
he Humboldt Bay Trails Feasibility Study is a collection of
research and recommendations to encourage improvement
of non-motorized access to and around Humboldt Bay.

From the numerous opportunities identified to help the public become
more familiar with this ‘gem’ of the region, six priority projects or
programs are identified. Many more potential access projects are de-
scribed – some are more practical, while others are visionary in nature.

Throughout the Study, the ideal ‘backbone’ of coastal access through
the region – the Humboldt Bay segment of the California Coastal
Trail – is identified in various stages of planning or vision.

This document was developed with the hope that the following infor-
mation will be used by local, state and federal governments as well as
by citizen support groups to help these agencies in their efforts.

Funded by a grant from the State Coastal Conservancy (SCC), the
Natural Resources Services Division (NRS) of Redwood Commu-
nity Action Agency collected information about potential access
projects, selected and prepared proposals for priority projects, and
created this report which presents recommendations and findings.

The long-term purpose of the Study is to encourage appreciation of
the bay by increasing environmentally and aesthetically appropriate
access opportunities. The short-term purposes of this Study included:

• Heighten awareness of the potential to improve the human con-
nection that communities have with the bay;

• Collect public and agency ideas for access priorites into one docu-
ment;

• Suggest regional priorities for improving public access to and
around Humboldt Bay;

• Facilitate incorporation of bay access projects into community
and regional planning and sustainable economic development;

• Identify specific route alternatives for the California Coastal Trail;
• Make available to agencies and the public recommendations for

public access improvements in a way that makes short-term pur-
suit of priority projects readily attainable; and

• Encourage pursuit of non-motorized coastal access projects into
the future.

This Study is intended to be used for both long- and short-term coastal

Humboldt Bay is a unique gem of the
California coast.

...there will never be a time more propitious

than now for a trail plan: as more people

discover the attractions of the Humboldt

Bay area, waterfront development will fore-

close major options that are open today.

– ‘Envisioning a Humboldt Bay

Shoreline Trail’, California

Coast and Ocean, Spring 1997



Where there is access, people enjoy the bay
on land and in the water.

access planning and development in the Humboldt Bay region by all
sectors of the community – by governments, business, and community
support groups. It was created to provide educational, advocacy, plan-
ning and policy tools for implementing bay access improvements.

One of the primary objectives of this project is to provide the
Humboldt Bay Harbor, Recreation and Conservation District ,
who manages bay and other County waterway resources, with a tool
for considering and prioritizing efforts to improve bay access.

This Study is also intended to be a starting point – most of the
information herein should be expanded upon and incorporated into
community or regional planning and policy frameworks to ensure
these access project concepts move forward.

Driving this project is the vision of a community that, by its very na-
ture, encourages residents of and visitors to the Humboldt Bay area to
experience the bay directly – by foot, bike, wheelchair, paddle boat,
horseback or other means. A shift in the way we build and redevelop
community infrastructure will be a fundamental step toward creating
an accessible environment. There needs to be a genuine focus on the
‘human scale’ to help create a place where families and friends will
not only consider a bayside stroll, ride, or paddle, but will actually
know that it is safe and fun to set out for the bay. This means carefully
and appropriately fitting bay access into the mix of natural systems,
commercial operations, and residential areas around the region.

Though the north coast of California is blessed with innumerable at-
tributes of physical beauty, most would agree Humboldt Bay is the
primary defining attribute of the region’s population center. Even
so, many who live here, and nearly all who visit, only know the bay
from a few select points – predominantly the view from state high-
ways (Section IIB). Residents and visitors want to spend more time on
and around Humboldt Bay. They want to know how to get there and
what to do when they arrive (Appendix D).

The following research and recommendations are presented with the
vision that if we can help people get to know the bay, they will have a
greater appreciation for this body of water and be better motivated to
care for it in the future. This information has been consolidated and
made accessible to land managers, governments, citizen groups, and
individuals with the intention that they will act and build on it – using
the information however they may to ultimately improve communities’
physical and mental connection with their ‘front yard’, the bay.

Humboldt Bay is a favored playground for
many paddlers.



Once started down the ‘trail’ of researching public access issues
around Humboldt Bay, a myriad of opportunities surfaced. The chal-
lenge  then became how to prioritize these ‘access project’ opportu-
nities, as well the extent to which the opportunities were explored.

The content and geographic scope of this project remained broad, so
that a wide variety of material and places around the bay are gener-
ally explored and presented. However, six specific priority access
projects and programs are also presented in detail.

The documentation that follows, extensive though it may seem, is only
a summary. The geographic area covered by the Study generally in-
cluded communities and public lands in close vicinity and waterbodies
connected to the bay.

Issues, ideas and needs researched included non-motorized access
to, on and around the bay and anything that facilitated such access –
to a point. For instance, though local and regional transit systems
could better serve locals or visitors for bay access, transit program
recommendations were not addressed. All ideas and concepts were
included, no matter how seemingly unattainable or costly. As times
change, so, often, does the relative feasibility of projects.

A ‘trail’ can be manifest in many forms: a narrow footpath through the
wilderness or a wide, paved multiple-use corridor in an urban area. Trails
can be used for recreation as well as for a more human-scaled, safer
mode of transportation than that which roadways offer non-motorized
travelers. Trails, a significant aspect of our historic infrastructure, are
being revisited as an invaluable facet of contemporary North American
communities (Rails-to-Trails Conservancy, 2000). Refer to the Refer-
ences section for information about trail-related resources and websites.

Several trail-related terms are used herein. While ‘trail’ is used in a ge-
neric sense, ‘multiple-use’ trail specifically refers to a route no less than
eight feet wide, with a fairly hard surface, that serves most ages and types
of travel: cyclists, walkers, wheelchair users, equestrians, and/or, depend-
ing on the hardness of the surface, in-line skaters, strollers, and so forth. A
‘bicycle path’ is a similar route, but paved (or otherwise surface-hard-
ened) to facilitate primary use by road bikes. Bike lanes are on-street striped
lanes for bike travel in the direction of traffic. ‘Footpath’ refers to a nar-
row route akin to a wilderness trail, often with a compacted dirt surface –

A mutliple-use trail is wide enough to
accomodate many types of users.

Footpaths are generally narrow but have an
adequate walking surface.



these trails can serve walkers/joggers, equestrians, and/or mountain bikes.
‘Pathway’ is used as another generic term to refer to an urban multiple-
use route (basically an alternative to the term ‘trail’ in urban situations).
An ‘urban pedestrian route’ is a recommended corridor for contiguous
and ample pedestrian facilities that facilitate extensive urban walks.

“Water trails” are taking shape around the nation as routes that pro-
vide educational and scenic experiences for recreational canoeists and
kayakers. Some of the trails are simply day paddles, while others stretch
for hundred of miles. Some programs develop small-boat launches,
shore access and overnight camping facilities, while others seek solu-
tions for maintaining wilderness character and limited road access.

‘Access’ is a general term to include a range of ways to get people to
and around the bay, including bicycle lanes, sidewalks, paddle craft
water routes, multiple-use trails, facilities for people with disabili-
ties, and walking trails. This project could have been called the ‘Hum-
boldt Bay Access Feasibility Study’, however the term generally
means less to the public than ‘trail’.

Recently, the term ‘accessible’ has come to mean that a given facility
supports use by people with disabilities . The term ‘access’ is usu-
ally employed in a more general sense within this document, as above.
Facilities constructed to meet the needs of people with disabilities
are referred within this document as “fully-accessible” or built to
“full accessibility” standards.

In communities established well before the automobile, such as in
Europe, trails or paths are still an important part of the transportation
system and serve as fundamental links between communities and open
spaces. In these instances, people are quite comfortable walking or
riding a bicycle, because community infrastructure was developed at
the ‘human-scale’. Here in the United States, most communities have
evolved or been built at the scale of the automobile. The pedestrian
and cyclist are usually an afterthought – if they are accommodated at
all – and often feel unsure and unsafe on street and highway systems,
causing many would-be pedestrians and cyclists to stay in their cars.

Many of our communities have been built in a way that seems to
preclude the integration of trail systems and other non-motorized
transportation and recreation improvements. However, there are of-
ten many opportunities to fit them into the fabric of our urban, subur-
ban and rural systems. This Study identifies and reports on those op-
portunities in the Humboldt Bay region, before they are lost to future
development that precludes public access.

A Monterey section of the California Coastal
Trail is integrated into the community fabric:

the ‘Trailside Cafe’ fronts on the trail.

Automobiles are the prominent feature along
Eureka’s US 101 on Broadway.



Views of the bay and surrounding mountains
from the Manila Community Beach and

Dunes are spectacular.

First and foremost, the layout of this Study was designed to be rela-
tively ‘fun’ to look at and read – it is a non-traditional take at reduc-
ing the dust-collecting tendencies of planning documents. It is writ-
ten to encourage everyone to learn and do more to improve our com-
munities’ connections with the bay.

After a minimal amount of background about the region in Section
II, the Study launches into three levels of recommendations for ac-
cess projects – ‘priority’, ‘potential’, and ‘conceptual’. Priority
projects (and larger ‘programs’) in Section III are those that had a
great deal of support and were relatively ‘ready’ to implement. Po-
tential projects in Section IV needed a little more work before they
could be taken to the implementation level. Conceptual projects in
Section V are mostly placeholders – ideas that need a great deal of
further research before they are considered in planning processes.

Additional opportunities for access improvements are explored in Sec-
tion VI. These ideas were too broad or conceptual to include specific
detail, however the recommendations should be explored in future plan-
ning efforts. A look at the Eureka waterfront as a ‘whole’ here includes
some overlap with previous sections.

Regional planning considerations and recommendations are touched upon
in Section VII. Some areas were not thoroughly addressed in this Study
(like the South Spit and South Arcata), and reasons for this are addressed
in ‘Land Management Changes and Opportunities’ on page VII-4.

Section VIII reviews some of the planning and regulatory ‘Con-
straints’ involved in developing bay access facilities. Who gave
input to the project and how is outlined in Section IX, ‘Public and
Agency Input’.

For more information about this Study, contact Natural Resources
Services staff at trails@rcaa.org or (707) 269-2060.


