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renewable energy produced by the offshore wind projects can be distributed
throughout the County. Also lobby offshore wind developers to contribute to the

funding of such transmission upgrades.”

® |naccurate statement: “The Humboldt Bay Offshore Wind project recently received over
$400 million in grant funding to construct a wind farm off the coast of Humboldt.”

o Comments:

® There is no single “wind project.” There are two planned offshore wind

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

manufacturing facility in Humboldt Bay (the “Humboldt Bay Offshore Wind
Heavy Lift Marine Terminal” project). They are completely separate
projects, but this statement conflates them all 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 farm. The marine terminal will construct wind turbines
that will be deployed throughout the entire US west coast. The offshore
wind lease areas off of Humboldt’s coast will likely receive some of the
turbines manufactured in Humboldt Bay, but certainly not all of the turbines

manufactured in Humboldt Bay.

0 Recommended alternative statement: “In December of 2022, two adjacent
‘offshore wind lease areas’ twenty miles off the coast of Humboldt were leased to
private energy companies for the development of offshore wind farms.
addition, the Humboldt Bay Offshore Wind Heavy Lift Marine Terminal project
recently received over $400 million in grant funding to construct a wind turbine
manufacturing facility within Humboldt Bay.” The second sentence may not be

relevant.

® |naccurate statement: “The project will produce 1 GW of energy and the project will help

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 turbines. Think of
the project within the bay as being similar to a solar panel manufacturing
facility. | really don’t think the marine terminal (manufacturing) projectis

worth mentioning in the RCAP.

m The offshore wind farms (at least two separate projects) will likely generate
quite a bit more than 1 GW. | recommend checking with SERC about that

number. | thinkitis at least 2 GW.

0 Recommended alternative statement: “The Humboldt offshore wind lease areas
are expected to generate in excess of 1 or 2 GW of renewable energy and will

contribute to the State’s 2030 goal of 5 GW of offshore wind.”

® Problematic statement: “Though this energy would be produced off the coast of

Comments and Responses

301-8
cont.

In

County of Humboldt | Humboldt Regional Climate Action Plan and CEQA GHG Emissions Thresholds | Final

EIR

2-112



Comments and Responses

Humboldt county, local jurisdictions and interested parties have expressed concern

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

county and the local community will not receive an equitable benefit from the project.”
o Comments:

B There are several problems with this sentence. In particular, | think the
statement conflates the current transmission challenges of SoHum with
energy generation, which are completely separate issues. | also wonder
about the meaning of “equitable.”

® Humboldt County has a peak electrical demand of approximately 158
Megawatts (MW). So, if the wind farms generate 2 GW, then the entiretyof | 301-8
Humboldt County will only need 8% of what the wind farms generate. In cont.
other words, even if the wind farms produce all of the energy that Humboldt
County needs, then 92% of the energy generated will need to be exported
out of the County. This is a good thing. Humboldt County will be
significantly contributing to the production of renewable energy far beyond
it’s own demand.

m This part of the statement is a problem: “...due to current infrastructure
limitations, this energy will be sold outside of the county...”. This implies
that the energy will be sold outside of the County because of infrastructure
limitations. But, that’s not the case. Instead, energy will be sold outside of
the County because the wind farms will generate over 10x the amount of
energy that Humboldt consumes. Even with the best energy distribute
infrastructure possible, the County couldn’t possibly use all the power that
will be generated. Either way (with or without infrastructure limitations),
energy most definitely will be sold outside of the County.

® Even though the wind farms theoretically could produce 100% of the
County’s energy demand, | don’t think it can work that way because this is
wind energy. There will have to be other ways to produce energy within the
County. For instance, imagine that there is a 5-day period without any wind
atall. Inthat 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 other
forms of energy production. | 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 produced? We won’t need more than 8% of
whatis produced. Is 8% equitable since that would provide 100% of the
County’s needs? How about 4%? Would it be “equitable” for the wind
farms to supply half of the County’s energy demand? | don’t recommend
using 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
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wind 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 require 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 Utilities
Commission, and other agencies.”

The second paragraph has similar problematic statements. | recommend changing all of page
41 to this:

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 lobby offshore wind 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 companies for the development of
offshore wind farms. The Humboldt offshore wind lease areas are expected to
generate in excess of 1 or 2 GW of renewable energy and will contribute to the State’s 301-8
2030 goal of 5 GW of offshore wind. The amount of energy produced by the wind farms | cont.
off the Humboldt coast will significantly exceed Humboldt County’s peak electrical
demand. This means that a majority of the energy produced by the wind 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 require 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 Utilities 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 substantial portion of the County’s
energy is supplied by the Offshore Wind projects. Distributing renewable offshore wind
energy throughout the County would 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, and TR-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 renewable energy and strengthening energy
security.
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| hope that helps. Callany time.

Best.

Rob Holmlund, AICP; Development Director

Humboldt Bay Harbor, Recreation, and Conservation District
601 Startare Drive, Eureka, CA
Phone: (707) 443-0801

JBDHBHD_logo_small
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Letter | Humboldt Bay Harbor District — Response to Comments

301

301-1 | The comment requests modifying the language of Action 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
Reduction Quantification and Substantial Evidence Report of the RCAP for Measure BE-
8 to refine the information provided.

Comment received and noted. This comment, however, is not related to the adequacy,
accuracy, or conclusions of the Draft 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 Draft 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 information 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 Reduction Quantification and Substantial
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Letter | Humboldt Bay Harbor District — Response to Comments
301

Evidence Report of the RCAP to accurately describe the planned Humboldt Offshore
Wind generation projects and their potential contribution to electrical infrastructure
upgrades.

Comment received and noted. This comment, however, is not related to the adequacy,
accuracy, or conclusions of the Draft 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 information 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 attached to the comment email submitted 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 Advocates for the Environment y’ ‘?

A non-profit public-interest law firm
Megan Acevedo

Associate Planner

County of Humboldt '
3015 H St. 5»

Eureka, CA 95501

and environmental advocacy orgamization

Via U.S. Mail and email to macevedo@co.humbold.ca.us

Re: Comments on Humboldt County Regional Climate Action Plan, SCH No.
2024081319

Dear Ms. Acevedo:

Advocates for the Environment submits the following comments on the Humbolde
County Regional Climate Action Plan (RCAP) and the Draft Environmental Impact Report
(DIER) for the Humboldt Regional Climate Action Plan and CEQA GHG Emission
Thresholds, which claims to apply to both incorporated and unincorporated areas and aims to
achieve carbon neutrality by 2045. While the RCAP outlines various strategies to meet this
goal, the measures included in the DEIR lack clarity and could lead to inequitable outcomes
unless revised. We urge the County to consider the following recommendations to strengthen

the RCAP and ensure a more robust climate action framework.

The County urilized significance criteria based on Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines,
assessing whether the RCAP and associated GHG emissions would: (a) “Generate greenhouse
gas emissions, either directly orindirectly, that may have a significant impact on the
environment.” And (b) “Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adoprted for the
purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases.” (Impact GHG-1); (¢) “Result in
potentially significant environmental impacts due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary
consumption of energy resources, during project construction or operation?” (Impact GHG-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 this, the County concluded that the Project
would have less than significant GHG emissions under Threshold GHG Emissions-1, 2, and 3.

However, the EIR fails to substantiate its conclusion that the RCAP measures will reduce
GHG emissions to the degree anticipated in the RCAP. For example, under Impact GHG-1,
the DEIR states that “the RCAP contains strategies, measures, and actions to reduce long-term
emissions of GHGs" (DEIR, p. 3.5-35), citing Measure BE-5, which aims to decarbonize 95%
of new residential buildings by 2027, and Measure BE-6, which sets the same target for
nonresidential buildings (DEIR, p. 3.5-35). Yet, the EIR does not provide evidence showing
how these measures will achieve the assumed GHG reductions.

10211 Sunland Blvd., Shadow Hills, CA91040 (818) 650-0030 X101 dw@aenv.org
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County of Humboldt Page 2
Comments on Humboldt County Regional Climate Action Plan and EIR April 28, 2025

Using the Checklist to determine significance is a deferred mitigation
measure, violating CEQA.

The RCAP relies heavily on its assumprion thar compliance with the CEQA GHG
Emissions Thresholds and Compliance Checklist (RCAP, Appendix C, p. 35, the Checklist)
will reduce the portions of the County’'s GHG emissions that are subject to the Checklist by a
cerrain amount. However, the Checklist does nor exist yet. According to the CEQA GHG
Emission Thresholds and Guidance Report, “To streamline this CEQA GHG emissions
analysis process, the County is developing a CEQA GHG Emissions Analysis Compliance
Checklist” (CEQA GHG Emission Thresholds and Guidance Report, p. 2). Because the
checklist is still being developed, neither the public or decision-makers can assess whether it will
be effective, enforceable, or consistent with CEQA's requirements. This use of the yet-to-be-
developed Checklist as a CEQA mitigation measure violates CEQA's prohibition of deferred

mitigation measures withour a viable performance standard.

Furthermore, the RCAP's Implementation Plan stares thar projects can use the CEQA
GHG Emissions Analysis Compliance Checklist to demonstrare consistency in a streamlined
process (RCAP, p. 85). However, the Compliance Checklist has not been creared or published
yet, so there is no way to ensure that it would be sufficient to help achieve the GHG emissions
targets. The County did nort support its conclusion in the DEIR that the measures to be
implemented through the future Compliance Checklist would reduce GHG emissions to the
degree necessary to meet the RCAP's climate goals. Without a completed checklist, there is no
enforceable mechanism to ensure compliance with CEQA’s GHG impact analysis

requirements.

The EIR should provide substantial evidence demonstrating how the checklist will
function. Instead, the County’s approach obscures the criteria for evaluating project-level GHG
emissions and defers critical aspects of the analysis. In relying on a checklist that has not yet

been created the EIR fails to provide an enforceable mechanism ro meet CEQA’s mitigation

requirements.

Several GHG-reduction measure lack the requisite specificity and
clarity.

While the RCAP outlines several measures aimed ar achieving the region’s GHG
emissions reduction goals, many of these actions lack the specificity and clarity to ensure their
effective implementation. In particular, certain measures do not provide clear, measurable
outcomes or remain broad and vague, which may undermine their ability to guide meaningful
action. T'o maximize the impact of the RCAP, it is essential that these measures be more clearly
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County of Humboldt Page 3
Comments on Humboldt County Regional Climate Action Plan and EIR April 28, 2025

defined. Without these details, it may be difficult to assess the true effectiveness of the proposed
strategies.

Measure BE-2 lacks concrete funding commitments.

While Measure BE-2 outlines important goals for enhancing energy grid capacity
through the development of micro-grids and energy storage systems, it lacks concrete funding
commitments to support these ambitious initiatives. The measure aims to pursue three funding
opportunities annually, but the financial resources required for microgrid infrastructure canbe | 401.4
costly. Without clear and secure funding, there is a risk that this measure could remain
aspirational rather than actionable. Microgrids are expensive to implement, and the absence of a
definitive funding strategy may undermine the measure's ability to deliver on its goals. To
ensure the successful implementation of Measure BE-2, it is critical thar specific and reliable

funding sources be identified and commitred to as part of the planning process.

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

While Measure BE-6 outlines several important actions for decarbonizing new
nonresidential buildings, the inclusion of exemptions and infeasibility waivers in BE-6a warrants
further clarification. In particular, the health and safety exemption, suggesting that natural gas
could be safer than electrification, raises concerns and should be more clearly defined. In what
scenarios would gas be a safer alternarive to solar, or other renewable energy sources? It is 401-5
crucial to specify the circumstances under which such exemptions would apply to avoid
potential misuse and ensure they do not undermine the decarbonization goals. Additionally, the
process for granting infeasibility waivers should be transparent and based on strict criteria to

prevent loopholes. Clearer definitions of whar infeasibility looks like can help ensure that these
exceptions are only used in exceptional circumstances and that the overall goal of
decarbonization remains on track.

Measure BE-6 also “directs each jurisdiction to adopt” measures curtailing natural-gas
infrascrucrure. But the County has no legal authority to direct the cities inside the County to
adopt such ordinances. The effectiveness of this measure is in question because the RCAP and | 401-6
EIR contain no assurances that the cities in Humboldt County will in fact adopr such measures.
If they fail to do so, the County will not meet the RCAP goals. Such a measure violates CEQA
because it is unenforceable.

The County argues that “the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit's decision to
overturn Berkeley's natural gas regulation—the ordinance thar prohibited the installation of
natural gas piping within newly constructed buildings-—limits the region’s ability to establish
regulations to ban new natural gas construction.” (RCAP, p. 34.) Yet, in California Rest. Ass'n v.
City of Berkeley (9th Cir. 2024) 89 F.4th 1094, the court provides a narrow holding that does
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County of Humbold: Page 4
Comments on Humboldt County Regional Climate Action Plan and EIR April 28, 2025

not necessarily inhibic all decarbonization strategies. The court in California Restaurant
Association v. City of Berkeley expressly noted that the federal Energy Policy and Conservation
Act’s (EPCA's) preemption is a narrow holding regarding modifications to building codes:

Though EPCA's preemprion provision is broad, it is not unlimited. For
instance, our holding here has nothing to say about a State or local government 401-6
regulation of a urility's distribution of natural gas ro premises where covered cont.
products might be used. We only decide that EPCA's preemptive scope applies
to building codes that regulate the gas usage of covered appliances on premises
where gas is otherwise available.

(California Rest. Ass'n v. City of Berkeley (9¢th Cir. 2024) 89 F.4th 1094, 1103.)

Overall, California Restaurant Association v. City of Berkeley is not controlling in this case,
because it regards the legislative authority of a municipal corporation to enace building codes,
rather than the authority granted under CEQA ro mitigate significant environmental impaces of
projects under its control. CEQA imposes a duty on public agencies to mitigate significant
environmental impacts through feasible alternatives or mitigation measures. The county's ability
to implement regulatory measures is therefore distince from Berkeley's preemprion framework.
There is no legal authority holding that federal preemption extends to mitigation measures
required by CEQA. Further, as a local government entity, the county could regulate utilicy
distribution without interfering with EPCA so long as it does not modify building codes to

prohibic nacural gas.

Measure T-11 lacks a clear standard.

Measure T-11 includes the phrase "electrify or otherwise decarbonize” (RCAP, p. 69,)
which may imply flexibility to meet the requirements through non-zero-emission vehicle (ZEV)
options, such as hydrogen fuel vehicles. However, the term "otherwise decarbonize” is vague and
lacks a clear definition. It would be helpful to clarify whether this allows for hydrogen or other 401-7
specific decarbonization technologies and, if so, how they will be assessed in comparison to
ZEVs. If hydrogen or other technologies are not considered viable alternatives to electrificacion,

the measure should specify that only ZEVs will meet the decarbonization goals. Additionally,

expanding on the other possible decarbonization types would provide further clarity and ensure
consistency in the plan's implemenration.

Measure CS-2 lacks a clear standard.

Measure CS-2a stares chat jurisdictions should "aim to exceed the baseline requirement
by establishing a minimum level of compost application per year” (RCAP, p. 80) but does not
specify what that minimum level is. Withour a defined threshold, it is unclear how jurisdictions IR

will determine whether they have exceeded SB 1383 procurement requirements. Additionally, if

the goal is to surpass the baseline, it is important to clarify whar standard is being used to
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County of Humboldt Page 5
Comments on Humboldt County Regional Climate Action Plan and EIR April 28, 2025
measure this excess and whether it applies uniformly across jurisdictions. Providing a specific 401-8

minimum level of compost application and a clear metric for exceeding SB 1383 targets would | cont.
improve the measure’s transparency and effectiveness.

GHG inventory lacks evidence-based emissions reduction assumptions.

A GHG inventory is an important component of any climate action plan, because it
forms the basis for target emissions reductions. Here, the RCAP outlines GHG emissions
reduction targets based on a methodology that uses statewide emissions data to estimate the
County’s 1990 baseline emissions. (RCAP, p. 23.) While this approach provides a reasonable
estimate in the absence of accurare local dara, there are concerns about the assumprions
underlying this methodology.

The RCAP did not provide data to support its assumption that the local GHG emissions
declined more rapidly than statewide. The RCAP acknowledges that Humboldr's electricity 401-9
and natural gas consumption have declined ar a faster rare than the statewide trend, which is
just one example of how Humboldt's emissions profile differs from the state’s. Given these
differences, it is important to further clarify the extent to which these assumptions are based on

and how they specifically apply to Humboldt's condirions.

We recommend that the RCAP provide more transparency on how the state-level change
metric was developed and how the local context was taken into account. A clearer explanation of
these assumptions will help ensure that the emissions reduction targets are grounded in

accurate, region-specific informartion that eruly refleces Humboldt's emissions profile.

The RCAPEIR is ineligible as a tiering or streamlining instrument
under CEQA Guidelines section15183.5.

Throughour the RCAP and the DEIR, the County alludes to its furure ability to tier
from the DEIR or streamline the analysis in future environmental documents and demonstrate
less-than-significant GHG impact under CEQA using CEQA Guidelines 15183.5. However,
the DEIR does not meet the requirements for tiering or streamlining. For example, the RCAP
does not meet the requirement to set a level which would not be cumularively considerable 401-10
based on substantial evidence. (CEQA Guidelines 15183.5 (b)(1)(B).) The RCAP sets a mass
emission target of 40% reduction below 1990 levels, yet does not have a 1990 emissions
inventory from which to track reductions from. (RCAP, pp. 23-24.) Even though this 40%
reduction target is in alignment with SB 32, the RCAP does not identify a specific level at which

the County’s emissions would be cumulatively considerable because the rarger is based on a

measure which is either not calculated, or incalculable.
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Comments on Humboldt County Regional Climate Action Plan and EIR April 28, 2025

As discussed above, the RCAP's reliance on unsupported emissions assumptions further
undermines its ability to serve as a streamlining document under CEQA. The RCAP did not
provide support for how it reached the conclusion that emissions must be reduced by 218,000
MTCO2e by 2030, and did not clarify whether such reducrions are below the current estimated
county emissions, or estimated 1990 level emissions. Thus, the County did not support the
targets by substantial evidence. (RCAP, p. 24.)

Additionally, the RCAP does not demonstrate that it meets the requirement in
(b)(1)(D). The RCAP did not demonstrate measures that would achieve a specified emissions
level on a project-level basis. Under the RCAP, some projects could claim consistency with the
Checklist and thus evade further GHG review under CEQA, but the Checklist has not yet been
formulared and there is thus no showing that new projects’ consistency with the Checklist
would result in a collective reduction in GHG emissions consistent with RCAP goals.
Development projects which could actempt to tier or streamline from the RCAP do not have
sufficient standards to ensure chat they would have less-than-significant GHG emissions.

Without more information to conform with the requirements of a streamlining
inscrument, the RCAP cannor be relied upon to tier or screamline under for future projects, and
it is misleading for the DEIR to reference the future ability for lead agencies to use the RCAP as
a tiering or streamlining instrument.

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

The success of the RCAP relies on broad collaboration, but meaningful participation
must extend beyond governmental agencies and Joint Powers Authorities. While the plan
designates responsible parties based on expertise and mentions thar communiry-based
organizations will play a role, it lacks clarity on how community voices, particularly those from
historically underrepresented communities, will be included in decision-making. The RCAP
does not specify how members of the implementarion team will be selected, creating a risk that
impacted communities will lack a formal role in shaping implementation decisions.

Humboldr County’s general plan (General Plan) includes an environmental justice
standard (G-S1), which requires the county to consider social and economic effects, including
effects on disadvantaged populations when assessing environmental impacts under CEQA.
(General Plan, p. 15-6). Additionally, General Plan Policy G-P6 explicitly directs County
decision-making to avoid disproportionately impacting disadvantaged populations. (General
Plan, p. 3-9). However, the DEIR and RCAP do not include a comprehensive straregy ro meet
these requirements. While measure T-9 in the RCAP incorporates engagement with

disadvantaged communities, its scope is limited ro transporration decarbonization. (RCAP, 67).

10211 Sunland Blvd., Shadow Hills, CA91040  {818) 650-0030 X101 dw@aenv.org

County of Humboldt | Humboldt Regional Climate Action Plan and CEQA GHG Emissions Thresholds | Final

EIR

401-10
cont.

401-11

401-12

3-7



Comments Received Following Circulation

County of Humboldt Page 7
Comments on Humboldt County Regional Climate Action Plan and EIR April 28, 2025

To ensure consistency with the General Plan, the RCAP should integrate environmental justice

considerations across all sectors and not confine them to a single initiative.

To align with the general plan standards, the RCAP should require that efforts to reduce
GHG will not have a disproportionate effect on low-income, primarily Black, Indigenous, or areas
with a high representation of people of color. Additionally, any infrastructure or technological
measures with the potential to create localized burdens should be avoided or equitably
distributed. To maximize representation, the implementation team should include community
outreach chairs as representatives from each neighborhood in unincorporared and incorporated
Humboldt County so that each area has a local voice to represent community interests in the panel
decisions. Meetings should be accessible, scheduled outside traditional working hours, and open

for public participation to encourage meaningful engagement.

Conclusion

Advocates for the Environment recognizes the dedication, thoughtfulness, and research
that goes into preparing a Climate Action Plan and sincerely hopes that these comments will be
considered to set forth a policy that can not only help achieve Humboldt County's climate goals
bur also lead the path forward to a climarte-neurral future.

Please put me on the interest list to receive updates about the progress of this Project. We
make this request under Public Resources Code, section 21092.2.

Sincerely,

Dean Wallraff, Actorney ac g

Executive Director, Advocates for the Environment

10211 Sunland Blvd., Shadow Hills, CA91040 (818) 650-0030 X101 dw@aenv.org

401-12
cont.
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Comments Received Following Circulation

Letter | Advocates for the Environment — Response to Comments
401

401-1 | The comment states that the EIR does not provide evidence showing how the
measures in the RCAP will achieve the anticipated GHG emissions reductions to
substantiate 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
anticipated GHG reduction targets in the plan but rather to evaluate the potential
environmental effects of implementing the RCAP and identifying feasible mitigation
measures. For information on how the measures will achieve the reduction targets
identified in the RCAP, please reference Appendix C GHG Emissions Measure Reduction
Quantification and Substantial 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 mitigation measure
violates CEQA’s prohibition of deferred mitigation 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 reduction measures lack the
specificity and clarity to ensure their effectiveness.

Comment received and noted. This comment, however, is not related to the adequacy,
accuracy, or conclusions of the Draft 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 ambitious initiatives to develop micro-grids and energy storage, and to
ensure the successful implementation it is critical to identify specific funding sources.

Comment received and noted. This comment, however, is not related to the adequacy,
accuracy, or conclusions of the Draft 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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Letter | Advocates for the Environment — Response to Comments
401

401-5 This comment mentions that Action BE-6a of the RCAP includes exemptions and
feasibility waivers which warrant further clarification.

Comment received and noted. This comment, however, is not related to the adequacy,
accuracy, or conclusions of the Draft 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 jurisdiction to adopt measures
that curtail natural-gas infrastructure, but that the County has no legal authority to
direct the cities 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 Draft 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 Draft 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 application.

Comment received and noted. This comment, however, is not related to the adequacy,
accuracy, or conclusions of the Draft 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
reduction assumptions.
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Letter | Advocates for the Environment — Response to Comments
401

Comment received and noted. This comment, however, is not related to the adequacy,
accuracy, or conclusions of the Draft 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 tiering or streamlining
instrument under CEQA Guidelines Section 15183.5 because: the RCAP does not meet
the requirement to set a level which would not be cumulatively considerable based on
substantial evidence, it does not meet the requirements of Section 15183.5(b)(1)(B) for
substantial evidence, and further claims that the RCAP does not provide support for
how it will reach GHG emissions reductions of 218,000 MTCO; by 2030.

For information on how the RCAP meets the requirement to set a level for what would
be cumulatively 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 residential, commercial and mixed-use development in both
the urban in rural areas. The RCAP does include substantial evidence to demonstrate
how the support the 2030 GHG emissions reduction targets of the RCAP, please
reference Appendix C GHG Emissions Measure Reduction Quantification and
Substantial Evidence Report.

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

Comment received and noted. This comment, however, is not related to the adequacy,
accuracy, or conclusions of the Draft 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
implementation team in the RCAP.

Comment received and noted. This comment, however, is not related to the adequacy,
accuracy, or conclusions of the Draft 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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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.

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 reqgion with greater access to enerqy
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 DellTrinidad,and

unincorperated-Humboeldt-County-represent the dispersed communities in
the reqgion with limited access to energy and transportation

infrastructure. This includes the unincorporated County as well as some
incorporated cities that have similar constraints.
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