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NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF 
AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

Student Housing Project 
California State Polytechnic University, Humboldt 

Date:  March 1, 2021 

To:  State Clearinghouse, Responsible Agencies, Trustee Agencies, Interested Parties and Individuals 

Lead Agency: California State Polytechnic University, Humboldt 

Public Review Period:  March 1 through March 31, 2021  

Purpose of the Notice: The intent of this Notice of Preparation (NOP) is to inform agencies and 
interested parties that California State Polytechnic University, Humboldt (Cal Poly Humboldt) is 
preparing a Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed Student Housing Project. The 
California State University (CSU) Board of Trustees is the lead agency pursuant to CEQA and as such is 
also responsible for complying with the provisions of CEQA.  

This NOP has been prepared pursuant to Sections 15082 and 15083 of the CEQA Guidelines and starts 
a public scoping period that will assist Cal Poly Humboldt in the preparation of the Draft EIR. The 
purpose of the NOP is to provide trustee agencies, property owners and other interested parties with a 
description of the project and its potential environmental impacts and to allow the opportunity to 
provide input regarding the scope and content of the EIR, including possible environmental impacts, 
mitigation measures, and alternatives. 

The public scoping period is for 30 days and will run from March 1, 2022 to March 31, 2022. 

Project Location: The 10.7-acre project site is located at the following Assessor’s parcel numbers 
(APNs): 505-022-011, 505-022-012, 503-372-002, 503-372-003, 503-372-004, 503-372-005, and 503-
372-006), located along St. Louis Road in the City of Arcata, approximately 0.5 mile north of Cal Poly 
Humboldt (Figure 1, Figure 2). The project site is located near the intersection of the St. Louis Road and 
U.S. Highway 101 (US 101) overcrossing, on the northeast edge of the Sunset Neighborhood in the City 
of Arcata (Figure 3). The project site is bordered by US 101 on the east, single-family residences to the 
south and west, the Janes Creek Meadows riparian/open space area, residences, and industrial uses to 
the north, and the Mad River Lumber Company to the northeast.  
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Source: Adapted by Ascent Environmental in 2022 

Figure 1 Regional Location 
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Source: Adapted by Ascent Environmental in 2022 

Figure 2 Project Location 
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Source: Adapted by Ascent Environmental in 2022 

Figure 3 Project Site 
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The project site housed a lumber mill prior until the 1970s. Currently, the project site contains 
Craftsman’s Mall, a collection of wood-framed warehouse buildings housing artisan and light industrial 
rental spaces and outdoor storage areas for local contractors. Two single-family residential properties 
are located on the site, one of which contains a residential building. 

Regional access to the site is available from US 101. Local ingress / egress would be provided from St. 
Louis Road. Pedestrian access to the site would be available via Eye Street and St. Louis Road. In 
addition, the project would include creation of a bus/shuttle stop at the St. Louis Road turnaround, 
located along the eastern boundary of the project site. Automobile, pedestrian, and bicyclist travel 
between the project site and campus would primarily be provided via the US 101 overcrossing, which 
connects to LK Wood Boulevard, approximately 0.1 mile north of the project site. 

Project Description: Currently, residential spaces available to students at Cal Poly Humboldt are aged 
and heavy in deferred maintenance. Expanded campus housing for undergraduate and graduate 
students supports the growth of Cal Poly Humboldt’s academic programs, and is critical to avoid 
substantial effects on the local housing market. The project is one of several housing projects included 
in the on-campus housing capacity growth plan, which would provide over 4,000 beds for students by 
2028. This represents a step toward Cal Poly Humboldt’s overall housing goal of 3,000 residential 
campus beds and 3,000 off-campus beds. 

The project involves purchase of the project site from the University Foundation, which acquired the 
property in 2021 with the intent on using it for campus purposes. The project site would be 
developed into an 850- bed housing complex that would provide apartment-style student residence 
units for undergraduate and graduate students attending Cal Poly Humboldt, as well approximately 20 
student-family housing units. The project would include an exercise gym, common lounge spaces, 
study spaces, computer rooms, television rooms, a market /convenience store, and conference rooms. 
Exterior amenities would include green space, covered bicycle parking, basketball courts, outdoor 
cooking, and appropriate hardscapes. Additionally, the project would include on-site parking and 
exterior safety lighting.  

Vehicle access to the site would be maintained along St. Louis Road. Emergency vehicle access would 
be allowed via Eye Street. Bicycle and pedestrian access would be available via Eye Street and St. Louis 
Street. A bicycle and pedestrian path is planned and funded for development along the old railroad 
easement located to the west of US 101 (note that this path is not considered to be part of the 
project). 

Potential Permits and Approvals Required: Elements of the project could be subject to permitting 
and/or approval by agencies other than the CSU Board of Trustees. As the lead agency pursuant to 
CEQA, CSU is responsible for considering the adequacy of the EIR and determining whether to approve 
the project. Permits that may be required from other agencies include: 

▶ California Department of Fish and Wildlife: Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement (LSAA) from
CDFW pursuant to California Fish and Game Code Section 1602

▶ California Department of Transportation: Permits for movement of oversized or excessive loads on
State highways

▶ City of Arcata: utility connection permits, utility easements
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▶ North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board: National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
construction stormwater permit (Notice of Intent to proceed under General Construction Permit) 
and Section 401 Water Quality Certificate for impacts to waters of the United States 

▶ United State Army Corps of Engineers: Clean Water Act Section 404 Permit for impacts to waters of 
the United States  

Potential Environmental Effects: The EIR will describe the significant direct and indirect environmental 
impacts of the project. The EIR also will evaluate the cumulative impacts of the project, defined as 
impacts that could be exacerbated when considered in conjunction with other related past, present, 
and reasonably foreseeable future projects. The project could result in potentially significant 
environmental impacts in the following resource areas, which will be further evaluated in the EIR: 

▶ Aesthetics: Temporary and long-term changes in visual character or views of the site from key 
vantage points, including US 101.  

▶ Air Quality: Temporary increases in air pollutant emissions associated with construction and long-
term increases associated with project operations and associated vehicular trips. 

▶ Archaeological, Historical, and Tribal Cultural Resources: Disturbance of known or unknown 
archaeological or tribal cultural resources. 

▶ Biological Resources: Although the project site is disturbed and located within a semi-urban 
setting, the potential for impacts to biological resources, including tree removal, nesting birds, and 
bats, will be evaluated. 

▶ Energy: Energy consumption for construction and operation of the project. 
▶ Greenhouse Gas Emissions: Temporary increases in greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions associated 

with mobile-source exhaust from construction worker commute trips, truck haul trips, and 
equipment (e.g., excavators, graders); and long-term increases associated with project operations, 
including stationary and mobile sources.  

▶ Land Use and Planning: Relationship to campus planning efforts and, in the interest of 
intergovernmental coordination, discussion for informational purposes only of project relationship 
to the City of Arcata General Plan land use designation and policies.  

▶ Noise: Temporary increases in noise (including off-site, vehicle traffic noise) and vibration levels 
during construction; and long-term increases in noise from project operation, including stationary 
and mobile sources.  

▶ Population and Housing: Project relationship to university, local, and regional population growth 
and housing demand and supply. 

▶ Public Services and Recreation: The need for new or expanded public service facilities and whether 
the construction of such facilities would result in significant impacts to the environment. 

▶ Transportation and Traffic: Temporary and long-term increases in vehicular trips, potential traffic 
hazards on local roadways, parking, and impacts to transit, pedestrian, or bicycle facilities due to 
construction and operations.  

▶ Utilities and Service Systems: Increased demand for water, wastewater service, electricity, or 
natural gas at the project site and the potential need to increase the capacity of existing 
infrastructure. 



7 

The aforementioned issue areas and associated impacts will be evaluated in detail in the EIR. As 
necessary, feasible and practicable mitigation measures will be recommended to reduce any identified 
significant or potentially significant impacts.  

Cal Poly Humboldt anticipates that the project would not result in significant environmental impacts to 
the following resources and does not propose to evaluate them in depth in the EIR: agriculture and 
forest resources, hazards and hazardous materials, geology and soils, hydrology and water quality, 
mineral resources, and wildfire. Brief discussions of these resources will be provided in the EIR with 
explanations as to why significant impacts to each resource are not anticipated. 

Comment Period: Written comments on the scope and content of the Draft EIR may be submitted 
during the NOP review period, which runs from March 1, 2022 to March 31, 2022. Cal Poly Humboldt 
will accept mailed or electronic comments submitted by 5:00 p.m. on March 31, 2022, to the following 
addresses: 

Deirdre Clem 
Facilities Management 
California State Polytechnic University, Humboldt 
1 Harpst Street 
Arcata, CA 95521 
Email: Deirdre.Clem@humboldt.edu 

Comments provided via email should include “Student Housing Project NOP Scoping Comment” in the 
subject line and the name and physical address of the commenter in the body of the email. 

Public Scoping Meeting: Cal Poly Humboldt will host a public scoping meeting on Wednesday, March 
16, 2022, 5:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m. to inform interested parties about the project, and to provide agencies 
and the public with an opportunity to provide comments on the scope and content of the EIR. The 
scoping meeting will be held via webinar only.  

Participants must register to attend the scoping meeting here: 
https://humboldtstate.zoom.us/meeting/register/tZMvdOCorz0sGNJPpbnF9SMsH8bIfBM6DsCU 

▶ After registering, participants will receive a link via email to log into the webinar on  
March 16, 2022. 

https://humboldtstate.zoom.us/meeting/register/tZMvdOCorz0sGNJPpbnF9SMsH8bIfBM6DsCU


Facilities Management 
707 826-3646 PHONE 

707 826-5888 FAX 

fmservice@humboldt.edu EMAIL 

REVISED NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF 
AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

Student Housing Project 
California State Polytechnic University, Humboldt 

Date:       June 28, 2022 

To:  State Clearinghouse, Responsible Agencies, Trustee Agencies, Interested Parties and Individuals 

Lead Agency: California State Polytechnic University, Humboldt 

Public Review Period:  June 28 – July 27, 2022  

Purpose of the Notice: The intent of this Revised Notice of Preparation (NOP) is to inform agencies and 
interested parties that California State Polytechnic University, Humboldt (Cal Poly Humboldt) is 
preparing a Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed Student Housing Project. The 
California State University (CSU) Board of Trustees is the lead agency pursuant to CEQA and as such is 
also responsible for complying with the provisions of CEQA.  

This Revised NOP has been prepared pursuant to Sections 15082 and 15083 of the CEQA Guidelines 
and starts a public scoping period that will assist Cal Poly Humboldt in the preparation of the Draft EIR. 
The purpose of the NOP is to provide trustee agencies, property owners and other interested parties 
with a description of the project and its potential environmental impacts and to allow the opportunity 
to provide input regarding the scope and content of the EIR, including possible environmental impacts, 
mitigation measures, and alternatives. An NOP had been previously circulated in March 2022 but due 
to subsequent revisions to the project since its circulation, issuance of a Revised NOP is considered 
appropriate.  

The public scoping period is for 30 days and will run from June 28 – July 27, 2022. 

Project Location: The 12.8-acre project site is located at the following Assessor’s parcel numbers 
(APNs): 505-022-011, 505-022-012, 503-372-002, 503-372-003, 503-372-004, 503-372-005, 
503-372-006, 505-012-004, 505-011-010, 505-011-002, 505-011-007, 505-011-006, located along St. 
Louis Road in the City of Arcata, approximately 0.5 mile north of Cal Poly Humboldt (Figure 1, Figure 2). 
The project site is located near the intersection of the St. Louis Road and U.S. Highway 101 (US 101) 
overcrossing, on the northeast edge of the Sunset Neighborhood in the City of Arcata (Figure 3). The 
project site is bordered by US 101 on the east, single-family residences to the south and west, the 
Janes Creek Meadows riparian/open space area, residences, and industrial uses to the north, and the 
Mad River Lumber Company to the northeast.  

1 Harpst Street, Arcata, California 95521-8299 | humboldt.edu/website
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Source: Adapted by Ascent Environmental in 2022 

Figure 1 Regional Location 
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Source: Adapted by Ascent Environmental in 2022 

Figure 2 Project Location 
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Source: Adapted by Ascent Environmental in 2022 

Figure 3 Project Site 
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The project site housed a lumber mill prior until the 1970s. Currently, the project site contains 
Craftsman’s Mall, a collection of wood-framed warehouse buildings housing artisan and light industrial 
rental spaces and outdoor storage areas for local contractors. Two single-family residential properties 
are located on the site, one of which contains a residential building. 

Regional access to the site is available from US 101. Local ingress / egress would be provided from St. 
Louis Road. Pedestrian access to the site would be available via Eye Street and St. Louis Road. In 
addition, the project would include creation of a bus/shuttle stop at the St. Louis Road turnaround, 
located along the eastern boundary of the project site. Automobile, pedestrian, and bicyclist travel 
between the project site and campus would primarily be provided via the US 101 overcrossing, which 
connects to LK Wood Boulevard, approximately 0.1 mile north of the project site. 

Project Description: Humboldt has revised and recirculated this NOP to address the expanded scope of 
the project. The previous NOP identified a residential capacity of up to 850 student beds and 20 
student family housing units, but due to campus housing needs, the number and type of student 
housing to be constructed has been amended. The project now includes up to 1,050 student beds and 
student-family housing is no longer included in the project. In addition, the project site has been 
expanded to include the 5 parcels located north of the project site. The project description below has 
been revised to reflect these changes. 

Currently, residential spaces available to students at Cal Poly Humboldt are aged and heavy in deferred 
maintenance. Expanded campus housing for undergraduate and graduate students supports the 
growth of Cal Poly Humboldt’s academic programs, and is critical to avoid substantial effects on the 
local housing market. The project is one of several housing projects included in the on-campus housing 
capacity growth plan, which would provide over 4,000 beds for students by 2028. This represents a 
step toward Cal Poly Humboldt’s overall housing goal of 3,000 residential campus beds and 3,000 off-
campus beds. 

The project involves purchase of the project site from the University Foundation, which acquired the 
property in 2021 with the intent on using it for campus purposes. The project site would be developed 
into an 1,050- bed housing complex that would provide apartment-style student residence units for 
undergraduate and graduate students attending Cal Poly Humboldt. The project would include an 
exercise gym, common lounge spaces, study spaces, computer rooms, television rooms, a market 
/convenience store, and conference rooms. Exterior amenities would include green space, covered 
bicycle parking, outdoor cooking, and appropriate hardscapes. Additionally, the project would include 
on-site parking and exterior safety lighting.  

Vehicle access to the site would be provided via St. Louis Road, via a new driveway that extends 
through the northern parcels of the site. Emergency vehicle access would be allowed via Eye Street. 
Bicycle and pedestrian access would be available via St. Louis Road and a bicycle and pedestrian public, 
City-maintained paved trail is planned and funded for development along the old railroad easement 
located to the west of US 101 (note that this path is not considered to be part of the project). 

Potential Permits and Approvals Required: Elements of the project could be subject to permitting 
and/or approval by agencies other than the CSU Board of Trustees. As the lead agency pursuant to 
CEQA, CSU is responsible for considering the adequacy of the EIR and determining whether to approve 
the project. Permits that may be required from other agencies include: 
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▶ California Department of Fish and Wildlife: Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement (LSAA) from 
CDFW pursuant to California Fish and Game Code Section 1602  

▶ California Department of Transportation: Permits for movement of oversized or excessive loads on 
State highways 

▶ City of Arcata: utility connection permits, utility easements 

▶ North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board: National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
construction stormwater permit (Notice of Intent to proceed under General Construction Permit) 
and Section 401 Water Quality Certificate for impacts to waters of the United States 

▶ United State Army Corps of Engineers: Clean Water Act Section 404 Permit for impacts to waters of 
the United States  

Potential Environmental Effects: The EIR will describe the significant direct and indirect environmental 
impacts of the project. The EIR also will evaluate the cumulative impacts of the project, defined as 
impacts that could be exacerbated when considered in conjunction with other related past, present, 
and reasonably foreseeable future projects. The project could result in potentially significant 
environmental impacts in the following resource areas, which will be further evaluated in the EIR: 

▶ Aesthetics: Temporary and long-term changes in visual character or views of the site from key 
vantage points, including US 101.  

▶ Air Quality: Temporary increases in air pollutant emissions associated with construction and long-
term increases associated with project operations and associated vehicular trips. 

▶ Archaeological, Historical, and Tribal Cultural Resources: Disturbance of known or unknown 
archaeological or tribal cultural resources. 

▶ Biological Resources: Although the project site is disturbed and located within a semi-urban 
setting, the potential for impacts to biological resources, including tree removal, nesting birds, and 
bats, will be evaluated. 

▶ Energy: Energy consumption for construction and operation of the project. 
▶ Greenhouse Gas Emissions: Temporary increases in greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions associated 

with mobile-source exhaust from construction worker commute trips, truck haul trips, and 
equipment (e.g., excavators, graders); and long-term increases associated with project operations, 
including stationary and mobile sources.  

▶ Land Use and Planning: Relationship to campus planning efforts and, in the interest of 
intergovernmental coordination, discussion for informational purposes only of project relationship 
to the City of Arcata General Plan land use designation and policies.  

▶ Noise: Temporary increases in noise (including off-site, vehicle traffic noise) and vibration levels 
during construction; and long-term increases in noise from project operation, including stationary 
and mobile sources.  

▶ Population and Housing: Project relationship to university, local, and regional population growth 
and housing demand and supply. 

▶ Public Services and Recreation: The need for new or expanded public service facilities and whether 
the construction of such facilities would result in significant impacts to the environment. 
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▶ Transportation and Traffic: Temporary and long-term increases in vehicular trips, potential traffic 
hazards on local roadways, parking, and impacts to transit, pedestrian, or bicycle facilities due to 
construction and operations.  

▶ Utilities and Service Systems: Increased demand for water, wastewater service, electricity, or 
natural gas at the project site and the potential need to increase the capacity of existing 
infrastructure. 

The aforementioned issue areas and associated impacts will be evaluated in detail in the EIR. As 
necessary, feasible and practicable mitigation measures will be recommended to reduce any identified 
significant or potentially significant impacts.  

Cal Poly Humboldt anticipates that the project would not result in significant environmental impacts to 
the following resources and does not propose to evaluate them in depth in the EIR: agriculture and 
forest resources, hazards and hazardous materials, geology and soils, hydrology and water quality, 
mineral resources, and wildfire. Brief discussions of these resources will be provided in the EIR with 
explanations as to why significant impacts to each resource are not anticipated. 

Comment Period: Written comments on the scope and content of the Draft EIR may be submitted 
during the NOP review period, which runs from June 28 – July 27, 2022. Cal Poly Humboldt will accept 
mailed or electronic comments submitted by 5:00 p.m. on July 27, 2022, to the following addresses: 

Deirdre Clem 
Facilities Management 
California State Polytechnic University, Humboldt 
1 Harpst Street 
Arcata, CA 95521 
Email: Deirdre.Clem@humboldt.edu 

Comments provided via email should include “Student Housing Project NOP Scoping Comment” in the 
subject line and the name and physical address of the commenter in the body of the email. 

Public Scoping Meeting: Cal Poly Humboldt will host a public scoping meeting on Wednesday, July 20, 
2022, from 5:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m. to inform interested parties about the project, and to provide 
agencies and the public with an opportunity to provide comments on the scope and content of the EIR. 
The scoping meeting will be held via webinar only.  

Participants must register to attend the scoping meeting here:       

https://humboldtstate.zoom.us/j/88649651060?pwd=MkJDaVRIbTcva0diUnIxVWVZeWl6dz09 

After registering, participants will receive a link via email to join the webinar on July 20, 2022. 

https://ascentenvinc.sharepoint.com/sites/Projects/Projects/2019/19010021.07%20-%20CSU%20-%20Humboldt%20Craftsman%20Student%20Housing/4_Deliverables%20in%20Progress/00_NOP/Final%20NOP/WP/Deirdre.Clem@humboldt.edu
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STATE OE CALIFORNIA Gavin Newsom Governor 

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION 

March 1, 2022 

Deirdre Clem 
The Board of Trustees of the California State University 
1 Harpst Street 
Arcata, CA 95521 

Re: 2022030008, Cal Poly Humboldt Student Housing Project, Humboldt County 

Dear Ms. Clem: 

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) has received the Notice of Preparation 
(NOP), Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) or Early Consultation for the project 
referenced above. The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Pub. Resources Code 
§21000 et seq.), specifically Public Resources Code §21084. l, states that a project that may
cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource, is a project that
may have a significant effect on the environment. (Pub. Resources Code§ 21084. l; Cal. Code
Regs., tit.14, § 15064.5 (b) (CEQA Guidelines§ 15064.5 (b)). If there is substantial evidence, in
light of the whole record before a lead agency, that a project may have a significant effect on
the environment, an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) shall be prepared. (Pub. Resources
Code §21080 (d); Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 5064 subd.(a)(l) (CEQA Guidelines§ 15064 (a)(l)).
In order to determine whether a project will cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource, a lead agency will need to determine whether there are
historical resources within the area of potential effect (APE).

CEQA was amended significantly in 2014. Assembly Bill 52 (Gatto, Chapter 532, S_tatutes of 
2014) (AB 52) amended CEQA to create a separate category of cultural resources, "tribal 
cultural resources" (Pub. Resources Code §21074) and provides that a project with an effect 
that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource is 
a project that may have a significant effect on the environment. (Pub. Resources Code 

§21084.2). Public agencies shall, when feasible, avoid damaging effects to any tribal cultural
resource. (Pub. Resources Code §21084.3 (a)). AB 52 applies to any project for which a notice
of preparation, a notice of negative declaration, or a mitigated negative declaration Is filed on
or after July 1, 2015. If your project involves the adoption of or amendment to a general plan or
a specific plan, or the designation or proposed designation of open space, on or after March l,
2005, it may also be subject to Senate Bill 18 (Burton, Chapter 905, Statutes of 2004) (SB 18).
Both SB 18 and AB 52 have tribal consultation requirements. If your project is also subject to the
federal National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. § 4321 et seq.) (NEPA), the tribal
consultation requirements of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 ( 154
U.S.C. 300101, 36 C.F.R. §800 et seq.) may also apply.

The NAHC recommends consultation with California Native American tribes that are 
traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of your proposed project as early 
as possible in order to avoid inadvertent discoveries of Native American human remains and 
best protect tribal cultural resources. Below is a brief summary of portions of AB 52 and SB 18 as 
well as the NAHC's recommendations for conducting cultural resources assessments. 

Consult your legal counsel about compliance with AB 52 and SB 18 as well as compliance with 
any other applicable laws. 

Page 1 of 5 



AB 52 

---
-

... > •• - - • -

AB 52 has added to CEQA the additional requirements listed below, along with many other requirements: 

1. Fourteen Day Period to Provide Notice of Completion of an Application/Decision to Undertake a Project:
Within fourteen ( 14) days of determining that an application for a project is complete or of a decision by a public
agency to undertake a project, a lead agency shall provide formal notification to a designated contact of, or
tribal representative of, traditionally and culturally affiliated California Native American tribes that have
requested notice, to be accomplished by at least one written notice that includes:

a. A brief description of the project.
b. The lead agency contact information.
c. Notification that the California Native American tribe has 30 days to request consultation. (Pub.
Resources Code §21080.3.1 (d)).
d. A "California Native American tribe" is defined as a Native American tribe located in California that is
on the contact list maintained by the NAHC for the purposes of Chapter 905 of Statutes of 2004 (SB 18).
(Pub. Resources Code §21073).

2. Begin Consultation Within 30 Days of Receiving a Tribe's Request for Consultation and Before Releasing a
Negative Declaration, Mitigated Negative Declaration, or Environmental Impact Report: A lead agency shall
begin the consultation process within 30 days of receiving a request for consultation from a California Native
American tribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project.
(Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1, subds. (d) and (e)) and prior to the release of a negative declaration,
mitigated negative declaration or Environmental Impact Report. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1 (b)).

a. For purposes of AB 52, "consultation shall have the same meaning as provided in Gov. Code §65352.4
(SB 18). (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1 (b)).

3. Mandatory Topics of Consultation If Requested by a Tribe: The following topics of consultation, if a tribe
requests to discuss them, are mandatory topics of consultation:

a. Alternatives to the project.
b. Recommended mitigation measures.
c. Significant effects. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (a)).

4. Discretionary Topics of Consultation: The following topics are discretionary topics of consultation:
a. Type of environmental review necessary.
b. Significance of the tribal cultural resources.
c. Significance of the project's impacts on tribal cultural resources.
d. If necessary, project alternatives or appropriate measures for preservation or mitigation that the tribe
may recommend to the lead agency. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (a)).

5. Confidentiality of Information Submitted by a Tribe During the Environmental Review Process: With some
exceptions, any information, including but not limited to, the location, description, and use of tribal cultural
resources submitted by a California Native American tribe during the environmental review process shall not be
included in the environmental document or otherwise disclosed by the lead agency or any other public agency
to the public, consistent with Government Code §6254 (r) and §6254.10. Any information submitted by a
California Native American tribe during the consultation or environmental review process shall be published in a
confidential appendix to the environmental document unless the tribe that provided the information consents, in
writing, to the disclosure of some or all of the information to the public. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (c)(l )).

6. Discussion of Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources in the Environmental Document: If a project may have a
significant impact on a tribal cultural resource, the lead agency's environmental document shall discuss both of
the following:

a. Whether the proposed project has a significant impact on an identified tribal cultural resource.
b. Whether feasible alternatives or mitigation measures, including those measures that may be agreed
to pursuant to Public Resources Code §21082.3, subdivision (a), avoid or substantially lessen the impact on
the identified tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (b)).

Page 2 of 5 



7. Conclusion of Consultation: Consultation with a tribe shall be considered concluded when either of the
following occurs:

a. The parties agree to measures to mitigate or avoid a significant effect, if a significant effect exists, on
a tribal cultural resource; or
b. A party, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that mutual agreement cannot
be reached. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (b)).

8. Recommending Mitigation Measures Agreed Upon in Consultation in the Environmental Document: Any
mitigation measures agreed upon in the consultation conducted pursuant to Public Resources Code §21080.3.2
shall be recommended for inclusion in the environmental document and in an adopted mitigation monitoring
and reporting program, if determined to avoid or lessen the impact pursuant to Public Resources Code §21082.3,
subdivision (b), paragraph 2, and shall be fully enforceable. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (a)).

9. Required Consideration of Feasible Mitigation: If mitigation measures recommended by the staff of the lead

agency as a result of the consultation process are not included in the environmental document or if there are no

agreed upon mitigation measures at the conclusion of consultation, or if comultation does not occur, and if
substantial evidence demonstrates that a project will cause a significant effect to a tribal cultural resource, the

lead agency shall consider feasible mitigation pursuant to Public Resources Code §21084.3 (b). (Pub. Resources

Code §21082.3 (e)).

10. Examples of Mitigation Measures That, If Feasible, May Be Considered to Avoid or Minimize Significant Adverse

Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources:

a. Avoidance and preservation of the resources in place, including, but not limited to:

i. Planning and construction to avoid the resources and protect the cultural and natural
context.

ii. Planning greenspace, parks, or other open space, to incorporate the resources with culturally

appropriate protection and management criteria.

b. Treating the resource with culturally appropriate dignity, taking into account the tribal cultural values

and meaning of the resource, including, but not limited to, the following:

i. Protecting the cultural character and integrity of the resource.

ii. Protecting the traditional use of the resource.

iii. Protecting the confidentiality of the resource.

c. Permanent conservation easements or other interests in real property, with culturally appropriate

management criteria for the purposes of preserving or utilizing the resources or places.

d. Protecting the resource. (Pub. Resource Code §21084.3 (b)).

e. Please note that a federally recognized California Native American tribe or a non-federally
recognized California Native American tribe that is on the contact list maintained by the NAHC to protect

a California prehistoric, archaeological, cultural, spiritual, or ceremonial place may acquire and hold

conservation easements if the conservation easement is voluntarily conveyed. (Civ. Code §815.3 (c)).

f. Please note that it is the policy of the state that Native American remains and associated grave

artifacts shall be repatriated. (Pub. Resources Code §5097.991 ).

11. Prerequisites for Certifying an Environmental Impact Report or Adopting a Mitigated Negative Declaration or
Negative Declaration with a Significant Impact on an Identified Tribal Cultural Resource: An Environmental

Impact Report may not be certified, nor may a mitigated negative declaration or a negative declaration be

adopted unless one of the following occurs:

a. The consultation process between the tribes and the lead agency has occurred as provided in Public

Resources Code §21080.3. l and §21080.3.2 and concluded pursuant to Public Resources Code

§21080.3.2.

b. The tribe that requested consultation failed to provide comments to the lead agency or otherwise

failed to engage in the consultation process.

c. The lead agency provided notice of the project to the tribe in compliance with Public Resources

Code §21080.3. l (d) and the tribe failed to request consultation within 30 days. (Pub. Resources Code

§21082.3 (d)).

The NAHC's PowerPoint presentation titled, "Tribal Consultation Under AB 52: Requirements and Best Practices" may 
be found on line at: http://nahc.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/AB52Triba1Consultation CalEPAPDF.pdf 
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SB 18 applies to local governments and requires local governments to contact, provide notice to, refer plans to, and 
consult with tribes prior to the adoption or amendment of a general plan or a specific plan, or the designation of 
open space. (Gov. Code §65352.3). Local governments should consult the Governor's Office of Planning and 
Research's "Tribal Consultation Guidelines," which can be found online at: 
https://www.opr.ca.gov/docs/09 14 05 Updated Guidelines 922.pdf. 

Some of SB 18's provisions include: 

1. Tribal Consultation: If a local government considers a proposal to adopt or amend a general plan or a
specific plan, or to designate open space it is required to contact the appropriate tribes identified by the NAHC

by requesting a "Tribal Consultation List." If a tribe, once contacted, requests consultation the local government
must consult with the tribe on the plan proposal. A tribe has 90 days from the date of receipt of notification to

request consultation unless a shorter tlmeframe has been agreed to by the tribe. (Gov. Code §65352.3

(a)(2)).
2. No Statutory Time Limit on SB 18 Tribal Consultation. There is no statutory time limit on SB 18 tribal consultation.
3. Confidentiality: Consistent with the guidelines developed and adopted by the Office of Planning and
Research pursuant to Gov. Code §65040.2, the city or county shall protect the confidentiality of the information
concerning the specific identity, location, character, and use of places, features and objects described in Public
Resources Code §5097.9 and §5097.993 that are within the city's or county's jurisdiction. (Gov. Code §65352.3

(b)).

4. Conclusion of SB 18 Tribal Consultation: Consultation should be concluded at the point in which:

a. The parties to the consultation come to a mutual agreement concerning the appropriate measures
for preservation or mitigation; or

b. Either the local government or the tribe, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes
that mutual agreement cannot be reached concerning the appropriate measures of preservation or

mitigation. (Tribal Consultation Guidelines, Governor's Office of Planning and Research (2005) at p. 18).

Agencies should be aware that neither AB 52 nor SB 18 precludes agencies from initiating tribal consultation with 
tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with their jurisdictions before the timeframes provided in AB 52 and 
SB 18. For that reason, we urge you to continue to request Native American Tribal Contact Lists and "Sacred Lands 
File" searches from the NAHC. The request forms can be found online at: http://nahc.ca.gov/resources/forms/. 

NAHC Recommendations for Cultural Resources Assessments 

To adequately assess the existence and significance of tribal cultural resources and plan for avoidance, preservation 
in place, or barring both, mitigation of project-related impacts to tribal cultural resources, the NAHC recommends 
the following actions: 

1. Contact the appropriate regional California Historical Research Information System (CHRIS) Center
(http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page id=1068) for an archaeological records search. The records search will
determine:

a. If part or all of the APE has been previously surveyed for cultural resources.
b. If any known cultural resources have already been recorded on or adjacent to the APE.

c. If the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE.

d. If a survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.

2. If an archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report
detailing the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.

a. The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measures should be submitted
immediately to the planning department. All information regarding site locations, Native American
human remains, and associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum and
not be made available for public disclosure.

b. The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed to the
appropriate regional CHRIS center.
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3. Contact the NAHC for:

a. A Sacred Lands File search. Remember that tribes do not always record their sacred sites in the
Sacred Lands File, nor are they required to do so. A Sacred Lands File search is not a substitute for
consultation with tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the

project's APE.

b. A Native American Tribal Consultation List of appropriate tribes for consultation concerning the

project site and to assist in planning for avoidance, preservation in place, or, failing both, mitigation
measures.

4. Remember that the lack of surface evidence of archaeological resources (including tribal cultural resources)
does not preclude their subsurface existence.

a. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plan provisions for

the identification and evaluation of inadvertently discovered archaeological resources per Cal. Code

Regs., tit. 14, § 15064.5(f) (CEQA Guidelines § 15064.5(f)). In areas of identified archaeological sensitivity, a
certified archaeologist and a culturally affiliated Native American with knowledge of cultural resources

should monitor all ground-disturbing activities.

b. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plans provisions

for the disposition of recovered cultural items that are not burial associated in consultation with culturally

affiliated Native Americans.

c. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plans provisions

for the treatment and disposition of inadvertently discovered Native American human remains. Health

and Safety Code §7050.5, Public Resources Code §5097.98, qnd Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 15064.5,

subdivisions (d) and (e) (CEQA Guidelines§ 15064.5, subds. (d) and (e)) address the processes to be

followed in the event of an inadvertent discovery of any Native American human remains and

associated grave goods in a location other than a dedicated cemetery.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me at my email address: 
Cameron.Vela@nahc.ca.gov. 

Sincerely, 

Cameron Vela 
Cultural Resources Analyst 

cc: State Clearinghouse 
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HCAOG 

Regional 'Hansportation 

Pla_nning Agency 

611 I Street, Suite B 

Eureka, CA 955·01 

707.444.8208 

Fax: 707.444.8319 

www.h'caog.net 

I . 

M.·,i -:h 25, 2022

Deirdre Clem 
Facilities Management 
California State Polytechnic University, Humboldt 
1 Harpst Stre-'!t 
Ar.ata, CA 95521 
Deirdre.Clem@humboldt.edu 

RE: Notice of Preparation:of EIR for Student Housing

Dear Ms. Clem, 

The Humboldt County Association of Governments (HCAOG) is the 
Regional Transpo:tacion Planning Agency comprised of the seven 
cities and County of Humboldt. · HCAOG • guides regional 
transportation �nves�rn-ents that support_ state mandates to lower 
vehic1.e miles-traveH-�d, design complete streets that are safe for all 
use�s, and achieve ·equitable transportation outcomes. As the agency 
tasl'.ed with completion of the Regional· Housing Needs Assessment. 
c:1n j administer{ng the . regions Regional Early Action Planning 
�REAP) Gr.ant funds, H_CAOG is keeniy aware of the housing needs
of our regioh and supports well-planned housing developments that
can assist.in meeting our regional targets.

HCAOG adopted the region's long-range transportation plan, 
VR,OOM 2022-2042, in January 2022. The plan contains Safe and 
Sustainabl� Targets (see page 2-17) that provide clear targets to 
increase the percentage of all trips taken by walking, biking and 
transit, accelerate zero-emission adoption; and achieve Vision Zero 
for traffic fatalities. When analyzing whether the project conflicts with 
any adopted transportation plans, please review the policies and 
targets in VROOM to determine consistency. 

The majority of operational emissions will likely be· generated by 
mobile sources (i.e. vehicle travel resulting from the project). 
HCAOG strongly · recommends avoidance, and where needed, 
mitigation ·measures be applied to quantifiably reduce vehicular . 
emissions generated from the project.to a less than significant level. 



HCAOG recommends the VMT analysis consider only the wider Humboldt Bay Area in discerning 
the regional threshold of significance, rather than a county-wide comparison. The California 
Statewide Travel Demand Model divides Humboldt County into 18 Traffic Analysis Zones (TAZs). 
A VMT analysis that incorporated a TAZ for rural southern or eastern Humboldt into the baseline 
VMT would not be appropriate. Instead, we suggest using a narrower geographic area; such as the 
McKinleyville to Eureka area where most students live, as the baseline. 

HCAOG encourages Cal Poly Humboldt to analyze and mitigate for the impact of the project's 
vehicular traffic on the walkability and bikeability of the surrounding street network. A key metric 
to gauge the functionality of an on-street bicycle network is the Level of Traffic Stress (LTS). This 
metric is a product of vehic1,1lar speed/volume and degree of separation between cars and bikes. 
Bicycle Level of Service and Quality of Service (BLOS/ BQOS) are two additional metrics 
recommended in I-iCAOG's 2018 Regional Bicycle Plan. At minimum, the project should not 
increase the level of stress for pedestrians and bicyclists in the surrounding area. We recommend 
the project study the barrier effect of increased vehicular traffic, which refers to the incremental 
delay, discomfort, and risk that increased motor vehicle traffic speeds and volumes impose on 
pedestrians and bicyclists.' Although not a physical barrier, increased vehicle trips may in fact 
create a barrier to others using the multimodal system in the vicinity. 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this project at this early stage of the environmental 
review and look forward to future communications as the project moves forward. Please do not 
hesitate to reach out if you have any questions or would like to further discuss these comments . 

. Sincerely, 

Beth Burks, AICP 
Executive Director 

1 Todd Litman, New Mobilities: Smart Plannin� for Emerging Transportation Technologies. 2021.
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July 22, 2022 
 1-HUM-101-86.94 
 Cal Poly Humboldt Student Housing 
 SCH#2022030008 
Ms. Dierdre Clem 
Facilities Management 
Cal Poly Humboldt 
1 Harpst Street 
Arcata, CA 95521 
 
Dear Ms. Clem:   
 
Thank you for giving Caltrans the opportunity to comment on the Notice of 
Preparation (NOP) for the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) to develop student 
housing for California State Polytechnic University, Humboldt (Cal Poly Humboldt). The 
project would include the development of 1050 student beds, increasing the number 
of student beds from the previous NOP EIR by 200 beds (850 beds previously). The 
project site is located near the intersection of the St. Louis Road and U.S. Highway 101 
(US 101) overcrossing, approximately 0.5 mile north of Cal Poly Humboldt.  We offer the 
following comments for your consideration: 
 
The Caltrans Strategic Plan for 2020-2024 calls for the Department to enhance and 
connect the multimodal transportation network and to be a leader in Climate Action.  
Caltrans invites Cal Poly Humboldt to help meet the State’s climate goals locally.  Tail 
pipe emissions from the transportation sector make up the largest contribution of 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions in the State. One of the ways in which we can help 
California to reduce GHG emissions and achieve a carbon-neutral future by the year 
2045 is through the reduction of Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) on California streets and 
highways.  To meet the State’s targets for reducing GHG emissions and energy 
consumption, we must work with our local partners to plan for a more sustainable 
transportation system.   
 
Although the proposed project is located in an area suspected of having lower VMT 
rates when compared to the County or region as a whole, the design of the facility 
may have a positive impact on the existing VMT for the area. Examples to consider 
include: 
• Increasing the connectivity of the site by connecting the public rights of way for 

local streets, such as St. Louis Road and Eye Street and/or Todd Street.  A better-
connected network of local streets, particularly in the north and south directions 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/
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may reduce the distance of existing trips by minimizing the amount of out-of-
direction travel.   

• Reducing the amount of parking provided on-site and/or requiring parking fees for 
residents would influence how residents choose to travel. Fewer vehicle trips would 
likely result from different trip purposes, beyond home-to-school trips.  

• Incorporate shared mobility options and parking on-site. University bike share 
programs should include reciprocal parking on-site. Access to shared Zero-Emission 
Vehicles (ZEV), and charging points for privately-owned ZEVs, may help to support 
the adoption of alternative fuel vehicles. 

• Secure bike parking should be conveniently located on-site. 
 
As Cal Poly Humboldt is expected increase student enrollment and has plans to 
expand student housing, particularly to off-campus sites, the draft Environmental 
Impact Report (DEIR) will need to evaluate the potential for student housing to 
generate transportation impacts.  To the extent known, trips generated from other off-
site university-owned, or university-operated student housing facilities should be 
considered cumulatively for increases in VMT and potential impacts to transportation 
safety. Please consider coordinating with Caltrans and the Arcata City Engineering 
staff in the preparation of the scope of the transportation study.  
 
We have previously reviewed a traffic study, which examined increases in multi-modal 
travel at the US-101/Sunset/LK Wood ramps, overpass and intersections and local road 
network from the student housing project site to the Cal Poly Humboldt Campus. 
Although some of the assumptions have changed for Arcata’s 2017 study, increased 
travel demand at the 101/Sunset intersections and connecting streets have the 
potential to affect traffic safety and potentially require mitigation. Caltrans concurs 
with Cal Poly Humboldt’s Revised NOP EIR that identifies transportation and land use 
impacts as potentially significant areas of review for the project/EIR.  
 
The traffic impact study for the project should be consistent with State standards, 
established by the Governor’s Office of Planning & Research and Caltrans, and 
include measures that support state multimodal, transit and climate goals.  The TIS 
should use the most recent collision data, traffic, bike & pedestrian counts, etc., to 
identify existing conditions for the 101 corridor and ramps/Sunset Ave/LK Wood Blvd. 
intersections and connecting local roads near Campus. The study should include a 
robust discussion and multi-modal analysis of motor vehicles, non-motorized facilities, 
including trails, transit, first- and last-mile connectivity, and cumulative impacts of 
significant housing plans and proposals and Cal Poly Humboldt student housing sites.  
 
The “Potential Permits and Approvals Required” section of the revised NOP states that 
Caltrans permits will be required for moving oversized or excessive loads. Please be 
advised that the Project may require encroachment permits for any work done within 
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Caltrans rights-of-way or other Caltrans permitting and cooperative agreements that 
may not be limited to the approvals and permitting listed in the NOP.   
 
We recommend a coordinated approach to multimodal transportation planning for 
the Project in proximity to the affected 101-corridor near Campus. We suggest that Cal 
Poly Humboldt form a working group that meets regularly and includes Caltrans, local 
jurisdictions, Humboldt transit agencies, and other stakeholders to provide an 
opportunity to identify and discuss transportation, transit, land use and related issues 
and coordinate on planning issues and needs. This may include but is not limited to the 
development of a Cal Poly Humboldt Masterplan and housing sites. 
 
We recognize and appreciate Cal Poly Humboldt’s leadership in the community to 
promote transit service for the student population.  We offer the following best 
practices to continue the tradition of transit service for students and to help manage 
travel demand to and from the university campus:  
• Consult early and often with Arcata and Mad River Transit Service (A&MRTS) and 

Humboldt Transit Authority (HTA) by including both agencies in the planning 
process to ensure that Cal Poly Humboldt’s student population is well served by 
transit. 

• In addition to the Jack Pass program that allows students unlimited free rides on 
local buses, work with transit providers to establish a regional student transit pass 
that allows for unlimited rides on all regional transit service. 

• Encourage residents to forgo cars by offering reduced rents or reimbursements. 
• Consider a mixed-use project with retail establishments onsite so residents do not 

have to travel to meet all their shopping needs. 
• Establish car (preferably zero emissions) and bike sharing locations onsite to offer an 

alternative to car ownership. 
• Work with the City of Arcata in planning/constructing safe pedestrian and 

protected bicycle infrastructure to offer residents multimodal transportation 
choices. These pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure should offer origin-destination 
linkages and compliment transit especially the first-last mile connectivity.  

 
We support campus incentives to reduce single-occupancy vehicle (SOV) trips, 
parking demand and space devoted to parking, both on- and off-campus.  Some 
useful tools include user-pay campus parking, higher permit parking fees and limited 
eligibility, and multi-level, mixed-use parking garage structures.  
 
As part of the project features or transportation improvements or mitigation measures 
that could benefit traffic safety/circulation and non-motorized connectivity from the 
project site to campus, we suggest the following:  
• Annie and Mary Trail connections and improvements could be added as a feature 

of the project’s site development.  
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• Bike/ped access and connectivity to the Westwood neighborhood, shopping 
center and transit, via the McDaniel Slough greenways, trails, or easements to other 
public rights of way.  

 
Some residents of the project may choose to access LK Wood Blvd via St Louis Road. 
Depending on trip assignment and distribution for project residents, LK Wood Blvd. may 
need to be evaluated for safety conflicts between vehicle and non-motorized 
travelers. Potential strategies for providing safe and convenient multi-modal use of the 
corridor include: 
• Developing a Class IV multimodal two-way (shared) bike and ped path along the 

west side of LK Wood and common US-101 corridor R/W with a crossing to the 
101/Sunset/LK Wood intersection and campus.   

• Consider improvements to the LK Wood intersection with Granite Ave, and/or a 
redesign of Cal Poly Humboldt’s parking lot layout, ingress/egress and pedestrian 
routes to reduce potential safety conflicts.  

 
We suggest that Cal Poly Humboldt consider working in partnership with local 
stakeholders to apply for annual Caltrans Sustainable Transportation Planning Grants 
for planning improvements to the larger transportation system beyond the scope of 
mitigation for the proposed project.  A Sustainable Communities Formula grant can 
help to evaluate transportation needs for adjacent roads that might be impacted by 
growth, including Cal Poly Humboldt’s Master Plan for Growth and the City of Arcata’s 
General Plan Update.  Strategic Partnership grants can help to coordinate regional, 
long-range transportation planning activities between Cal Poly Humboldt, the City of 
Arcata, the Humboldt County Association of Governments (HCAOG), Humboldt Transit 
Authority (HTA), and Caltrans.  More information about Caltrans transportation grant 
programs can be found on our website: <https://dot.ca.gov/programs/transportation-
planning/regional-planning/sustainable-transportation-planning-grants>.  
 
We encourage Cal Poly Humboldt improving trail and pathway facilities within and 
adjacent to Campus, greater use of shuttles, and identifying high demand routes from 
Campus to destinations in the neighborhood and beyond. Encourage Cal Poly 
Humboldt’s upgrade of adjacent Community Forest trails, trail heads, and other 
innovative measures to improve trail and neighborhood connectivity. 
 
We encourage Cal Poly Humboldt to advance plans for infrastructure projects that are 
eligible and ready to submit for federal funding applications under the Infrastructure 
Investment Jobs Act/ Bipartisan Infrastructure Law (IIJA/BIL).  
 
Among the more innovative trends in other parts of the State, local communities have 
begun planning and building structures that span State highways and freeways for 
other civic uses.  In response to local interest and initiatives, we suggest that Cal Poly 

https://dot.ca.gov/programs/transportation-planning/regional-planning/sustainable-transportation-planning-grants
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/transportation-planning/regional-planning/sustainable-transportation-planning-grants
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Humboldt consider participating in cooperative local efforts to “cap” a segment of US 
101 through Arcata using a mix of grant funds and local matching funds.  

We look forward to the potential partnering opportunities that expanded enrollment 
at the university may bring.  Feel free to contact me with questions or for further 
assistance with the comments provided at (707) 684-6879 or by email at: 
<jesse.robertson@dot.ca.gov>.   

Sincerely, 

Jesse Robertson 
Transportation Planning 
Caltrans District 1 

e-copy: State Clearinghouse 
Netra Khatri, City Engineer, City of Arcata 
Greg Pratt, General Manager, Humboldt Transit Authority 



                    
 

July 25, 2022 

Deirdre Clem 

Facilities Management 

California State Polytechnic University, Humboldt 

1 Harpst Street 

Arcata, CA 95521 
 

via email:  Deirdre.clem@humboldt.edu 
 
RE: Craftsman Mall Student Housing Project NOP Scoping Comments 
 
Ms. Clem: 

The Coalition for Responsible Transportation Priorities (CRTP), Humboldt Baykeeper and the 
Northcoast Environmental Center (NEC) have reviewed the revised Notice of Preparation for an 
Environmental Impact Report (NOP) for the proposed student housing project (“project”) at the 
site known as the Craftsman Mall in Arcata, California. We recognize the urgent need for 
student housing and the appropriateness of the location near both the Cal Poly Humboldt 
campus and downtown Arcata. Therefore, we support this project in concept. We submit the 
following comments on the NOP: 

 We appreciate the NOP’s acknowledgement that the project could result in a significant 
increase in vehicle trips, along with attendant air quality, energy, greenhouse gas, and 
noise impacts. Pursuant to SB 743 and subsequent state-issued CEQA guidance, the EIR 
must assess the per capita vehicle miles traveled (VMT) of future residents of the 
project compared to an area baseline. We request that the baseline be considered the 
average per capita VMT from the McKinleyville-Arcata-Eureka area, which encompasses 
both the vast majority of the university’s student and employee residential catchment 
area as well as all areas potentially feasible for the development of future student 
housing. Therefore, following the state’s guidance, we request that the significance 
threshold for VMT impacts be considered 15% below the average per capita VMT for the 
McKinleyville-Arcata-Eureka area. We further request that, in projecting the per capita 
VMT of future project residents, the EIR acknowledge and incorporate the well-
documented influence of vehicular parking on vehicle ownership and driving habits (i.e., 
free and abundant residential parking leads to higher vehicle ownership and higher per 
capita VMT). 

 We also appreciate the NOP’s acknowledgement that the project could result in impacts 
related to “potential traffic hazards on local roadways.” We request that the EIR 
acknowledge that a significant increase in vehicular traffic can result in traffic hazards as 
well as what CEQA Guidelines refer to as “incompatible uses.” In other words, if 
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vehicular traffic increases significantly on a particular roadway which lacks adequate and 
sufficient bicycle and pedestrian facilities (including closely spaced safe crossings), the 
overall level of vehicular use could become incompatible with walking, biking and 
rolling, resulting in a significant impact under CEQA. 

 The project site has a long history of industrial activities, including a leaky underground
storage tank, trucking facility, and a lumber mill with a conical burner that burned wood
waste during the era that the dioxin-containing wood preservative pentachlorophenol
was commonly used. As a result, there are areas of contamination that were identified
in the Phase I and Phase II Environmental Site Assessments and Draft Environmental
Impact Report conducted for The Village Project as proposed by AMCAL Equities, LLC. As
plans are developed for on-site stormwater infrastructure to infiltrate runoff into the
soil, areas with remaining or previously unidentified contamination should be carefully
assessed and avoided to ensure that stormwater features are not built in or near
contaminated areas. If stormwater comes into contact with contaminated soil,
groundwater and bay tributary streams could be impacted.

 The close proximity of the project site to Highway 101 is likely to result in exposure to
pollutants from motor vehicles. Research has demonstrated that exposure to pollutants
emitted from motor vehicles can cause impaired lung function, heart problems,
cognition problems and premature death. We request that the EIR analyze the health
and environmental justice impacts of housing students in close proximity to a major
highway, and include an assessment of air quality at the site.

Thank you for your consideration of our comments. 

Sincerely, 

Colin Fiske 
Executive Director 
Coalition for Responsible Transportation Priorities 
145 G Street, Suite A 
Arcata, CA 95521 
colin@transportationpriorities.org 

Jennifer Kalt, Director  

Humboldt Baykeeper 

600 F Street, Suite 3 #810 

Arcata, CA 95521 

jkalt@humboldtbaykeeper.org 
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Caroline Griffith, Co-Executive Director 
Northcoast Environmental Center 
PO Box 4259 
Arcata, CA 95518 
carolinenecmail@gmail.com  

 



From: Margaret T Kelso <margaret.kelso@humboldt.edu> 
Date: Wed, Jul 27, 2022 at 2:16 PM 
Subject: Craftsman's Mall dorm 
To: <Deirdre.Clem@humboldt.edu> 
 

Hi Dierdre, 
I'm glad you're interested in receiving comments about the proposed Craftsman's Mall dorm that Cal 
Poly is planning to build. 
 
There are many concerns about putting such a densely populated construction in the middle of single 
family dwellings but the primary issue is safety.   As was revealed in community discussions around the 
former proposal by a private developer on that property,  increased traffic of all kinds -- cars, bicycles, 
skateboarders, and pedestrians, presents a real danger.    
 
Here is a quote from The Village FEIR dated 3/30/18. (1.6 Overriding Considerations.) 
For the Village Student Housing project, the proposed project will result in significant and unavoidable 
transportation-traffic related impacts until the traffic improvements recommended in the W-Trans 
Central Arcata Areawide Traffic Study (Appendix L of the Draft EIR), or alternative improvements agreed 
upon by Humboldt State University (HSU) and Caltrans, are constructed. 
 
As a former bicyclist over the Sunset overpass, I can predict that disaster is very likely.   The bicycle lane 
on the overpass just disappears on the west side as it meets Sunset Avenue.  Increased traffic of any 
kind is likely to lead to injury or even death.  This is just one of the dangerous traffic issues that exist 
now and that will become more likely with a huge influx of residents in this area.  
 
I understand that this may seem like minor detail in light of the benefits increased student housing will 
bring, but it won't be minor to the students and their parents who might be affected. 
 
I ask that you postpone the construction of this project until you can mitigate the traffic issues that 
accompany such a large housing unit. 
 
Thank you 
Margaret 
 
 

mailto:margaret.kelso@humboldt.edu
mailto:Deirdre.Clem@humboldt.edu
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FALLIS 

1149 STROMBERG A VENUE 

ARCATA, CALIFORNIA 95521 

California State Polytechnic University, Humboldt 
1 Harpst Street 
Arcata, California 9 5 5 21 

Re: Student Housing Project NOP Scoping Comment 

Dear Ms. Clem; 

July 22, 2022 

I am writing to you to enter in to the record of the above named project some concerns, 
thoughts and suggestions, relative to the student housing project (PROJECT) proposed by 
California Polytechnic University, Humboldt (Ca!Poly/STATE) for the site of the fo1mer 
Craftsman Mall at the south end of Saint Louis Road in the City of Arcata (CITY), that my wife, 
Janet, and I have about the possible impacts of the PROJECT on our neighbors and on our 
property. We represent only ourselves in this co1Tespondence and not necessarily those of our 
neighbor�. Our neighbors will need to speak for themselves. We express our concerns, not to 
speak against the PROJECT but, simply, to ask that STATE and CITY take note of and consider
them. · · · · · · · 

It should be acknowledgedand understood by all parti�; involved that it is not the 
responsibility of eithe1· the STATE (CalPoly) nor CITY to look after the interests of specific 
private property owners possibly impacted by the Project. That is our. responsibility. However, it 
should also be understood that peoples directly impacted by STATE and CITY projects have the 
inherent right to voice their concerns and both STATE and CITY have an obligation to hear and 
consider those concerns. The use of the pejorative term "NYBY", to dismiss, disregard and 
discredit those concerns, is simply not professional, warranted or acceptable. 

SETTING 

We own and reside in our home at the very east of Stromberg A venue, in the Westwood 
Village - East residential development. Our property, and those of our neighbors, is/are adjacent 
to and conterminous with the west and south property lines of the Craftsman Mall property (three 
on Stromberg Avenue: 1129, 1139,1149; nine on Maple Lane: 2528, i548, 2558, 2568, 2578, 
2586, 2592, 2596, 2612. In addition, there are two at the nmth end of Eye Street (2585 & 2590) 
in the Sunset residential area to our east. We have been residents of the City since September 
1970 (52 years) and we are owner/occupant of our home since July 1977 (45 years). As. you can 
see, we have a loi;tg and continuous experience with our community and o,ur neighborhood'. All 
the residential prope1ties along Stromberg, with one exception, and Maple are at a lower 
elevation, about fifteen feet, than the terrace of the Project. The prope1ties at the no1th end of 
Eye Street and. one on Stromberg (1139), are at an approximate level with the Project and. right 
up against the common fence line. To the north and west, and below the level of PROJECT is 



the fairly new residential subdivision known as Janes Creek Meadows, a planned unit 
development (PUD). This residential subdivision will be somewhat sheltered from the effects of 
PROJECT due to distance away, dense and tall vegetation in between and a branch of Janes 
Creek along the common boundary. While the visual impacts of PROJECT to this subdivision 
will be somewhat naturally mitigated, increased sound and traffic, (vehicular and pedestrian) will 
not be. 

PROJECT PROPERTY HISTORY 

PROJECT property has undergone a series of business transformations over the last 75+ 
years. As evidenced by Corp of Engineers aerial photographs, circa late l 940's, site was open 
table land then, about 1948, a lumber mill was constructed on the site. When we moved into the 
Stromberg Avenue neighborhood in 1977 the former lumber mill was owned and operated by a 
lumber loading mill called Humboldt Loaders. The property was subsequently purchased and 
used by Cal Kirk Landscaping, at some point in the 1980's. During the years of the lumber 
industiy there, there was an active railroad spur that came into the mill property from the S.E. 
comer, off the former Arcata & Mad River Railroad line. That spur ran between the two big 
sheds all the way out to the west edge of the westerly bluff. As far as I know those tracks are still 
there, buried under the gravel road. In all the years that we have been neighbors of the old mill 
property the relationship has generally been a good one. It is usually quiet but, with an 
occasional disturbance from people working there. Normally, the evenings and nights are quiet 
as well as the weekends. The mill hasn't bothered us and we haven't bothered the mill. 

PROJECT 

While I have yet to see specific plans showing the site plan and typical elevations of 
PROJECT, I will address several possible issues and concerns, based on what I know from my 
personal experiences living here, the prior proposed housing project (The Village, circa 2019) 

· and what is shown on the REVISED NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT, Student Housing Project, California State Polytechnic
University, Humboldt, dated June 28, 2022, from your office:

• Sound

• Lighting
• Visual

• Privacy
• Drainage

• Pedestrian traffic
• Vehicular traffic and parking
• Economics

• Public Utilities

SOUND 

While the sounds that will be generated and emitted by PROJECT, both during construction 
and after completion and occupancy, are to be expected we request mitigation measures be taken 
in the planning stage to lessen their impacts on the adjoining neighborhoods. Recommendation:
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a solid eight foot high sound wall along the entire southerly property line and along the edge of 
the upper terrace along the westerly line. In addition, internal operational procedures be in place 
to mitigate for excessive sound generated by occupants during nmmal quiet hours in the evening 
and at night. 

LIGHTING 

Recommendation: External lighting for pedestrian and vehicular uses be "hooded" in such 
a way that direct lighting does not carry over into adjacent properties and neighborhoods. 

VISUAL 

We recommend and request that the external appearance of the structures be designed by an 
architect (and not an engineer) who is both familiar with and sympathetic to the general culture 
and histo1y of the North Coast, such that the aesthetics of the design will blend more consistently 
with the existing area and community. The Arcata community has enough straight-line building 
facades 

PRIVACY 

As the neighborhoods to the west and south generally are at a much lower elevation than the 
PROJECT property, it puts the neighbors in jeopardy of living in a "fish bowl" environment, 
especially if PROJECT is designed and constructed to be multi-stmy and buildings placed near 
neighboring properties lines. Recommendation: effective measures need to be put in place to 
mitigate against trespassing on to adjoining neighbors properties. 

DRAINAGE 

Storm water runoff has generally been free flowing and uncontrolled onto neighboring 
properties. There are no known extant storm water best management practices in place on the 
propetty, with one exception; storm water along the western po1tion of the prope1ty drains down 
to the lower area immediately behind the fences of the conterminous properties to the west and, 
eventually, some, but not all, finds its way into a constructed pipe that passes under the property 
line between 2548 & 2558 Maple Lane and directly into the CITY storm drain system in Maple 
lane. As it currently stands, storm water run-off from the open yard area to the east and south 
east finds its way to the gate and the north end of Eye Street, flows under the gate and drains 
immediately into a poorly constructed over-side drain inlet (constructed by County of Humboldt 
when the Sunset residential area was in the County jurisdiction until sometime in the late 1980's 
to early 1990's). From that inlet the water passes under the private property at 2585 in some type 
of pipe and daylights into a swale, immediately adjacent and south of PROJECT property, on the 
propetty of2533 eye Street. From there it free flows under my fence and into a drainage swale 
on my land and conveys off my land to the south on down into Sunset Creek. This runoff 
normally is only present during the rainy season and is in direct response to heavy sustained 
stom1 conditions. However, several times over the years a water line or fire hydrant, either on 
the old mill property or on Eye Street, has been ruptured and a considerable amount of water has 
conveyed onto my land and been accommodated by the drainage swale. When those events 
occur, the amount and velocity of the runoff is quite spectacular, to say the least! My biggest 
concern is that, while the existing property is open and not subject to "hard" coverage and, thus, 
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subject to some storm water infiltration, PROJECT will, by definition, create a higher percentage 
of "hard" covered area (buildings, parking and paving). This will create a higher percentage of 
storm water runoff into adjoining properties. Recommendation: All storm water be subject to 
best management practices such that it is 100 % treated within the PROJECT property limits so 
that proper mitigation measures will treat all runoff through collecting, filtering and detention 
and infiltration. Treated runoff should be controlled and directed in to CITY storm water 
drainage systems. Adjacent propetties should not have to bear the burden of receiving, 
collecting, treating or conveying PROJECT storm water runoff. 

PEDESTRIAN TRAFFIC 

The streets, sidewalks and properties of the Westwood Village - East residential area were 
designed and intended to accommodate pedestrian traffic generated within the boundaries of the 
subdivision. The Eye Street residential area is small, compact and the street is very narrow and 
substandard with no real prospect of upgrading it to CITY standards. To expect the residents 
there to accommodate pedestrian traffic generated by PROJECT is not reasonable, where that 
source and level of traffic does not already exist. Historically and currently no established 
pedestrian pathway exists connecting the PROJECT propetties and Westwood Village - East. 

Recommendation: Do not create a pedestrian pathway connecting PROJECT and Westwood 
Village - East or Eye Street. 

VEHICULAR TRAFFIC AND PARKING 

Should PROJECT create 1,050 bed spaces the increase in the need for on-site parking to 
accommodate that number will be very large. In addition, the increased vehicular traffic will 

have a large impact on the local roads. Alliance Road, the principle arterial connecting the 
northwest side of Arcata to the downtown area, is already heavily used. Recommendations: 1) 
Design and construct on-site parking facilities sufficient to accommodate anticipated parking 
demand, both for the residents but, also, for staff and visitors. 2) Encourage and direct 
PROJECT vehicular traffic to access downtown Arcata via L.K. Wood Blvd. 

ECONOMICS 

Historically, and up until acquisition of PROJECT prope1ties by the Humboldt State 
University foundation, these prope1ties generated tax revenues to CITY and COUNTY, via 
propetty tax and business tax. With acquisition of the prope1ties by STATE, these tax revenues 
no longer exist. Recommendation: Explain in the EIR how these tax revenue losses will be 
substantially offset by PROJECT generated revenues to CITY and COUNTY. 

PUBLIC UTILITIES 

The existing CITY public utilities, water, sewer, storm water conveyance systems, were not 
designed or constructed to accommodate the large volume demand that PROJECT will generate. 
Recommendation: EIR address these various CITY utilities and how PROJECT will affect 
them. 
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RESPONDING 

Please acknowledge and respond to the public's concerns and suggestions. For the adjacent 
neighborhoods, please develop an effective communications system and links such that 
neighboring property owners will know how and where to follow developments of PROJECT. 

Thank you for providing me with an opportunity to participate in the scoping process for the 
EIR. Should you have any questions of anything stated above or would like further input from 
me, please contact me either by USPS, E-mail or telephone. I'll be pleased to respond to you in 
any way that I am able. 

Sincerely, 

�

Robert H. Fallis 
707.822.3096 (H) 
bjfallis@humboldtl.com 

cc: Karen Diemer, City Manager, City of Arcata 
Neighbors 
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From: Fred Johansen <fredjohansen28@gmail.com> 
Date: Wed, Jul 27, 2022 at 8:54 AM 
Subject: Housing at the Craftsman's Mall 
To: <Deirdre.Clem@humboldt.edu> 
 

Deirdre, 
My major concern is for the safety of the students entering and leaving this new housing facility.  I have 
spoken to the owner, Travis of Mad River Lumber, Karen Deimer, the Arcata Transportation Committee, 
the Arcata Planning Committee, Micheal Fisher, Peter Kress and your previous Police Chief about my 
concerns. 
 
1.  The proposed Rails by Trails path will not be a safe corridor for students to travel to and from Cal Poly 
Humboldt as currently planned.  I have concerns about lighting and sight lines particularly where the 
path connects to Sunset Ave.  Please observe where the path connects between the intersection and 
traffic circle.  In Arcata's 2017 Central Traffic Study these two intersections will be severely impacted by 
the number of students at the new dorms and other student housing developments. Cal Poly 
Humboldt's new land acquisition is not addressed as student housing by the 2017 study.  These two 
intersections will be more heavily impacted because of the increased numbers of students and or 
faculty. 
 
2.  When students realize the lack of safety at these two intersections they will then take Saint Louis Rd. 
and travel through an industrial zone along Saint Louis Road where log trucks, lumber trucks and a chip 
truck average 40 trips daily.  There are no sidewalks and the lighting is minimal.  In the 2017 traffic study 
it is noted that this is not a safe path for pedestrians or bicyclists. 
  
I have proposed a new entrance with the city along a rerouted Saint Louis Road.  That could include new 
sidewalks and lighting.  It would also include a lighted trail from the southwest corner of the Mall 
property to the street below to allow students access to a market and city services.  The city is in the 
process of developing a new traffic plan that will be revisited every two years as new problems arise.  I 
am hoping that Cal Poly will be proactive in helping our city to deal with problems that will occur with 
the growth of Cal Poly Humboldt. 
 
I am a Concerned Citizen and Chairman of the Arcata Public Safety Committee.  I have lived in the Sunset 
area of Arcata since 1974 and I am a graduate of H.S.U.  This is an exciting time at Cal Poly as it expands 
its housing.  I am grateful for Cal Poly's increasing policing presence due to your expansion. 
 
Thank You, 
Fred Johansen. 
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From: Anne & Alfred Eanni <aeanni2@yahoo.com> 
Date: Fri, Jul 29, 2022 at 10:33 AM 
Subject: Student Housing Project NOP Scoping Comment 
To: Deirdre.Clem@humboldt.edu <Deirdre.Clem@humboldt.edu> 
 

Dierdre, 
 
We are late in getting our thoughts and concerns emailed to you. 
 
One of the biggest concerns we have with the Craftsman Mall property plan is RODENTS! 
 
Once tearing down of this building and area starts, the rodents and other pests will migrate 
elsewhere...mainly down towards the housing area just below the site, (Stromberg/Hilfiker), as well as the 
grade school, (Arcata Elementary). 
Not dealing with this likely invasion of disease-spreading rodents, as well as wasps, which can attack 
children and adults, is poor foresight. We strongly encourage that this be addressed. 
 
The other is the impact on the hillside just above Maple Lane and east end of Stromberg. Although the 
development is to include a small food court in the housing project, there will be a number of students 
who will be hiking down to the small Westwood Shopping Centre...especially when they are being 
discouraged to not drive cars, which is a whole other unrealistic plan. Without taking this into 
consideration, there will begin to be trespassing along with erosion of the hillside.  
 
Thank you for allowing comments from concerned Arcata residents. 
 
Anne Carlisle and Alfred Eanni 
1173 Madrone Way 
Arcata 

 

mailto:aeanni2@yahoo.com
mailto:Deirdre.Clem@humboldt.edu
mailto:Deirdre.Clem@humboldt.edu

	1_NOP_2.25.22
	Purpose of the Notice
	Project Location
	Project Description
	Potential Permits and Approvals Required
	Potential Environmental Effects
	Comment Period
	Public Scoping Meeting

	2_Revised NOP
	REVISED NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
	Project Description
	Potential Permits and Approvals Required
	Potential Environmental Effects
	Comment Period
	Public Scoping Meeting

	3_NAHC Response
	4_NOP HCAOG
	5_Caltrans 7-22-22
	6_CRT Priorities 7-25-22
	7_Kelso 7-27-22
	8_Fallis 7-27-22
	9_Johansen 7-27-22
	10_Eanni 7-29-22



