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To: Acevedo, Megan <mace edo@co.humboldt.ca.us> 

Cc~ Ford, John s> 

Subject: Offshore w1ind and RCAP 

I Caution: This email vas sent from an EXTER 

opening attachments. 

AL source. Please take care hen clicking links or 

Megan, 

I hope this message f1inds you wetl. The RCAP looks good. I have several comments about 

Measure BE-8, which has a few inaccurate statements and a few p.roblematic statements. My 

comments are dirncult to explain, but gene:ratly I thin'k the ent,ire measure is based on a 

misunderstanding of how offshore wind energy works. The measure conflates "energy 

generat,ion'' with •energy transmission." The measure also seems to fail to understand that 

the energy generated off the Humbo'ldt ,coast wil!l likely be Sx to 10x greater than the total 

amount of ener.gy that the entire population of Humboldt County consumes. 

I stmngly encourage you to check in wi1th elq)erts on this topic from the Schatz Energy 

Resea1r,ch Center (SERC), Vineyard Offshore Wiind, and/or RWE. And maybe PG&E. ll'll connect 
you with a few people that can help. 

I'm also happy to participate in a phone call with your team/consultants if that is helpful. 

Here are my comments about Measure BE-8 (page 41 ): 

• Problematic statement: "Lobby Off-shore Wind developers and PG&E to build electrical 

infrastructure to supply Humboldt w,ith energy produced by the off -shore wind project 

which will 1increase supply and resi'lience." 
o Comments: 

llhere is currenUy no problem with supply. SoHum does have a 

transmission problem, but not a supply prob'lem. 

Offshore wind companies don't build electr,i,cal transmission infrastructure, 

they build etectrical generation infrastructure. The statement is similar to 

asking a gas statio:n to build roads. A gas station suppUes the fuel that 

vehicle use to travel on roads, but gas stations have ,nothing ,to do with 

con.struct,ing roadway systems. 

Offshore wind companies could "tund" transmission in.firastructure. 
Though offshore wind companies wiU have no authority at all to plan or 

build any kind of transmission infrastrncture. That will be PG&E the 

California Publiic Utilities Commission (CPUC), and other agencies. 

o Recommended alternative statement: "Lobby PG&E, the California Pub'lic Utilities 

Commission (CPUC) and other related agencies to fund and build enhanced 

energy transmission infrastructure throughout Humboldt County to ensu;r,e that 
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renewable energy produced by the offshore wind proj,ects can be distributed 

throughout the County. Also lobby .offshore wind developers to contribute to the 

funding of such transmission upgrades." 

• Inaccurate statement: "The Humboldt Bay Offshore Wind project recently received over 
$400 minion in grant tunding to construct a wind farm off the coast of Humboldt." 

o Comments: 

• There 1is no single "wind project." There are two ,planned offshore wind 

lease sub-areas that will generate energy and there is a planned 

manufacturing faciliity in Humboldt Bay (the "Humboldt Bay Offshore Wind 

Heavy l.ift Marine Terminal" project). They are completely separate 

projects, but this statement conflates them au .in an inaccurate way. 

• The "Humboldt Bay Offshore Wind Heavy Lift Marine Terminal" project 

received ",over $400 million in grant funding" to construct a marine 
terminal, not a wind ta:rm. The mar;ine terminal will construct wind tutbines 

that will be deployed throughout the entir•e US west coast. The offshor•e 

wind lease areas off of Humboldt's coast will liikely receive some of u,e 

turbines manufactiured in Humboldt Bay, but certainly not all of the turbines 

manufactured in Humboldt Bay. 

o Recommended alternative statement: "In December of 2022, two adjacent 

'offshore wind tease areas' twenty mi.les off the coast of Humboldt were leased to 

private energy companies for the development of offshore wind farms. In 

addition, the Humboldt Bay Offshore Wind Heavy Lift Marine Terminal project 
recently received over $400 milllion in grant funding to construct a wind turbine 

manufactur,ing facility within Humboldt Bay." The second sentence may not be 

relevant. 

• Inaccurate statement: "The project will produce 1 GW of energy and the project will he'lp 

toward the State's 2030 target to deploy 5 GW of offshore wind." 

o Comments: 

• The "Humboldt Bay Offshore Wind Heavy Lift Marine Terminal" project will 

not generate any energy at all. It will manufacture wind t,urbines. Think •of 

the prnject within the bay as being similar to a solar panel manufacturing 
facility. I 1really don't think the marine terminal (manufacturi.ng) project is 

worth mentioning in ilhe RCAP. 

• The offshore wind farms (at least two separate projects) wm liikely generate 

quit•e a bit mor.e than 1 GW. I recommend checking with SERC about that 

number. I think it is at least 2 GW. 

o Recommended alternative statement: "The Humboldt offshore wind 1lease areas 

ar,e expected t,o generate in excess of 1 or 2 GW of renewable energy and will 

contribute to the State's 2030 goat of 5 GW of offshore wind." 

• Problematic statement: "Though this energy would be produced off the coast of 

Ol­
e nt. 
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Humboldt ,county Ilocal jurisdictions and interested parties have expressed concern 

that, due to current infrastructure Ilimitations this energy will be sold outside of the 

county and the 'local community will not receive an equitable benefit from the project." 

o Comments: 

• There are several problems with this sentence. In particular ,, thiink the 
statement conflates the current transmission challenges of SoHum with 

energy generation, which a,re completely separate issues. I also wonder 

about the meaning .of "equ.itable. ' 

■ Humboldt County has a peak electr1ical demand of approximately 158 

Megawatts (MW). So, if the wind farms generate 2 GW, then the entirety of 

Humboldt County will on'ly need 8% ,of what the wind farms generate. In 

other words, even if the wind farms p.roduce all of the energy that Humboldt 

County needs, then 92% •Of the energy generated illl need to be exported 

out of the County. This is a good thing. Humboldt County will be 
significantty contributing to the production of renewable energy far beyond 

it's own demand. 

■ This part of the statement :is a problem: " ... due to current infrastructure 

timiitations, this energy will be sold outside of the county ... ". This implies 

,that the ,energy will be sold outside of the County because of inf1rastructure 

timitations. :But, that's not the case. Instead, energy will be sold outside of 

the County because the wind farms will generate over 1 Ox the amou.nt of 

energy that Humbo'ldt consumes. Even with the best energy distribute 

infrastructure possible, the County couldn't possibly use all the power that 
wm be generated. Either way (with or without infrasuuctute Umitations), 

en•ergy most definitely will be sold outside of the County. 

■ Even though the wind farms theoretically could produce 100% of the 

County's energy demand, I don't think it can work that way because this is 

wind energy. There will have t,o be other ways to produce energy within the 

County. For instance, 1imagine that there is a 5-day period without any w,ind 

at all. In that case, we·d have no energy. So, we can't be exclusively on 

100% wind energy. There will need to be battery backup systems or otiher 

forms of energy production. 11 really don't know much about this. 

encourage you to check with SERC. 
■ Within all of the above context, what does it mean to receive· an ,equitable 

benefit" in terms of energy pr.oduced? We won't need more than 8% of 

what .is produced. Is 8% equitable since that would provide 100% of the 

County's needs? How about 4%? Would it be "equitable" fo.r the wind 

farms to supply haU ,of the County's energy demand? I don't recommend 

usi:ng the term "equitable." It doesn't seem to have a clear meaning in this 

context. 

o Recommended alternative statement: "The amount of energy produced by the 

wind farms off the Humboldt coast will significantly exceed Humboldt County's 
peak electrical demand. This means that a majority of the energy produced by the 

01-
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wind farms will need to be sold outside of the County. While this has an overall 

net benefit for t,he State-wide reduct,ion ot GHG, there is an opportunity for a 

substantial portion of the County's energy demand to be suppli.ed by renewable 

offshore wind einergy. However this would require transmission and distribution 

upgrades throughout the County, au of which would need to be planned, 
permitted, funded and co·nstructed by PG&E the California Pubtic Utilities 
Commission, and other agencies." 

The second paragraph has similar problematic statements. I ,r,ecommend changing all of page 

41 tothis: 

Measure BE-8: Lobby PG&E, the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC), 

and other related agencies to fund and build enhanced energy transmission 

Infrastructure throughout Humboldt County to ensure that renewable energy 
produced by the offshore wind projects can be distributed throughout the County. 

Also obby offshore w ind developers to contribute to the funding of such 

transmission upgrades. 

In December of 2022 two adjacent offshore wind lease areas ' twenty miles off the 

coast of Humboldt were leased to private energy compani,es for the development of 
offshore ind farms. The Humboldt offshore wind lease areas are expected to 

generate in excess of 1 or 2 GW ot renewable energy and will contribute to the State's 30 t-
2030 goal of 5 GW of offshore wind. The amount of energy produced by the wind farms ont. 
off the Humboldt coast will significantly exceed Humboldt County's peak electrical 

demand. This means that a majority of the energy produced by the ind farms will 

need to be sold outside of the County. While this has an overall net benefit for the 

State-wide reduction of GHG, there is an opportunity for a substantial portion of the 

County's energy demand to be supplied by renewable offshore wind energy. However 

this would requi.re transmission and distribution upgrades throughout the County, all 

of which would need to be planned, permitted, funded, and constructed by PG&E, the 

California Public Utiliities Commission, and other agencies. 

Measure BE-8 focuses on advocating for the funding and development of enhanced 
electrical transmission and distribution infrastructure by offshore wind developers 

PG&E the CPUC, and other agencies so that a subst.antial portion of the County's 

energy is supplied by the Off shore Wind projects. Distributing renewable offshore wind 

energy throughout the County ould increase the region's energy resilience and 

increase capacity to meet other electrification goals outlined in the RCAP (see 

measures BE-1 through BE-7 andTR-6 through TR-8). While the GHG emission 

reductions from this measure are not quantified in the RCAP, it plays a vital role in 

supporting the region's transition to rene able energy and strengthening energy 

security. 
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11 hope that helps. Call any t ime. 

Best. 

R 

Rob Ho'lmlund, AICP; Devellopment Oirec or 

Humboldt Bay Harbor, Recreat,ion, and Conservation District 

601 Startare Oriive, Eureka, CA 

Phone: (707) 443-0801 

BDHBHD_logo_small 
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Le er 
301 

Humboldt Bay Harbor District – Response to Comments 

 

301-1  The comment requests modifying the language of AcƟon BE-8a in the RCAP and DEIR, 
as the language is inaccurate. The language has been updated and is included in the 
Errata of the FEIR.  
 
This does not change the adequacy or conclusions of the EIR. 
 

301-2  The comment requests language changes to Appendix C GHG Emissions Measure 
ReducƟon QuanƟficaƟon and SubstanƟal Evidence Report of the RCAP for Measure BE-
8 to refine the informaƟon provided. 
 
Comment received and noted. This comment, however, is not related to the adequacy, 
accuracy, or conclusions of the DraŌ EIR; therefore, no further response is required. 
Comments on the RCAP, unrelated to the DEIR, will be responded to in a separate 
document that will be made available to the Planning Commission and Board of 
Supervisors. 
 

301-3  The comment requests changes to the language included in Appendix B GHG Inventory, 
Forecast, and Targets Report of the RCAP to be more accurate about offshore wind 
projects and associated transmission projects. 
 
Comment received and noted. This comment, however, is not related to the adequacy, 
accuracy, or conclusions of the DraŌ EIR; therefore, no further response is required. 
Comments on the RCAP, unrelated to the DEIR, will be responded to in a separate 
document that will be made available to the Planning Commission and Board of 
Supervisors. 
 

301-4  The comment requests the removal of the word “Bay” from Humboldt Offshore Wind 
Project informaƟon in both the RCAP and DEIR, as this is inaccurate. This update has 
been made throughout both the RCAP and the DEIR and is included in the Errata of the 
FEIR.  
 
This does not change the adequacy or conclusions of the EIR. 
 

301-5  The comment requests calling this out the Humboldt Offshore Wind Project as the 
Humboldt Offshore Wind Projects, as there are two planned offshore wind lease sub-
areas. This update has been made throughout both the RCAP and the DEIR and is 
included in the Errata of the FEIR.  
 
This does not change the adequacy or conclusions of the EIR. 
 

301-6  The comment requests modifying and adding language to Measure BE-8 on page 41 of 
Appendix C GHG Emissions Measure ReducƟon QuanƟficaƟon and SubstanƟal 
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Le er 
301 

Humboldt Bay Harbor District – Response to Comments 

 

Evidence Report of the RCAP to accurately describe the planned Humboldt Offshore 
Wind generaƟon projects and their potenƟal contribuƟon to electrical infrastructure 
upgrades. 
 
Comment received and noted. This comment, however, is not related to the adequacy, 
accuracy, or conclusions of the DraŌ EIR; therefore, no further response is required. 
Comments on the RCAP, unrelated to the DEIR, will be responded to in a separate 
document that will be made available to the Planning Commission and Board of 
Supervisors. 
 

301-7  The comment requests the removal of the word “Bay” from Humboldt Offshore Wind 
Project informaƟon in both the RCAP and DEIR, as this is inaccurate. This update has 
been made throughout both the RCAP and the DEIR and is included in the Errata of the 
FEIR.  
 
This does not change the adequacy or conclusions of the EIR. 
 

301-8  This comment was received during the public comment period on the RCAP, and not all 
comments in the email were addressed in the updates to the RCAP in response to 
comments.  
 
This email was aƩached to the comment email submiƩed on the DEIR and summarizes 
the comments 301-1 through 301-7 above.   
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3. Comments Received Following Circulation 

This section includes copies of the comment letters and e-mails received after the 45-day public review 
period for the DEIR. Responses to each comment are provided after each letter. 
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Letter 401 – Advocates for the Environment 

 

April 28, 2025 

M an Ac vedo 
ssociace Planner 
ounty of Humboldc 

3015 H t. 

ureka, CA 95501 

Advocates for the Environment 
A non profi t pu blr mt r' l I,, ftrn 

and •m,ir nm nlal adv a org n1z, 11 n 

ia U.S. Mail and cm, ii to maccvcdo@co,humbold.g.us 

Re: Comments on Humboldt County R gionaJ Climate Action Plan, S H o. 

2024081319 

De. r s. A evedo: 

Advo ate for the Environment submits the following ommen on the Humboldt 

County Regional Climate Acrion Plan (RCAP) and the Draft Environmenral lmpacc Report 

(DI R) for the Humboldt Regional Climate Action Plan and CEQA GHG Emission 

Thresholds, which claims o apply co both incorporated and unincorporated areas and aims ro 

achieve carbon neutrality by 2045. While che RCAP ouclines variou scra egi to me c this 

goal, th measures included in the DEIR lack clarity and could lead co inequitable outcomes 

unle s revised. W urg the County ro consider the following recomm ndacions co trengrhen 

che RC P and n urea mor robust climate action fram work. 

Th County utilized significance criteria based on Appendix G of che CEQ Guidelines, 

assessing whether the RCAP and associated GHG emissions would: (a) '"Generate greenhou e 

gas cmi ions, either dir rly orindirecrly, that may have a significant impa con the 

environm nt." And (b) " nfli t with , n applic.1bl plan, policy or r gularion . dopted for the 

purpose of reducing the emi sions of greenhou e g -:· ( Impact HG 4 1); (c) •Re ult in 

pocenrially significant environme1 cal impa t due co , a rcful, ineffi icnr, or unnc e ary 

onsumpcion of energy resources, durin project construction or operariont (Impact GHG 4 2); 

(d) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency?" 

(Impact GHG-3); (DEIR, p. 3.5-32.) Based on chis, the County concluded chat the Project 

would have less rhan significant GHG emissions under Threshold GHG Emission • l. 2, and 3. 

H owever, the EIR fail to ub t ntiate ic conclu ion that th R AP mca ure will reduce 

GH emi ion ro the degre anti ipared in th R AP. F r cxampl , und r Impact HG-1. 

the EIR tare. that "the R AP conuin er t gic , me. ur , and action to reduce long-term 

m 1 ion f G "(0 JR, p. 3.5-35), i ing Mea ure BE-5, whi h , ims cod arbonize 95% 

f new re idencial building by 2027, and Me:i urc BE-6, which t rh same target for 

nonresidential building (DEIR, p. 3.5-3S). Y c , the EIR doc n t provide vidcn e howin 

how chese measures\ ill achieve che as urned GH reduction . 

1021 1 · unl, nd Blvd . · 1rndo1" lhll . 1 s> r.o oo ' 1 1 

401-1 
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Co,mty of Hmnboldt 

Commems 011 Hmnboldt Cou11ty Regional Climace Aaio11 Plim 1111d EfR 
Page 2 

Apt,l 2 . 2025 

Using the Checklist to determine significance is a deferred mitigation 

measure, violating CEQA. 

The RC P r Ii heavily on it as umpri n thar ompliance with the CEQA GHG 

Emis ion Thresholds and Compliance Che kJist (R AP, Appendix . p. 35, rhc heckli t) 

will reduce the portion of the ouncy' GHG emissions that re. ubjccr co rhc he kJisr by, 
certain amounc. However, the Checklist doe nor exisr yet. According co che !:.QA GH 

Emi ion Threshold and Guidance Reporr, 'To ·er amline chis EQ GHG emissions 

analy i proc ss ch ounty is dcvclopin a EQ GH Emi i n nalysis Compliance 

he kJist" ( E A H Emis ion Thresholds and Guidan c Report, p. 2). Be . use the 

checkli r i sciJI being developed, neither rhe public or decision-maker can assc whether ir will 

be effecrive, enforceable, or consiscenc wich EQA' requirement . his u c of rhe yer ,co, be, 

developed hecklisr as CEQA mirigacion mea urc violate C QA's prohibition of deferred 

mirigarion measures wichouc a viable performanc standard. 

Furchermore, che RCA P's Implemenrarion Plan scares cl1ar projects can u e che E A 

GHG missions nalysis Compliance Checklist to demonstrate consisrency in a streamlined 

process (RCAP, p. 5). However, rhe Compli:m e Chcd<lisr ha nor been created or publi hed 

yet, so th re is no way n ur chat ir w uld be suffi ic t to h Ip a hi ve th GHG emi sions 

r. r ers. The County did n r upporr irs onclusion in the DEIR chat rhe m a urc 10 be 

implcmcntc through rhe future ompliance Checklisc would reduce GHG em · ion co che 

egree nece ary co meec rhe RCAP's climate goals. Without a completed checl<lisc, rhere is no 

enforceable mech,nism co cnsur omplian e wirh EQA' H impa r an;-ily ·i 

r quirem nts, 

Th EIR should rovi e sub cancial e idence demon tr ting how the chec isr \ ill 

function. In te:1d, the ounty's approach ob cures the criteria for evaluating project-level G IG 

mi ·ion :ind defer cricical aspects of the analysis. In relying on a check.list ch c has no yet 

b ·en reared the E.IR fail ro provide an enforceable mechani m co meet CEQA's mitiga ion 

requirement . 

Several GHG-reduction measure lack the requisite specificity and 

clarity. 

While th RCAP ouclin sever I me ur imed ac hieving rhe region's GI G 

emissions reduction goals, many of these acrions lack che specificiry and clarity co ensure their 

401-2 

effe riv implcmenracion. In particular, certain measur do not provide lear, measurable 40 t-3 

outcome or remain broad and vague, which may undermin cheir ability co guide meaningful 

tion. To max-imize the impact of rhe RC P, ic is essential rhat th c mca ur be more lcarly 

HL1 I ·u nland Blvd , Sh d , llill . , ~J\910 -1-0 I 1 >6r -0030XIOI di\• , l'llV rg 



Comments Received Following Circulation 

County of Humboldt Humboldt Regional Climate Action Plan and CEQA GHG Emissions Thresholds Final 
EIR 3-4
 

 

10:.11 

• 1mty of Humboldt 
om111m1 ou H11mbold1 011my Regional luni11c Action Pl n ,md fl R 

Page 3 
April 2 , 2025 

defined. 'rhouc rh e derails, ir may be difficult co 3s.ses.s rhe true efFecrivene s of the prop sed I 

Measure BE-2 lacks concrete funding commitments. 

hile Measure BE,2 outline important oals for enhancin cnerb'Y ap icy 

thr ugh che devc opmcnt o m1 ro•gri torage y t m , ic la k co,1 r te fundin 

mm1cm nr co upp rr rh ambiri us initiariv . The mea ur aim ro pursue rhr funding 

opportunm s :mnu:a ly, buc the financial resources required for microgrid infrasttucture c:tn be 401-4 

costly. ith ut dear nd c urc funding, chcre i a ri k that thi me urc ould remain 

a pir tion I rarher rhan a cioo:able. i rogrid, ar xp n ive t implern nc, and rh 2b nee of 2 

definirh•c funding strategy m y undermine the me:tSure's ability to diver on its oaJ . To 

en ur ch u ful implem nm ion of 1 asure B -2, it i ricicaJ char p ift and r liabl 

funding sources be identifie and committed ro as pare of the pl:mning proce . 

Measure BE-6 lacks clarity in its exemptions and waivers and is unenforceable. 

\;\/hile lea.sure BE-6 oudin ever.:il imporr:mr a non for ec,arboni-zing new 

nonresidenriaJ buildings, che inclusion of exemptions :ind inf. ibility waiver in 8 -6:a warr2nc 

further clarifi :uion. In parricuJar, the health and safety exemption, su escin rh:tt natural :as 

ouJd be afer chan ele crifi :ari n, rais n em and hould bt m re cle.arly defined. In what 

• cnario would ga b a fer le rnac1v o ola , or orh r r newabl energy our e ! 1t is 
crucial to specify rhc circumsr.mccs under which uch e em ri n would apply to avoid 

potential misuse and en ure they do not undermine the ec:uboniz:icion goals. ddicionally, the 

pr .e fi r grancin infi a 1biliry , iver hould b tran p rent and ba cd on stri rireri to 

pm•cnc loopholes. earer dcfinirion of whar info.a ibilicy lo k lik an h Ip n ure that these 

exception re only u ed in ex e tional circumstances and rhac the ovcr:il l goal of 

dec.1rboni-zarion r m2in on c k. 

t each juri diction to adopt .. measures curtailing natural-gas 

infrascrucrurc. u chc ouncy ha n l~gal 2urhoruy co direcr th icie in ide the ounty co 

adopt such ordinanc . he dfecriven s of rhis m re i in qu tion b au ch RC P and 

ElR contain no uranccs chat the cities in Humbo de ounry will in facr a 

If rhey fail t do , che County will not mut the R AP go:als. uch a m 

b au e it i uner for eabl . 

The County ar cs char "the U. . ourc of ppe:al f. r rh inch Cir uir' d ision to 

ov rcurn Ber eley· natural rcgularion- the ordinance th:ar prohi it d rh in r2U cion of 

narur:i l piping, 1thin n ,,1y on tru ted buildin -limi rhe region's a ility to r:ibli h 

r u ation co ban new n:arur.:al g con cru tion: ( RCAP, . 34.) Yet, in liform Rtst. Ass'n 11. 

City of lkrktlry (9th Cir. 2024) 9 .4th 1094, rhc court pr v1d a n rrow holding elm d 

111, ,cl I lvd .. ~h, ( nw 111 11 . l ,\ H) 0 '(l XI I 

40 1-
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1 2. l 

(.011111 ~( Humboldt 
CommentS ()II Humboldt o,mty Reg,01111' Cl1111~1e Actro11 P/.a,1 ,wd EI R 

P t4 
April . 202 

nor ne, rily inhibit all e ar ontzarion rrareg, . Th urt i1, liforni r R st ur,mc 

Associario11 v. 1ty of &rlulc c pr . ly nored rhac chc feder2I En rgy Poli and on erva1ion 

A r's (EP 's) prccmprion i a narrow holding rcgardin modifi a1ions ro building od 

Though EP A' pre mprion provi ion is br ad, 1c I n r u limitc . For 
in an e, our holding here h n thing o • )' abouc a Stare or I al govcmmenr 
re ul rion of uriliry's di. criburion of natural g ro prerni e wh r cover d 

r u r mi hr u ed. W only de ,de ,h , EPC • pre mp ivc ope applies 
to building codes that re ulare the as usa e o,•ercd appliances on premise.~ 
where g:i i orherwi. e a,•ailablc. 

{C.,lifomia Rest. Ass'n w. 1ty of Berkdry {9,h Cir. 2024) 9 •,4th 1094, 1103.) 

vcrall, t1fij« mia Rm111m111t Assocrat,011 v. ity of Berkeley is nor conrr lling in this c e, 

be.:au ir regard h I i larive a rh riry f mu111 1p I corporac1 n t na c building od , 

rarh r han rhc aurhomy granrcd under A co micig,ue s1gnific.1nc environmenral imp:1 r of 

projeets un er i conrrol. EQA impose · a duty n pu lie a encies ro mici re signincanr 

environm nral imp t ti rough fea ibl altern:uiv r rniti tion m a ure . Th ounr)'· • ability 

ro impl men r gubcor me::i ur is ther fore di rinct from &rktlcy's pre mpri n fram work. 

here is no egal authoriC)' holdin rhar federal preemption extends co mitig.1rion mc:tSures 

required by CE A. Further, a a I al " rnm nt entity, ti OUIIC)' ould regul te urilicy 

di triburion w,chout inrerfi ri g ,ch EP 'A o ong . 1c nor modify building, d ro 

prohi ir nacur I gas. 

Measure T-11 lacks a clear standard. 

casurc • l l include rhe phra ·e "cleccrify or orhcrwi e de arb nizc" (RCAP, p. 69,) 

whi h m )' imply fie ib1licy me the r quir menr, rhrough non-zero- nu JO ,1eh1 I ( ) 

opri ns. uch a hy rog n fud vehicles. However, the cerm "orherwise decarb nize i vague and 

la ks a clear ettnicion. lr would be helpfu co clarify whether th· allo, • for hydr en or ocher 

specific de rbonizarion c chnologi and, ,f , h , ch , , m b a m mpari on to 

Z . If hydro n or orher re hnologics re not con 1dered viable altcmativ~ to elec rifkmon, 

rhe measure should specify rhar only ZE will mcec the d .1rbonization g . Additionally, 

e,cpandin nth ocher p ibl• arboniution rypes would pro I e fi rcher rir • nd en ure 

on iscen ·yin rhe pl n' 1mplcmcnrarion. 

Measure CS-2 lacks a clear standard. 

e ur• -2a r::ic rhar jurisdicrion hould "aim to exceed the :iscline rcquircmenr 

by rablishing a minimum level f comp<>sr appli arion per year" {RCAP, p. 0} but oe n t 

spe ify, hat ch c rnfoimum I v Ii . 1chout :i defined rhreshold, iris uncle:ir ho jurisdictions 

, ill rmine whether chey have cxcec ed 8 13 3 procurement requirements. Addirionally. if 

rhc goal i co surp s the baseline, it is imp0rcanr to cl rify whac candard i b in us d ro 

h-d. "h,d "lid . A 1040 C \ ih'II\', r 

401 -6 
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Cortnty of J lmnl,.oldt 
Comm its on Humboldt rmty Rcg1011al lunate Aaron Pla11 and ETR 

Page 5 
April 28, 202 

mea ure rhi ces.s and whether it :ipplics uniformly across jurisdiccion.s. Providin a specific 

minimum level of compo c appli arion an a clear melri for ex eedin SB 13 3 rarg c w uJ 

improve them a ur ' cran aren y and It riv n 

GHG inventory lacks evidence-based emissions reduction assumptions. 

GHG invenrory is n imp rcant component of any limate a tion plan, be u e it 

form the ba i for carg t mi ion redu cions. H r , ch R AP oudin I I em ion 

as d on a methodology rh:it usc.s statewide emissions dar:i co rimare rhc 

ounry's 1990 b dine cmi.s ion . (RCAP, p. 23.) hile thi appr a h pro ide a r nable 

rimace in the ab n of accurare local at.:1 1 th rear c ncern, about chc a sumptions 

underlying rhis mechodo ogy, 

he RCAP did not provide ar.a co support its assumption thar the local GHG emissions 

de lined more rapidly than cat wide. Th RC Pa knowle e rim Humboldc' eccri icy 

and narural gas on. umpc,on have de lined 2f a fa rer r:ire than rhe scar wide trend, which is 

jusr one cx:1mple of how Humboldt's emissions profile differ from che sra e's, Given the e 

differcn , it i impor nr to further clarify the extent ro which ch e 

and h \ rh y p ifi lly apply r I lumboldr' condin n . 

We r ommen chat che R P provide more rran paren yon ho\ d1 tare-I vel han e 

m cric wa developed and how the loc:al conr r \ cak n inro a counc. A c carer expl:Ularion of 

hcse :issumptions will help ensure rhat rhe emission reduction targets :arc rounded in 

accurate, re ion• ific informacion that truly reflc t Humboldt' c:mi ion proftle. 

The RCAP EIR is ineligible as a tiering or streamlining instrument 

under CEQA Guidelines section 15183.5. 

hroughour the R AP 2nd the O IR. rh ouncy llud to it$ furure :1bility ro rier 

from chc DEIR or m:amline the an ysis in fururc environmenc:i documents and demonsruce 

le •tl1an· igni ,cane GHG impact under CE Au ing CEQA Guideline 15183.5. However, 

che DEIR do not meer rhe r quir m nt for ti ring r treamlining. For example, th R: AP 

d nor me the requirement ro set :i level which would nor b cumulatively considerabl 

b ed on submnci:il evidence. ( E A Guidelines 15 1 3.5 (b)( I )(8).) he R AP sets a m:i 

cmis ion urger of 40% rcduetion below 1990 levels, yet does nor have a 1990 emission 

inventor)' from which co tr ck redu ion from. (RC P, pp. 23-24.) Even thou h thi 40% 

redu ion carg r i in alignmenr wich S 32, che R A do nor idenrify p ific I vel ac which 

rhe ouncy's emissions would be cumul:irively considerable because rhe rarger i. ba ed on a 

me ure which i either not calculated, r incalcul ble. 

1021 1 , nl ,dB vd ' h d 1, I hll .• \ 91 40 (81 ) ·o 0C 0 0 I 

1
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ou,11y of H11mb ldt 
Commmts on Humboldt 1mry Rcgio11.1l imatt Acrio11 Pla11 111d IR 

Pagr6 
Apr,/ 2 , 202 

As discu ed above, the RCA P's relian e n unsupp rted emiS5ions assumprion further 

undemun it ability ro erv a a treamhning d untent und r EQA. The RCAP did not 

provi e upport for how It re ched che ondu i thu m1 i n mu r be redu ed by 218,000 

MT 2c by 030, an did noc clarify, herher uch reducri n :ir b I rhe cur enc li ,ate 1 

unry emissions, or - rim red 1990 level emi ions. hus, rhc ounry did nor upporr he 

tar c by ub tantial evi en c. (RC P, p. 24.) 

Ad irional y, the P ocs nor demons trate chat it meecs th re~u1remenr in 

(b)(l)(D). The RCAP did not demon crate me ure that woul achieve as ified emissions 

lev I 01, a proje c-1 vd b:i i . n er che R AP, om proje r uld d.lim on i renc with th 

he klist and rhus evade furthe r GHG review under QA, buc the hecl<list h snot ycc been 

f, rrnulac d and there i rim no howin that n w pr ~e l ' n i ten y with the Che l<lisc 

, ou d result in colic ·ve reduction in GH emi ions consistent with R P goals. 

D v lopmcnt proj t , hi h coul l attempt to ti r or tr mlin from rhe RCAP do not have 

uffl i nr ~n ard t en ur chat rh y would h ve le -rh n· ig1lifi anr GH mi ion . 

ith lit more information c nform wnh th r uir m n of rrearnllnin 

in rrun enc. ch R P cinnor be relied upon ro rier or cr~mlin und r for fucure proj , :rnd 

ir is mislcadin for chc D1:IR ro reference chc future ability fo r lead :i enci o us chc A as 

tierin or srreamlinin in crumcnt. 

There should be more focus on diversity within the implementation 
team. 

The uc of the R AP relic on br ad o a oration, bur mc:mingful amap:uion 

mu r extend bey nd ovcmment net int Pow r url oritie . hiJc the plan 

e ignac 1ble p:mi . b • nd menrions rha om c 

organiza ions , ill play a role, it clarity on how ommunity voi cs, par • ularly rho e from 

historically undtrrepre enc d mmunJti , ill be in Jud in d 1 10 •makin . The RCAP 

d e I or pe ify how rn rnber of rh implement tion re.im, ill be eleae . er aring a r· k cha 

1mp:im:d communitic will lack formal role m shapin implementation de: isi n . 

umb ldr unty' cncral plan ( en ral Plan) includes an environmcntaljuscicc: 

candarcl ( • 1), which rNtuircs the ounty t n ider o ial an e onomi c ~ 

dTc on d vant g d popul:ui n ~ h n a ing nvironmencal imp c und r 

( n r;il Plan, p. 15-6). dmon:Jly, cncral Plan Policy G-P6 exp icirly directs ounty 

dccision•makin v i dispropor • , i • • ad~•ancag p pulation . (Genera! 

Ian, p. 3-9). r, the DEIR a P don t in lude a comprchen ive cr.iregy ro meer 

ch e requirements. \Vhilc me ure -9 in the P in orporate m a cment, ith 

di advanra d ommuniti , its opt i limited r tran p rmi n d rboni:acion. (R P, 67). 

1021 1 '-tu I 111 l Bh<I, '-lh 1<1 m I ,II,, \ l ()4('1 l ) bJO·O 1 'O l l 

401- IO 
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ou11ty of Humboldt 
om111t'11ts on H11mbofd1 ounty Rt'gional lim,ttt' Action Pf,m nnd EIR 

Pnge 7 
April 28, 2025 

To ensur on j c ncy wirh che eneral Plan, che R AP hould mregr.uc environmcnul jusrice 

considcr.uions aero s all sectors and nor confine them co a single initiative. 

o align , irh the cner:il plan standards, he RCAP should require that effort to reduce 

GHG will not have di proportion te effect on I w-income, primarily Bl:i k, lndigenou.~. or are:i 

, irh a high represenr:irion of people of color. Additional )', 3ny infr:isrructure or technological 

measure wirh che potential to create localized burdens should be avoided or equitably 

distributed. Tom imiz representation, the implemencacion team hould indudecommunicy 

outre.ich chairs as represencariv from e.ich neighbor! ood in unincorporated and incorpo~red 

I lum oldr ouncy so thac each arc:i has a local voice ro represent community interests in rhe pand 

decisions. lcerin s should be accessible, scheduled oursidc traditional working hour and open 

for public pani ipacion to en ourag meaningful engag menc. 

Conclusion 

AdYo :are fo r the Env1ronmenr recognizes rh dedicuion, ch ughcfulness, :md r e:i rch 

chat goes inco preparing a Oimarc Action Plan nd sinccrdy hopes char these commcn will be 

con idcred co ct orch a policy chac can nol only h Ip achi ve Humboldr Counry' cUmacc goal 

hur al o le:id the parh forward ro a climace-neurr:il furure. 

Please pur me on rhe mreresr Ii r co receive updates :ibour che progress of chi Projecr. We 

make chis rcqucsr under Public Resources ode, section 21092.2. 

in erely, 

!!::: .. ~~ 
Execurive Direcror, Ad\'oatcs for the Environment 

I '.! 11 ·unland Bhd . h,1do,, I hll t\ llNO <81 ) · ~tHO O 101 d, aenv < rg 
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Le er 
401 

Advocates for the Environment – Response to Comments  

401-1  The comment states that the EIR does not provide evidence showing how the 
measures in the RCAP will achieve the anƟcipated GHG emissions reducƟons to 
substanƟate the conclusion that the project would have a less than significant GHG 
emission impact under Impact GHG-1, Impact GHG-2, and Impact GHG-3 of the EIR. 

The purpose of an EIR is not to illustrate how the RCAP measures will achieve the 
anƟcipated GHG reducƟon targets in the plan but rather to evaluate the potenƟal 
environmental effects of implemenƟng the RCAP and idenƟfying feasible miƟgaƟon 
measures. For informaƟon on how the measures will achieve the reducƟon targets 
idenƟfied in the RCAP, please reference Appendix C GHG Emissions Measure ReducƟon 
QuanƟficaƟon and SubstanƟal Evidence Report of the RCAP. 

 

401-2  The comment states that the RCAP relies on a CEQA Checklist to reduce the County’s 
GHG emissions and that evidence to support this is not included in the DEIR. The 
comment further states that the use of a Checklist as a CEQA miƟgaƟon measure 
violates CEQA’s prohibiƟon of deferred miƟgaƟon measures without viable 
performance standards. 

The comment that the RCAP relies on a CEQA Checklist to reduce the County’s GHG 
emissions is an incorrect statement. See Master Response 2.  

 

401-3  The comment states that several GHG emissions reducƟon measures lack the 
specificity and clarity to ensure their effecƟveness. 

Comment received and noted. This comment, however, is not related to the adequacy, 
accuracy, or conclusions of the DraŌ EIR; therefore, no further response is required. 
Comments on the RCAP, unrelated to the DEIR, will be responded to in a separate 
document that will be made available to the Planning Commission and Board of 
Supervisors. 

 

401-4  This comment states that Measure BE-2 lacks concrete funding commitments to 
support its ambiƟous iniƟaƟves to develop micro-grids and energy storage, and to 
ensure the successful implementaƟon it is criƟcal to idenƟfy specific funding sources. 

Comment received and noted. This comment, however, is not related to the adequacy, 
accuracy, or conclusions of the DraŌ EIR; therefore, no further response is required. 
Comments on the RCAP, unrelated to the DEIR, will be responded to in a separate 
document that will be made available to the Planning Commission and Board of 
Supervisors. 
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Advocates for the Environment – Response to Comments  

 

401-5  This comment menƟons that AcƟon BE-6a of the RCAP includes exempƟons and 
feasibility waivers which warrant further clarificaƟon. 

Comment received and noted. This comment, however, is not related to the adequacy, 
accuracy, or conclusions of the DraŌ EIR; therefore, no further response is required. 
Comments on the RCAP, unrelated to the DEIR, will be responded to in a separate 
document that will be made available to the Planning Commission and Board of 
Supervisors. 

 

401-6  The comment states that Measure BE-6 directs each jurisdicƟon to adopt measures 
that curtail natural-gas infrastructure, but that the County has no legal authority to 
direct the ciƟes to adopt such ordinances, which makes this measure unenforceable. 

Comment received and noted. This comment, however, is not related to the adequacy, 
accuracy, or conclusions of the DraŌ EIR; therefore, no further response is required. 
Comments on the RCAP, unrelated to the DEIR, will be responded to in a separate 
document that will be made available to the Planning Commission and Board of 
Supervisors. 

 

401-7  This comment states that Measure T-11 lacks a clear standard. 

Comment received and noted. This comment, however, is not related to the adequacy, 
accuracy, or conclusions of the DraŌ EIR; therefore, no further response is required. 
Comments on the RCAP, unrelated to the DEIR, will be responded to in a separate 
document that will be made available to the Planning Commission and Board of 
Supervisors. 

 

401-8  This comment states that Measure CS-2 lacks a clear standard for compost applicaƟon. 

Comment received and noted. This comment, however, is not related to the adequacy, 
accuracy, or conclusions of the DraŌ EIR; therefore, no further response is required. 
Comments on the RCAP, unrelated to the DEIR, will be responded to in a separate 
document that will be made available to the Planning Commission and Board of 
Supervisors. 

 

401-9  This comment states that the RCAP GHG inventory lacks evidence-based emissions 
reducƟon assumpƟons. 
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Advocates for the Environment – Response to Comments  

Comment received and noted. This comment, however, is not related to the adequacy, 
accuracy, or conclusions of the DraŌ EIR; therefore, no further response is required. 
Comments on the RCAP, unrelated to the DEIR, will be responded to in a separate 
document that will be made available to the Planning Commission and Board of 
Supervisors. 

 

401-10  The comment states that the RCAP EIR is ineligible as a Ɵering or streamlining 
instrument under CEQA Guidelines SecƟon 15183.5 because: the RCAP does not meet 
the requirement to set a level which would not be cumulaƟvely considerable based on 
substanƟal evidence, it does not meet the requirements of SecƟon 15183.5(b)(1)(B) for 
substanƟal evidence, and further claims that the RCAP does not provide support for 
how it will reach GHG emissions reducƟons of 218,000 MTCO2 by 2030. 

For informaƟon on how the RCAP meets the requirement to set a level for what would 
be cumulaƟvely considerable, please reference the GHG Emissions Thresholds and 
Guidance Report of the RCAP. Table 7 on page 30 of this document sets specific GHG 
emissions thresholds for residenƟal, commercial and mixed-use development in both 
the urban in rural areas.  The RCAP does include substanƟal evidence to demonstrate 
how the support the 2030 GHG emissions reducƟon targets of the RCAP, please 
reference Appendix C GHG Emissions Measure ReducƟon QuanƟficaƟon and 
SubstanƟal Evidence Report. 

 

401-11  The comment claims that the RCAP does not meet CEQA Guidelines SecƟon 
15183.5(b)(1)(D) because it does not demonstrate how measures would achieve a 
specified emissions reducƟon on a project-level basis. 

Comment received and noted. This comment, however, is not related to the adequacy, 
accuracy, or conclusions of the DraŌ EIR; therefore, no further response is required. 
Comments on the RCAP, unrelated to the DEIR, will be responded to in a separate 
document that will be made available to the Planning Commission and Board of 
Supervisors. 

 

401-12  This comment states that there should be more focus on diversity within the 
implementaƟon team in the RCAP. 

Comment received and noted. This comment, however, is not related to the adequacy, 
accuracy, or conclusions of the DraŌ EIR; therefore, no further response is required. 
Comments on the RCAP, unrelated to the DEIR, will be responded to in a separate 
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Advocates for the Environment – Response to Comments  

document that will be made available to the Planning Commission and Board of 
Supervisors. 
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4. Errata 

The purpose of this Errata is to document revisions to the DEIR that are intended to clarify project details 
since it was submitted to the Office of Planning and Research State Clearinghouse on February 7, 2025, 
and publicly circulated between February 18, 2025, through 5:00 p.m. on April 5, 2025.  

The Errata includes excerpts of text from the DEIR that are proposed for modification and does not include 
the entire DEIR. Specifically, the entire subsection that contains the text proposed for modification is copied 
into the Errata, and newly proposed text in the Errata is underlined and bolded, deleted text from the 
original DEIR is stricken with single strikethrough, and unchanged text remains in normal font. Only the 
subsections of the original DEIR that are proposed for modification are copied into the Errata.  

 

GHG Emissions Reduction Strategies, Measures, and Actions (Page 2-18) 
 

 Measures. Measures are long-range policies that the Humboldt region has 
established to ultimately reduce GHG emissions in line with the State. Some 
Measures may be further disaggregated to set goals for “urban” or “rural” regions, 
defined as follows: 

o Urban: Urban areas in Humboldt are more densely developed areas in the 
region with greater access to energy and transportation infrastructure.  As 
defined by the 2020 US Census Bureau, “urban” areas either encompass 
at least 5,000 people or at least 2,000 housing units. 

o Rural: Rural areas in Humboldt represent the dispersed communities in the 
region with limited access to energy and transportation infrastructure. This 
includes the unincorporated County as well as some incorporated cities that 
have similar constraints. 

 

2.5.2 Regional CEQA GHG Emissions Thresholds 

Table 2-7 Humboldt Locally Applicable Plan/Project CEQA Urban and Rural GHG  
Emissions Thresholds (Page 2-50) 
 

Footnotes: 

2. Urban areas in Humboldt include Fortuna, Arcata, and Eureka are more 
densely developed areas in the region with greater access to energy 
and transportation infrastructure. As defined by the 2020 US Census 
Bureau, “urban” areas either encompass at least 5,000 people or at 
least 2,000 housing units. 
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4. Rural areas in Humboldt include Blue Lake, Ferndale, Rio Dell, Trinidad, and 
unincorporated Humboldt County represent the dispersed communities in 
the region with limited access to energy and transportation 
infrastructure. This includes the unincorporated County as well as some 
incorporated cities that have similar constraints. 


