PuBLIC & AGENCY INPUT section I1X

he Humboldt Bay Trails Fead bility Sudy sought ideas, rec-
ommendations and concerns fram public agencies and the
generd publicthroughout theregon. Input wasgathered, con-
gdered, and, in somecases, further researched and incorporated into the

proposals and recommendations described within this document.

Whilethepublic and professiona input recel ved was overwhemingly
positive and in favor of access development around the bay, there are
some concerns associated with the development of trail s and coasta
access around thebay. Appropriatestepswill have to betakento avoid
conflicts with other land uses, preserve habitat and address the con-
cerns of management agenci es, concerned groups and individuas.

IXA° AGENCY AND ORGANIZATIONAL INPUT

NRS sought the input of many different agencies and organi zati ons
that havedirect professiona i nterestin accessissuesintheHumboldt
Bay area. Informa meeti ngs were conducted with the following lo-
cd, state and federal governments and i nterest groups.

IXB1 FEDERAL AGENCIES

* Humboldt Bay Wildlife Refuge
e USFishand Wildlife Service
* Bureau of Land M anagement

Wbrkshops hedin November, 2000 produced
IXB2 STATE AGENCIES val uablecomments.

» Department of Fish & Game
e CdiforniaCoastal Commission
e Cdtrans District 1

IXB3 LoCAL AGENCIES AND INTEREST GROUPS

» City of Eurekaand the Eureka Traills Committee

» City of Arcata

» TableBluff Reservation - Wiyot Tribe

*  Humboldt Bay Harbor, Recreation and Conservation Distri ct
* County of Humboldt

* North Coast Rail road A uthority

* Humboldt Bay Interagency Task Force

* Redwood Region Audubon Society

* Dunes Forum

* Blue Ox Millworks

* Water Trails Task Force of the Humbol dt Trail s Codition
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IXA PUBLIC SENTIMENT

The generd public was informed of the Humboldt Bay Trails project
during amajor publicoutreacheffort inthefd| of 2000. Information
was posted, mailed, emailed, and broadcast by radio, television and
newsprint about the project and opportunitiesto give input. Thepublic
participated in the project through three workshops, written surveys,
and individua contact with NRS staff in person, by phone and e-mail.

Threepublicworkshopswerehd din different communitiesaround
the bay in November, 2000: Humboldt Hill, Arcata, and Eureka. The
workshops were coll ectively atended by almost 200 people. NRS
staff received useful information and guidance for project research.

Workshops ind uded slide shows, graphic Surveyswere createdto gain additional information about how and where
illustrations, maps, aerial photos, and people currently accessthe bay and what types of accessimprovements
comment boardsand fors. they would support. The surveys were nat designed to provide Satisti-
cdly sgnificant data, but merdly to provide some indications about aur-
rent and desred bay access Surveyswere provided a al public work-
shops, and participantswereencouragedto takeand digributethemto be
mailed in. Appraximately one-third of the80completedwerereceivedin
the mail. Informetion gathered by survey issummarized in Appendx D.

In addition to verba comments from meeting, afew email and phone
responseswerereceived expressing support for the project and lend-
ing suggestions for project ideas.

One letter was received as input to the project from the Humboldt
County Farm Bureau, who expressed concerns about problems with
trallsnear their lands. TheBureaufedstraillsarea’ direct conflict with
agriculture’ and that they would have a negative impact. The Farm
Bureau urgesthat al trails proposed on private lands should be ‘ pur-
chased with publicfunds, approved by thevoters, purchased fromwill -
ing sellersand havealong-term plan for congruction and maintenance’ .

Overdl, agreat ded of very useful input wasreceived, many quesions
wereasked and answered, and much interest and enthusasmwasgener-
ated at theworkshopsand through other publicity efforts Thefollowing
isasummary of important topics gained through public input.

* General Comments Mog attendees and respondents want acom-
muter bicycle path between Arcata and Eureka; there was a lot of
suppart to protect birdsand wildlife particularly inthe EIK River area;
safety wasvery important and in troublesome areas, volunteer patrols
were recommended; trash clean up at access facilitieswas aso im-
portant and reguar volunteer cleanup crewswas recommended; pro-
vigon of more and improved interpretive and cultural information
was important; development of dog-walking parks was supported.

Concerns about trail compatibility with
livestock were raised by the Farm Bureau.
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e Rail-Trails: Many comments were made throughout al three
public workshops regarding use of ralroads for trals. There is
support to see a multi-use trail along the entire bay on the rail -
road gradeif the railroad cannot function in the future.

* Water Trails: The public and agenci es had many additi ona op-
portunities to comment and recommend ideas for ‘water trals’,
but there was generally little partici cpation. Ideas included: ex-
isting boat ramps/docks need to be more paddler friendly; place-
ment of floating trail/navi gational markers so paddling would be
safer and have less impact on wildlife; improvements to boat ac-
cess from theArcata Marsh parking areaand Mad River Slough;
creation of aBoating Map & Guide; better public transportation
between | aunches so shuttle trips are possible; and navigationa,
mudflat depth and tide info should be posted at |aunch sites.

* Public Facilities: Provide parking and restrooms; trail access
points should belinked to public transportation and carpool fa-
cilities; provide bicycle parking, especidly in placeswherebikes
arenot alowed on trails; provide good signage on the trails; in-
clude bird viewing platforms and areas.

* Information and Marketing: Trallsareatourist atraction; trail
maps and boat maps should be devel oped and dso displayed at
trail heads; market ‘water tralls'.

» Challenges: In agricultura areas, ranchers are concerned trail
users would disturb livestock; around the bay there are many
wetland i ssues and mitigation considerations; cha lenge to build
trals which satisfy the wide variety of users - bike commuters
need toget from‘point Ato B’ quickly, while recreati onists want
scenery and/or exercise, landowner easements; and hunting a -
lowed in various areas conflicts with coastal access.

Early administrative draft copies of the Sudy were circulated for
review by and i nput from agenci es with priority projects.

A draft Sudy was widdly circulated to al agencies and organizations
with direct interestsin proposed or identified prgectsfor acomprehen-
svereview. Thedraft wasa so madeavailable by download on theweb,
and parties previoudy dating intereg in the Sudy were notified.

L ettersand emai Isproviding commentary andsubgtantiveinput onthe
document were provided by the Coastd Commisson, Catrans Didrict
1, and the City of Arcata. Edited documents or suggeded edits were
provided by the City of Eureka, the Table Bluff Reservation-Wiyot Tribe,
and by amember of the Redwood Regon Audubon Society. Nearly dl
suggedionswere incorporated into thisfind printing of the Sudy.
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Local paddlerswere polled for information
and input on water trails.



