00 594,25 600,00 0.96%
0.00 10.00 0.00 0.00%
0.00 125.00 1,000.0C 87.50%
.00 161.00 .00 0.00%
0.00 123.00 5,700.00 97.84%
4.07 160.07 100,00 {60.07)%
0.60 0.00 1,000.00 100.00%
0.00 151.22 750.00 79.84%
0.00 0.00 3,000,00 10C.00%
0.00 207.88 500,06 58.42%
0.00 0.00 1,500.00 100.00%
1.00 4,688.03 7,500,00 37.49%
0.00 0.00 10,000.00 100.00%
0.00 0.00 20,000.00 100.00%
154.07 7,960.45 53,450.00 85.11%
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} City of Trinidad
. Statement of Revenues and Expenditures
501 - PW (Public Works)
From 6/1/2011 Through 6/30/2011

Total Budget -

Current Month Year to Date Original % of Budget
Expense
61000 EMPLOYEE GROSS WAGE 4,280.48 31,995,56 37,072.00 13.65%
65000 EMPLCYEE TAXES, INSUR & BENEFT 0.00 0.00 15,145.00 100.00%
65100 DEFERRED RETIREMENT 458.89 3,274.10 0.00 0.00%
65200 MEDICAL INSURANCE AND EXPENSE 1,330.46 12,720.99 0.00 0,00%
65300 WORKMEN'S COMP INSURANCE 0.00 614.51 0.00 0.00%
65600 PAYROLL TAX 362.82 2,743.43 2,560.00 (717)%
71510 ACCOUNTANT-ADMIN TASKS 0.00 942,64 .00 0.00%
75180 UTILITIES 74.21 7421 0.90 0.00%
75300 CONTRACTED SERVICES 0.00 0.00 1,000.00 100.00%
78100 STREET MAINT/REPAIR/SANITATION 5.04 11,882.14 24,000.0C 50.49%
78110 Street Safety Improvements 0.00 1,320.47 12,600.00 29.00%
78120 STREET LIGHTING 309.10 3,500.43 4,600.00 12.49%
78125 Sweet Lighting - Improvements 0,00 0.00 15,000.00 100.00%
78130 TRAIL MAINTENANCE 0.00 21,180.79 22.200,00 4,55%
78140 VEHICLE FUEL & OIL 409.97 2,837.30 3,000.00 5.42%
78150 VEHICLE REPAIRS 0.08 1,261.44 0,00 C.00%
78180 OTHER REPAIR & MAINTENENCE 0.00 43,29 0.00 ¢.00%
781590 MATERIALS, SUPPLIES & EQUIPMEN 733.44 2,/473.35 2,500.00 1.07%
78200 EQUIPMENT REPAIRS & MAINTENANC 0.00 283,52 0.00 0.00%
79150 WATER LINE REPAIR 0.00 32.42 0.00 0.00%
} Total Expense 7,964.41 97,220.59 138,477.00 25.79%

hDate: B/1731 0%:56:55 AM Page: 4
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65000
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65300
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78100
78190
78210
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{

Revenue

GRANT INCOME
BLUE BAG SALES
RECYCLING REVENUE

Totai Revenue

Expense

EMPLOYEE GROSS WAGE

OVERTEIME

EMPLOYEE TAXES, INSUR & BENEFI
DEFERRED RETIREMENT

MEDICAL INSURANCE AND EXPENSE
WORKMEN'S COMP INSURANCE
PAYROLL TAX

WASTE RECYCLING PICKUP/DISPOSA
GARBAGE

BLUE BAG PURCHASES

STREET MAINT/REPAIR/SANITATION.
MATERIALS, SUPPLIES & EQUIPMEN
Advertising Outreach & Praject

Total Expense

Net Income

City of Trinidad

Statement of Revenues and Expenditures
204 - WM

From 6/1/2011 Through 6/30/2011

Current Period Totat Budget -
Actual Current Year Actual Original % of Budget
6,00 720.00 5,000.00 (85.60%%
336.00 3,346,00 2,000,00 57.30%
1,503.87 26,637,593 23,000.00 15.82%
1,839.87 30,703.93 30,000.00 2,35%
1,637.73 12,981.33 11,291.00 {14.97)%
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%
0.00 0,00 5.060.00 100.00%
216.31 1,438.97 0.00 0.00%
380.85 3,941.90 ¢.00 (.00%
0.00 283.62 Gc.ac 0.00%
120,54 1,088.65 1,151.00 5.42%
1,360,00 14,400.00 12,00C.00 (20.00)%
522.70 §27.20 C.00 0.00%
0.00 3,150.00 2,500.00 (26.40)%
1,360.27 §,798.15 0.00 0.00%
614,16 1,249.,41 0.00 0,00%
0.00 480.47 2,500,00 80.78%
5,212,56 46,749.70 34,502.00 (35.50)%
{4,372.69) {16,045.77) {4,502.00) 256,41%
Page: 2
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57100
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Revenue

City of Trinidad
Statement of Revenues and Expenditures
601 - Water
From 6/1/2011 Through 5/30/2011

Total Revenue

Expense

Cugrent Period Total Budget -
Actua] Current Year Actuai Qriginat % of Budget

INTEREST INCOME 0.00 0.00 30,000.00 (100.00)%
OTHER FEES FOR SERVICE 0.00 90,00 0.G0 0.00%
OTHER MISCELLANEOUS INCOME 0.00 817.50 0.00 0.00%:
WATER SALES 18,673.97 215,688.08 214,600.00 0.51%
NEW WATER HOOK UPS 0.00 4,500.00 9,000.00 (50.00Y%
WATER A/R PENALTIES 1,503.11 9,354.67 4.000.00 133.87%

19,577.08 230,450.25 257,600.00 {10.54)%
EMPLOYEE GROSS WAGE 10,335.22 80,299,99 85,050.00 5.58%
QOVERTIME 0.00 882,78 0.00 0.00%
FRINGE BENEFITS 0.00 G.0C 0.00 0.00%
EMPLOYEE TAXES, INSUR & BENEFI 0.00 D.00 40,022,00 100.00%
DEFERRED RETIREMENT 1,188.09 9,145.04 0.00 0.00%
MEDICAL INSURANCE AND EXPENSE 2,619,858 28,760,495 0.00 0,00%
WORKMEN'S COMP INSURANCE 0.00 1,843.53 0,00 0.00%
PAYROLL TAX 839.48 5,881.82 7,352,00 6.40%
INSURANCE - LIABILITY .00 4,000.00 4,000.00 0.00%
PROPERTY & CASUALTY 0.00 2,250.00 3,231.00 30.36%
ATTORNEY-ADMINISTRATIVE TASKS .00 0.00 3,000.00 100.00%
ACCOUNTING {.00 240.71 0.00 0.00%
CITY ENGINEER-ADMIN, TASKS 0.00 3,499.25 41,000.00 91.47%
ENGINEER-SPECIAL PROJECTS 000 15,212.50 .00 0.00%
ACCOUNTANT-ADMIN TASKS 459.03 6,432.1% 14,000.00 54.06%
AUDITOR-ADMINISTRATIVE TASKS 0.00 0.00 8,000.00 100.00%
AUDITCR-FINANCIAL REPORTS 0.00 $,064.00 0.00 (.00%
BAD DEBTS 200.00 294 .46 0.00 0.00%
FINANCIAL ADVISOR/TECH SUPPORT 0.00 45,00 c.00 0.00%
UTILITIES 1,182.77 16,825.73 14,000.00 22.67%
DUES & MEMBERSHIP 356.Q0 1,059.04 1,000.00 {5.90)%
OFFICE SUPPLIES B EXPENSE 290.00 1,956.73 2,000.00 2.16%
INTEREST EXPENSE 0.00 1,935.43 1,050.00 (84.33%%
BANK CHARGES 5.00 10.00 .00 0.00%
MISCELLANEGUS EXPENSE 0.00 116,81 0.00 0.00%
TELEPHONE & COMMUNICATIONS 0.00 49.00 1,500.00 96.73%
TELEPHONE 70,05 96¢.59 .00 0.00%
CABLE & INTERNET SERVICE 43,00 539,00 0,00 0.00%
LICENSES & FEES 0.00 231477 0,00 0.00%
VEHICLE FUEL & OIL 158.80 2,054,45 3,000.00 3L52%
VEHICLE REPAIRS 0.00 36,79 1,500.60 97.55%
BUILDING REPAIRS & MAINTENANCE 0,00 1,399.12 1,000.00 {39.91Y%
SECURITY SYSTEM oG 276.00 1,000.00 72.40%
MATERIALS, SUPPLIES & EQUIPMEN 4,48 4,664.74 5,000.00 6.71%
EQUIPMENT REPAIRS & MAINTENANC 0.00 297.83 0.00 0.00%
WATER LAB FEES 425.00 3,i37.01 4,000.00 21.57%
WATER LINES/METERS .00 9.31 ¢.00 0.00%
WATER PLANT CHEMICALS 95.00 16,857.76 14,00C.00 22.44%
WATER LINE HODK-UPS 0,00 ' 0.00 4,000.00 100,00%
WATER LINE REPAIR 0.00 12,967,00 18,000,00 27 .96%
WATER PLANT REPAIR 0.0 8,611,37 10,000.00 13,89%
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City of Trinidad
Statement of Revenues and Expenditures
601 - Water
From 6/1/2011 Through 6/30/2011

Current Period Totsl Budget -
Actual Current Year Actual Criginal % of Budget
Total Expense e ABQ7ZE1 23200410 __I8670500, ___ 18.76%
Net Income - 1,299.27 {2,480.87) {25,105.00) {(91.48)%

'y Dale: Bf1/11 09:59130 AM
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{" ! City of Trinidad
S Statement of Revenues and Expenditures
701 - Cemetery
From 6/1/2011 Through 6/30/2011

Current Period Total Budget -
Actual Current Year Actual Criginal % of Budget

Revenue
53020 INTEREST INCOME 0.00 0.00 5,0G0,00 {100.00)%
38100 CEMETERY PLOT SALES 3,417.20 11,532.20 8,000.00 44,15%
Total Revenue 3,417.20 11,532.20 13,000.00 (11.29%

Expense
51000 EMPLOYEE GROSS WAGE 1,073.03 §,480.85 5,841.00 {23.97)%
61250 OVERTIME 0.00 0.00 0.00 £.00%
65000 EMPLOYEE TAXES, INSUR 8 BENEF] 0.00 0.00 2,946.,00 100.00%
£5100 DEFERRED RETIREMENT 135.34 885.73 ¢.00 0.00%
65200 MEDICAL INSURANCE AND EXPENSE 319.60 3,062.76 0.00 0.00%
£5300 WORKMEN'S COMP INSURANCE 0.00 189.08 .00 0.00%
65600 PAYROLL TAX 85.31 715,87 §85.00 18.11%
68200 INSURANCE - LEABILITY 0.00 500.00 50C.00 0.00%
75300 QONTRACTED SERVICES 0.00 0.00 500.00 100.00%
78180 OTHER REPAIR & MAINTENENCE 0.00 {13.15) 500.0C 102.63%
78190 MATERIALS, SUPPLIES & EQUIPMEN 0.00 278.81 0.00 0.00%
Total Expense 1,613.28 14,099.95 12,172.0C (15.84)%
Wet Income 1,803.92 {2,567.75) 828.00 {410.11)%

( | Dates 81711 09:50:30 AM Page: 15
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Present Certificates of Recognition to Josh Casqueria and Connor Woods.



CERTIFICATE OF APPRECIATION

~ THE CITY OF TRINIDAD
CONGRATULATES AND HONOURS

FOR HIS COMMUNITY SERVICE

l aueust 2011 KATHY BHARDWAJ, MAYOR




Trinidad

©* - _THECITY OF TRINIDAD
" CONGRATULATES AND HONOURS

o JOosH CASQUEIR A

- FOR HI$ COMMUNITY SERVICE

B sususr2011 |  KATHY BHARDWAJ, MAYOR
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Second Reading of Ordinance 2011-02: Vacation Dwelling Units.



TRINIDAD CITY HALL KATHY BHARDWAJ, MAYOR
P.O.BOX 390 GABRIEL ADAMS, CITY CLERK
409 Trinity Street
Trinidad, CA 95570
(707) 677-0223

ORDINANCE 2011-02

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF TRINIDAD
ADDING CHAPTER 17.53 TO TITLE 17 OF THE TRINIDAD MUNICIPAL CODE,
AND AMENDING SECTIONS 3.20.030 AND 5.04.220 OF THE TRINIDAD MUNICIPAL CODE

The City Council of the City of Trinidad does hereby ordain as follows:
ORDINANCE 2011-XX, SECTION 1:

There is hereby added to the Trinidad Municipal Code a new Chapter, Chapter 17.53, “City of
Trinidad Vacation Dwelling Unit Ordinance,” which shall read as follows:

Chapter 17.53

VACATION DWELLING UNITS

Sections:
17.53.010 Short Title
17.53.020 Definitions
17.53.030 Purpose
17.53.040 Requirements
17.53.050 Appearance and Visibility
17.53.060 Effect on Existing Vacation Dwelling Units
17.63.070 Location
17,63.080 Noise
17.563.090 Non-Permitted Uses
17.53.100 Number of Occupants
17.53.110 Visitors
17.63.120 Tenancy
17.53.130 Traffic
17.53.140 Tourist Occupancy Tax
17.53.150 Audit
17.63.160 Dispute Resolution
17.63.170 Violations—Penalty
17.53.180 Violations—Revocation
17.63.190 Ordinance Review

17.54.010 Short Title.
This chapter shall be known and may be cited as “City of Trinidad Vacation Dwelling Unit Ordinance.”




17.54.020 Definitions.

Good Neighbor Brochure.

“Good Neighbor Brochure” means a document prepared by the City and approved by the City Manager
that summarizes general rules of conduct, consideration, respect, and potential remedial actions. In
particular provisions for parking and minimizing noise and quite hours shall be included.

Event.
"Event" means any use of a structure or land for a limited period of time. "Event” includes but is not limited
to art shows, religious revivals, tent camps, concerts, fundraisers, and weddings or receptions. "Event”

does not include small parties and social gatherings of 20 people or less consistent with normal
residential use,

Occupant.
"Qccupant” within this Chapter is synonymous with the definition of “Tourist" in Trinidad Municipal Code
section 3.20.020G. As used in this Chapter, “occupant” does not include children aged 5 or under.

Transient Use.

‘Transient use” means any contractual use of a structure or portion thereof for residential, dwelling or
sleeping purposes, for any period of time which is less than 30 consecutive days.

Vacation Dwelling Unit.
“Vacation Dwelling Unit” (VDU) means any structure, accessory structure, or portion of such structures,
which is contracted for transient use.

As used in this chapter, the definition of “Vacation Dwelling Unit” falls within the definition of “Lodging
House” found in Trinidad Municipal Code section 3.20.020A but does not include “inn" or “motel” within
Section 3.20.020A.

Visitor.
*Visitor" means someone staying temporarily at a VDU, but that is not an "occupant” and not staying at
the VDU overnight.

17.54.030 Purpose.

The purpose of this Chapter is to ensure that Vacation Dwelling Units are compatible with surrounding

residential and other uses and will not act to harm or alter the neighborhoods within which they are
located.

17.54.040 Reguirements.

A. Business License Application.

Each VDU must procure a Business License. Existing VDUs must obtain a Business License within 3
months of the adoption of this ordinance. The business license shall identify the existence ofa VDU at a
particular address and declares the number of bedrooms in the VDU,

A site plan and floor plan must be submitted along with the Business License application so the City can
verify the number of bedrooms and parking spaces. The site plan and floor plan do not have to be
professionally prepared, but must be to scale and include enough information to verify compliance. A
sample rental agreement that addresses the requirements of this Chapter shall also be provided.

Each application for a Business License shall be accompanied with proof of a general liability insurance in
the amount of one million dollars combined single limit and an executed agreement to indemnify, defend
and save the city harmless from any and ail claims and liability of any kind whatsoever resulting from or
arising out of the registration of a VDU,
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A Business License Fee of $100.00 will be charged for the first year of each VDU’s operation. Annual

renewals for subsequent years shall be at the same cost as a renewal for any other Business License in
the City.

The City will notify all property owners within 100 feet of the VDU property of the VDU’s Business License
within 7 days of its issuance or re-issuance. This notice may be combined with the required 24-hour
emergency contact phone number notice required in subsection B below.

B. Contact Information.

1. Local Contact Person.
Each VDU must designate a local contact person on the Business License form. That person may be

either the owner or the property manager, and that person must live within 25 miles of Trinidad so that
he/she can respond personally fo an emergency.

2. _24-Hour Emergency Contact Phone Number.
A 24-hour emergency contact phone number is required for each VDU. The 24-hour emergency contact
phone number shall be prominently placed for the occupants’ use inside the VDU. Any change to the

emergency contact number shall be promptly provided to the Trinidad City Clerk and posted within the
vDU.

The emergency contact phone number will be forwarded by the City Clerk to the Trinidad Police
Department, the County Sheriff's Office, the Trinidad Volunteer Fire Department, and to each neighbor

within 100 feet of the VDU within 7 days after the issuance or reissuance of a business license for the
VDU.

If there is an emergency or complaint, and the emergency contact person does not respond within a
reasonable period of time, concerned persons will be encouraged to report the emergency through the
911 emergency calling system or the Police or Sheriff's Department. It is unlawful to make a false report
or complaint regarding activities associated with a VDU.

C. Parking.

A VDU must provide at least one on-site parking space per bedroom in the VDU. The parking space/s
shall be entirely on the VDU property. VDU occcupants may not use public right-of-way (street) spaces to
meet their parking needs. Parking spaces will not be located on the septic system unless it is designed
and rated for traffic in accordance with the OWTS Regulations.

D. Septic System.
Each YDU’s owner or property manager must provide proof that the septic system for the structure in
which the VDU is jocated is functioning properly and in conformance with the City's OWTS Management

Program. information on the appropriate use of a septic system, in a form approved by the City, shall be
posted in each bathraom in the VDU and the kitchen.

E. Signs.

A single sign no greater than 3 square feet in size shall be attached to the VDU structure or placed
immediately adjacent to the front of the VDU structure. The purpose of the sign is to notify the public that
the structure is or centains a VDU. The sign must provide a 24-hour emergency telephone contact
number for complaints, and a business telephone number for persons seeking information on the VDU,

F. Trash.

Trash and refuse shall not be left stored within public view, except in proper containers for the purposes
of collection. There shall be no accumulation or storage of trash and / or debris on the site or within the
unit.

G. Emergency Preparedness. )
Information regarding local hazards, such as earthquakes and ocean related hazards, in a form approved
by the City, shall be posted within the vacation rental in an easily seen location, such as the entry or
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kitchen area. In particular, information regarding regular testing of the tsunami siren and real emergencies
shall be included.

H. Good Neighbor Brochure.
Prior to occupancy pursuant to each separate occasion of rental of a VDU, the owner or the owner's

agent shall provide a copy of the Good Neighbor Brochure to the occupants and / or shall post the Good

Neighbor Brochure in a clearly visible location within the VDU,

17.54.050 Appearance and Visibility.
The outside appearance of the VDU structure shall not change the residential character of the structure
by the use of colors, materials, lighting, or signage (except as required by this Chapter). The VDU shall

not create any noise, glare, flashing lights, vibrations, or odors which are not commonly experienced in
residentigl areas.

17.54.060 _Effect on Existing Vacation Dwelling Units,

Each individual holding a valid Trinidad Business License for a VDU existing at the time the VDU
Ordinance is adopted shall be subject to the requirements of this Chapter of the Municipal Code upon its
adoption. The owner of an existing VDU which does not meet the requirements of this Chapter will not be
issued a Business License and may not use the VDU structure for VDU purposes.

17.54.070 Location.
VDU's are permitted in any zone district in the City that allows for single or muitiple family dwelling units.

AVDU may be allowed in a legally established Accessory Dwelling Unit. Each separate VDU must obtain
its own, individual Business License.

17.54.080 Noise.

Occupants of VDU properties and visitors shall not generate noise in excess of what might be expected in
a residential neighborhood. Any noise occurring after 10:00 pm and before 8:00 am should be contained
within the VDU and shall not be able to be heard by or offend any adjacent neighbors.

17.54.090 Non-Permitted Uses.

There shall be no permitted use of the VDU structure other than occupancy for dwelling or sleeping
purposes, as defined in Section 3.20.020A of the Trinidad Municipal Code. Use for events which are not
hosted by the VDU's property owner are not permitted.

17.54.100 Number of Occupants.

The maximum number of occupants allowed in a VDU shall not exceed two persons per bedroom plus an
additional two persons {e.g., a two-bedroom VDU may have six occupants). Except that in the Suburban
Residential Zone, if the VDU has a total floor area that exceeds 800 square feet per bedroom, then for
each additional 500 square feet of floor area above this total, one additional occupant may be allowed, up
to a maximum of two additional occupants.

17.54.110 Visitors.

The number of visitors to a VDU shall be limited to not more than 20 persons per parcel at any time, If
there is more than one VDU on a property, the 20 person maximum applies to the property, not each
VDU, Visitors are not allowed on the premises betwsen 1:00 a.m. and 4:00 a.m.

17.54.120 Tenancy.
The rental of a VDU shall not be for less than two successive nights.

17.54.130 Traffic,

Vehicles used and traffic generated by the VDU shall not exceed the type of vehicles or traffic volume
naormally generated by a residence occupied by a full-time resident in a residential neighborhood.
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17.54.140 Tourist Occupancy Tax.

The rental or other contractual use of a VDU is subject to a Tourist Occupancy Tax (“TOT") and any other
randated taxes. Each VDU owner and/or manager shall meet all of the requirements of Trinidad
Municipal Code Chapter 3.20, “Tourist Occupancy Tax,” which addresses the registration of TOT
coliectors, and the collection, recordkeeping, reporting and remittances of applicable TOT.

17.54.150 Audit
Each owner and agent or representative of any owner shall provide access to each VDU and any records
related to the use and occupancy of the VDU to the City Manager at any time during normal business

hours, for the purpose of inspection or audit to determine that the objectives and conditions of this
Chapter are being fulfilled,

17.54.160 Dispute Resolution.
By accepting a VDU Business License, VDU owners agree to engage in dispute resolution and act in
good faith to resoive disputes with neighbors arising from the use of a dwelling as a VDU.

17.54.170 Violations—Penalty.
Violations of this Chapter are punishable as either infractions or misdemeanors, pursuant to the

provisions of Section 1.08 of the Trinidad Municipal Code. Each separate day in which a violation exists
shall be considered a separate violation.

17.54.180 Violations—-Revocation

If the VDU owner or property manager is deemed to be negligent in responding to an emergency situation
more than two times in a 12-month period, or if more than two documented, significant violations occur in
any 12-month period, the VDU's Business License may be revoked. Documented, significant violations
include, but are not limited to, copies of citations, written warnings, or other documentation filed by law
enforcement.

17.54.490 Ordinance Review

This ordinance shall be reviewed by the Planning Commission a year after its adoption, and periodically
thereafter, to ensure that it is meeting the needs of the community.

ORDINANCE 2011-XX, SECTION 2;
Section 3.20.030 of the Trinidad Municipal Code, entitled “Imposed--Rate” is amended to read as follows:

“For the privilege of occupancy in any lodging, each tourist is subject to, and shall pay, a Tourist
Occupancy Tax ("TOT"). The TOT constitutes a debt owed by the tourist to the City. The tourist shall pay
the TOT to the lodging house operator based on the rent charged by the operator at the time the rent is
paid. If the rent is paid in installments, a proportionate share of the TOT shali be paid with each
installment. The unpaid TOT shall be due upon the tourist's ceasing to occupy space in the lodging
house. If for any reason the TOT due is not paid to the lodging house operator, the Tax Administrator
may require that such TOT shall be paid directly to the Tax Administrator.

The TOT is hereby set in the amount of 10 percent (10%) of the rent charged by the operator.
The amount of the TOT may be set by resolution of the City Council frem time to time.”
ORDINANCE 2011-XX, SECTION 3:

Subsection B of Section 5.04.220 of the Trinidad Municipal Code, entitled "License--Appeal” is amended
to read as follows:

“B. Any person aggrieved by any decision of city staff with respect fo the issuance or reissuance or
refusal to issue a license, or the amount of a license tax may appeal to the council by filing a notice of
appeal with the city clerk within thirty (30} days of such decision. The council shall fix a time and place of
hearing such appeal and the city clerk shall give notice in writing to the license applicant and the
appellant, if different from the applicant, of the time and place of hearing by serving it personally or by
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mail, postage prepaid, addressed to such person at the address appearing on his last license or
application and / county assessor records. The findings of the council shall be served upon the applicant
in the manner prescribed above for service of notices of hearing.

ORDINANCE 2011-XX, SECTION 4:
This Ordinance shall take effect thirty days after its passage.

Passed, approved, and adopted this 13" day of July, 2011 by the following roll call vote:

AYES: Morgan, Miller, Bhardwaj, Fulkerson, Davies
NOES: None

ABSTENTIONS: None

ABSENT: None

Attest: Approved:

7YY

Gabriel Adams Kathy Bhardwaj
City Clerk Mayor
First Reading: Wednesday, July 13, 2011

Second Reading:
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TRINIDAD CITY HALL Kathy Bhardwaj, Mayor
P.O. Box 390 Gabriel Adams, City Clerk
409 Trinity Street
Trinidad, CA 95570
{(707) 677-0223

ORDINANCE NO. 2011-01

AMENDING ORDINANCE 2007-03 OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TRINIDAD,
AND AMENDING SECTION 2.20.090 OF THE TRINIDAD MUNICIPAL CODE,
RELATING TO THE QUALIFICATIONS OF PLANNING COMMISSION MEMBERS

The City Council of the City of Trinidad does hereby ordain as follows:

Section 1: Section 2.20.090 of the Trinidad Municipal Code, and Ordinance 2007-03 is hereby
amended to read as follows:

2.20.090: Qualifications of Planning Commission Members

Except as provided hereinafter, no person may serve on the Trinidad Planning Commission unless,
at the time of appointment to office, and at all times thereafter during the term of the appointment,
that person is a resident of the City Limits of the City of Trinidad.

However, in the event there are no acceptable applicants from within the City limits, the City Council
may appoint up to (2) members who need not be residents of the City of Trinidad, but reside within the
Greater Trinidad Area as defined as the area in Humboldt County north of Little River and south of Big
Lagoon.

Section 2: This ordinance shall become effective thirty (30) days after its passage.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED on this 13th day of July, 2011, by the following vote:

Ayes:
Noes:
Absent;
Abstain:

Attest

2N

Gabriel Adams Kathy Bhardwaj
Trinidad City Clerk Mayor

First Reading: Wednesday, July 13, 2011

Second Reading:
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DISCUSSION/ACTION AGENDA ITEM |
Date: August 10,2011

Item: Report on Tsunami Siren Test and Consider Waiver of Use Permit and
Design Review Fee paid by Rancheria

Background: The tsunami siren was tested on July 19, and although the sound could be
heard in the intended locations, there is significant concern over the decibel meter
readings in the immediate vicinity of the siren, including the vacation rental residence
and the road leading to Trinidad Head trails. Due to those concerns, the level of the siren
was subsequently turned down, and this has a corresponding negative impact on sound
propagation to provide adequate warning to the areas as intended. A report from
Building Inspector John Roberts detailing the results and findings is attached.

The siren was installed to its present height to mitigate citizen concerns expressed at the
time of consideration by the Planning Commission, and there was the need to move
rapidly to meet the grant expenditure deadline. Since this expedited installation,
additional funds have become available due to savings from other county allocations
(specifically Del Norte), and the expenditure deadline has now been extended to
September 2011. Because of concerns with the potentially injurious sound levels, the
Planning Commission will be asked to reconsider the height of the siten at their next
meeting on August 17,

Mr., Dan Earkin from the County’s Office of Emergency Services will provide a brief
overview of the results of the siren test and he and Mr. Michael Hostler, Tribal Programs
Director, will be present fo respond to any questions from the Council regarding the
intention to request reconsideration of the siren’s height by the Planning Commission.

In addition to receiving this oral report, it is recommended that the Council consider a
waiver of the use permit and design review fee and direct staff to refund the $750 paid by
the Rancheria in February of this year. This would help to demonstrate the City’s
willingness and commitment to partner with the Rancheria on this important public safety
project.

Proposed Action: (1) Hear update and (2) Direct staff to issue a $750 permit fee refund
to the Trinidad Rancheria

Attachment: July 28, 2011 Report from Building Inspector John Roberts






. i

July 28, 2011

Report to City Manager
SUBJECT: Siren test findings

Recently a test of the Tsunami Siren was done. I was present and monitored the db levels
at the siren location, the adjoining rental structutes, the frontage road. Following are
results of tests and findings:

1- db level at the corner of the cottage exceeded federal maximum allowed of 115
db. (reading was 125 db)

2- Sound was not tolerable without ear protection. I have a real concern of anyone
near the siren on the frontage road, driveway, or any close proximity when it goes
off.

3- Siren protrudes slighily out into the drive way at the top of the unit, This situation
is a potential impact situation by any tall or large vehicles, Mitigation would
require tall pipe guards that would reduce the usability of the existing driveway an
additional 1 foot or more.

4- The test was monitored at various locations and even at the pier the siren was
heard but mostly not noticed in the restaurant. Also it is doubtful the siren was
adequate for the fishing flect on the water as it was not heard in the south
direction at several locations, or, was so light that people did not notice it.

5- The siren’s sound has been reduced to just at 110 db -+or — a couple DBs(the
threshold for max. sound level without ear damage) by reducing the time the siren
runs for each cycle.

In summary:

Reducing the pitch and duration of time for each cycle of the siren defeats the ability
of the siren to petform as needed for our community and adjoining arcas at the
beaches. Leaving the siren at its present elevation defeats the ability of the siren to
adequately produce a proper warning due to the berm and structures adjacent to the
siren. In addition close proximity pathways and exits to and about the property
provide ongoing situations that could arise and cause injury to the public,

My unbiased recommendation is to elevate the siren as it was originally designed. In
tresponse 1o the elevated visual effect, innovative paint detail of the pole and siren

assembly could provide a positive impact for the community while still providing the
best possible siren performance without possible hearing injury to persons near by in
a real emergency.

Submitted by:
John Robetis....
Building Inspector
Trinidad, Ca.
707498-4858
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DISCUSSION/ACTION AGENDA ITEM # %2
Date: August 10, 2011

Item: Approval of Public Education Proposal to Implement the On-Site Waste Water
Treatment System (OWTS) Ordinance

Background: The Council adopted the On-Site Waste Water Treatment Ordinance on
December 10, 2008. This Ordinance requires a process of permitting and inspecting
septic systems in the City, with the goal to increase public health and safety and to
improve water quality. A key component of that program is the adoption of “Program
Guidelines™ to establish the steps and processes necessary to properly implement. Draft
guidelines were presented to the Council in October, 2010 for review and comments, and
the final Guidelines were endorsed by the Council at their meeting in November, 2010,

At the request of the City, Streamline Planning submitted the attached proposal to
conduct a public education program to reacquaint residents with this Ordinance prior to
commencement of enforcement action. A proposal was also solicited by PlanWest;
however, given their unfamiliarity with the City’s Ordinance and its provisions, they

respectfully declined to submit a proposal. The same situation would seemingly apply to
other firms. '

The proposal from Streamline appears reasonable and recommendation is recommended.
There may be sufficient funds in the adopted budget depending on other projects that
require Planning efforts during the course of the year, and no budget modification is
proposed at this time,

Proposed Action: Approve the Public Education Proposal from Streamline Planning in
the amount of $1,570.

Attachment:
OWTS Management Program — Public Education Proposal



OWTS MANAGEMENT PROGRAM - PUBLIC EDUCATION PROPOSAL

Work Plan

Update existing information and write brochure explaining the City’s new OWTS Management
Program. Work with the City Manager on editing and present to City Council for approval, Send
to property owners within City limits and provide additional information and answers for follow-
up questions from the public.

Format

Brochure to be mailed to all property owners in the City. The brochure will describe the process
and basic requirements of the program and how it will affect individual property owners. It will
also provide background to explain why the program was adopted, how it benefits the City and
residents why it is being implemented the way it is, Will provide some cost estimates for OWTS
maintenance and compare those to sewer fees.

Hours and Budget

Trever Parker Brochure and information prep 8 hours $384
Sarah Caldwell Brochure and layout prep 12 hours $432
Trever Parker Council / Admin 6 hours $288
Sarah Caldwell Admin / Mailing 4 hours $144
Trever Parker Answering follow-up questions 4 hours $288
Printing / Mailing 200 property owners $128

Total $1,570
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DISCUSSION/ACTION AGENDA ITEM 5
Date: August 10, 2011

Itemn: Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Report — Moss Parcel Map

Background: The Draft Supplemental Environment Impact Report (DSEIR) for the
Moss Subdivision was initially published in mid-2010. The City of Trinidad has a long
history of commenting on this subdivision and last did so in August of 2010. The City’s
comments made at that time have been incorporated in the Final Report (see pages 9 —
14). Public input at the Council meeting may result in additional areas of comment or
clarification or direction of the Council to staff.

Proposed Action: Receive the Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Report and
give direction as appropriate and/or refer to the Planning Commission for comment,

Attachment: Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Report



August 2™, 2011

Mayor Bhardwaj and Council Members
City of Trinidad

409 Trinity Street, P. O. Box 390
Trinidad, California 95570

Re: Response to Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the
Moss Parcel Map Subdivision, Trinidad Area, Case No. PMS -03-14,File No.
515-131-23

Dear Mayor and Council Members:

This council, and every other council before it for the past 14 years, has
submitted input to the county as regards the Moss Parcel Subdivision. The City
has consistently requested a thorough analysis of impacts to its water supply and
other issues. The Cities most recent input on 8/19/10 was very clear in stating
the Cities concerns about its water and requested several significant mitigation
measures to protect the City and its residents.

While some of the Cities requests were honored, several significant requests
were denied, discounted, or explained away as not being under consideration
due to direction of the courts. This should be of serious concern to the City. While
the most recent court decision did limit the areas of consideration of impacts, |
will explain below why that decision does not make the Cities concerns off limits.

| believe that the City has every right and obligation to its water customers to be
concerned about the precedence that this project will set for the development of
the rest of the TLL.C 680 acre development that Moss is a part of. The City asked
for new mitigation measures, expressed concerns about enforcement, and
identified a modified version of Alternative 3 as its preferred alternative.

The following City concerns were added to the final SEIR:

1. Water use restrictions were added to any possible second units that might
occur due to zoning changes with General Plan Updates;

2. Runoff will be directed away from septic tank leachfields;

3. Meters will be installed at the intake to each storage tank, and record
flows once per day. Records to be submiited to county once per year.
Deed restrictions shall be recorded for each parcel to describe dry
season withdrawals and storage and this carry to any new owner,



The following City concerns were not added to the final SEIR:

1. Selection of a modified Alternative 3 as the preferred alternative, with
open space restrictions to prevent additional diversions or changes in
hydrology and sedimentation from forest land conversions reducing
base flow in the summer. The county stated that such a modified
alternative was unreasonable and not required by CEQA.

2. Water quality issues related to land clearing and conversions from forest
to pasture leading to increased sedimentation. The county stated that
this is outside the purview of this project based on the court ruling.

Taken as a whole what we have is a precedent setting project with the potential
to direct development on the entire 680 acre TLLC development. Cumulative
impacts from this development are significant and mostly unmitigated.

The county states in EIR MM 2 {on page 34 of the FSEIR) that “Based on the
current state of knowledge regarding dry season flows in the two affected
streams and the life-cycle of non-anadromous populations of coastal cutthroat
trout, the risk to the species through potential dewatering of the streams at or
below the subject site is sufficient to prohibit any water diversions during the dry
season’. Dewatering streams would be bad for fish and for the Cities water
supply.

There are many problems with the Counties suggested mitigations. They have
created a house of cards relying on dry season restrictions, pumping records,

county enforcement, and massive water storage facilities, rivaling the Cities in
size. It will not take much for this house of cards to fall and it puts the City and
the fish at great risk.

Severe drought and dry periods have occurred on Luffenholtz Creek in the so-
called wet season. The winter of 1976 was extremely dry and in the early 1990’s
there was several dry years with a drought in spring. Pumping restrictions need
to cover any significant dry period when dewatering might occur, not just the
historical dry season. This would further complicate monitoring and enforcement.
Additionally, pumping systems and records can be tampered with and the
counties ability to enforce existing regulations and restrictions has been severely
hampered by budget cuts. In what world does anyone believe that the county will
be enforcing this measures included in EIR MM 2 and EIR MM 3. The required
water storage facilities are massive and should require engineering to prevent
tank failure, erosion, and sedimentation. .

| also believe that the water quality issue is eligible for review because it affects
water quantity as the City pointed out in its letter last year. Land clearing and
conversion on the Clanton Parcel has affected water quality further limiting the
Cities ability to pump and treat water. The same types of land clearing are
possible on the Moss parcels without open space easements and restrictions.



Dirty water affects the timing of City diversions and treatment and can have
dramatic affects on water supply.

Other unmitigated impacts from this project and others that are still to come
based on the precedence of this project include:

1. Increase traffic and pedestrian safety issues along Westhaven Drive and
at the “Dysfunction Junction at the Freeway;

2. Increased fire danger to the Cities wooden water storage tanks from fire
ignitions along Fox Farm Road. The road side vegetation along this
road was changed from fire-resistant vegetation (rhodies,
huckleberries, and salal) to fire prone vegetation (tall dry grass, broom,
and pampas grass). it was upgraded without any CEQA review ( a
portion of the road project is in the coastal zone) as a mitigation
measure for Moss. The mitigation measure had no CEQA review of its
impacts and the fact that it would create irreversible momentum to
develop the entire 680 TLLC patent parcel subdivision.

These impacts have recently become known and therefor are eligible to be
reviewed, regardless of the court decision, as they are substantial changes since
the project was reviewed in 2005. The county budget cuts continue to hamper
the counties ability to do vegetation maintenance along the road to reduce
invasive plants and fire danger, and yet somehow they will magically do
monitoring of dry season pumping and storage as well.

| recommend that the City request denial of this project due to unmitigated
significant effects to its water and to the fish. Without development deed _
restrictions on the bulk of the Moss property, the potential for significant impacts
are great. Approval of this project as currently designed and mitigated is
unreasonable, would be irresponsible, as well as a violation of the spirit and text
of CEQA.

Given the dire state of the water supply in Luffenholtz Creek and the fact that it is
already over-appropriated in a dry year, the only prudent action is denial of this
project. It may even be time to declare a moratorium on further development in
this watershed to prevent further suffering, and an increase in danger to the
public from a lack of sufficient water supply to fight fire.

Sincerely, Sungnome Madrone

cc. Bill Verick, Attorney at Law



Mai fo: Stete Clearinghonse, P, O, Box 3044, Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 (916) 443-0613
For Hand Delivery/Street Address: 1400 Tenth Street, Sam,'amento, CA 95814 BCH# 2009042051

Project Title: Moss Parcel Map Subdlvision PMS-03-14
Lead Agenvy: Humboldf County Community Davaiopment Services Dept. Contact Person: Michael E, Wheeler

Mailing Address: 3015 H Street _ Phone: 707-445-7541
City: Eureka Zip: 95501 County: Humbsoldt
Project Location: Ceumly: Humbaldt City/Nearest Community: Trinidad T
Cross Streets: N. Westhaven Drive & Fox Farm Road i Zip Code: 95670
lat./iong: 41 *03 ' 22 vy 124 °08 ‘47 "w Tolal Acres: §4 .
Assessor's Parce] No.: 515-131-23, -24. 515-201-40, -41 Section: 10830  Twp.: BN Range: 1E Base: HEM -
Within 2 Miles:  State Hwy # U$ 101 Waterways: Pacific Oceah
Alports: Railways: Schoels: Trinidad School ,
e e e e e me o AR M e e e e e e mn e Th g He aa am M e mer ik e mm e e e o o — e e e P i
Document Type:
CEQA: [ NOP [} Draft EIR NEPA: [] NO! Other: Joint Document :
L] Early Cons ] Supplement/Subsequent EIR EA Final Docoment
[[] Neg Dec (Prior SCH No.} Drafi EIS [0 Other
[J Mit Neg Dec Dther [ roN$t
Locat Actl—o n_'ry;e:_ _________ !
{1 Genesal Ptan Update 5} Specific Plan [0 Rezone [ Annexation
- 1 Genersl Plan Amendrient ] Master Plan ] Prezone ] Redevelopment :
[T General Plan Eletent [ Planned Unit Development  [] 1se Permit ] Constal Perinit
{7 Commmmity Plan [ Site Plan Land Division {Subdivision, etc) [] Other
D_eve_lo;m_ent Typ;: T S _ _______ A
Residential: Units 4 Acres 84 [ Water Facilities: Type MGD
[ ofice: Sq.ft. Acres Employees “Transpottation; Type
L} Commercial:Sq.£. Acres Employees _ . 1 Minihg: Mineral :
D) Industrial:  Sq.ft. Acres Employees [ Power. Typs MW
[} Educational {] Waste Trealment:Type __ MGD
3 Recreational [] Hazardous Waste: Type
[ Other:
Project Issues Discussad in Document: ' T
[ Acsthetic/Viseal [] Fiscal [ Recreation/Parks L[} Vegetation
] Agricuttural Land [] Flood Plain/Flooding [ SchoolsUniversities Water Quality
O Alr Quality [ Forest Land/Fir Hozard  [] Septic Systems Water Supply/Groundwater
[ Archeological/Historical ] Geologic/Seismic [ Sewer Capacity 3 Wetland/Ripartan
Biological Resonrces || Minerals L] Soil Eroston/Compaction/Grading ] Wildlife z
] Coastal Zone ] Nolse - L] Solid Waste [ Growth Inducing f
] Drainage/Absorption [ ] Population/Housing Balance T] Toxic/Hazardous [ Land Use :
[ EconomicfIobs [} Public Services/Facilities [ ] Traffic/Circulation "3 Cumnulative Effects _ ;
ClOher _ . z

e e A e e mem e e e et e e — o — e — o — — — n ws! e B T U

i A am e = b A e o = e e e e e e e e e e e e e o e e b m e e e e o me 2

Project Deseription: {piease use a saparate page ¥ necessary)

A Parcel Map Subdivition of an approximately B4 acra vacani parcel, into four parcels. Proposed Parcel 1 will be approximalely 20,11 acres,
poposed Parcel 2 wilk be approximalely 21.02 acres, propesed Parca] 3 will be approximately 32.11 acres and proposed Parcal 4 wili ba
approximately 21 acres, All parcels will ba served by on-site water and sepfic systems.

Note: The state Clearinghouse vwill assign identification numbers for al] new projects. 1 a SCH number already exists for g Janusry 2008
project (.5, Notice of Preparation or previous drafl document) please Al in.

To be Scheduled For +lne q |-l Pll{«m}ncj Cotmpmission Mfﬂ
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CHAPTER 1 INTRODUCTION

On July 2, 2010, the County of Humboldt distributed to public agencies and interested citizens a
Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR). The 45-day public review and
comment period ended on August 16, 2010.

Upon the close of the public review period, the County prepared responses to both written and
oral comments. These comments and the responses thereto are contained in this Final
Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (FSEIR). Chapter Two provides all comment letters
received on the Draft SEIR and presents responses to significant environmental issues raised in
the comments. Chapter 3 consists of revisions to the text of the DSEIR made in response to the
comments as well as corrections to errors identified by the lead agency. Chapter 4 consists of the
revised Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program reflecting changes to mitigation measures
as discussed in the Chapter Two.

Responses to comments are directed towards the disposition of significant environmental issues
that are raised in the comments, as set forth in Section 15088(b) of the California Environmental
Quality Act CEQA Guidelines. When reviewing the comments and in developing responses
thereto, every effort is made to compare the comment to the facts contained in the Draft EIR, and
to provide supplemental information to provide “substantial” evidence about the presence or
absence of environmental impacts. According to CEQA, Section 15064(fj(5) “argument,
speculation, unsubstantiated opinions, or narrative, or evidence that is clearly inaccurate or
erroneous does not constitute such [substantial] evidence.” Responses are not provided to
comments on the non-environmental aspects of the proposed project. For comments not directed
to significant environmental issues, the responses indicate that the comment has been “noted”.

CEQA requires that the Final SEIR be prepared, certified and considered by the County Board of
Supervisors prior to taking action on the project. The Final SEIR provides the County of
Humboldt with an opportunity to respond to comments on the Draft SEIR and to incorporate any
changes necessary to clarify and/or supplement information contained in the document. The
Final SEIR, therefore, summarizes all environmentally related issues raised during the comment
period. This Final SEIR will be circulated to public agencies and will be available to all
interested parties for at least ten (10} days prior to its certification, as required by CEQA. '

1.1 CONTENTS OF THE FINAL EIR
As set forth in the CEQA Guidelines § 15132, the Final EIR shall consist of: -

e The Draft EIR or a revision of the draft;

e Comments and recommendations received on the Draft EIR either verbatim or in
summary;

e A list of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft MEIR;

e The responses of the lead agency to significant environmental points raised in the review
and consultation process;

¢ Any other information added by the lead agency.

Moss Parcel Map Subdivision May 2011
Final Supplemental EIR Chapter 1 Page 3



This document has been prepared in the form of a Final EIR and 1noorporates the Draft EIR by
reference and mcludes revisions to the Draﬂ: EIR.- Ce

1.2 ORGANIZATION OF THE DRAFT EIR

“Rxeoutive Summary f

'Chapter 1 Inttoduction o

Chapter 2 Project Description .~ - :

Chapter 3 Settings, Impacts and Mltlgatlon Measures .
Chapter 4 Evaluation Of Alternatives And Cumulatlve Bffects
Chapter 5 Other Mandatory CEQA. -~~~

‘Chapter'6 Mlt:(gatlon Momtonng and Reportlng

Appendices

13 ORGANIZATION OF T HE FINAL EIR
Chapter 1 Introductlon o : o : o
' Chapter 2 List of Commentlng Persons Comment Letters Reoewed and Responses to
Comments ‘ S . e :
Chapter 3 Revisions to' the DEIR
Chapter 4 Revised Mitigation Momtormg and Reportlng Plan '

Moss Parcel Map Subdivision _ _ May 2011
¥Final Supplemental EIR ' Chapter 1 _ : « . Page4



CHAPTER 2 LIST OF PERSONS COMMENTING, COMMENT LETTERS RECEIVED
AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

2.1 List of Persons and Agencies Commenting

State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit
City of Trinidad

Ron Dean

Daniel M. O’Hara

Moss Parcel Map Subdivision June 2011
Final Supplemental EIR Page 5



2.2 Comment Letters Received :

- Moss Parcel Map Subdivision
Final Supplemental EIR

. June 20110
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Governor’s Office of Planning and Regearch

SBtate Clearinghouse and Planning Unit

Arnold Schwarzenepper
: Governor

Augast 17, 2010

Michael E. Wheeler : .

Humboldt County Commmmnity Development Services Department
3015 H Street -

Eurcka, CA 93501

Subj_i:ct: Moass Pareal Map Subdivision PMS-03-14
SCH#: 2009042051

Dear Michsel B. Wheeler:

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above narsed Draft EIR to selected state agencies for review. The

_review period closed on August 16, 2010, and pb state agencies submitied comments by thet date, This
letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review roquirements for draft
envitonmental documents, pursuzntto the California Environmental Quality Act.

Pleasé call ths State Clearinghouse at (916) 443-0613 if you have any questions regarding the
environmertal review process. If you have a questicn abont the above-named project, please refer to the
ten-tigit State Clearinghouse nmber when contacting this office.

Sincerely, -

Scott Morgan
Director, State Clearinghouse

1400 TENTH STREET P.0. BOX 8044 -SACRAMENTO, CALIFOENIA B5812-3044
THL (916) 445-0813  PAX (916) 320-3018  www,opr.ca.gov

Moss Parcel Map Subdivision June 2011
Final Supplemental EIR : Page 7



SC’H#

Project ﬁﬂe o
g Humboldt County

Laay

- 2009042051

Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

Mosa Parcal Map Subdlwsmn PIS-03-14

Descripiion

EiR Draﬁ EIR

A Parcat map Subdstion of an approx;malely 94 aore vacant pares, inle four psmeﬁs Proposed '
Parcel 1 will be approx:mately 2041 acres, proposed Parcal 2 will be appfwumam!y 21,02 acres,
pmposed Parcel 3 will be approximately 3211 acres and pmposed Parcel 4 will be approxlmately 21
acres All parcels will be sawed by on-site water and septm aystems. o

Lead Agency Gon’kaci
Name _Mic:hael E. Whoeler
Agency  Humboldt County Communily Develnpment Services Deparlment
Phone  707-445-7541 CPax .
emalf
Address ,30*1_;5 H Street :
City FEureka .. State CA ~ Zip 85501
Project Location
Counfy Humboldt
 City Tnnldad
Region .
Lat/Lonyg : 41° 03 22** N .r 124“ os' 47" w '
Cross Streats * N. Westhaven Drive & Fox Famn Road
Parcel No. -515:131-23, -24,515-291-40,-41 - : .
Township 8N " Rapge 1E Sectfon 10,30 . Base HBaAM
Proximity to:
Highways U8 101
Airporis
Railways
Waterwdys Pacllic Ocean
"Schoole  Trinidad Schoo!
Land Use Undevelopad/AE/Dispersad Holisses,
Profect Issues Eloioglcal Resoumes; Water Quality; Water SuppEy
Reviewing Resources Agancy, Calrfomaa Oaastal Commlssmn, Depax’fmeni of Fish and Game, Region 1E; Cal
Agencles  Firs Depaﬂment of Pafks and Recreaﬁon, Department of Water Resources* Caltrans, District 1;
: h Reglonal Water Qual!fy Contro [ Board, TRegion 1; Stale Water Resources Control Board, Divlslon of
Watar nghts Nmivz:,- Amaﬁcan Heniage Cormisslon
Dato Recelved 07022010 - Start of Review 07;02/2{}10 End of Review 08/18/2070

- June 2011
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ity of Trinidad
August 19, 2010

Michael E. Wheeler, Senior Planner

County of Humboldt

Depl. of Community Development Serviees, Planning Divigion
30135 ¥ Street

Fureka, CA 95501

Re: Response 1o Notice of Availability for the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report
for the Moss Parce] Map Subdivision, Trinidad Area; Case No, PMS-03-14, File No, 515-131-23

Dear Mr, Wheeler,

The City of Trinidad respectfally submits the following comments regarding the ebove
mentioned project {herein referred to *Moss Subdivision®) afier earelul ponsideration and public
hearing, ‘

Overall, the Draft Supplemental Environmenta] Impact Report (DSEIR) is generally thorough in
its analysis of the two issues at hand, and also eovered alternatives and cumulative impacts, It
seemed to cover most of the potential development scenarios, including additional subdivisions
and build-out in Luffeniioliz Creek as well as the recent request by CDF 1o acquire City water.
Most of the conclusions and assumptions seem reasonable (e.g. estimates of daily water use per
residence). In general, stafl feels that the document was wel! done,

However, there are still uncertainties for the future, and the Cily has concerns about this project.
‘Though this particular project consists of only three new lots (four total parcels), which partially
limits the direct impacts, this subdivision will set future precedence for other subdivisions and
development praposals in the area. There are iwo main areas where City feels that some
comments and recommendations are warranted. These include additional mﬂigatmn and
enforeement measutes, and the prefemd alternative. The discussion ani suggcsnons below have
heen divided into subcategoties, and the City's dverall comments are included in italics.

The City’s concerns generally fall into four different categories: future uncertainites; future
development and increased water demand; water guality; and the preferred aliemnative. In order
1o address these concemns, the C11y sugiests several additions to-proposed mitigation us well a3
additional mitlgation.

Moss Parce! Map Subdivision June 2011
Final Supplemental EIR Page 9




City of Trinidod _ _ Augnst 19, 2010

Environmentally Superior Alfernative

The first comment from the City is that the mos! enwronmentaﬂy superior altematw
the “Clustered Development” Alternative (No. 3 in the Draft Su]:piemmml Envir
Impact Report {DSEIR)). The City strongly encourages the County to revise thexr analysis 10,
determine this to be the case and require this altemanve io be 1m‘p’iemented as & condltm of L
project approval for the feasons outlmed below. S A

Alter native 2 — Alternative Water Supply (1 We!ls) —is not the enwrunmemally superior
alternative, Lmd may have gredier impacts {hcm the pr fpmed pr.:)]ec!

The deteiminations that this alternative would have i 1mpacts “Iess than prweat” for bmlogmal and -
water résources are unsupported by the facis: The descnpﬁun of thzs altemstive acknowledges-
this: “Andther concern raised in the 2005 Inirial Study is that any sheh well could be direcily

linked to Deacman Creek, or Lujj”enhuﬁv Creek: essennially draving from subsurfisve floves of
those walercourses. In that ciretimstance, there is the potential that the proposed alternaiive -
would cause reduictions in surface flows similar. fo those which would eccur under the propo.st?d
profect,” {DSI’ZIR p.4-5) Then, without any additional sup oﬂmg information the DSEIR | goes
on to state: “Alternative 2 has the polential fo maintoir existing, flaws iri both wetercourses on
the subjedt site, limiting eﬁeus* both 10 naturgl communities and to the water supply which
wltimately reaches the Ciiy of Trinidad " ﬂ)&bIR p- 4~6} Even if this alternative were mitigated
so that the new parcels were required to give up their riparian rights, as suggested on DSEIR p.
4-5 describing this altcmamc, there i§ no evidénce that ay future wells woufd not be .
hydrologically connected to the creeks, And even if the connection were not direct subsurface -
flow, groundwater storage is what prowdes the stream’s baseffow, which is especially important
during the dry Season. : :

Alternative 3 - Clusfer ed Development — will have fewer zmpaci,&'vn the enviromment than the
proposed profect, or dlternative 2, and shotdil be considered the enwmmnenmllp,supenar
allernative’ pur waand 10 CEQA Gmdehne.& $IJI2’6 ]

Water impacts were found 1o be similat to thﬁrse of the propnsed pro;cuﬁ However, it is. a!so
recugmzx:d {hat by . (:I usienng the deve]opm_em land dlsturbance impacts are mlmmw:d ‘If a

ﬂnwa in Lui!“enhnlf? L‘i‘eek ‘Th et
pmjeut

projeci.” Hﬂwwer a*s‘ manlmnéé abave Ehlstertd developmenl 18 recognszed to have _ess land
disturhance, which reduces several types of inipacis to a project. Clustered dev&lopmem is
g,enerdll} cmnmdcrcd mure walk&b]c and IE“‘sS Cal‘-()l‘]ﬁnlﬁd \ﬂnﬂh could reduce air quahiy and

Mosy Subdivision Comment Leiter ' £.20f6
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City of Trinidad August 19, 2010

biological impacts would also be assumed to be less than the proposed project, Alsp by
clustering development, there is increased efficiency in delivering public services (e.g. police
and fire), with fewer utility and lines and roads needed. This decreases impacts to aestheiics,
culural resources, public services, ulilities and hazards. Fire hazards should also be fess since
less Jand would be disturbed. Therefore, many of these impacts should have been listed as “less
than the project” instead of “sirnilai to the project.” If these findings had been more appropriately
made, then this alfernative would be identified as the environmentally superior alternative in
Table 4-1 of the DSEIR.

Alrernative 3 - Clustered Development — as the environmentally preferved alternative, will
reduce potentiaily significani inmtpacis 1o the water supply of the City of Trinidad and to coasial
culthroat irowd, and should be required as project mitigction.

The City has determined that Alternative 3 should be considered the most environmentally
superior allernative and would like to see it further devetoped and incorporated into the project.
Even though this project only involves four lots, it sets precedence for future development in
these upper watershed areas that will have larger and lasting effects in the fiture, Although the
DSEIR found that Alternative 3 would have “greater than the project” impacts to land use
because the simaller lots are not consistent with General Plan and zoning regulations, these
restrictions can be changed theough proper permiiting process and analysis, In addition, the
County is currently going thiough a General Plah update and policies and zoning that encotirage
or require clustered development in this area can more eusily be incorporated for other areas in
the future, The City suggests thaf this afternative be the one that is required to be developed for
the project. Residential development rights on the 84 acre remainder parcel musi be converied to
an Open Space easement or equivalent with restrictions on residential development and forest
cover removal. 1t is acknowledged that such a change may necessitate chanpes to the DSEIR and
may also alter the recommendations for additional mitigation included below, but in general, the
suggestions for mitigation would still be applicable to this ahernative.

Mitigation

Under ihe proposed profect, additional mitigation Is reguired to adequately reduce potentially
vignificant impacts to the City's water supply from future uncertainties and increased water
demard, -

There are many uncertainties in terms of future water use, and stronger mitigation is needed
ensure that fature development does not impact the water supply for downstream users, inchuding
the City of Trinidad, and fish. These uncettainties. include drought conditions, altered weather
patterns from climate change and the fact that these parcels may utilize their ripavian rights
beyond just a single-family residence, including for agriculture, which is whal they are zoned
for, Dry weather flow teating wes dorie on a limited basis of only & few different years, which do
not likely represent the lowest possible flow conditions. In addition, there i% a history of weil
failures in the arca, penerally trom septic pollation, which requires the development of surface
waler soutees or connection to a public water system; this means that some existing development
may utilize these sources in the futare, not just new development, Secondary dwellinyg units are
another source of potential development on existing lots that was not analyzed in the DSEIR. In

Moss Subdivision Commeni Letier p 2ol
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City of Trinidad - ‘ . Augus 19, 2010

order to address the problems of insuffi cwnt water ot comtaminaied wells, the City. hag inchided
the following policy encouraging the i"ormatlon of a Water Services District that could supply
additional users from the City’s wter sys [ *m; many prcpertws butmde lhe (,ny are aiready
conected to the Cuy s, Wat&r sy’stelﬁ. : TR SRR

Policy LU—& 2 If capauty Lmd / ﬁr st age. is adequate, study the feasabtlﬂy oi ibn‘mng a
Water District 1hat ineludes the aréa to the east and southedst of the City onceither side ol the
freeway, whefe some properties afe alreeu:ly commected to the system, to sllow for'additional
connections outside the City, as the sy';tem allows, Eveniual annexation should be
considered. An ‘annexation agreement” (agreeing not o nbject {0 future 1 anne:;atmn) with the -
City is a minimurn requirement for pmmdmg any niew vonriections putside of City limits.
Areas to the riorth of the City should be part of such a d:stnct if servwes are 10 be pmwdf.fd
there in the fmure

The “project’ demand’ (DShIR b 3 15) was emmated barmd on only 1hree umts in the
Luffenholtz Creek watershed and one in Deadman Creek resulting from the pmposr.,d Moss -
subdivision. It is noted that the AE zorie Ygenerally.. permits a maximym of one residential unit.
per partel”! (DSL;!R p- E8-3)., Though ihe cumulative analysis section of the document
recognizes ihe patential for seeand units, it is generatly considered “ioo speculative” to inclide
in this analysis, The DSEIR i§ ndt clear whethar secoridary dwellmg inits would be allowed on
these lots, though Coumy staff has stated they would not; However, a General Plan update is
underway, and the designation and zoning could Eﬂ‘iﬂy change In acordance with State law,
second units ave penerally a ministerial process and most existing lots in the wafershed would -
fall undér thls requirement. It is not clear whether the dry-season, water storage mmgatmn
requirement would apply to any futuse second vnits. Therefore,, adduiona] mlt;gatlcm is
warranted to ensuce future pru&e(,tmn of the City’s water suppiy

Water Quality impacts are also ted to waier supp{} impam dﬂe to ljmﬂmg fauurx ﬁ;r potable
water such s trbidity and bacterial comamination, and additional mitigation is requived to
ddegquately reduce pmennaliy significant impacts to the City s water supply.

Though water quality was not listed a3 a specific impact to be addresscd in the DSEIR, 1t affects
the City’s abﬂxty to pmwde waier, and 3 a limiting factor c'iurmg the windertime in bcmg abic to
supply adeqliate water quiritity to custorners,
the scope of the Court decision hmitmg ihie ¢ '__al-yals 1o two issues, Luffenfioltz Creek s~
considered a “Critical: Water Supply Ares,” Which is daﬁm‘:d by the [umbﬂldl Cnuniy Genﬁral .
Plan as “used by 1 ] ' o
{imited in areq that i),
acitviiies.”

The DSEIR noics (p.
potendial ip in
Rungff fron de ’Io
(pestivides, feriilizer
analysis on quanmy |
waler qualily impacts, v

Mask Subdivision Conment Letter p. A Df 1
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City of Trinldad , Augusr 19, 2040

are often converled from forest to pasture or garden space or other landscaping. Qfien dirl roads
and paths are crented such as for off-road vehicles and site access. These activities can have
hydrologic impacts to the strearm resulting in more runofl and less storage as well as increased
erosion and siltetion and introduction of foreign materials, including polluted runoff into the
creek. The City's draft Genera: Plan includes the policy implementation included below, and the
City requests thal mitigation consistent with the policy be included for the Moss subdivision in
order to reduce potentially significani impacts to the City’s water supply.

Program LU-9.5,1: Pursue adoption of a public education program regarding pesticides and
other hazardous chemical, and when feasible, enter into a non-binding Memoranghum of
Understanding, or other agreement with property owners within the “Critical Water Supply
Area” to minimize the use of these chemicals and reduce contamination of water supphes

The City of Trinidad requesis that the following additions be made 1o the proposed mmgatwﬂ it
order to adequately reduce potentiaily significant impacts.io the City's water supply resulting
from the Moss subdivision s deserihed above,

I§ MM 4 - regarding siie revegetation, should specify *with nafive vegetation” (thisisa
requirement for revegetation within Streamside Management Areas (SMAs) in IS MM 7, but
should be required throughout the site). Conversion of arge aress to non-native vegetation has
the potential jo imnpact the hydrologic cycle and downstream water supplies.

IS MM 5 — regarding runoft from impervious surfaces should additionally specify that runofi he
directed away from the septic system in order to more fully protect the leachiield.

ISMM 7/EIR MM 1 — reparding SMAs should be enforceable long-term. As currently wriiten,
it only applies 1o the building stages, but should be applied to the parcels into the future. The
mitigation measure ncludes restrictions on development, disposal and the nse of chemicals in the
SMAs. This mitigation needs to be included in a landowner agreement or deed restriction in
order to be effective (also see suggested additional mitigation below),

EIR MM 2 and EIR MM 3 - regarding dry-weaiher slorage and pumping, the City has concerns
about enforcemert. These may be difficult provisions to enforee, though the DSEIR makes a
commendable aiteinpt at enforcement measures. But what happens after 5 years and property is
sold? There needs to o least be a deed restriction recorded so that future property owners are
made aware of the sestrictions. There zlso should be remedial measures in place should the
conditions net be comphied with, The City also requests the apportunity to review the pumping
records annually beyond the five years 1o ensure that these conditions continue to be followed
{also see suggested additional mitipation below). It also should be specified that the pesmanent
flow meters have, at a minimum, daily recording capabilities and that these records be submitted
for review annualiy Easements sheuld be established that provide access 1o the storage tanks,
pumps and {low meters for inspection purposes. Assessments should be established o cover the
cosl of inspeetions and evaluations. Tn addition, rain / fog water colleetion system should be
included as part of the waler sierage mitigation measure BIR MM 2.

Muss Syhdivision Comment Leitey n3ofe
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Cily of Trinidad August 19, 2010

EIR MM 4 - The City qirongly supports this mitigation measure and future policy, mc]udmg for
any secondary dwellmg units even it mmls‘tenally ap;:roved This policy can be apphod ag e
standard to be‘mét éven for ministerial prd_[-ecis to be verified thmug,h i bulldmg pem-ut pmmss
and this provigion should be added to the mitigation. The City has some concems about
_enlamemem of thig’ mmgatmn and the t:rnmg Thic Plannmg Cf:im ic of -
Supemsors could reject suchd, polxcy, or'it may not be ¥ priority for-an ageridd item. Thcrefore, :
it should be completed pﬂur to- approva] of Final Map ot Waiver rather than’ wnhm 12 months.

The City of Ti mfd(:d reguests that rhe ﬁﬂlou ing adddmﬂal mztfgatmn be required in orderto -
tdequalely tea’uce s patentiilly \s:gm;“ Teant ;mpacrs :‘o iﬁe C ry §: wamr supp{v resuifmg ,ﬁ*am ihe
Moss wlsdmswn ; _ﬂ’éscmbﬂcf abave &N : S A

1. Include an addﬂmnal mitigation measure(q) that reqmres 1a11downer agreemcm‘; or deed
restrictions to Testrict the use of chemicals such as fertilizers and pesticides; the aniount of
land clearmg and land conversion such as from forést 10 pasture of to non-native vq,z:taimn
for the entire pareel, nol just the SMAs and not Just during construf.non

2. Inchude an additional lmtigation that requires any future s&ccndary ﬂwﬂlmg units to
demonsiiate that the develo pment will not reduce instream water flow below thal x necessary
for maiptaining netessary flows in 1 uffenholtz Creek similar to EIR MM 4. Tn addition,
clarify that al] secondary dwelling units will be required to cnmply with EIR MM 2 and EIR
MM 3 regardmg dry-season water storage if they are al]mwed in the fumre

3. Adda mmgatmn measure that the publlc veorks mspectmn records of metered flows be
provided to the City sach year for review.

Thank you for. the opportunity to comment on this important and poleniml! y far-teaching project,
These commenis have been carefully considered by City staff and the City. Coungil 4 a public
bearing. The City has determined that signilicant impacts to the City"s water supp!y may result if
the suggestions aré not iinclided as mitigation and conditions of approval of the Moss'
subdmsmn P!ease feel fr«»sc to contact me 1f you have any quf:stmns

Res;peclfui]y_ e

On Bc.half (Jf Stan-Hmme Maynr
City nf'ﬁmsdad ;

Muoss Subdivision Comment Letter - peBofd
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Aug. 19, 204

Ron Dean

83 Fox Fam Rd., ;
Trinidad. CA. 85570

AP # 515-131-031

RE: Moss Subdivigion- "Nofice of public hearing”
File Numnber 515-131-23

Michael E, Whegler,

Pve mead most of the E.LR on this project znd 1 appreciste the due diligence that has been
developed on its behalf. However, there Is still no way that [ can considar the impacts to our
property as “ingignificant”, mainly for the following reasons!

1. Our place is unique in that our housa is closs lo the road and all vehicle trafiic for
develapment and new residence has to grind up the hill past Cur house. ltis worss for
us since the widening of the road making it sasier for too many to ignore the speed limit
of 26mph., The result for us is more noise and more perilous to paople and peis.

2. Whaﬁ we came here in 1877, Deadman's cresk fmntage was g major aftractive feature.
8ince that tine we regretiable watched it deminish toa point whers 1t Is barely visible
ahove ground during late summer-early fell . With all the possible future subdivision
between us and this Moss subdivision. we would like te know how many additional
residences will rely on this creek before the impacts to this tiny creek are congidered
“significant”. i seems that the “average residential water usage® inthe ElR is
ealoulated from suburb type usage and not typical of 20+ acre hobby ranches that may
decide to dabble in activities like aquaculiure, crop production, goif courss, of raising
fivestock. . We are against ANY further waler rights being established with Deadman’s
creak as iis sOLFCH.

3. Unintendad, unforeseen consequences. Case in point, widening the road. | have no
doubt that this project was done with similar due diigence as the proposed Moss
subdivision. From our viewpelnt, the impacis are more noisy speeding traffic . Gravel
imported for the project was contaminated with seeds of pampas grass and scoleh
brooi, both of which spread vigorously, mwﬁing out native species amd are nearly
impossible to get rid of once established.
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4. At one point | had a conversation with one of the répresentatms of this projeet,
expressing some of my concemns . He shrugged and generai!y replied ... ..,'thars jus!
business’. Thess changa& Imnwn and unﬁ:!resasn wil impact this nelghborhmd for _
years to come, Jong aﬁer the dﬂars and theu* business is done in pur backyards We
choose this plaee because we liked the way is was at the time (E}ec 77)

5. Especielly in this economy, I'm genera!iy not in fmmr of the transmon of ilmber resouma
land to residences. 3ome area msrdanae are alreadv forced to impcm wal:ar and wlth
the chanw of future wea@'her changes | thmk it unw&sﬁ tn expimt evary rea{sume,

especiaitvwataf

Most if not air theae TS@U&& Were addmssad m ihe ElR for thls nmjeci, and detemined “not

sigmﬁcmt” Thay AF’{E mgmﬁcmt ie: ua : .
Thanks for the uppom;mty tu wmeni l’l! Iook fmwa;d 5] ihe pub!ic haanng

Ron D&ai

o Wagan

June 2011
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2.3 Responses to Comments : :

This section restates each of the comments received on the Draft SEIR during the review period.
Following each comment is a response intended to either supplement, clarify, or amend
information provided in the Draft SEIR, or refer the commenter to the appropriate place in the
Draft SEIR and Final EIR where the requested information is found. Each letter and
corresponding response is numbered for reference. Comments not directed to significant
environmental issues are included in this section; responses thereto indicate that the comment
has been noted and that no detailed response 1s necessary.

Response to Comment Letter #1

State of California

Governor’s Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit

1400 Tenth Street

P.0O. Box 3044

Sacramento, CA 95812-3044

Comment 1.1
The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Draft EIR to selected state agencies for

review. The review period closed on August 16, 2010, and no state agencies submitted comments
by that daie. This letter acknowledges that you have complied with State Clearinghouse review
requirements for drafi environmental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental

Quality Act.

Response 1.1
None required

Response to Comment Letter #2
City of Trinidad

409 Trinity Street

P.O. Box 390

Trinidad, CA 95570

Comment 2.1 ,

Environmentally Superior Alternative ‘
The first comment from the City is that the most environmentally superior alternative should be
the “Clustered Development” Alternative (No. 3 in the Draft Supplemenial Environmental
Impact Report (DSEIR)). The Cily strongly encourages the County to revise their analysis 1o .
determine this to be the case and require this alternative to be implemented as a condition of
project approval for the reasons outlined below.

Moss Parcel Map Subdivision June 2011
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Response 2.1
Comment noted. Specific responses will follow specific comments. -

Comment 22 el : b
Alternative 2 - Alternative Water Supply ( Wells) -'is hot the envzronmentally Superzor altematwe

and may have greater zmpacts than z‘he proposed project
T he dez‘ermmanons that ‘this alremotzve would have lmpacts “Iess rhan projecr ” for bzologzcal
and water resources are unsupported by the " facts: The descrzptzon ‘of this = alternative
acknowledges this: “Another concern mzsed in the 2005 Initial Study is that any such well could
be directly lmked to Deadman’ Creek or Luﬁ”enholtz Creek,’ essentially drawmg ﬁom subsurface
Slows of those ‘watercourses. In that circumstance, rhere is the potential that. the proposed
alternative would cause reductions in Swfaced FAows: szm:lar fo: those which. would oceur under
the proposed project (DSEIR p.4-5) Then, without any addztzonal Supporting mformatzon the
DSEIR goes on to state: “Alfernative 2 has the potentzal to maintain existing fows in both
watercourses on the subject site, limiting eﬁects both to natural communities and to water

 supply which ultimately reaches the City of Trinidad.” (DSEIR p.4-6) Even if this alternative

were mitigated so that the new parcels were required to give up their riparian rights, as
suggested on DSEIR p.4-5 describing this alternative, there is no evidence that any future wells
would not be hydrologwally connected to the creeks. And even'if the connections were not direct
subsurface flow, groundwater Sromge is what provzdes ‘the Stream s baseﬂow which  is
especzally important durmg the dry season. '

Response 2, 2
As noted on Page 4-11 of the DSEIR, Appendix P (Domestic Water Well Feamblhty Analysis),

offers evidence in support of the conclusion that the Alternative No. 2 (Alternative Water
Supply) could “reasonably likely” be implemented without reducing the water supply in
Luffenholtz Creek, As further noted on Page 4-11, a definitive finding would require the
development of test wells on the subJect site to determine the direction of subsurface flows and
the hydrolo gic response to well draw-downs. Tf 1mplemented such tests may show that the wells
are either 1nfea51ble due to the lack of avallable groundwater or that there is no- enwromnental
advantage of such wells over the proposed project, which relies on direct surface dlversmn if the ,
wells share a direct hydrologrc connection to the surface water. However, there appears 10 be no

~ basis fora concluswn that domestlc water ‘wells would have a- greater enwromnental 1rnpact than

the proposed pro;ect Ifa dlrect hydrologrc ‘connéction is found the rmtlgatlon measures
descrrbmg Volume and trmmg of d1ver81on would contmue to apply to the prOJect E E

The lead agency COMIC rs_that addltronal 1nf0rmat10n regardlng sub- surface ﬂows would be
deslrable and conchides that sueh mfon“natlon is only 11ke1y to'be. presented if Alternative No. 2
is selécted as the preferred alternative and test ‘Wells are developed a8 descrlbed on Page 4-11. If,
as noted in the comment, there is no environmental” ‘ddvantage to Altétnative No. 2" based on
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subsurface flows, the applicable mitigation measures would be sufficient to reduce such effects
below the threshold of significance.

Comment 2.3 :
Alternative 3 - Clustered Development - will have fewer impacts on the environment than the

proposed project, or Alternative 2, and should be considered the ‘envirommentally superior
alternative’ pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15126.6

Water impacts were found to be similar to those of the proposed project. However, it is also
recognized that by clustering the development, land disturbance impacts are minimized, If a
large remainder parcel were to be preserved from future development, it is more likely to retain
its native cover. With four 20 acre parcels, based on past developments, it is likely that much of
the forest land will be converted to pasture land and non-native vegetation and other
development such as gardens and trails, which can significantly affect the hydrologic cycle
within the watershed - e.g. grasslands tend to store less water, which could affect dry season
flows in Luffenholtz Creek. Therefore, this impact should be considered to be “less than the
project.”

More generally, most of the effects related to this project were considered to be “similar to the
project,” However, as mentioned above, clustered development is recognized to have less land
disturbance, which reduces several types of impacts to a project. Clustered development is
generally considered more walkable and less car-oriented, which could reduce air quality and
traffic impacts. Because the clustered development would result in less land disturbances,
biological impacts would also be assumed to be less than the proposed project. Also by
clustering development, there is increased efficiency in the delivering public services (e.g. police
and fire), with fewer utility and lines and roads needed. This decreases impuacts to aesthetics,
cultural resources, public services, utilities and hazards. Fire hazards should also be less since
less land would be disturbed. Therefore, many of these impacts should have been listed as “less
than the project” instead of “similar to the project.” If these findings had been more
appropriately made, then this alternative would be identified as the environmentally superior
alternative in Table 4-1 of the DSEIR.

Response 2.3
As noted on page 4-8 of the DSEIR, the primary result of Alternative No. 3 would be to relocate

the residence planned to be constructed on the developable building pad on Parcel 4 to one of the
two developable building pads on Parcel 3. The overall development density would be
unchanged and the relationship of the project site to the communities of Westhaven and Trinidad
would not be affected. Such an alternative would have no beneficial or detrimental effect on
walkability, car orientation, provision of police and fire services, utility lines or road
construction. While such benefits may accrue to clustered development for larger or differently
situated projects, there is no apparent mechanism to achieve such benefits in this instance, As
noted on page 4-8 of the DSEIR, the primary advantage related to development would be the
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result of reduced on-site driveway: lengths and, if feasible, the establishment of shared building
pads which could reduce the overall graded area on the subject site. - : 3

Additionally, the comment assumes use restrictions on the Remainder parcel thh are not
proposed in“Alternative No. 3 and Wthh may not be feasible.- Alternative No. 3 includes an
assumption that: development rights on ‘the Remainder parcel would be. ded1oated to: Humboldt
County or otherwise extmgmshed asa condltron of approval of- the proposed subdivision. The
comment extends the languags of Alternatlve No. 3 to further assume that the Remamder would
not be used for pasturage, gardenmg, trails and other, unspec1ﬁed fand disturbance, all of which
are eurrently permrtted under the ex1st1ng zonmg The comment asserts that a greater percentage
of native cover is’ hkely to be preserved in’the clustered development alternative than in the
proposed project alternatlve and relies on that assumptlon to 1ndloate that- the natural hydrolo gic
function of the site would be less dlsturbed with- assoclated reduct1ons in water 1mpacts and the
rlskofﬁre ' = : L ’ S

In order to achleve the beneﬁts of clustermg assumed in the coinment letter to-accrue to the
project as a result of Alternatlve No. 3, it would be necessary to add substantial further
restrictions to the use of the Remalnder parcel, beyond the development restrictions proposed in
the DSEIR: Tt is not clear from’ the comment what the extent of such restrictions would be, ‘but
they would clearly include extlngmshlng the ablhty to pasture livestock, install landscaping, and
construct driveways and walking trails, and a likely a number of additional permitted activities
generally allowed by i ight in the AE Zone, Such potential restrictions fall outside of the scope of
Alternative No. 3 and if sufficient to achieve the results assumed i in the letter, may exceed a
“rough proport1ona11ty” in relation to the magnitude of the potential impacts to-be addressed.

(See Dolan v. City olega:rd 1994, 512U.8. 374,114 S. Ct. 2309)

The lead agency ma:lntams that Alternatlve 3 would have similar impacts as the proposed project
in that the bulldmg sites as proposed on the tentatlv“e map are already clustered. As shown on the
tentative map, the proposed bulldmg sites for Parcels 1, 2, and 3 are located within. a radius of
approx1mately 250 feet of eaeh other -and are also Jocated - near to Fox. Farm Road Under
Alternative 3, the bu1ld1ng 31tes would remain as those for “the ‘proposed pl’O_]eCt the only
difference being smaller lot 81zes The buﬂdmg 51te for Parcel ‘4, although more 1solated from the
other building sites, is located near to F 0x Farm Road in an area which was determrned to be best
suited- for the 1 'atron of the' septi' ystem ;*There'is no ev1dence ‘that home construchon on:’
Parcél 4 of the prop'osed pro]ect Fres "ore Iand drsturbance 1mpaets than constructlon of
a fourth home under Altematwe 3 as t : ldmg s1tes are relatlvely equal in srze ‘

Slmﬂar to the proposed pmJeet the bmldmg s1tes proxnmty to Fox Farm~ Road w111 allow
increased efﬁcrency in dehvermg pohce and fire servwes and will not require lengthy access
drlveways and’ ut111ty line extensions; Alternatwe 3 would requlre a’General Plan*Amendment
and Rezone in order to subdivide the site mto the 1- -acre lots: proposed under Alternatlve 3. The
lead ‘agency maintains ‘that subdividing below thé current:20-acré minimum lot size would be
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precedent setting in the project area and may encourage other property owners to file similar
applications.

Comment 2.4
Alternative 3 - Clustered Development - as the environmentally preferred alternative, will reduce

potentially significant impacts to the water supply of the City of Trinidad and to coastal
cutthroat trout, and should be required as project mitigation.

The City has determined thai Alternative 3 should be considered the most environmentally
superior alternative and would like to see it further developed and incorporated into the project,
Even though this project only involves four lots, it sets precedence for future development in
these upper watershed areas that will have larger and lasting effects in the future. Although the
DSEIR found that Alternative 3 would have “greater than the project” impacis to land use
because the smaller lots are not consistent with General Plan and zoning regulations, these
restrictions can be changed through proper permilting process and analysis. In addition, the
County is currently going through a General Plan update and polices and zoning that encourage
or require clustered development in this area can more easily be incorporated for other areas in
the future, The City suggests that this alternative be the one that is required to be developed for
the project. Residential development rights on the 84 acre remainder parcel must be converted io
an Open Space easement or equivalent with restrictions on residential development and forest
cover removal. It is acknowledged that such a change may necessitate changes to the DSEIR and
may also alter the recommendations for additional mitigation included below, but in general, the
suggestions for mitigation would still be applicable to this alternative. '

Response 2.4
As described in Response 2.3, the lead agency continues to find that Alternative No. 3 is not the

environmentally superior alternative. As described in Comment 2.4, in order to achieve the
benefits being suggested, Alternative No. 3 would require substantial modification to restrict a
variety of activities permitted by the AE Zone, and collectively described as “forest cover
removal” under an “Open Space easement.” As noted in the comment, the current project “only
involves four lots.” Only three of those lots (Parcels 2, 3, and 4) could reasonably be affected by
a clustered development plan because Parcel 1 is located across Fox Farm Road. As ‘such,
Alternative 3 is described as a clustering plan which would place the building pad on Parcel 4 in
closer proximity to the building pads on Parcels 2 and 3.

CEQA requires the analysis of a “reasonable range” of alternatives but does not require analysis
of all conceivable variations of such alternatives. This is particularly true where variations on
such alternatives may themselves be infeasible. While clustering generally is a feasible
alternative, the lead agency does not concur that ‘the establishment of an open space easement
which prohibits “forest cover removal” on the Remainder parcel is a feasible alternative or falls
within a reasonable range of alternatives in the case of a project consisting of four 1ots, three of
which could be affected by such an approach.
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As noted in the comment, and in the Cumulative Impacts analysis of the DSEIR (Chapter 5),
other projects may by proposed in the general vicinity of the subject parcel in the future and
those projects may be considered under an amended General Plan. It js ‘anticipated that clustered
development would conitinue to be conSIdered as a-feasible alternative for such prOJects and that
the specific apphcatlon of such clustenng w111 be addressed ona case by case baSIS o

Comment 2.5
Under the proposed project, additional mitigation is requzred to adequately reduce. potentially

szgmf cant zmpacz‘s to the C’zty 5 water suppb/ ﬁom future uncertamtzes and zncreased water
demand : SRR R L _

There. are many uncerramrzes in rerms of ﬁtture water use, and srronger mztzgatzon is needed to
ensure that future -development does - not impact the water supply for downstream users,

including the Czty of Trinidad, and fish. These uncertainties include droughr conditions altered
weather patterns from climate change and the fact that these parcel.s may utilize their riparian
rzghts ‘beyond just a single Family reszdence mcludmg for agriculture, which is whai they are
zoned for. Dry weather flow testing was done on a limited basis of only a few dzﬁerent years,

which do not likely represent tke lowest possible flow conditions. In addition, there is a hzstory of
well failures in the area, generally from septic pollution, which requires. the devel_opment of
surface water. sources or connection to a public water system; . this means that some existing
development may utilize these sources in the fiture, not just.new development. Secondary
dwelling units are another source of potential development on existing lots that was not analyzed
in the DSEIR. In order to address the problems of insufficient water or contaminated wells, the
City has included the following policy encouraging the formation of a Water Services District
that couldﬁupply additional users from the City's water system; many properties outside the City
are already connected to the Ci nj/ s water system : -

Pohcy LU 8 2. lf capaczty and/or srorage is adequate study the feaszbzluj) of forming a Water
District that mcludes the area to tke east and southeast of° the City on'either side of the freeway,
where: some. propeme.s' are arlready connected to'the. Sysrem to allow for additional connections
outszde the City, as . the system - allows “Eventual - annexatzon Should be conszdered An

annexatzon agreement (agreemg not. o object 10 fumre annexatzon) with. the . Czty is a
minimum requirement for provzdmg any new connectzons ouz‘szde of Czly limits. Areas to the
north of the Czty should be part of such a dzstrzct ;f servzces are to be provzded there in the

ﬁu‘ure

Response 2. 5 ) . L e ,
The addltlonal sources. of potentlal dwersmns from Luffenholtz Creek are elther addressed in the

CEQA- document donot reflect'a change from ex1st1ng c1rcumstances as a reslt of the project,
or rely on speculatlve future scenarios: whlch may not oceur, as- descnbed and are beyond the
scope of typleal CEQA analy51s as follows: ' ' gt :
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¢ Drought conditions and dry weather testing: As described in EIR Section 3.2.1.5, dry
weather testing was performed on Luffenholtz Creek in 1994 and 1996 to the satisfaction
of the California Department of Fish and Game in the issuance of a Streambed Alteration
Permit.

¢ Climate change: While climate change has the potential to further reduce in-stream flows -
in the dry season, the mitigation measures prohibiting diversions from Luffenholtz Creek
and Deadman Creek during the dry season adequately account for this possibility.

e Agricultural irrigation: The potential to use riparian water rights for agricultural uses is
unchanged by the proposal to divide the property. Aside from the residential uses
described in detail in the Draft EIR, no new authorization for use is granted by the
project. '

» Potential surface water diversions to replace future failed wells on other parcels in the
Luffenholtz Creek watershéd: No evidence 1s provided to indicate that such well failures
are typical in the watershed, or that such failures typically lead to surface water
diversions as opposed to the development of new wells or the utilization of water delivery
services. In the absence of such evidence, the potential effect of such potential diversions
on the water supply of the City of Trinidad is too speculative to effectively analyze with
this EIR. Further, any such diversion would require permitting from the Department of
Fish and Game, and would be subject to appropriate analysis and mitigation at the time of
application,

o Secondary dwelling units: Second unit dwellings are not a permitted use in the AE zone
(Humboldt County Zoning Regulations Section 3314-7.1). The development of potential
secondary dwelling units on other parcels in the vicinity was deemed too spéculative to
analyze with this EIR pursuant to Save Round Valley Alliance v. County of Inyo (2007)
157 Cal. App. 4th 1437, which found such analysis to be unduly Speculative.

While outside of the scope of the FIR, the Lead Agency is generally supportive of the Clty of
Trinidad Policy LU-8.2.

Comment 2.6 7 _
The “project demand” (DSEIR p. 3-15) was estimated based on only three uniis in the

Luffenholtz Creek watershed and one in Deadman reek resulting from the proposed Moss
subdivision. It is noted that the AE zone “generally... permits a maximum of one residential unit
per parcel” (DSEIR p. ES-3). Though the cumulative analysis section of the document
recognizes the potential for second units, it is generally considered “too speculative” to include
in this analysis. The DSEIR is not clear whether secondary dwelling units would be allowed on
these lots, though County staff has stated they would not. However, a General Plan updaie is
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underway, and the designaiion and zoning could easily change. In accordance with State law,
second units-are generally a ministerial process and most existing lots in the Wa't'ershed would
Jall under this requirement. It is. not- clear. whether they dry-season water storage mitigation
requirement would apply” to: any future second units. T herefore addzrzonal mitigation is
warranted to ensure future protection of the City’s water supply.

Response 2.6 - e
Second ,unit. dwelhngs are not a. perrnltted usé in the AE zone (Humboldt County Zonmg

Regulatlons Section 3314-7. 1) It is acknowledged that the County is'in the process of a General
Plan update. However, it is OVerIy speculatlve to assume that the update will or may amend the
General Plan Land Use des1gnat10ns and Zoning Regulattons in such a manner which would
permit. secondary units in areas. Where they are currently not perrnltted Such an ‘amendment
would: also require, CEQA review Wthh would enable rev1ew1ng bodies to rev131t the issue of
impacts to the watersheds in question due to secondary units.

The Lead Agency concurs that dry season water storage would be required for any future
secondary dwelhng unit on the subJect site, if such dwellmg unlts become perm1ssxble in the
future, M1t1gat10n Measure EIR MMZ w1ll be amended to olanfy that dry season storage ‘applies
to all separate residential umts

Comment 2 7 . :
Water Qualzty zmpacrs are also tzed to water supply zmpacts to hmzrmg factors Jor potable water

Such as turbtdzty and bacterial contamination, and additional mitigation is required fo
adequately reduce potentially szgmf cant zmpacts to the City’s water supply.

Though water qualzly was not listed as a Specyf‘ ¢ impact to be addressed in the DSEIR, it affects
the City’s ability to provzde waler, and is a limiting factor durmg the wmrerz‘zme in being able to
Supply adequate water quantzty to customers Therefore, the City considers this issue to be within
the scope of the Court deczszon lzmztmg the analyszs fo two issues. Luﬂ’enholrz Creek is
considered a "Crxrzcal Warer Supply Area, whzch is def ned by the Humbaldt Caumy General

- Plan as “used by d speczf c mumczpal:ty or commumty for its water Supply system, “which is so

ltmzted n area rhat tt 1S Suscepnble to a potennal rzsk of eonrammatzon for development

actrvztzes

The DSEIR notes CU 3-6) that: “Concentrated run—oﬁ" “from developed portions of the site has the
potential to. increase erosion along the stream banks_ carrymg sijt and soil into the Streams.
Runoﬁ’ from developed areas mdy contdm contammates mclu ng landscape chemzeals

dirt roads and parhs are created suck as for ojf road vehzcles and szte access T hese acthhes
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can have hydrologic impacts to the siream resulting in more runoff and less storage as well as
increased erosion and siltation and introduction of foreign materials, including polluted runoff
into the creek. The City's draft General Plan includes the policy implementation included below
and the City reguests that mitigation consistent with the policy be included for the Moss -
subdivision in order to reduce potentially significant impacts to the City's water supply.

Program LU-9.5.1: Pursue adoption of a public education program régarding pesticides and
other hazardous chemical, and when feasible, enter into a non-binding Memorandum of
Understanding, or other agreement with property owners within the “Critical Water Supply
Area” to minimize the use of these chemicals and reduce contamination of water supplies.

Response 2.7

As described in DSEIR Section 1.1.2, water quality impacts of the project, generally are outside
of the scope of the DSEIR as they have been found by the courts to have been adequately
analyzed in the prior adopted Initial Study and Negative Declaration. With respect to water
quality impacts specific to the effect on coastal cutthroat trout, the lead agency maintains that
this has been adequately addressed Section 3.2.1 of the DSEIR and that the identified Mitigation
Measures (1997 IS MM No. 7, 1997 IS MM No. 10 and EIR MM No. 1) are sufficient to reduce
potential effects below the identified threshold of significance. '

Comment 2.8
The City of Trinidad requesis that the following additions be made to the proposed mitigation in

order to adequately reduce potentially significant impacts to the City’s water supply resulting
from the Moss subdivision as described above.

IS MM4 — regarding site revegetation, should specify “with native vegetation” (this is a
requirement for revegetation within Streamside Management Areas (SMAs) in IS MM 7, but
should be required throughout the site). Conversion of large areas to non-native vegetation has
the potential to impact the hydrologic cycle and downstream water supplies.

Response 2.8
No evidence has been submitted to support the assertion that revegetation with unspecified

native species in areas outside of the SMA would reduce the impact to the water supply of the
City of Trinidad.

Comment 2.9
IS MM 5 — regarding runoff from: impervious surfaces should addu‘zonally specify that runoff be
divected away from the septic system in order to more fiilly protect the leach field.

Response 2.9
Mitigation Measure IS MMS requires that impervious surfaces be designed to dissipate runoff

uniformly particularly for runoff directed towards steep slopes or creeks. Mitigation Measure IS
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MMS5 will be amended to specify that.impervious surfaces be designed to also dissipate runoff
away from septlc systems to protect leach ﬁelds

Comment 2 10 .
ISMM 7/ EIR MM 1 —regarding SMas should be enforceable long—term As currently written, il

only applzes to the building stages, but should be applied to the parcels into the Suture. The
mitigation measure includes restriction on development disposal and the use of chemicals in the
SMAs, This mztzgarzon neea's to be zncluded inaq landowner agreement or. deed restrzctzon in
order to be e]j’ectzve (also see suggested addztzonal mznganon below)

Response 2 10 '
IS MM 7 contains provisions for the establishment of SMA’s and controlhng and mitigating -

eros1on and runoff due to oonstruet:on EIR MM 1 requlres that the provrswns of IS MM 7 shall
continue to apply throughout the prOJeet The DSE[R concluded that the. mltlgatlon measures
1ncluded in IS MM7 would. result in- less than s1gnlﬁcant 11npacts to the SMAs due to.all
development activities; durmg 1n1t1a1 constructlon phases and any future development As stated
in the Response to Comment 1.13, futnre development (e second unit dwelhngs or other main
struetures) are not perm1tted uses in the ex1st1ng AE zoning de31gnat10n Therefore the melusmn
of further mitigation measures based on. the speeulatlve assumption of a General Plan
amendment and rezone are not warranted at this time.

Comment 2.11
EIR MM 2 and FIR MM 3 — regardzng dry-weather storage and pumping, the City has concerns

about enforcement These may be difficult provisions to enforce, though the DSEIR makes a
commendable attempt at enforcement measures. But what happens after 5 years and property is
sold? There needs to be at least a deed restriction recorded so thai future property owners are
made aware of restrictions. Theve also should be remedial measures in place should the
conditions not be complied wzth The C’ny also requests the opporrunzty to review the pumping
records annually beyond the five years to.ensure that these condztzons continue fo be Jollowed
(also see suggested addmonal mitigation below) It also should be specified that the permanent
flow meters have, at a mzmmum daily recordzng capabtlztzes and that these records be submitted
for review: annually Easements skould be estabhsked that prowde access to the storage tanks
pumps and ﬂow meters for. znspectzon pnrposes Assessments should be esrablzshed to cover the
cost of znspecz.‘zons and evaluatzons In addition, ram/fog water collection system should be
included as par't of the water storage mitigation measure EIR MM 2.

Response 2.:11- : L = :
Mitigation Measure EIR MMZ requ1res the prov1sron of dry season water storage fa0111t1es for

each new res1denee EIR MM3 requires water pumps restricting the amount of water puraped to
those daily max1mums established in the DSEIR. The DSEIR concluded that ETR MM2 and
MM3: would mltlgate 1mpaets to Luffenholtz and Deadman Creeks. to.less than 51gn1ﬁeant levels.
Whlle rain collectors Would bea desrrable and recommended add1t10nal feature for homeowners

Moss Parcel Map Subdivision : 7 ~ June 2011
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such facilities are not required to reduce the potential effect below the threshold of significance
and are not included in the Mitigation Measure.

The lead agency concurs that notification of future property owners is a critical component of the
long term success EIR MM2 and EIR MM3. As such, those Measures have been modified to
specify the requirement for a recorded notice, discoverable in future title searches, to ensure that
the requirements will be presented to future purchasers. The lead agency similarly concurs that
the suggested modifications to add specificity to the requirements for monitoring equipment and
access will support the success of EIR MM3,

It should be noted that the requirements of EIR MM2 continue in perpetuity and will be
enforceable through the County of Humboldt’s Code Enforcement authority. The requirement for
twice annual noticing for five years is intended to establish a baseline for compliance during
initial development, but is not intended to replace the enforcement mechanisms which apply to
all adopted mitigation measures.

It is the Lead Agency’s understanding that pumping records submitted by the property owner’s
to the County of Humboldt would be public records and that no special arrangement for access to
those records by the City of Trinidad is necessary.

Comment 2.12
EIR MM 4 — The City strongly supports this mitigation measure and future policy, including for

any secondary dwelling units even if ministerially approved. This policy can be applied as a
standard to be met even for ministerial projects to be verified through a building permit process
and this provision should be added to the mitigation. The City has some concerns about
enforcement of this mitigation and the timing. The Planning Commission and Board of
Supervisors could reject such a policy, or it may not be a priority for an agenda item. Therefore,
it should be completed prior to approv&l of Final Map or Waiver rather than within 12 months.

Response 2.12
The Lead Agency continues to determine that EIR MM4 is sufficient to reduce the potential

cumulative effect of future development to the City of Trinidad Water supply below the adopted
threshold of SIgmﬁcance

Comment 2.13
The City of Trinidad requests that the following additional mitigation be required in order to

adequately reduce porentially significant impacts to the City's water supply resulting from the
Moss subdivision...

Include an additional mitigation measure(s) that requires landowner agreemenis or deed
restrictions to restrict the use of chemicals such as fertilizers and pesticides, the amount of
land clearing and land conversion such as from forest to pasture or to non-native vegetation
for the entire pafcel, not just the SMAs and not just during construction.

Moss Parcel Map Subdivision June 2011
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Response 2.13 L
As described in DSEIR Section 1.1.2, water quahty 1mpacts of the pro;ect generally are out31de

of the scope of the DSEIR as they have been found by the courts to: have been ‘adequately
analyzed in. the prlor adopted Imtlal Study and Negatwe Deelaratmn .

Comment 2 14 , - L :
T he Czty of Tnmdad requests rhat the followmg addltlonal mzttgatzon be reguzred in or‘der fo

adequately reduce porentmlly szgmf Seant impacts to - the Czty s water supply resultmg from the
Moss subdivision... _

Include an addztzonal mztzgatzon that requzres any future Secondary dwellmg umts to.
demonsrrate Ihat the developmenr wzll not reduce msrream water ﬂow below tkar necessaij for
maintaining necessary flows in Lujj’enholtz Creek szm:lar to EIR MM 4. In addztzon, clarzfy that
all secondary dwelling units will be required to comply wzz‘h ELR MM 2 and EIR MM 3
regarding dry-season water storage if they are allowed in the ﬁxture '

Response 2.14 ._ - '
As noted in Response Number 2 6 above the Iead agency concurs that EIR MM 2 and EIR MM

3 should be modified to clarlfy that any future secondary residences on the property would be
required to provide adequate dry season storage

Comment 2.15
The City of T rmzdad request that the following addzrzonal mztzgatzon be required in order to

adequately reduce potentially szgng" cant impacts to the Czty s water supply resultmg from the
Moss subdivision...

Add a mztzgatzon measure that the publzc wor]cs mspectzon records of metered ﬂows be provided
to the City each year for review.

Response 2.15 . 2
As noted in Response 2. 11 above such records wﬂl be avallable to the Clty of Tnndad as. publle

records. As such the modification to the Mitigation Measure is not necessary

Moss Parcel Map Subdivision 7 June 2011
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Response to Comment Letter #3
Ron Dean

83 Fox Farm Road

Trinidad, CA 95570

Comment 3.1

Our place is unique in that our house is close to the road and all vehicle traffic for development
and new residence has to grind up the hill past our house. It is worse for us since the widening of
the road making it easier for too many to ignore the speed limit of 25mph. The result for us is
more noise and more perilous to people and pets.

Response 3.1
As described in DSEIR Section 1.1.2, traffic and noise impacts of the project, generally are

outside of the scope of the DSEIR as they have been found by the coutts to have been adequately
analyzed in the prior adopted Initial Study and Negative Declaration.

Comment 3.2

" When we came here in 1977, Deadman’s creek frontage was a major attractive feature. Since

that time we regretiable watched it diminish to a point where it is barely visible above ground
during late summer-early full. With all the possible future subdivision between us and this Moss
subdivision, we would like to know how many additional residences will rely on this creek before
the impacts to this tiny creek are considered “significant”. It seems that the “average residential
water usage” in the EIR is calculated from suburb type usage and not typical of 20+ acre hobby
ranches that may decide to dabble in activities like aquaculture, crop production, golf course, or
raising livestock, We are against ANY further water rights being established with Deadman’s
creek as its source.

Response 3.2
Mitigation Measures EIR MM2 and EIR MM3 continue to apply to the project to reduce the

impacts to the in-stream water supply of Deadman Creek.

Comment 3.3
Unintended, unforeseen consequences. Case in point, widening the road. I have no doubt that

this project was done with similar due diligence as the proposed Moss subdivision. From ow"
viewpoint, the impacts aré move noisy speeding traffic. Gravel imported for the project was

contaminated with séeds of pampas grass and scotch broom, both of which spread vigorously,

crowding out native species and are nearly impossible to get rid of once established.

Response 3.3
As described in DSEIR Section 1,1.2, traffic and general biological impacts of the project are

outside of the scope of the DSEIR as they have been found by the courts to have been adequately
analyzed in the prior adopted Initial Study and Negative Declaration.

Moss Parcel Map Subdivision June 2011
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Comment 3.4 ‘
At one point I had d conversation wufh one of the representatives of z.‘hzs projecr expresszon some

of my concerns. He shrugged and generally replied... ... that's Just business”. These changes,
known and unforeseen will impact this neighborhood for years to come, long aﬁer rhe doers and
their business is done in our backyards. We choose this place because we liked the way it was at
the tzme (Dec 77) :

Response 3 4

Comment noted

Comment 3.5
Especially in this economy, I'm generally not in favor of transztzon of rzmber resource land to

residences.- Some area residences are already forced to zmport water and with Ihe chance of
future wearher changes 1 think it unwzse to explozt every resource espec:ally water.

Response 3.5 _
The proposed project does not include a change in land use designation, zoning, or tlmberIand

conversion, Single-family. re51dences are a pernntted use in the existing Agriculture Excluswe
' zonlng designation. :

Response to C_'o'mnzent Letter #4
Deniel M. O’Hara
(Address not provided) __

Comment 4 1 o

We do have sevious concerns regardmg the type of subdzvzszon proposed They include ) runoﬁ‘
during winter into Luﬁ“enholtz Creck and (2) a diminished summer flow to that creek Jor fish
survival and (3) the water supply to the town of Trmzdod (4) Deadman Gulch is likely to
experience.q dzmmzshed avazlabzlzzy of water as well for those who. lzve downstream

We do belzeve the project wzll result in szgmﬁcant zmpacts for us, and (5) we therefore
appreczate a rhorough pubhc review of the project '

Response 4 1 .
(1). Mltlgatlon Measure N
contlnues to apply to .the prOJ ect and wxlI

'-\“:'pted with the 19‘_ Mltlgated Negatlve Declaratlon ‘
: uce the potentlal 1mpacts due. to stormwater runoff

(2) and (3) Mltlgatlon Measures No 2 and No 3 whlch were adopted in the 2009 EIR contmue to
apply to the project to reduce the 1mpacts to the coastal cutthroat trout and the water supply of
the Clty of Trlmdad'*-'t- Tt :

Moss Parcel Map Subdivision S - cJung 2011
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4) Mitigation Measures No.2 and No.3 which were adopted in the 2009 EIR continue to apply to
the project to reduce the impacts to the water supply for residents downstream of the project site.

(5) The project and all environmental analysis and documentation have been, and will continue
to be required by law to undergo comprehensive public review.

Moss Parcel Map Subdivision June 2011
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Chapter 3 Revisions to the Draft EIR

*Note: : - T :
Text with strikeouts means text has been deleted
Text with underline means text has been added

. June 2011
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Page 3-9
CHAPTER 3 - Settings, Impacts, and Mitigation Measures

EIR Mitigation Measure No, 2

The developet/applicant shall provide dry season waier storage facilities for each residence,
including secondary regidential units, if any. Based on the current state of knowledge regarding
dry season flows in the two affected streams and the life-cycle of non-anadromous populations of
coastal cutthroat trout, the risk to the species through potential de-watering of the streams at or
below the subject site is sufficient to prohibit any water diversions during the dry season. As
such, each residence shall provide water storage sufficient for a minimum of 107 days of
independent operation from August Ist throngh November 15th of each year. Hach residence ot
secondary regidential unit will be assumed o requite a minimum of 400 gallons per day
(purwant te the Humboldt (,ounty Framework Plan §2554 9A) tﬂ a dry season toLaI stmage

abave and beyond the 2 500 gaﬂons re;quxred by CalFire for deveiopments w:thm the State
Responsibility Area {SRA) for fire pmtecmn Siorage f‘or both uses, lwwever may be provsded

for within one storage unit, Pesnss
tanle

Pape 3-10

EIR Mitigation Measure No. 3

To avoid excess shert-term withdrawals during the periods in which the tanks required by 2069
Mitigation Measure No, 2 are being filled, pumps shall be sized or otherwise regulated to draw a
maximum of two gallons per minuie on Deadman Creck and & combined maximum of five
gallons per minuie on the Notth Fork of Luffenholtz Creek. Permanent flow meters shall be
installed at the intake to each sforage tank. Such flow meters shall record flows tio less than once
per day. The property owner shall submit daily records of flows to the Humboldt County
Department of Community Development and Services no less often than once per vear. Deed
restrictions or similar ingtroments shall be recorded for each parcel at the time of recordaiion of
the Final Parcel Map or Parcel Map Waiver describing the restrictions to dry season withdrawal
fram surface sireams and the tequirements to provide dry season water storage.
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