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From: David Loya
To: Melanie Nannizzi
Cc: Netra Khatri; Delo Freitas; tparisi@jcsk8.org
Subject: RE: Old Arcata Road Project--Jacoby Creek School
Date: Tuesday, July 06, 2021 8:54:32 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Thank you, Melanie.
 
The School District received an invitation to the Agency Scoping Meeting, and will also receive a
formal request to review the project and the Draft Environmental Impact Report when it is prepared.
We will include your email below, but would also encourage a formal response to requests for
participation.
 
In addition, if you would like to discuss your concerns/comments with Netra, who may be able to
give insight into the proposed project design, please feel free to reach out to him at 707-825-2173.
 
Also, I wanted to confirm that Tim Parisi is the appropriate point of contact for the school district. I
believe we sent the scoping invitation to him.  
 
David Loya (him)
Community Development Director
City of Arcata
p. 707-825-2045
www.cityofarcata.org
 
 
City Hall is open for business between 11 and 5. Starting July 1, we will be open 9 to 5.

Visitors to City Hall are required to wear a mask inside regardless of vaccination status.
Thank you for complying with this local practice.

Some services, such as water bills and police services, are available on-call. Please check
our website www.cityofarcata.org for the latest information on accessing City services.

Since this is an evolving situation, please visit the City’s COVID-19 website for updates.

 

 
 
 

From: Melanie Nannizzi <mnannizzi@jcsk8.org> 
Sent: Sunday, July 4, 2021 9:51 AM
To: Netra Khatri <nkhatri@cityofarcata.org>; David Loya <dloya@cityofarcata.org>; Tim Parisi

mailto:dloya@cityofarcata.org
mailto:mnannizzi@jcsk8.org
mailto:nkhatri@cityofarcata.org
mailto:dfreitas@cityofarcata.org
mailto:tparisi@jcsk8.org
http://www.cityofarcata.org/
http://www.cityofarcata.org/
https://www.cityofarcata.org/891/Coronavirus-Information
https://www.equityarcata.com/
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<tparisi@jcsk8.org>; Susan Mcpherson <susanamcpherson@gmail.com>; Bob Mcpherson
<bob.mcpherson@humboldt.edu>; Kathleen Stanton <kathleenjstanton@gmail.com>
Subject: Old Arcata Road Project--Jacoby Creek School
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or
open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Netra Khatri and David Lloya,
 
I hope this email finds you well.  I am writing in regards
to the Old Arcata Road project.  Tim Parisi and I had the
opportunity to meet with Kathleen Stanton, Bob
McPherson, and Susan Mcpherson regarding the
project. These concerned Bayside community members
brought some of their ideas regarding the project to our
attention. I want to share that Tim and I support the
following ideas regarding the project.
 
1. We need as much parking as possible near Jacoby
Creek School.  

·  Eliminating the sidewalk directly in front of the office
parking lot and replacing it with parallel parking
spots would provide more parking space and
would not create safety concerns for our students.
The sidewalk there may encourage parents to drop
their students off there rather than in front of the
school which will create safety concerns as
students will then have to walk through the parking
lot and drop off line in order to get to school.  

·  If possible, moving the mailboxes that are on the
west side of OAR to the north of JCS  to the east
side of OAR would allow for more parking space.

·  Increasing the width of the parking area on the west



side of OAR to the north of JCS would allow for
more space for parked cars to open and close
doors safely.  

2. It is important that cars can safely and easily turn left
out of the JCS parking lot.

·  The medians in the proposed plans seem to create
possible difficulties with a left turn which could slow
down traffic at pick up and drop off time. 

3.  The school would support the Hyland sidewalk being
moved from the north side of the street to the south side
of the street as we see no safety impact for our students.
 
Please let me know if you have questions or would like to
discuss this further.
 
Thank you, 
 
Melanie Nannizzi
Superintendent/Principal 
Jacoby Creek School
Phone: (707) 822-4896 Extension 120
Fax: (707) 822-4898
Message: (707) 633-9090



From: Netra Khatri
To: Bronkall, Bob
Cc: Wilson, Mike; Kathleen Stanton; David Loya; Delo Freitas
Subject: RE: Old Arcata Road Project
Date: Friday, July 23, 2021 9:47:20 AM
Attachments: image005.png

Good morning Bob
 
Thank you for sharing this with us.
We also had a scoping meeting early this month for the project and received similar comments.
As you may know we are in process of preparing an EIR for the project and will make sure these
concerns are addressed.
 
Phone/email if you need additional information.
 
Regards
 
Netra Khatri, P.E.
City Engineer
City of Arcata - www.cityofarcata.org
Office: (707) 825-2173
Cell: (707) 267-4287
nkhatri@cityofarcata.org
color

 

From: Bronkall, Bob <BBronkall@co.humboldt.ca.us> 
Sent: Thursday, July 22, 2021 5:35 PM
To: Netra Khatri <nkhatri@cityofarcata.org>
Cc: Wilson, Mike <Mike.Wilson@co.humboldt.ca.us>; Kathleen Stanton
<kathleenjstanton@gmail.com>
Subject: Old Arcata Road Project
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or
open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Netra-
 
This morning I met on site with Supervisor Wilson and several community members regarding the
City’s proposed Old Arcata Road project that includes improvements that extend beyond the City
Limits.  The major areas of concern are:
 

1. Concerns that wetlands being destroyed from road improvements

mailto:nkhatri@cityofarcata.org
mailto:BBronkall@co.humboldt.ca.us
mailto:Mike.Wilson@co.humboldt.ca.us
mailto:kathleenjstanton@gmail.com
mailto:dloya@cityofarcata.org
mailto:dfreitas@cityofarcata.org
http://www.cityofarcata.org/
mailto:nkhatri@cityofarcata.org






2. Concerns that storm flows on Jacoby creek road flowing over the road and under the
temperance building

3. Concerns that there is a need for a 35 MPH step down speed limit sign on Old Arcata Road
4. Concerns that that there is a need for a 25 MPH residential zone speed designation for Old

Arcata Road s/o Jacoby Creek Road, if it qualifies per CVC
5. Concerns that there is a need for a 15 MPH school zone for the school at the intersection of

Old Arcata Road / Jacoby Creek Road
6. The desire to have lane widths reduced on Old Arcata Road s/o Jacoby Creek Road to calm

traffic
7. The desire to install speed humps on Old Arcata Road s/o Jacoby Creek Road to calm traffic. 

See County Speed hump Policy.
8. Concerns about the potential loss of on-street parking due to proposed improvements.
9. Concerns that intersection delay at the at the Jacoby Creek Road leg of the Old Arcata Road /

Jacoby Creek Road intersection do not support the need for a roundabout
10. Concerns that the future improvements will place the roundabout too close to existing

buildings
11. Concerns that the proposed roundabout will change the historical setting of an area with

historic structures.
12. Concerns about cross walk safety at roundabouts
13. Concerns about light glare from additional street lighting at the roundabout
14. Concerns that the proposed project may require additional right of way. 

 
Please call me to discuss.
 
--Bob
 

Robert W. Bronkall, PE, LS
Deputy Director
Public Works Department – Land Use Division
707.445.7205  Afternoons   
Public Works Department – Road & Equipment Maintenance Division
707.445.7421  Mornings   

 
 

https://linkprotect.cudasvc.com/url?a=https%3a%2f%2fhumboldtgov.org%2fDocumentCenter%2fView%2f57426%2fSpeed-Hump-Policy-Adopted-07-24-2007%23%3a~%3atext%3dSpeed%2520humps%2520are%2520used%2520on%2cinches%2520to%25204%2520inches%2520high.%26text%3dSpeed%2520bumps%2520are%2520not%2520used%2520on%2520public%2520streets.&c=E,1,VMgROd7sAkkbjZpLNJ0JVaxSmsmHg3R741ovQ6MeuNVQPNQE8bR8LKp53MpL_Y3n3qKAfPbr2N2QY-fsnjPKBNU9tXFAFCc0I8VUW8Y_5awX2Us,&typo=1
https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=humboldtgov.org&data=02%7C01%7CBBronkall%40co.humboldt.ca.us%7C201d7febc2d8493e5c5f08d861a44fd0%7Cc00ae2b64fe844f198637b1adf4b27cb%7C0%7C0%7C637366705628696094&sdata=EmGQAFKvs2wOB4sKUXN8FerDxgnSxjVMKIvP3fzNioY%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.humboldtgov.org%2F1393%2FLand-Use&data=02%7C01%7CBBronkall%40co.humboldt.ca.us%7C201d7febc2d8493e5c5f08d861a44fd0%7Cc00ae2b64fe844f198637b1adf4b27cb%7C0%7C0%7C637366705628696094&sdata=Pf73CqdBJjCuFZ7jnfG457cZm1xB%2BiqUv6vwrDRoqdM%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.humboldtgov.org%2F1405%2FRoad-Equipment-Maintenance&data=02%7C01%7CBBronkall%40co.humboldt.ca.us%7C201d7febc2d8493e5c5f08d861a44fd0%7Cc00ae2b64fe844f198637b1adf4b27cb%7C0%7C0%7C637366705628706052&sdata=p%2Fcm4OfHr6voAKnkJvxe5YqHsfJW6eHANtpw1jSR67k%3D&reserved=0
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From: Gordon Inkeles
To: David Loya
Cc: Jude Power; Jill and Lee Dedini; Jim Zoeleck; Suzanne Pasztor; Ed Vaccaro; Netra Khatri; Harvey Kelsey
Subject: Re: Old Arcata Road Project
Date: Tuesday, July 06, 2021 11:42:15 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi David,

I’m not sure what the “fair argument” was but the abusive  EIR meeting above the Freeway
was anything but “fair.” In all the bellowing and threatening I don’t recall hearing anything at
all that had to do with our “environment." The loudmouths who shouted down the rest of us
are focused only on monkey wrenching the OAR project, especially the essential roundabout
—whether or not they actually live on Old Arcata Road.

Don’t put our children at risk to satisfy a few bullies. Old Arcata Road already has three
successful roundabouts. It would be irresponsible an insanely risky not to provide one for the
only crossing that’s used daily by Jacoby Creek School children. 

Sincerely,

Gordon Inkeles, Bayside

On Jul 6, 2021, at 8:57 AM, David Loya <dloya@cityofarcata.org> wrote:

Hi Gordon.
 
I fully respect your concern. While we were prepared to approve the plan at the first
hearing, the fair argument that was raised prevented us from doing so. We are
expeditiously executing the EIR process and will have a solution as soon as is humanly
possible.
 
Regards,
 
David Loya (him)
Community Development Director
City of Arcata
p. 707-825-2045
www.cityofarcata.org
 
 
City Hall is open for business between 11 and 5. Starting July 1, we will be open
9 to 5.
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From: Gordon Inkeles
To: David Loya
Cc: Jude Powers; Jim Zoeleck; Harvey Kelsey; Ed Vaccaro; Netra Khatri; Iris Schencke; Suzanne Pasztor; Jill and Lee

Dedini; Jill Dedini
Subject: Old Arcata Road Project
Date: Friday, July 02, 2021 1:07:40 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Friday, July 2, 2021

Dear David Loya,

I left yesterday’s meeting in shock. Suddenly, twenty years of painstakingly community
feedback on the OAR project including the Bayside community’s well established support for
Arcata’s “option 3” was in question and we were back to square one. Community preferences
forged in dozens of meetings were ignored. We were forced to listen shrill tirades on the
project and urged to consider “alternatives” to a roundabout for the treacherous Jacoby
Creek/OAR intersection. Every single one of these so called “alternatives” has been found
to be far more hazardous than a roundabout by your own people. 

Old Arcata Road already has three successful roundabouts. Nevertheless, citizens of Bayside
are now being asked to forgo a roundabout for the only intersection that is used by elementary
school children daily. I walk or cycle the road daily and have found no safe way to cross at the
Jacoby Creek/Old Arcata road intersection. I have two granddaughters who enjoy the JCS
playground. We must cross Old Arcata Road to get there.

I tried to make some of these points at the meeting but most of my remarks were either
shouted down or lost in the freeway roar. I recognized only a handful of the naysayers. Who
are these people and where do they actually live?

The Old Arcata Road renewal project was painstakingly negotiated over many years by the
actual Bayside community. The roundabout came down to three options. Hundreds of
community members voted on option three which won by a landslide. Additionally, after
presentations by the city at The Bayside Community Hall, the project with option 3 was
enthusiastically approved. 

Further delays at this point may constitute a cynical attempt to “time out” the funding for the
project. It’s your responsibility to keep it on track. Bayside residents desperately need this
built without further delay to keep our children safe. 

Sincerely,

Gordon Inkeles
POB 800
Bayside, CA. 95524

cc Netra Khatri
Jude Power

mailto:arcata@me.com
mailto:dloya@cityofarcata.org
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mailto:suzanne.pasztor@humboldt.edu
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mailto:ndedini@gmail.com
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Iris Schencke
Jim Zoelick
Ed Vaccaro
Harvey and Sue Kelsey
Suzanne Pasztore
Netra Khatri
Harvey and Sue Kelsey
Jim Zoeleck





Visitors to City Hall are required to wear a mask inside regardless of
vaccination status. Thank you for complying with this local practice. 

Some services, such as water bills and police services, are available on-call.
Please check our website www.cityofarcata.org for the latest information on
accessing City services.

Since this is an evolving situation, please visit the City’s COVID-19 website for
updates.
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From: Gordon Inkeles <arcata@me.com> 
Sent: Friday, July 2, 2021 8:24 PM
To: David Loya <dloya@cityofarcata.org>
Subject: Re: Old Arcata Road Project
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click
links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content
is safe.

Hi David,
 
 I understand your position. 
 
My ongoing concern with Old Arcata Road as it is now is with the significant risk
to the children. Over the years I’ve volunteered several times as a crossing guard
at the school. Not only is the Hyland/Old Arcata Road crossing dangerous but the
lack of any sidewalk makes the whole of Old Arcata Road from the school to the
Jacoby Creek Road intersection hazardous for the large numbers of children who
walk it daily. For the past few years Bayside residents have discussed our
concerns about this stretch with city hall staff at  the various road improvement
meetings however nothing has been done. 
 

When we identified the risk to school kids the city considered steps to
mitigate the risk with a roundabout which was widely approved by
Bayside residents. However there again nothing has been done. So
there is a continuing twofold risk. Most importantly, there is the risk
to children but in the event of a personal injury or death the taxpayers
have considerable liability exposure. In two months, Jacoby Creek
School will reopen. 

 
Currently, there is no sidewalk at all from Jacoby Creek School to the
hazardous Jacoby Creek Road intersection—the schoolkids are
literally walking in traffic. We have  already seen several nasty
crashes at this intersection including one where a drunk driver ended

https://linkprotect.cudasvc.com/url?a=http%3a%2f%2fwww.cityofarcata.org%2f&c=E,1,54XeAhXhh1LL3i9dqV_pQHxpnAQ4vqymOxb-ah78jOUuKf2zgjW7xQ7jEPlK6TsAdGVBlwZqieBES4oJxehOmjwUirnj19Sog7iVKltgkto_9RkLqHVj2qJphZL1&typo=1
https://linkprotect.cudasvc.com/url?a=https%3a%2f%2fwww.cityofarcata.org%2f891%2fCoronavirus-Information&c=E,1,BZNGqs2jI8oQ7flqWGm8DwWHeF8qAEp4wSdqX1sOl2S-ELSZJRpu8boS8xsPqJKE5EDMtvhvf4SVYUnaYgh9iiIG12IDlksaghbXToI7rfKEiJXcKg,,&typo=1
https://linkprotect.cudasvc.com/url?a=https%3a%2f%2fwww.cityofarcata.org%2f891%2fCoronavirus-Information&c=E,1,BZNGqs2jI8oQ7flqWGm8DwWHeF8qAEp4wSdqX1sOl2S-ELSZJRpu8boS8xsPqJKE5EDMtvhvf4SVYUnaYgh9iiIG12IDlksaghbXToI7rfKEiJXcKg,,&typo=1
https://linkprotect.cudasvc.com/url?a=https%3a%2f%2fwww.equityarcata.com%2f&c=E,1,Aol1XkekKzCZ84fSngEBP4MCIU6cSOMwcwrNU7D3XH0ENVQ_XKRHMaQvFX1qE55aYXrYvRMRey-6ts_V5S49IVhF6yve2f9A63vM6Vua0Mwwp1NsSXAPPYSMyFOo&typo=1
mailto:arcata@me.com
mailto:dloya@cityofarcata.org


up in a back yard. The city has been on notice of this hazard for
several years and again, nothing has been done. I walk or bike it daily
and know the road well. Its particularly frustrating to see three
functioning roundabouts in use on Old Arcata Road (Sunnybrae,
Anderson and Indianola) while Bayside, perhaps the densest
populated area, has none. 

 
Please keep me closely posted on the progress of this project. And thanks for your
efforts on behalf of Bayside residents. 
 
Gordon Inkeles
Bayside
 

On Jul 2, 2021, at 1:26 PM, David Loya <dloya@cityofarcata.org>
wrote:
 
Hi Gordon,
 
I’ll include your email into the record on the project.
 
I fully understand your frustration. We are definitely not starting at square
one, however. I was clear yesterday, and I want to reiterate now, the City
is evaluating the project with the roundabout at the proposed project.
The Environmental Impact Report process requires us to evaluated
feasible alternatives as well as the proposed project. The decades of
public involvement, and the four recent years developing this specific
project scope, are the basis for the proposed project. The vote of support
for option 3 you refer to has carried through to the proposed project.
And, this is the project that was identified by the City Council.
 
I also understand the frustration with the meeting location. But I want to
ensure you, your comments were not lost in the freeway roar. I have
recorded them and will include them in the scoping memo for the project.
 
Please feel free to call if you have follow up questions.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Loya (him)
Community Development Director
City of Arcata
p. 707-825-2045
www.cityofarcata.org
 
 
City Hall is open for business between 11 and 5. Starting July 1, we

mailto:dloya@cityofarcata.org
https://linkprotect.cudasvc.com/url?a=http%3a%2f%2fwww.cityofarcata.org%2f&c=E,1,2mJn1E6ZfBxyz5LGBK2YIncS9wyPirIdnkVPd7YRvN5ShsKiHKnN_colmlH2kUXfHh30Dm931GWy7L8xcyk4KWPfbZsCx_EqtdZBxDky3Q,,&typo=1


will be open 9 to 5.

Visitors to City Hall are required to wear a mask inside regardless
of vaccination status. Thank you for complying with this local
practice. 

Some services, such as water bills and police services, are available
on-call. Please check our website www.cityofarcata.org for the
latest information on accessing City services.

Since this is an evolving situation, please visit the City’s COVID-19
website for updates.
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From: Gordon Inkeles <arcata@me.com> 
Sent: Friday, July 2, 2021 1:08 PM
To: David Loya <dloya@cityofarcata.org>
Cc: Jude Powers <judeclaire@hotmail.com>; Jim Zoeleck
<jimz@humboldt.edu>; Harvey Kelsey <hmk@humboldt1.edu>; Ed
Vaccaro <Edward.G.Vaccaro@morganstanley.com>; Netra Khatri
<nkhatri@cityofarcata.org>; Iris Schencke <ischencke@me.com>;
Suzanne Pasztor <suzanne.pasztor@humboldt.edu>; Jill and Lee Dedini
<ndedini@gmail.com>; Jill Dedini <jilldedini@gmail.com>
Subject: Old Arcata Road Project
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization.
Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the
sender and know the content is safe.
Friday, July 2, 2021
 
Dear David Loya,
 
I left yesterday’s meeting in shock. Suddenly, twenty years of
painstakingly community feedback on the OAR project including the
Bayside community’s well established support for Arcata’s “option
3” was in question and we were back to square one. Community
preferences forged in dozens of meetings were ignored. We were
forced to listen shrill tirades on the project and urged to consider
“alternatives” to a roundabout for the treacherous Jacoby Creek/OAR
intersection. Every single one of these so called “alternatives” has
been found to be far more hazardous than a roundabout by your
own people. 
 
Old Arcata Road already has three successful roundabouts.
Nevertheless, citizens of Bayside are now being asked to forgo a
roundabout for the only intersection that is used by elementary school
children daily. I walk or cycle the road daily and have found no safe
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From:
To: Brett Watson; Emily Goldstein; Stacy Atkins-Salazar; Sarah Schaefer; Sofia Pereira
Cc: Karen Diemer; Netra Khatri; David Loya; Delo Freitas; COM DEV
Subject: EIR Required for Old Arcata Rd. Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, May 11, 2021 9:14:53 PM
Attachments: Roundabout Report analysis.pages

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

5/11/2021

Arcata City Council
736 F St.
Arcata, CA 95521

Re: EIR Required for Old Arcata Rd. Improvement Project

Dear Council,
Attached please find my review of the consultants Historic Resources Report 2020 for the Old Arcata Road Improvement
project. As an Historic Resources Consultant, I disagree with the consultants findings that Bayside does not qualify as an
historic district and that there are no adverse impacts to historic resources as a result of this project. Even though the
consultants provide different findings in their report that the project will not cause significant impacts, you have substantial
evidence now that supports a fair argument that the project may cause significant impacts and so an EIR is required to resolve
this dispute among experts.  

According to the Guide To CEQA, “credible expert testimony that a project may have a significant impact, even if
contradicted, is generally dispositive and under such circumstances an EIR must be prepared.”  This is what the Council needs
to require of staff on May 19th instead of approving the Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND).  

The MND does not address alternatives to the proposed project and so, the Council, has no opportunity to consider a project
alternative for approval, rather than the project with large Roundabout as proposed.  Requirements, specific to an EIR, tend
to result in a much more robust analysis of environmental impacts and a more comprehensive consideration of the ways those
impacts can be reduced through mitigation or avoided through ALTERNATIVES and PROJECT DESIGN CHANGES.

As many neighbors have testified in the past, the loss of critical parking at Bayside Corners, the lack of a Traffic Study to
support the need for a Roundabout and serious economic issues that may threaten the preservation of historic resources and
their economic viability still need to be adequately addressed and mitigated.

In addition, this project has garnered significant public controversy over clearly legitimate concerns that are grounded in facts.
Therefore, an EIR is required. It is incumbent on the Council as the ultimate decision makers to ensure that the appropriate
level of analysis is performed, based on sound investigation of the facts and faithful application of the correct legal standards.
 

I respectfully ask the Council to deny the MND and require an EIR to protect the historic integrity of Bayside.

Regards,
Kathleen Stanton, M.A.
Historic Resources Consultant & Bayside Resident

mailto:satkinssalazar@cityofarcata.org
mailto:sschaefer@cityofarcata.org
mailto:spereira@cityofarcata.org
mailto:kdiemer@cityofarcata.org
mailto:nkhatri@cityofarcata.org
mailto:dloya@cityofarcata.org
mailto:dfreitas@cityofarcata.org
mailto:comdev@cityofarcata.org
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Arcata City Council
736 F St.
Arcata, CA 95521

Re: Review of Historic Resources Report for the Old Arcata Road Improvements
Project, Humboldt County. February 2020

Dear Council,
I have reviewed this report concerning potential adverse impacts to known and
previously unrecorded historical resources in Bayside and I find it woefully
inadequate for reasons I will discuss further.

I'have worked as an Historic Resources Consultant for the City of Arcata in the
past; have Chaired the Historic Landmark Commitice, completed numerous
Landmark Designations for the City; and listed two large historic districts in
Humboldt County: Old Town, Eurcka with approximately 160 resources and Main
Street, Ferndale. 1 believe I have sufficient expertise to comment on this report as
a preservation professional. I hold an undergraduate degree in Urban Studies and
Planning with a minor in Historic Preservation and I have an advanced degree in
History with an emphasis on local Humboldt history.

The Historic Preservation Element of Arcata’s General Plan 2020, recognizes
Bayside as a unique community within city limits and established the Bayside
Specific Plan District most of which is in the 1.5 mile Old Arcata Rd. Project arca
or Area of Potential Effect (APE). It also recommended that the community be
recognized as a Neighborhood Conservation Area or historic district to protect
historic and noteworthy structures (H-4F). H-2 establishes an Historical Resources
Inventory to include the Bayside Arca.

Caltrans is involved in the Roundabout project and is providing federal funding
through their Local Assistance Program. Therefore, NEPA and Section 106
compliance with the National Historic Preservation Act is required. On page 14,
the report states that, “Caltrans has not requested the City to have a separate
Architectural APE, nor has Caltrans required preparation of a Historical Resources
Evaluation Report (HRER). Caltrans is the lead agency for Section 106
compliance, and the City is the lead agency for project compliance under CEQA.

An historical survey of the entire project arca needs to be conducted to comply
with NEPA and CEQA. The 2020 Historic Resources Report is inadequate and








Arcata City Council

736 F St.

Arcata, CA 95521


Re: Review of Historic Resources Report for the Old Arcata Road Improvements 
Project, Humboldt County.  February 2020


Dear Council,

I have reviewed this report concerning potential adverse impacts to known and 
previously unrecorded historical resources in Bayside and I find it woefully 
inadequate for reasons I will discuss further.  


I have worked as an Historic Resources Consultant for the City of Arcata in the 
past; have Chaired the Historic Landmark Committee, completed numerous 
Landmark Designations for the City; and listed two large historic districts in 
Humboldt County:  Old Town, Eureka with approximately 160 resources and Main 
Street, Ferndale.  I believe I have sufficient expertise to comment on this report as 
a preservation professional.  I hold an undergraduate degree in Urban Studies and 
Planning with a minor in Historic Preservation and I have an advanced degree in 
History with an emphasis on local Humboldt history. 


The Historic Preservation Element of Arcata’s General Plan 2020, recognizes 
Bayside as a unique community within city limits and established the Bayside 
Specific Plan District most of which is in the 1.5 mile Old Arcata Rd. Project area 
or Area of Potential Effect (APE). It also recommended that the community be 
recognized as a Neighborhood Conservation Area or historic district to protect 
historic and noteworthy structures (H-4F). H-2 establishes an Historical Resources 
Inventory to include the Bayside Area. 


Caltrans is involved in the Roundabout project and is providing federal funding  
through their Local Assistance Program.  Therefore, NEPA and Section 106 
compliance with the National Historic Preservation Act is required.  On page 14, 
the report states that, “Caltrans has not requested the City to have a separate 
Architectural APE, nor has Caltrans required preparation of a Historical Resources 
Evaluation Report (HRER).  Caltrans is the lead agency for Section 106 
compliance, and the City is the lead agency for project compliance under CEQA.  


An historical survey of the entire project area needs to be conducted to comply 
with NEPA and CEQA.  The 2020 Historic Resources Report is inadequate and 



does not comply with the law and does not provide a thorough evaluation of 
resources or project impacts in the 1.5 mile Area of Potential Effect (APE). 


Along a 1.5 mile stretch of Old Arcata Rd. From Anderson Lane to Jacoby Creek 
Road, only seven “historic era” resources were identified by the consultants via 
record search, digital survey and desktop review.  No physical field survey was 
conducted for this report!  And yet, the consultants claim erroneously that, “There 
do not appear to be any other historical resources along the project route.” 


Bayside residents have long identified their historic homes and structures with 
great pride beginning in the mid 19th century with the recording of approximately 
27 historic properties identified on a map entitled “Bayside In The 1890’s” which 
went from about Golf Course Road to the Bayside Cutoff.  Another old map 
entitled, “Bayside  Many Years Ago” recorded 9 houses up Jacoby Creek Road as 
historically significant.  Susie Van Kirk’s survey in 1974 identified about 19 
properties from Anderson Lane to Jacoby Creek Rd. which is in the area of 
potential impact (#9-01 to #9-19), another 10 properties up Jacoby Creek Rd. 
(#8-35 to #8-44); and 22 more resources between Jacoby Creek Rd. and the 
Bayside Cutoff (#8-01 to #8-17 and #8-25 - #8-34).  Another 7 resources were 
identified on Graham Rd. which is also in Bayside (#8-18 to #8-24).


By narrowly defining the project area, not surveying the area on foot and having no 
historic context to guide the identification or evaluation of previously unrecorded 
properties, the consultants missed many historically significant and eligible 
buildings and sites in the historic logging and farming community of Bayside.  The 
report claims on page 2 that “in addition to the seven properties listed above 
approximately 44 other buildings along the project route WERE NOT 
EVALUATED.”  


The survey does not account for new historic resources that have not been 
identified or evaluated since 1974.  Newly identified resources are dismissed as 
“modern”, “relatively new”, “renovated” and insignificant because they “reflect a 
subsequent post war housing boom and considerable infill.”  The post war logging 
boom of the mid 20th century had a bigger impact on Humboldt County and its 
landscape than the boom and bust redwood logging of the 19th century.  Historic 
resources associated with this logging period (primarily Ranch style houses) need 
to be assessed in the project area and weren’t.


So what is the “historic era” of significance with which potential and previously 
unidentified resources were analyzed?  None is stated.  Generally buildings that are 



45 - 50 years of age are analyzed for potential historic significance.  This would 
establish a construction date for structures built prior to 1976 that have not been 
evaluated.


Furthermore, there is no “historic context” identified for the analysis of potential 
resource significance.  The historic buildings in Bayside were not erected in a 
vacuum, but closely associated with historical events such as 19th and 20th century 
logging settlement, farming and Mid-Century infill development prompted by the 
explosive logging boom of the 1950s and 60s. 


The report incorrectly assumes that because “there does not appear to be sufficient 
concentration, linkage, or continuity of historic buildings that are unified 
historically or aesthetically along Old Arcata Road” that therefore, “no historic 
district has been identified along the project route.”  How can this be verified with 
no discussion of historic context to provide a method for evaluating a resources 
potential significance? 


I have nominated two large historic districts in Humboldt County and it is my 
professional opinion that Bayside is an historic district that is unique and has to be 
understood according to its settlement pattern over time.  It is a diverse collection 
of building types and styles that reflect a long period of development and infill 
which can be found throughout Humboldt where modern subdivisions were not the 
norm prior to 1950 and where a more rural development pattern evolved as 
opposed to a more urban settlement pattern.  Bayside still has urban barns, and 
water towers and vestiges of our local railroad and many other features of the 
cultural landscape that are not generally found in more urban areas of Arcata.


The stretch of Old Arcata Rd. in the area of potential impact was NEVER referred 
to as Myrtle Ave. as the consultants report, but Bayside Road and Bayside Corners 
according to old timers. The intersection of Old Arcata Road and Jacoby Creek 
Road is the nucleus of the Bayside community and is known as Bayside Corners.  


This prominent feature of the cultural landscape was once adversely impacted in 
the 1950s when the County changed the configuration of the roadway and 
demolished Bayside’s Victorian General Store and the adjacent farmhouse where 
the Wilson family lived.  Now the City and County propose another modern 
intrusion which will remove the physical features of the intersection with a 
LARGE, modern, intrusive concrete circle designed as a roundabout in the heart of 
our historic community.  This is judged by opponents of the project as another 
adverse “cumulative impact” on the community’s historic integrity. 




In the limited analysis of only seven historic resources, the Charles Monahan-
Dexter House which was the former post office is NOT recognized by the 
consultants as a local Arcata Landmark!  They even claim that the existing front 
yard and parking area do not contribute to the historic character of the property.  
On what basis is this founded?  Were historic photographs of the property reviewed 
when it was a functioning post office with parking in front and then compared to 
today’s picket fence and landscaping? 


The consultants state that the Rhodes-Marsh House & Trinidad Water Tower 
Complex are ineligible for state or national listing, but failed to mention that the 
renovation of the water tower has been recognized locally by the Historic Sites 
Society with a preservation award and would meet local landmark eligibility 
requirements as outlined in the Historic Preservation Chapter of the General Plan 
2020.


With regard to the consultants architectural assessment of the 1882 Temperance 
Hall, no mention was made of the original, four surviving two-over-two light, old 
growth redwood windows on the north facade and the ongoing work of the Bayside 
Corners 501C3 to restore the building.  Noted “modifications” to this 139 year old 
structure and its adaptive use as a community center, church, dance hall and local 
school were dismissed as reasons why it would not be historically significant.  
Again, there was no historic context provided to address changes or alterations 
over time to the building for its preservation and continued service to the 
community. 


The proposed Roundabout also encroaches on the Templars Hall and will come 
within 16’ - 17’ from the front and west facade facing Old Arcata Road.  This 
visually impacts the resource and creates an adverse effect to its historic character 
and the spatial relationship the building has had with the roadway for over 70 
years. The new construction will absolutely NOT be as compatible with the 
historical resource as the current roadway is!  This is a false claim that ignores the 
substantial space that the property currently has away from the roadway. 


Furthermore, the critical parking provided in front of the Templars Hall by the 
County for the last 70 years since “the mid-twentieth century” is not deemed to be 
“character defining.”  What the historic resources report and the consultants 
Mitigated Negative Declaration do not sufficiently address is the loss of 
approximately 20 parking spaces in front of the building which is not mitigated to 
a level of insignificance.  




Parking is part of the critical preservation of this historic building and the old 
Grange next door which rely on this feature for large scale community events.  The 
Roundabout project is touted as a safety measure that will enhance “traffic flow” 
for the community, but without sufficient parking, residents and visitors will have 
to park along Jacoby Creek Road where there is no shoulder and cars will block the 
bike lane and create a dangerous parking problem along a narrow, two lane road 
with cars that travel at very high speeds.  This is not an improvement, but creates a 
dangerous road condition that many residents consider as just another adverse 
“cumulative effect” of road “improvement” projects in Bayside.


Per CEQA, adverse impacts to historical resources include alterations of the 
“surroundings” that materially impair the resource so that the resource no longer 
maintains its setting and historical feeling.  By reconfiguring Bayside Corners with 
a roundabout and introducing concrete sidewalks with curbs and gutters that are 
not generally found in the area and building bulb-outs and planter beds will 
certainly diminish the integrity of historic “location” and rural “setting”.  A modern 
roundabout is at odds with the rural setting that exists today and will negatively 
effect the historic character of this notable intersection.  


The ability of the historic properties at the Bayside Corners to convey a sense of 
the past will be diminished by the intrusion of a modern, concrete circle 
constructed in the nucleus or heart of the community.  I disagree with the 
consultants belief that the Old Arcata Road “evolved” over time and that “the 
proposed roundabout is further evolution of the intersection.”  The historic 
properties at the Corners are inextricably linked with the historic roadway which 
once also included a railroad line. 


The consultants further support the new development as “reversible” which is 
highly unlikely, a false claim and a misuse of the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Standards.  There is NOTHING about the proposed design that adheres to the 
Standards and further contributes to an historical sense of time or place.  One only 
has to look at Figure 1 and Figure 2 on page 19 to see the extreme difference in the 
cultural landscape between the existing intersection and the rendering of the 
roundabout to see the extreme juxtaposition between the existing historical 
landscape and the modern, urban intrusion that is proposed for this historic setting. 


In conclusion, I recommend that the City of Arcata produce an Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR) to provide project alternatives to the Roundabout such as a 
smaller roundabout that preserves precious parking in the neighborhood or No 



Roundabout.  The community is very divided as to who supports the project and 
who doesn’t.  An EIR would allow more community input and detailed analysis 
and rationale for project alternatives.  Likewise, I recommend that Caltrans 
conduct an Historic Resources Survey to professionally assess contributing and 
non-contributing resources along the Old Arcata Road and Jacoby Creek Road to 
produce an historic district nomination to the Landmark Committee per the 
General Plan 2020. 


Thank you for your thoughtful consideration.

Kathleen Stanton, M.A.

Historic Resources Consultant 

P.O. Box 542

Bayside, CA 95524




From:
To: David Loya
Cc: COM DEV
Subject: Old Arcata Road pavement project (Buttermilk Lane to Jacoby Creek Road)
Date: Sunday, May 16, 2021 9:40:25 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

We are strongly in favor of the project as currently conceived including the round-about at Jacoby
Creek Road. Please proceed ASAP as the road has been in terrible shape for years. Bike lanes and
safe walking spaces for the Jacoby Creek students are a must. I travel the rough road from Anderson
Lane to Buttermilk Lane at least 20 times per week and my children went to Jacoby Creek School
from K through 8th grades. I also walk the road often.
 
Thank you.
 
Sincerely
Edward & Sally Vaccaro

mailto:comdev@cityofarcata.org


From:
To: David Loya
Cc: COM DEV
Subject: Old Arcata Road Improvements
Date: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 2:35:56 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

To whom it may concern:

I would like to add input to the current design plans for the Old Arcata Road project that is being considered and I
hope there is still time to make small additions to the designs if necessary.

My concern regards the crosswalk located at the intersection of Anderson and Old Arcata Road.

Vehicles regularly travel well above the speed limit on this section of road and create a constant hazard to
pedestrians crossing the street. Cars are regularly parked on top of the cross walk and/or two cars sandwich the
crosswalk and force pedestrians to make unsafe crossings and limit vehicles' sight of those waiting to cross. I
accompany my young children as they bike to school, my family as a whole is very active and we utilize that
crosswalk multiple times each day. I have experienced numerous close calls due to speeding vehicles and the lack of
visibility.

Anyway to prohibit cars from blocking the line of sight from the crosswalk to the road would increase pedestrian
safety exponentially. Curb extensions are an effective example. Also, if there were efforts made to slow traffic
down, such as adding some speed bumps or a pedestrian island would also greatly help create a safe crossing.

My family moved to this particular community in 2018 because of the close proximity to the school and because the
location allows us to run, walk, or bike directly from our house. I would greatly appreciate an effort to make the
crossing of Old Arcata Road at the intersection of Anderson a safe crossing for my family and the community as a
whole.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Michele Moschetti

mailto:comdev@cityofarcata.org


From:
To: Delo Freitas
Subject: Re: City of Arcata Old Arcata Road Rehabilitation and Pedestrian/Bikeway Improvement Project: public hearing

on Coastal Development Permit and Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
Date: Tuesday, May 11, 2021 8:23:34 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello Delo,

Thanks very much for your reply!  FYI, the mailboxes in question along the
improvement project route on Old Arcata Road are both Arcata city limit route boxes,
managed and served out of the Arcata PO, and rural route boxes, served out of the
Bayside PO, but I believe they are also managed by the Arcata PO.  So I'm guessing
that any mail box relocations along the project route would be coordinated through
the Postmaster of Arcata.

Thanks again,
Diana

-----Original Message-----
From: Delo Freitas <dfreitas@cityofarcata.org>
To: Diana Stockwell 
Cc: Netra Khatri <nkhatri@cityofarcata.org>
Sent: Mon, May 10, 2021 4:16 pm
Subject: RE: City of Arcata Old Arcata Road Rehabilitation and Pedestrian/Bikeway Improvement Project:
public hearing on Coastal Development Permit and Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Hello Diana,

 

I apologize for the delay in response. Your inquiry was processed as a comment on the
draft Initial Study, and has been included in the formal “response to comments” document
prepared for the project. You can find it in the attached document, on page 25. This is the
response that has been prepared for your inquiry:

 

“Comment 5-1—Impediment to Mailboxes

Any necessary mailbox relocations would be coordinated with the Bayside Postmaster.
Mailboxes would be located such that vehicles would not be permitted to block their access.
While neighborhood concerns regarding mailboxes are not environmental concerns as
analyzed under CEQA, the City Council should consider comments related to mailbox
access during their consideration of approval of the project”.

 



Bottom line, if the mailboxes will be required to be moved, the City will work with the USPS
to re-locate the boxes to a location that is workable for both the Postal Service and nearby
residents.

 

I am cc’ing the Director of Engineer here as well, if he has further information on this, he will
chime in.

 

Respectfully,

 

Delo Freitas   |  Senior Planner

City of Arcata Community Development Department

Planning | Housing | Economic Development

p. 707.825.2213  e. dfreitas@cityofarcata.org

 

Due to COVID 19, the City has implemented measures to limit in-person
contact. City Hall is currently closed to walk-in business.  We still strive to
provide the full range of city services by phone, email, and web-based services.
Since this is an evolving situation, please visit the City’s COVID-19 website for
updates.

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Diana Stockwell  





This hearing will take place before the Arcata City Council on May 19th at 6 PM or as
soon as the item can be heard, via zoom communications (please find the zoom invite
link in the attached notice). The formal “Notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative
Declaration” was sent to contiguous property owners in mid-January and was
published in the Mad River Union on January 20th, 2021.  The attached notice
satisfies the additional noticing requirements for the associated Coastal Development
Permit and was posted in the Mad River Union on May 5, 2021, and was mailed to
adjacent property owners and residents on May 3rd, 2021.
 
The Coastal Development Permit staff report will be released with the agenda, but the
Initial Study and responses to submitted comments on the draft document are
available on the city‘s website at the link below, under the heading titled
“Environmental Review”.
 
https://www.cityofarcata.org/720/Old-Arcata-Road-Design-Project
 
To discuss questions on the Coastal Development Permit or the Final ISMND, please
email my department (comdev@cityofarcata.org) and your questions will be directed
to the appropriate staff person. This request is to ensure we are capturing all
comments as part of the administrative record.
 
Thank you!
 
Delo Freitas   |  Senior Planner
City of Arcata Community Development Department
Planning | Housing | Economic Development
p. 707.825.2213  e. dfreitas@cityofarcata.org
 
Due to COVID 19, the City has implemented measures to limit in-person
contact. We still strive to provide the full range of city services by phone, email,
and web-based services. Since this is an evolving situation, please visit the
City’s COVID-19 website for updates.
 
 
 



From:
To: COM DEV
Subject: Proposed changes Old Arcata Rd @ Jacoby Creek
Date: Wednesday, March 10, 2021 7:56:08 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

As a cyclist and driver that has almost been hit by drivers blazing off Jacoby Creek Road, I
think instead of all the over build stuff - tighten up the intersection and make a standard "T"
intersection. Reduce width, straighten out, new street paint and signage at Jacoby Creek.

Less costly, cleaner. usually easier. It would leave less room for error.

Stop adding, start subtracting

Thanks for listening
Denise Ziegle



From:
Delo Freitas

Subject: Re: City of Arcata Old Arcata Road Rehabilitation and Pedestrian/Bikeway Improvement Project: public hearing
on Coastal Development Permit and Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Date: Monday, May 10, 2021 4:34:48 PM
Attachments: image001.png

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello Delos - Besides re=paving properly the road, the only change I see that needs to be done
is tighten up Jacoby Creek Road at Old Arcata - make a real "T" intersection - too much room
for error. No round about - will only add to the confusion. I am a cyclist, I can assure you that
round abouts are deadly for cyclists as cars "hurry up" to pass cyclists- though the cyclist goes
as fast, if not faster through a round about.

Just today, I was almost hit on Somoa southbound, past F St- as the bike lane disappears and
cars don't give a crap, in addition to an ass having to speed up to get to the Buttermilk round-
about before I did- of which I was right behind him in it- you will not be able to fix stupid.

As for school - look at every single school - there is always a traffic problem around them 3
times a day- nothing you can do to migrate that- no matter how hard you try. AHS is the worst

Denise Ziegler

On Mon, May 10, 2021 at 11:49 AM Delo Freitas <dfreitas@cityofarcata.org> wrote:

Good morning,

 

You are receiving this message because you have either 1) requested regular updates on the
Old Arcata Road Improvements Project, or 2) your email was associated with a submitted
comment on the draft Initial Study prepared for this project. This email is to give you
advance notice of the upcoming hearing for the City’s Coastal Development Permit and the
Final Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared for the City of Arcata’s Old
Arcata Road Rehabilitation and Pedestrian/Bikeway Improvement Project.

 

This hearing will take place before the Arcata City Council on May 19th at 6 PM or as soon
as the item can be heard, via zoom communications (please find the zoom invite link in the
attached notice). The formal “Notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration”
was sent to contiguous property owners in mid-January and was published in the Mad River
Union on January 20th, 2021.  The attached notice satisfies the additional noticing
requirements for the associated Coastal Development Permit and was posted in the Mad
River Union on May 5, 2021, and was mailed to adjacent property owners and residents on
May 3rd, 2021.



 

The Coastal Development Permit staff report will be released with the agenda, but the Initial
Study and responses to submitted comments on the draft document are available on the
city‘s website at the link below, under the heading titled “Environmental Review”.

 

https://www.cityofarcata.org/720/Old-Arcata-Road-Design-Project

 

To discuss questions on the Coastal Development Permit or the Final ISMND, please email
my department (comdev@cityofarcata.org) and your questions will be directed to the
appropriate staff person. This request is to ensure we are capturing all comments as part of
the administrative record.

 

Thank you!

 

Delo Freitas   |  Senior Planner

City of Arcata Community Development Department

Planning | Housing | Economic Development

p. 707.825.2213  e. dfreitas@cityofarcata.org

 

Due to COVID 19, the City has implemented measures to limit in-person contact. We
still strive to provide the full range of city services by phone, email, and web-based
services. Since this is an evolving situation, please visit the City’s COVID-19 website
for updates.

 

 

 





From:
To: COM DEV
Subject: Opposing plan to remove redwoods on Old Arcata Road
Date: Wednesday, February 24, 2021 9:47:36 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello,

I'm getting in touch to express my opposition to the planned removal of redwood trees in my neighborhood as part
of the planned "Old Arcata Road Rehabilitation & Pedestrian/Bikeway Improvements," a topic that has been
discussed recently by area residents on the Next Door Sunny Brae site. As a Sunny Brae resident and homeowner, I
do like those redwoods, and I am opposed to the unnecessary destruction of any tree in my neighborhood.
Redwoods are a big part of the reason many of us choose to live here. Like any tree, they are quickly and easily cut
down, but their absence is not so quickly and easily remedied. 

I understand that the number of trees involved in this instance is small, but a few hundred low-impact decisions like
this one effects a permanent transformation of the kind cartoonist Robert Crumb depicted in his "Short History of
America" (see attached). I've seen it happen in other places I have lived. Is there anyone out there who wants to see
Arcata look more like Eureka? Every tree that is cut in our neighborhood is a step in that direction. 

I urge the city to refrain from this pointless destruction of a pleasing little stand of trees that does its part to
contribute to the neighborhood's forested and bucolic character.

Best regards,

Gabrielle Gopinath

**********************************************************************************************

Reading the City's MND for "Old Arcata Road Rehabilitation & Pedestrian/Bikeway Improvements", there's an odd
section on page 3-14 stating: "North of Jacoby Creek Elementary School, between a fence line and the sidewalk,
there are two mature redwood trees and a small (<5 feet. tall) sapling located between the two larger trees. The
Sequoia sempervirens Forest Alliance has a Global listing of G3 and State Ranking of S3 (CDFW 2018b). None of
the redwood trees within the BSA are connected to a forest and therefore they do not constitute a Forest Alliance.
Redwood trees are not considered special-status plant species as individuals and are not considered ESHA. There
would be no impact." Elsewhere (page 3-17) it states "It is anticipated that less than five single trees greater than 16
inches in diameter may need to be removed. Single trees are located in the jurisdiction of Humboldt County."
Looking at the plans, it seems likely that the <5 trees include several by the Post Office, and the JCES redwoods are
not on County land. But what does it mean to say in the MND "There would be no impact" if there is no plan to
remove the redwoods? I am almost certainly over-reacting to the ambiguity but if you like those redwoods, it
wouldn't hurt to make that clear to the City : comdev@cityofarcata.org or (707) 822-5955.

Gabrielle Gopinath, Ph.D.
Writer, critic, curator







 

Jude Power
occupied Kori
Humboldt Co.



From:
To: Stacy Atkins-Salazar; Sofia Pereira; Brett Watson; Emily Goldstein; Sarah Schaefer;

mike.wilson@co.humboldt.ca.us; Netra Khatri; COM DEV
Cc: Karen Diemer; 
Subject: Re: IS/MND for Old Arcata Rd.
Date: Thursday, March 04, 2021 9:29:05 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Thank you, Stacy, for taking the time to respond to my letter.  Netra spend alot of time reaching out to neighbors in
small groups over the years to talk about the project and we spoke many times about issues that concerned me.  I
have been very involved and vocal about the project and he had every opportunity to bring up the sidewalk issue
with me and explain it and he didn’t.  I feel that he didn’t act in good faith since this project has basically been his
baby.

I would like a response in writing from Netra as to why the City has proposed to put a sidewalk on the north side of
Hyland instead of the south side as was agreed upon years ago.  Is he willing to change the plan and honor the
agreement we had with the City when Dobie Class was Director of Public Works?

I also learned this week in talking with my neighbor, Frank McKay, that the City trimmed the trees in front of his
property which is across from the Bayside Community Hall.  I asked him if he knew about the parking mitigation
that Netra had proposed in front of his property. (If the roundabout is constructed the community will loose about 18
parking places that are now on County land in front of the Mistwood School, next to the Community Hall).  Mr.
McKay said he wasn’t aware of any parking proposed in front of his property and told me that he owned the land all
the way to the center of the street and he would not support the roundabout or any mitigation related to it.

So does that mean that the City intends to “take” his property by eminent domain?
Why did Netra bring this up to the neighbors last year as mitigation for losing parking on County land if the City
and County don’t even own the roadway if front of Mr. McKay’s property?  What are the City’s plans for this area?

Also, I hope the City isn’t planning on having any Public Hearings about the Old Arcata Rd. project during the
pandemic.  I don’t do ZOOM and neither do many of the elders in my neighborhood who would be most effected by
the project.  Now that it seems that there will be enough vaccines to inoculate most citizens by May or June, I would
hope that the City would wait until after that time before they hold public hearings so we can attend them in person
at City Hall.

Thank you,
Kathleen Stanton

> On Mar 4, 2021, at 8:29 PM, Stacy Atkins-Salazar <satkinssalazar@cityofarcata.org> wrote:
>
> Hi Kathleen,
>
> I talked to our City Manager, Karen Diemer, regarding your concerns.  We are currently in the Environmental
Impact Review process for this project.  This is the time for people such as yourself to express your concerns. 
Those concerns will be responded to by the engineering firm as part of the process (not directly to you but in the
planning documents) and then passed on the council for our consideration.  Since the EIR hasn't been completed and
we don't have information to review, I can't give you an answer to those concerns you have raised at this time. 
However, it will eventually be brought before the council for our review and consideration.  This will also be the
time for you to reach back out with concerns/public comment/etc. if you don't feel satisfied with the direction the
project is taking.
>
> I hope that you find this information helpful.  If you have any other questions, please feel free to reach out.  For
more specific/technical questions I would advise that you speak directly to city staff, as they will have much more
knowledge than I do on the specifics.





were told at that time that we needed to construct a sidewalk and we objected then as we do now.  We reminded the
City that there are no other “sidewalks to nowhere” in the neighborhood and that the development of  a “footpath”
on the west side of Old Arcata Road was sufficient so that there was no sidewalk ever installed or required for the
east side of the road.
>>
>>   Given that precedent, we argued that if the City planned to put a sidewalk on Hyland, it should be on the south
side of the road, not the north side because the City had already required the corner cafe build out overly wide
sidewalks there to help children cross the street to our corner at the NE side of the intersection.
>>
>>   We won that argument and Dobie Class, who was then the Director of Public Works, agreed.  The issue was
settled and we had an understanding that if the City should require a sidewalk in the future, it would be built on the
south side of the street where it’s flat (not on the north side where it’s sloped and would require a retaining wall) and
that it would hook up with the wide sidewalks at the corner cafe.
>>
>>   I’m sorry that the City lost this institutional memory and I’m sorry that the City NEVER consulted with us
about their plans so we could communicate this understanding with them.
>>
>>   Regards,
>>
>>   Kathleen Stanton and Chris Morse, Property Owners
>>   
>>   Bayside, CA 95524
>>
>>
>
>



From:

Cc: Karen Diemer; Sofia Pereira; Brett Watson; Stacy Atkins-Salazar; Emily Goldstein; Sarah Schaefer;
mike.wilson@co.humboldt.ca.us; Netra Khatri; COM DEV

Subject: Re: update
Date: Friday, March 05, 2021 12:49:09 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Kiriki,
I think the City is trying to approve a one-size-fits-all Roundabout that they think will work
for Bayside and it doesn’t!
The designers & engineers don't seem to understand or respect the fact that Bayside Corners is
a unique area and that you can’t just overlay a huge roundabout at the intersection as they did
at Buttermilk & Union.  It’s much more complex than that.  They’re not working with a blank
slate here as they did at Buttermilk & Union.  That’s why we need an EIR with project
alternatives that adequately assess the complexity of the API (Area of Potential Impact).
Kathleen
p.s. I’m passing this on to the City & County because I think they should hear us and what
we’re thinking because we do make sense & we’re trying to make sense of the IS/MND and
can’t.  I’d like to think that this will provide some greater insight for our new Council
members and staff. 

On Mar 5, 2021, at 12:10 PM, >
> wrote:

It’s very odd to adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for what is obviously not
even partial plans about the singular idea they are pushing as a solution.
 
Doesn’t there need to be some real level of planning to actually identify any issues that
an MND would be mitigating?
 
This is what happens when a city runs the planning process backwards. What could
they possibly be approving?
 
Cheers. 

 

Kiriki Delany
President

<image001.jpg>





own the property.  So does that mean they intend to “take” it by eminent
domain?  The City recently trimmed all the trees in front of his property...
 
What will the City propose now to mitigate all the loss of parking on the
County land?  That should be a big neighborhood concern.  Will there be a
line of parked cars going up J.C. Rd where there’s no room for parking
which will make the road narrower and more dangerous for drivers & the
public who attend events at the Community Hall or school?  Why aren’t
they looking into acquiring the private parcel next to the school as
mitigation?
Kathleen

On Mar 5, 2021, at 11:16 AM, Marc Delany
> wrote:

 
supposed to be posted on the site... I'm getting them
and will share.
 
On Thu, Mar 4, 2021 at 5:24 PM Kathleen Stanton

> wrote:

I’m really interested in knowing what comments the City
received.
Kathleen

On Mar 4, 2021, at 5:21 PM, Marc Delany
> wrote:

 

 
RE: Public Records Request of February
22, 2021, Reference # R009659-022221
 
Dear Marc Delany,
 
On February 22, 2021, the California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans)
received your request for records under
the Public Records Act (PRA) wherein you
requested the following:



R005214-012120

All env. records
All traffic studies, surveys

This project was updated and put back
out recently without any new meeting,
or plans past 35%

We understand Caltrans is a party to the
project in the county, and coastal zone,
Arcata is lead agency
Caltrans is in the process of gathering and
reviewing the requested records.  Your
request will take extra time to fulfill
because of the need to:
 
The need to search for and collect the
requested records from field facilities or
other establishments that are separate
from the office processing the request.
 
Consequently, Caltrans is exercising its
authority under Government Code section
6253(c), to extend the time to reply to a
Public Records Act request.  You will
receive a further more complete response
no later than March 18, 2021.
 
Thank you for your patience in awaiting
this information.
 
Sincerely, 
 
James Morgan
 
 
 
 
"I do not pretend to understand the moral
universe; the arc is a long one, my eye
reaches but little ways; I cannot calculate



the curve and complete the figure by the
experience of sight; I can divine it by
conscience. And from what I see I am sure
it bends towards justice" - Theodore
Parker
 
"It better" - M. L. Delany

 

 

 







From: David Loya
To: Delo Freitas
Subject: FW: Public Hearing
Date: Monday, April 19, 2021 2:56:34 PM

David Loya (him)
Community Development Director
City of Arcata
p. 707-825-2045
www.cityofarcata.org

Due to COVID 19, the City has implemented measures to limit in-person contact, including limiting work hours and
access to City Hall to walk in business.  City Hall is currently closed to walk-in service. We are accepting limited in-
person appointments. Some services, such as water bills and police services, are available on-call. Please check our
website www.cityofarcata.org for the latest information on accessing City services. Please wear a mask to conduct
any in person business.
We still strive to provide the full range of city services by phone, email, and web-based services. We encourage you
to conduct business remotely. Ask us how (707)822-5955.
Since this is an evolving situation, please visit the City’s COVID-19 website for updates.

-----Original Message-----
From: Lenore Anvick 
Sent: Monday, April 19, 2021 2:48 PM
To: 
Cc: Sofia Pereira <spereira@cityofarcata.org>; Brett Watson <bwatson@cityofarcata.org>; Emily Goldstein
<egoldstein@cityofarcata.org>; Stacy Atkins-Salazar <satkinssalazar@cityofarcata.org>; Sarah Schaefer
<sschaefer@cityofarcata.org>; David Loya <dloya@cityofarcata.org>; Netra Khatri <nkhatri@cityofarcata.org>;
Karen Diemer <kdiemer@cityofarcata.org>
Subject: Re: Public Hearing

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Attention:  Kathleen Stanton

I am unable to attend the City's public hearing regarding changes to the Bayside area along Old Arcata Road.

My opinion is that it would be wasteful to spend money on a traffic circle that isn't needed.  I have traveled that
intersection daily for over a year for cancer treatments in Eureka, and have never seen congestion there.  However, I
have noted need for bicycle and pedestrian safety measures along the corridor and thank the City of Arcata for
addressing those issues.  Money should be used for these problems and repairing road surfaces, not for a traffic
circle.

Kathleen, I would appreciate your presenting my opinion at the Public Hearing since I am unable to do so myself.

Lenore Anvick





From:

 Sofia Pereira; Brett Watson; Stacy Atkins-Salazar; Emily Goldstein; Sarah Schaefer;
Wilson, Mike; Netra Khatri; COM DEV; paul pitino

Subject: Re: update
Date: Saturday, March 06, 2021 11:50:42 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

I don't mind them getting State funds to pay Netra... as long as they don't build what does not make sense or is not
needed, not wanted, and will cause more lawsuits for the county (we have to pay for).... ADA is getting expensive,
tearing out curbs after building them downtown, etc. seems a pork project, maybe they hope to tear it out, like the
dams on Klamath..) and Arcata (most of us don't have to pay for).

On Fri, Mar 5, 2021 at 12:49 PM Kathleen Stanton <  wrote:
Hi Kiriki,
I think the City is trying to approve a one-size-fits-all Roundabout that they think will work
for Bayside and it doesn’t!
The designers & engineers don't seem to understand or respect the fact that Bayside Corners
is a unique area and that you can’t just overlay a huge roundabout at the intersection as they
did at Buttermilk & Union.  It’s much more complex than that.  They’re not working with a
blank slate here as they did at Buttermilk & Union.  That’s why we need an EIR with project
alternatives that adequately assess the complexity of the API (Area of Potential Impact).
Kathleen
p.s. I’m passing this on to the City & County because I think they should hear us and what
we’re thinking because we do make sense & we’re trying to make sense of the IS/MND and
can’t.  I’d like to think that this will provide some greater insight for our new Council
members and staff. 

On Mar 5, 2021, at 12:10 PM, 
 wrote:

It’s very odd to adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for what is
obviously not even partial plans about the singular idea they are pushing as a
solution.
 
Doesn’t there need to be some real level of planning to actually identify any
issues that an MND would be mitigating?
 
This is what happens when a city runs the planning process backwards. What
could they possibly be approving?
 
Cheers. 

 

Kiriki Delany





roundabout project or the proposed mitigation for parking in front
of his house on Jacoby Creek Rd.  He says that he owns the land all
the way to the center of the road.  I wonder why Netra brought this
up to Maggie Gaynor, Carolyn & me when we met informally a
year ago at the Community Center ????  I’m sure he must have
known that the City didn’t own the property.  So does that mean
they intend to “take” it by eminent domain?  The City recently
trimmed all the trees in front of his property...
 
What will the City propose now to mitigate all the loss of parking
on the County land?  That should be a big neighborhood concern. 
Will there be a line of parked cars going up J.C. Rd where there’s
no room for parking which will make the road narrower and more
dangerous for drivers & the public who attend events at the
Community Hall or school?  Why aren’t they looking into
acquiring the private parcel next to the school as mitigation?
Kathleen

On Mar 5, 2021, at 11:16 AM, Marc Delany
 wrote:

 
supposed to be posted on the site... I'm getting them
and will share.
 
On Thu, Mar 4, 2021 at 5:24 PM Kathleen Stanton

wrote:

I’m really interested in knowing what comments the
City received.
Kathleen

On Mar 4, 2021, at 5:21 PM, Marc
Delany < wrote:
 

 
RE: Public Records Request of
February 22, 2021, Reference #
R009659-022221
 
Dear Marc Delany,
 
On February 22, 2021, the California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans)
received your request for records under
the Public Records Act (PRA) wherein



you requested the following:
R005214-012120

All env. records
All traffic studies, surveys

This project was updated and put back
out recently without any new meeting,
or plans past 35%

We understand Caltrans is a party to
the project in the county, and coastal
zone, Arcata is lead agency
Caltrans is in the process of gathering
and reviewing the requested records. 
Your request will take extra time to
fulfill because of the need to:
 
The need to search for and collect the
requested records from field facilities or
other establishments that are separate
from the office processing the request.
 
Consequently, Caltrans is exercising its
authority under Government Code
section 6253(c), to extend the time to
reply to a Public Records Act request. 
You will receive a further more
complete response no later than March
18, 2021.
 
Thank you for your patience in awaiting
this information.
 
Sincerely, 
 
James Morgan
 
 
 
 
"I do not pretend to understand the moral
universe; the arc is a long one, my eye
reaches but little ways; I cannot calculate
the curve and complete the figure by the
experience of sight; I can divine it by
conscience. And from what I see I am
sure it bends towards justice" - Theodore



Parker
 
"It better" - M. L. Delany

 

 
 





City of Arcata - www.cityofarcata.org
Office: (707) 825-2173
Cell: (707) 267-4287
nkhatri@cityofarcata.org
 

From: patrick ] 
Sent: Thursday, November 30, 2017 10:56 AM
To: Netra Khatri <nkhatri@cityofarcata.org>
Subject: [QUAR] re: old arcata road project
Importance: Low
 
hi Nikki, this is Patrick Cudahy. I am resident on bayside road, and an aerial
photographer. I thought you might enjoy this shot i did 70 years later to the month
and from the nearly exact angle as the historical merle shuster image that you
guys are using for the cover page.

Cheers Patrick

 



From The Desk of Patrick Cudahy 
 

 
 
 

To: City of Arcata  
Re: Old Arcata Road Repave Project 
 
 
The following is a brief summary of my comments/feedback to the project design as 
of February 2021 with specific regard to the recent Proposed Mitigated Negative 
Declaration. 
 
 
Jacoby Creek Road Roundabout: I support the inclusion of the roundabout design 
as proposed. We should be so lucky! A roundabout will slow/calm traffic in the area 
which I believe is a common goal for everyone. This goal will become imperative, as 
traffic will increase over the years, esp. when the Bayside Rd cutoff is modified per 
Caltrans pushing more traffic through the area.  
   
  The roundabout will not impact the so-called rural or historical look or feel of 
Bayside. I understand there are a few residents concerned about losing the rural 
nature of the area, but we must consider OAR is already an active roadway servicing 
many of our neighbors and not some gated community! There are commuters living 
in Sunnybrea or Arcata city residents working in Eureka that we should consider. 
Slowing OAR traffic going 70+ mph while catching air over the speed bumps with 
some additional traffic patrols from the city would go a long way to keeping Bayside 
rural! 
 
OAR web portal: I realize what with covid closures as well as all the hard work 
preparing the ISMND that time and resoures are limited, but it would really be 
helpful to update the web portal.  https://www.cityofarcata.org/720/Old-Arcata-
Road-Design-Project. It’s really outdated and hard to navigate. If resources are 
available please update all available docs and remove those docs, which are 
superseded. For instance the design plan: the last one published is only the 30% 
design, is there a new version for people to review? Finally a new summary outline 
as to where the project is currently and next steps needed to complete this beautiful 
new road. 
 
Respectfully  
Patrick Cudahy  



From: Mitel Voice Mail
To: Keala Roberts
Subject: Mitel voice message from DE ROOY SYLVIA,  for mailbox 5955
Date: Monday, February 22, 2021 6:10:25 PM
Attachments: F0TCY6DM6.wav

You have received a voice mail message from DE ROOY SYLVIA, +17072690206 for mailbox 5955.
Message length is 00:00:43. Message size is 336 KB.



TRANSCRIBED VOICEMAIL-Sylvia De Rooy, Monday February 22, 2021 

My name is Sylvia De Rooy, I am calling about the proposed roundabout at Jacoby Creek and old Arcata 
Road. I am most unhappy about that proposal it’s first of all completely unnecessary,  I’d rather see 
money on potholes but also it would bring the roadway closer to Mistwood School which would increase 
noise and danger for the kids. It is a very very poor idea and completely unnecessary. Please don’t do it. 
Thank you. 



kjohnson
GC 54957.5(c)



passing and slower speeds. I am still concerned.
 
Parking is needed. Not everyone has a parking lots on their property. 
 
Jacoby Creek School needs more parking, not less. They need an additional
dedicated parking  lot with a plan for students to go safely onto the campus. This is a
campus with employees who need to park as well as parents bringing/picking up
children. 
 
If this is a project that is being completed where there are residents, in the city of
Arcata, who do not have sewer access yet, then this needs to be done before the
road/sidewalk construction is started. We have been waiting for most of the 40 years
we have lived here and sewer was promised. Once money was collected and then
returned. We are sure you don't want to tear up the roadway when you have already
done new construction!
 
Perhaps there are things that the city could do to improve the current road situation
now...while we await this solution that the city seems to be doing.
 
1. Sidewalks -They prevent folks from walking comfortably since the vegetation is on
the sidewalk or hanging down over the walkway. Other places in Ca notify residents
to clear the paths...what about Arcata? How much of this is actually the responsibility
of the city? This has been even more noticeable during COVID as walkers try to
maintain safe distances
2. More notice of speed changes and more patrols. No passing on this road in the
project area?
3. Give city residents sewer access. No more excuses. 
4. Meet the needs of Jacoby Creek School for parking, parent/child drop-off and pick-
up 
5. Look at safety for all of us who regularly walk and bike this section on Old Arcata
Road.

Thank you, 
 
Abby Munro-Proulx

 Old Arcata Road
Arcata
 







From:
To: Netra Khatri
Subject: Old Arcata Road project
Date: Thursday, May 20, 2021 9:40:40 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello,
I'm writing to tell you that my husband and I support the city's proposed improvements to OAR. In fact they can't
happen soon enough so that children are safer walking and biking. And hopefully the roundabout will help slow
traffic.
Calista S.Sullivan

kjohnson
GC 54957.5(c)



From: David Loya
To: Kayla Johnson
Subject: FW: City of Arcata Old Arcata Road Rehabilitation and Pedestrian/Bikeway Improvement Project: public hearing

on Coastal Development Permit and Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
Date: Monday, May 17, 2021 2:19:18 PM
Attachments: image001.png

image003.png

 
 
David Loya (him)
Community Development Director
City of Arcata
p. 707-825-2045
www.cityofarcata.org
 
 
Due to COVID 19, the City has implemented measures to limit in-person contact, including
limiting work hours and access to City Hall to walk in business.  City Hall is currently open
to walk-in service between 11a.m. and 5 p.m.

Some services, such as water bills and police services, are available on-call. Please check
our website www.cityofarcata.org for the latest information on accessing City services.
Please wear a mask to conduct any in person business.

We still strive to provide the full range of city services by phone, email, and web-based
services. We encourage you to conduct business remotely. Ask us how (707)822-5955.

Since this is an evolving situation, please visit the City’s COVID-19 website for updates.

 

 
 
 

From: Delo Freitas <dfreitas@cityofarcata.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, May 11, 2021 8:20 AM
To: De Zig 
Subject: RE: City of Arcata Old Arcata Road Rehabilitation and Pedestrian/Bikeway Improvement
Project: public hearing on Coastal Development Permit and Initial Study/Mitigated Negative
Declaration
 
Thank You Denise,
 
I will add your comments to the record for the Council’s review.
 

kjohnson
GC 54957.5(c)



Delo
 

From: De Zig  
Sent: Monday, May 10, 2021 4:34 PM
To: Delo Freitas <dfreitas@cityofarcata.org>
Subject: Re: City of Arcata Old Arcata Road Rehabilitation and Pedestrian/Bikeway Improvement
Project: public hearing on Coastal Development Permit and Initial Study/Mitigated Negative
Declaration
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or
open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello Delos - Besides re=paving properly the road, the only change I see that needs to be done
is tighten up Jacoby Creek Road at Old Arcata - make a real "T" intersection - too much room
for error. No round about - will only add to the confusion. I am a cyclist, I can assure you that
round abouts are deadly for cyclists as cars "hurry up" to pass cyclists- though the cyclist goes
as fast, if not faster through a round about.
 
Just today, I was almost hit on Somoa southbound, past F St- as the bike lane disappears and
cars don't give a crap, in addition to an ass having to speed up to get to the Buttermilk round-
about before I did- of which I was right behind him in it- you will not be able to fix stupid.
 
As for school - look at every single school - there is always a traffic problem around them 3
times a day- nothing you can do to migrate that- no matter how hard you try. AHS is the worst
 
Denise Ziegler
 
 
 
On Mon, May 10, 2021 at 11:49 AM Delo Freitas <dfreitas@cityofarcata.org> wrote:

Good morning,
 
You are receiving this message because you have either 1) requested regular updates on the
Old Arcata Road Improvements Project, or 2) your email was associated with a submitted
comment on the draft Initial Study prepared for this project. This email is to give you
advance notice of the upcoming hearing for the City’s Coastal Development Permit and the
Final Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared for the City of Arcata’s Old
Arcata Road Rehabilitation and Pedestrian/Bikeway Improvement Project.
 
This hearing will take place before the Arcata City Council on May 19th at 6 PM or as soon
as the item can be heard, via zoom communications (please find the zoom invite link in the
attached notice). The formal “Notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration”
was sent to contiguous property owners in mid-January and was published in the Mad River
Union on January 20th, 2021.  The attached notice satisfies the additional noticing
requirements for the associated Coastal Development Permit and was posted in the Mad
River Union on May 5, 2021, and was mailed to adjacent property owners and residents on
May 3rd, 2021.



 
The Coastal Development Permit staff report will be released with the agenda, but the Initial
Study and responses to submitted comments on the draft document are available on the
city‘s website at the link below, under the heading titled “Environmental Review”.
 
https://www.cityofarcata.org/720/Old-Arcata-Road-Design-Project
 
To discuss questions on the Coastal Development Permit or the Final ISMND, please email
my department (comdev@cityofarcata.org) and your questions will be directed to the
appropriate staff person. This request is to ensure we are capturing all comments as part of
the administrative record.
 
Thank you!
 
Delo Freitas   |  Senior Planner
City of Arcata Community Development Department
Planning | Housing | Economic Development
p. 707.825.2213  e. dfreitas@cityofarcata.org
 
Due to COVID 19, the City has implemented measures to limit in-person contact. We
still strive to provide the full range of city services by phone, email, and web-based
services. Since this is an evolving situation, please visit the City’s COVID-19 website
for updates.

 

 
 



kjohnson
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safe walking spaces for the Jacoby Creek students are a must. I travel the rough road from Anderson
Lane to Buttermilk Lane at least 20 times per week and my children went to Jacoby Creek School
from K through 8th grades. I also walk the road often.
 
Thank you.
 
Sincerely
Edward & Sally Vaccaro

Arcata, CA 95521



From: Netra Khatri
To: Kayla Johnson
Cc: David Loya
Subject: FW: OAR/Bayside Improvements
Date: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 5:04:09 PM

Netra Khatri, P.E.
City Engineer
City of Arcata - www.cityofarcata.org
Office: (707) 825-2173
Cell: (707) 267-4287
nkhatri@cityofarcata.org

-----Original Message-----
From: Jill Dedini 
Sent: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 4:31 PM
To: Netra Khatri <nkhatri@cityofarcata.org>
Subject: OAR/Bayside Improvements

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

To all concerned:

I am fully in favor of the planned improvements to this area, including adding the roundabout at the intersection of 
Old Arcata Road and Jacoby Creek Road. I do have firsthand, on-the-ground experience with the whole project area.
Traffic calming is desperately needed here. It is important to preserve our history but not at the expense of daily
safety. Putting in the roundabout won’t take away from the character of Bayside.

I do bike from Irene Street/Hyland Street to Brookwood several days of every week and the only “safer” way is to
cross from Hyland to Jacoby Creek School then bike on the right side to a couple of houses before the turn then
carefully cross to the left and bike (against traffic) to the post office parking lot and exit that, continuing on the left
to get a bit further down Jacoby Creek Road from the corner and cross back to the right. I’ve come to this way of
doing it as being the safest after near misses at the intersection (and even this way there is the occasional near miss).
MOST vehicles do not slow before the intersection and MANY do not after. Vehicles turn from OAR onto Jacoby
Creek Road without slowing much also.

Thank you for any help that you can provide.

Jill Dedini

Sent from my iPhone

kjohnson
GC 54957.5(c)



 

H o l d e r  L a w  G r o u p  holderecolaw.com 

317 Washington St., #177 
Oakland, CA  94607-3810 

(510) 338-3759 
jason@holderecolaw.com 

 
June 30, 2021 
 
VIA EMAIL AND U.S. MAIL 
 
CalTrans, District 1 Local Assistance 
Attn:  Mark Arsenault 
P.O. Box 3700 
Eureka, CA 95502-3700 
Email:  mark.arsenault@dot.ca.gov 
 
Re: Comments Concerning Historic Resources Within the Area of Potential Effect of the 

Old Arcata Road Rehabilitation & Pedestrian/Bikeway Improvements Project  
(SCH # 2021010176; Fed. Project No. RPSTPL-5021(023) 

Dear Mr. Arsenault: 

On behalf of Bayside Cares, a newly formed community group consisting of residents of 
Bayside and other concerned Humboldt County residents, we submit the following comments 
concerning the environmental review and cultural resources consultation required for the 
proposed Old Arcata Road Rehabilitation & Pedestrian/Bikeway Improvements Project 
(“Project”).  The following comments are intended to foster inter-agency coordination, 
comprehensive environmental review for the Project, meaningful public participation, and full 
consideration of potentially significant impacts to important cultural and historic resources as 
well as alternatives and mitigation measures that can avoid and/or minimize such impacts to 
the extent feasible.  Bayside Cares appreciates your agency’s consideration of these comments. 

I. Introduction:  Project Scope and Background Information 

The Project, as described in the Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration 
(“IS/MND”) released by the City of Arcata in January 2021, would involve: 

• Repaving approximately 1 mile of Old Arcata Road, including adding bike lanes on 
both sides of the roadway alignment, and improving and extending an existing 
shared use walkway; 

• Intersection and pedestrian safety improvements along Old Arcata Road, including 
sidewalk and walkway improvements, curb ramps, curbs and gutters, speed humps, 
and enhanced crosswalks; 

• Extension of new pavement into residential and commercial driveways along Old 
Arcata Road; 
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• New sidewalk along approximately 375 feet of Hyland Street; 
• Improvements to the underground storm drain infrastructure; 
• Possible replacement of sanitary sewer laterals and the installation of cleanouts, 

possible replacement of water service connections and resetting/installation of 
water meters within City/Public right-of-way; 

• Construction of a new roundabout, including crosswalks, signage, lighting, and 
paved walkways, located near the southern terminus of the Project area, at the 
intersection of Old Arcata Road and Jacoby Creek Road; 

• A new retaining wall extending along the west side of Old Arcata Road adjacent to 
the roundabout; and  

• Possible modifications and repaving of the roadway that serves the Bayside Post 
Office; 

• Creation of approximately 1,600 square feet of onsite wetlands within the roadside 
right-of-way.1 

The Project, as currently proposed, has the potential to cause potentially significant 
environmental impacts in a number of categories, including to cultural and historical resources.  
Fortunately, because the Project may cause potentially significant impacts, the City of Arcata 
has abandoned its initial effort to rely on an IS/MND as the clearance document necessary to 
approve the Project for purposes of satisfying the California Environmental Quality Act 
(“CEQA”) and has recently determined that an environmental impact report (“EIR”) will be 
prepared for the Project.   

II. CalTrans Must Ensure Compliance with NEPA and the NHPA and Must 
Coordinate Environmental Review with the City 

We understand from the now abandoned IS/MND that the Project will be partially 
funded with State Transportation Improvement Program (“STIP”) funds administered by 
CalTrans.  CalTrans is responsible for ensuring the Project complies with the requirements of 
the National Environmental Policy Act (“NEPA”).2  Further, pursuant to Section 106 of the 

 
1  See IS/MND for Old Arcata Road Improvements Project, pp. 1-3 – 1-6. 
2  See CalTrans webpage concerning “NEPA Assignment,” available at:  
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/environmental-analysis/nepa-assignment, accessed 06/26/21; see also 36 CFR 
800.16(y) [defining the term “undertaking” for purposes of Section 106 as any project, program, or activity with 
federal funding or under the direct or indirect jurisdiction of a federal agency, including federal license, permit, or 
approval, or administered pursuant to federal agency delegation or approval]; see also Staff Report to the Arcata 
City Council concerning Old Arcata Road Project for meeting on May 19, 2021, pp. 1 [“, while the southern portion 
of the project is located in Humboldt County’s jurisdiction. The City is the Lead Agency for the purposes of the 
California Environmental Quality Act, but CalTrans is the lead on the National Environmental Policy Act cross-
cutting required pursuant to their involvement funding the project with federal funds”] Packet Page 47 [discussion 
re NEPA compliance]. 

https://dot.ca.gov/programs/environmental-analysis/nepa-assignment
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National Historic Preservation Act (“NHPA”), CalTrans must determine whether the Project may 
cause adverse impacts to historic resources within the Project’s Area of Potential Effect (“APE”).  

CalTrans and the City of Arcata should continue to coordinate compliance with CEQA, 
Section 106 of the NHPA, and the requirements of NEPA, as applied to the Project.  Both 
agencies should also plan their public participation, analysis, and review in such a way that each 
agency can meet the purposes and requirements of state and federal statutes in a timely and 
efficient manner.   

The determination of whether an action is a “major Federal action significantly affecting 
the quality of the human environment,” and therefore requires preparation of an 
Environmental Impact Statement (“EIS”) under NEPA, should include consideration of the 
undertaking’s likely effects on historic properties.  A finding of adverse effect on a historic 
property does not necessarily require an EIS under NEPA.3 

CalTrans and the City also should ensure that, no matter the document prepared for 
compliance with NEPA, the analysis will support a Record of Decision (“ROD”) that includes 
appropriate scoping, identification of historic properties, assessment of effects upon them, and 
consultation leading to appropriate resolution of any adverse effects.4  Notably, even actions 
categorically excluded under NEPA may require review under Section 106.5 

According to the NEPA regulations, in considering whether an action may “significantly 
affect the quality of the human environment,” an agency must consider, among other things: 

(1) Unique characteristics of the geographic area such as proximity to historic or cultural 
resources;6 and 

(2) The degree to which the action may adversely affect districts, sites, highways, 
structures, or objects listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of 
Historic Places.7 

The NEPA regulations also require that, to the fullest extent possible, agencies prepare draft 
environmental impact statements concurrently with and integrated with environmental impact 
analyses and related surveys and studies required by the NHPA.8 

 
3  See 36 C.F.R. 800.8(a)(1). 
4  See 36 CFR 800.8(a)(3), (c)(4)-(5). 
5  See 36 CFR 800.8(b). 
6  See 40 CFR 1508.27(b)(3). 
7  See 40 CFR 1508.27(b)(8). 
8  See 40 CFR 1502.25(a). 
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Both NEPA and CEQA have numerous substantive requirements that pertain to projects 
triggering an EIS or EIR.  For example, under CEQA, among other things, the Draft EIR must 
consider and evaluate a reasonable range of feasible alternatives to the proposed Project.9 

III. Historic Resources Information to Consider in the EIR and Section 106 Analysis 

In 1978, Humboldt County surveyed the Old Arcata Road from Eureka to Arcata and 
produced the report entitled, “Historic Resources Inventory for the Old Arcata Road – Myrtle 
Avenue Corridor.”  That report determined that the Old Arcata Road “is a valuable historic 
resource.” 10  

The 1.5-mile stretch of Old Arcata Road that will be directly impacted by the Project is 
located in the small hamlet of Bayside in Arcata City Limits.  Old Arcata Road defines the core of 
the Project’s APE.  The southern area of the APE at the intersection of Old Arcata Road and 
Jacoby Creek Road is outside Arcata city limits and in the planning jurisdiction of Humboldt 
County.  Within this 1.5-mile area, twenty-two (22) resources were identified as historic in 
1974.11  Four of those resources were determined eligible for the National Register of Historic 
Places in 1978.12  These resources include:  

• 9-04, The Charles Monahan-Dexter House which is currently a City Landmark (APN 
#501-011-015) 

• 9-05, The J. Venning Nellist-William Zucar-Amy Smith House (APN #501-011-021) 
• 9-11, David Oscar-Nellist House (APN #500-221-035)  
• 9-14, Rhodes-Marsh-Trinidad Watertower (AP #500-171-010) 

Since 1978, two additional historic resources in the Project area have been designated 
as landmarks.  These are: 

• the 1904 Jacoby Creek School (listed on the National Register of Historic Places – 
NPS‐85000353‐0000)13 and  

 
9  See Title 14, California Code of Regulations (“CEQA Guidelines”), § 15126.6.  
10  See Exh. A -- Excerpts from Historic Resources Inventory for the Old Arcata Road - Myrtle Avenue Corridor 
(1978), p. 5 (“Historic Resources Inventory”), emphasis added. 
11  See Exh. A –Historic Resources Inventory, 9-1 thru 9-18; 8-34 thru 8-36. p. 133b; see also Exh. B – Bayside 
1890’s Map; see also Exh. C – Bayside Corners 1919 Map. 
12  See ibid. 
13  Old Jacoby Creek School.  National Register of Historic Places Nomination.  1984.  
https://npgallery.nps.gov/getasset, https://noehill.com/humboldt/nat1985000353.asp ; see also Old Jacoby Creek 
School,Wikipedia.org. 

https://npgallery.nps.gov/getasset
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• the 1940 Bayside Grange Hall (a.k.a., Bayside Community Hall) (listed on the 
California Register).14  

During the ensuing 47 years since the County’s 1974 survey of Old Arcata Road, many 
buildings have achieved sufficient age to be considered historic and need to be identified and 
evaluated for National Register eligibility.  In addition, many vernacular and previously 
unrecognized examples of folk housing that were overlooked and incorrectly dismissed as 
ineligible historic resources now need re-evaluation. 

The Historic Resources Report prepared by JRP Historical Consulting (Appendix C to the 
Project’s IS/MND), LLC states that no field surveys were conducted within the APE.  For this 
reason, the HRP and the Historic Property Survey Report (HPSR, JRP 2020b)15 do not appear to 
satisfy the requirements specified in CalTrans guidance documents.16  The City’s consultants 
could not adequately asses the characteristics of Location, Setting, Materials, Workmanship, & 
Feeling as claimed in the Historic Resource Report,17 remotely, using Google Maps.  We request 
that field surveys be required for this Project, that separate Architectural APE be prepared, and 
that Historical Resources Evaluation Report (“HRER”) be prepared. 

Finally, given the substantial number of previously identified historic resources, and the 
potential for new historic resources, CalTrans and the City should consider establishing an 
historic district designation.18  This approach would consider Bayside’s whole environment as a 
“Cultural Landscape” worthy of preservation for its unique settlement history and contribution 
to local history.19  

* * * 

 

 

 

 
14  See California Register Nomination Bayside Grange Hall and Bayside Grange #500.  2002.  Office of Historic 
Preservation, Sacramento, CA; see also Appendix C to IS/MND, Historic Resources Report (Feb. 2020), p. 1; see also 
Exh. A- pgs. 3 & 4.  Letter from Knox Mellon, SHPO, OHP, to Omar Homme, Federal Highway Administration. 
15  This document was not attached as an exhibit to the IS/MND and thus was not readily available for public 
review.  
16  See Volume 2 -Standard Environmental Reference (CalTrans, 2019), Chapter 4:  Cultural Resources 
Identification and Evaluation, available at:  https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/environmental-
analysis/documents/ser/ch4-a11y.pdf. 
17  See Appendix C to IS/MND, Historic Resources Report (Feb. 2020), p. 15. 
18  See Exh. D – Discover the Early Days of Bayside.  Walking Tour (Jacoby Creek School, Bayside, CA, March 1988) 
44 pgs. 
19  See Exh. E - Schafran, Walter C., Bayside Through The Years (Humboldt Bay Maritime Museum, Eureka, CA, 
1984) 51 pgs. 
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Holder Law Group holderecolaw.com 
317 Washington St., #177 
Oakland, CA  94607-3810 

(510) 338-3759 
jason@holderecolaw.com 

 
June 30, 2021 
 
VIA EMAIL AND U.S. MAIL 
 
Netra Khatri, City Engineer 
736 F Street 
Arcata, CA 95521 
Email:  nkhatri@cityofarcata.org 

David Loya, Community Development Director 
736 F Street 
Arcata, CA 95521 
Email:  dloya@cityofarcata.org 

  
Re: Initial Scoping Comments for Draft EIR for the Old Arcata Road Rehabilitation & 

Pedestrian/ Bikeway Improvements Project (SCH # 2021010176) 

Dear Mr. Khatri and Mr. Loya: 

On behalf of Bayside Cares, a newly formed community group consisting of residents of 
Bayside and other concerned Humboldt County residents, we submit the following preliminary 
and initial scoping comments concerning the Draft Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”) that 
will be prepared by the City of Arcata (“City”) for the proposed Old Arcata Road Rehabilitation 
& Pedestrian/Bikeway Improvements Project (“Project”).  We appreciate City staff’s 
consideration of the following comments and look forward to reviewing the forthcoming Draft 
EIR. 

Fortunately, the City of Arcata has abandoned its initial effort to rely on an IS/MND as 
the clearance document necessary to approve the Project for purposes of satisfying the 
California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) and has recently determined that an EIR will be 
prepared for the Project. 

As numerous public commenters stated when commenting on the IS/MND, the analysis 
of several areas of impact was deficient and requires major revisions in the forthcoming DEIR.  
For example, the Project may cause potentially significant impacts to historic and cultural 
resources, wetlands, as well as to pedestrian and traffic safety.  The DEIR must carefully analyze 
the potentially significant impacts in each of these categories and must support the analysis 
with substantial evidence that is presented to the public for review and comment.  

Additionally, now that the City has decided to prepare a Draft EIR for the Project, it is 
obligated to consider in the analysis a reasonable range of feasible alternatives to the proposed 
Project.  Bayside Cares recommends that the Draft EIR include consideration of “Alternative 
One” in the Design Charrette and Preliminary Concept Design, Old Arcata Road Improvement 
Project, by SHN for the City of Arcata, July 2017.  





From:
To: Public Comment
Subject: May 19 Council Mtg - Agenda Item X.A. Consider the Old Arcata Road Rehabilitation and Pedestrian/Bikeways

Improvement Project
Date: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 12:03:08 AM
Attachments: Support OAR Improvement Project-Zoellick-210518.docx

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Council Members,

Please see my attached memo voicing support for the Old Arcata Road Rehabilitation
and Pedestrian/Bikeways Improvement Project.

Thank you for your consideration and for all you do for our community as an elected.

Jim

-----
Jim Zoellick

 Old Arcata Rd.
Bayside, CA 95524

kjohnson
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Date: May 18, 2021 
To: Arcata City Council 
From: Jim Zoellick,  Old Arcata Rd., Bayside, CA 95524 
Subject: Support for the Old Arcata Road Rehabilitation and Pedestrian/Bikeways Improvement 
Project  
 
Dear Arcata City Council: 
 
I am a resident of  Old Arcata Road in Bayside and live just three doors down from the 
Bayside Post Office.  I am writing to request your support for the Old Arcata Road Rehabilitation 
and Pedestrian/Bikeways Improvement Project. This is an important project that will 
significantly improve the safety of the roadway, especially for bicyclists and pedestrians. This 
project has been in the works for quite some time, and City staff and their consultants have 
done a good job engaging the local community, gathering public input, and responding to input 
with adjustments to the project design.  It is now time to approve the project and move it 
forward to fruition for the benefit of our neighborhood and the community at large. 
 
I have lived at  Old Arcata Road for 23 years.  This is a great neighborhood, where many 
people like to walk and bicycle for both business and pleasure.  We have two schools in the 
immediate neighborhood: Jacoby Creek Elementary and Mistwood Educational Center.  My 
neighbors’ kids walk and bike to school, and my neighbors and I walk to the post office or to the 
local café.  My wife and I walk our dog daily on Old Arcata Road and Jacoby Creek Road along 
with many other dog walkers.  And many members of our community bicycle and walk through 
the neighborhood.  The improvements to the roadway will increase public safety and improve 
quality of life for the residents of this neighborhood, as well as for others who pass through. 
 
Currently the speed limit coming along Old Arcata Road from Eureka is 45 mph. When motorists 
enter Arcata at the Jacoby Creek intersection the speed limit changes to 25 mph, but not many 
motorists comply with the 25 mph speed limit in Bayside.  I think a rotary at that Jacoby Creek 
Road intersection will successfully slow traffic coming into the Bayside neighborhood.  In 
addition, there are speed bumps further north toward Jacoby Creek school that will also help to 
slow traffic.  It is not uncommon for people to drive through this neighborhood at 50 mph, and 
quite frankly if you are on a bike or on foot, it is frightening. 
 
I think the rotary will fit right in with the other two rotaries on Old Arcata Road, one at Sunny 
Brae Center and one at Union Street.  People have become accustomed to these traffic calming 
roadway features and will easily adapt to one more rotary on Old Arcata Road in Bayside. 
 
I know that not all of my neighbors and community members are in favor of this project, but 
that is always the case; people have a hard time accepting change. However, I have spoken with 
many of my neighbors and have attended numerous public meetings about the project and my 
sense is that the opposition is clearly in the minority.  In addition, many of those who oppose 
do not live right on Old Arcata Road.  I know that all of my immediate neighbors, who do live 
right on Old Arcata Road, are in favor of the project. In fact, one of them was hit in the cross 



walk at Golf Course Road some years back, and they have longed to see some sort of safety 
improvement in the neighborhood and they welcome the installation of a sidewalk.  The 
sidewalk will be continued from Sunny Brae Center.  It currently ends at Jacoby Creek School, 
but now will be extended all the way to the Bayside Post Office. This makes sense and is a 
necessary safety improvement.  
 
I should point out that I am not immune to being adverse to change.  The center of the roadway 
will be moved a slight distance toward my property in order to allow for sufficient space on the 
opposite side of the road for a sidewalk. While I’d rather the road didn’t move closer to my 
home, I am willing to make this adjustment for the common good of the neighborhood and the 
community, and I encourage others to do the same.  
 
In conclusion, this project will improve public safety, will encourage people to get out of their 
cars and walk and bicycle more, will help reduce greenhouse emissions and will improve 
people’s wellbeing by encouraging then to exercise in our neighborhood.  This project has many 
benefits and few drawbacks, and I encourage you to approve it. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 



kjohnson
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From:
To: Public Comment
Subject: Agenda Item- X A Consider the Old Arcata Road Rehabilitation and Pedestrian/Bikeways Improvement Project.
Date: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 11:04:01 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

To the Arcata City Council,
  Please do not delay the City Council reviewing the project, hearing the environmental analysis, and considering
approval of the project. The Old Arcata Road improvements have been in the planning stages for some time and are
necessary. The roundabout at the Post Office will slow traffic down at the intersection of Jacoby Creek Road, for
pedestrian and biking safety.
Thank you for your consideration on allowing this project to become real.
Lee Dedini, Bayside

kjohnson
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From: David Loya
To: Kayla Johnson
Cc: Netra Khatri
Subject: Fwd: Old Arcata Road project
Date: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 6:25:43 AM
Attachments: curbextensions.pdf

David Loya
Community Development Director
City of Arcata
707-825-2045

www.cityofarcata.org

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: Mark Moscheti 
Date: May 18, 2021 at 3:34:10 PM PDT
To: David Loya <dloya@cityofarcata.org>, comedev@cityofarcata.org
Subject: Old Arcata Road project

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click
links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is
safe.

I would like to add input to the current design plans for the Old Arcata Road
project that is being considered and I hope there is still time to make small
additions to the designs.

My concern is in regards to crosswalk improvements at the intersection of
Anderson and Old Arcata Road.

Vehicles constantly travel well above the speed limit on this section of road and
create a hazard to pedestrians crossing the street. Cars are regularly parked on top
of the cross walk and force pedestrians to make unsafe crossings and limit
vehicles' line of sight of those waiting to cross. When I cross in the Easterly
direction I have to wait for countless cars to pass before I can continue on my
way. This is due to the fact that moving vehicles can not see me waiting behind
the parked cars on top of crosswalk and lined out in both directions.This situation
is exacerbated when we consider a small child or an elderly person that is
attempting the same feat. Crossing the street should not be a hazardous
undertaking nor an event that causes you to renegotiate your means of travel due
to safety concerns. 

kjohnson
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I would like to see traffic calming mitigations placed at the intersection of
Anderson and Old Arcata Rd.  A curb extension, to increase pedestrian
and vehicle line of sight, would increase
pedestrian safety. The additional resources needed to make this occur are well
worth the cost when weighed in contrast to the safety of the members of our
community. 

We live in Arcata because it is a community focused city and enjoy the fact
that we can make trips and run errands regularly without having to get into our
car. This small change would make a huge difference to both our lives and our
neighborhood.
 
Thank you for the consideration and the work that has already been done on the
project as I know it will make a major contribution to the community's health and
well being.

Please let me know if this concern should be passed on to other individuals that
are involved in the planning decisions

Thank you in advance for your consideration. 

Mark Moschetti





From: David Loya
To: Kayla Johnson
Cc: Netra Khatri
Subject: Fwd: Old Arcata Road Improvements
Date: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 6:26:49 AM

David Loya
Community Development Director
City of Arcata
707-825-2045

www.cityofarcata.org

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: Michele Moschetti 
Date: May 18, 2021 at 2:35:56 PM PDT
To: David Loya <dloya@cityofarcata.org>
Cc: COM DEV <comdev@cityofarcata.org>
Subject: Old Arcata Road Improvements

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click
links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is
safe.

To whom it may concern:

I would like to add input to the current design plans for the Old Arcata Road
project that is being considered and I hope there is still time to make small
additions to the designs if necessary.

My concern regards the crosswalk located at the intersection of Anderson and Old
Arcata Road.

Vehicles regularly travel well above the speed limit on this section of road and
create a constant hazard to pedestrians crossing the street. Cars are regularly
parked on top of the cross walk and/or two cars sandwich the crosswalk and force
pedestrians to make unsafe crossings and limit vehicles' sight of those waiting to
cross. I accompany my young children as they bike to school, my family as a
whole is very active and we utilize that crosswalk multiple times each day. I have
experienced numerous close calls due to speeding vehicles and the lack of
visibility.

Anyway to prohibit cars from blocking the line of sight from the crosswalk to the
road would increase pedestrian safety exponentially. Curb extensions are an

kjohnson
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effective example. Also, if there were efforts made to slow traffic down, such as
adding some speed bumps or a pedestrian island would also greatly help create a
safe crossing.

My family moved to this particular community in 2018 because of the close
proximity to the school and because the location allows us to run, walk, or bike
directly from our house. I would greatly appreciate an effort to make the crossing
of Old Arcata Road at the intersection of Anderson a safe crossing for my family
and the community as a whole.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Michele Moschetti



From: Kayla Johnson
To: Karen Diemer
Cc: David Loya; Netra Khatri; Delo Freitas
Subject: (Bcc: Council) caller--support for Old Arcata Rd.
Date: Wednesday, June 30, 2021 12:00:34 PM

Good morning, Mayor and Councilmembers,

Just took a phone call from Rob Ehrlich who wanted to express their support of the Old Arcata
Road project. 

They are a resident/bicyclist of Old Arcata Rd. for 20 years and find it unsafe for bicyclists,
pedestrians and children.

Rob Ehrlich 
822-7844

Thanks,
Kayla

mailto:kjohnson@cityofarcata.org
mailto:kdiemer@cityofarcata.org
mailto:dloya@cityofarcata.org
mailto:nkhatri@cityofarcata.org
mailto:dfreitas@cityofarcata.org


From:
To: Netra Khatri
Subject: Old Arcata Rd improvements
Date: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 7:30:06 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

I can't attend the meeting, and I live on the Eureka side anyway, but there are a few things I'd like to add...

Caltrans is still planning on closing bayside cutoff from southbound 101.  In the evening, there is a non-stop line of
cars using it.  As soon as caltrans does this, old arcata rd will be the new highway for everyone going home from
work - and improvements need to be made to support this.  It needs to have a 35 speed limit all the way through to
the 45 section, and the road needs to be improved to accommodate this.  It needs to have no speed humps, and needs
to have nice wide shoulders, dedicated bike lanes to avoid bicyle/vehicle conflicts, and sidewalks which two people
can walk abreast on, all the way through the populated area.  It's going to be a highway whether the city council
likes it or not (or how many people think speed humps are somehow beneficial to society), so it's up to you to make
it a safe highway for all road users - and that means improving the road to handle the speeds of actual traffic, rather
than the current sillyness of causing traffic jams and angry drivers, that's going to get even worse once caltrans
forces more traffic onto it.

Thanks for reading,
--Randy

kjohnson
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From:
To: Netra Khatri
Subject: OAR
Date: Thursday, May 20, 2021 9:35:14 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

I live on Old Arcata Road and fully support the proposed improvements! Thanks for your efforts to make the project
happen.
   Richard Sanborn

kjohnson
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From:
To: Netra Khatri
Subject: City Council meeting Wednesday, 5/19/21
Date: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 7:39:32 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello Netra,

You and David did an admirable job in your report to the Council re: the Old Arcata
Road Project.

IMHO, it is unfortunate that the city has to move from a MND to an EIR.

Tim

kjohnson
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From:
To: Netra Khatri
Subject: Old Arcata Road
Date: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 6:51:13 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

WE DON'T NEED A HI WAY THRU BAYSIDE.

BAYSIDE IS RURAL NOT 101

A ROUND ABOUT IS NOT NEEDED  JUST STOP SIGNS AND ENFORCE THE SPEED
LIMITS PERIOD!

kjohnson
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