
COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT

For the meeting of: 6/18/2026

File #: 26-641

To: Planning Commission

From: Planning and Building Department

Agenda Section: Public Hearing

SUBJECT:
Robert Scarlett Special Permit
Assessor Parcel Number (APN) 077-072-007
Record No.: PLN-2026-19554
Redway area

A Special Permit for the removal of a hazardous, mature old-growth redwood tree within the lower
Redway Q Zone area (Ordinance 2112). The tree is approximately 118-inches in diameter and 252
feet in height. Structural defects include a significant cavity with rot present at a height of
approximately 200 feet, a large cut at the base of the tree which is a vector for disease, and a root
system that is in poor health and has been adversely affected by adjacent improvements.

RECOMMENDATION(S):
That the Planning Commission:

1. Adopt the resolution (Attachment 1), which does the following:

a. Finds the Planning Commission has determined the project is exempt from further
environmental review pursuant to Sections 15269 and 15304 of the State CEQA
Guidelines; and

b. Finds the proposed project complies with the General Plan and Zoning Ordinance; and

c. Approves the Robert Scarlett Special Permit subject to the conditions of approval
(Attachment 1A).

DISCUSSION:
Project Location: The project site is in the Redway area, on the northwest corner of the intersection
of Briceland-Thorne Road and Oakridge Drive, on the property known as 20 Oakridge Drive.
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File #: 26-641

Present General Plan Land Use Designation: Residential Low Density (RL)

Present Zoning: Residential One-Family with a B-3 Combining Zone specifying a minimum lot size of
20,000 square feet and a Qualified (Q) Combining Zone requiring redwood trees to be protected from
removal.

Environmental Review: The proposed project is exempt from the provisions of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) per section 15269 (Emergency Projects) and 15304 (Minor
Alterations to Land Use) of the CEQA Guidelines.

State Appeal: The proposed project is NOT appealable to the California Coastal Commission.

Major Concerns: Q Zone Compatibility.

Monitoring Required: None.

Executive Summary: This project is a request for a Special Permit pursuant to Ordinance 2112 for the
removal of a hazardous, mature old-growth redwood tree within the lower Redway Q Zone area. The
tree is approximately 118-inches in diameter and 252 feet in height. Structural defects include a
significant cavity with rot present at a height of approximately 200 feet, a large cut at the base of the
tree which is a vector for disease, and a root system that is in poor health and adversely impacting
adjacent improvements.

Protections for redwood trees in the lower Redway area were first established under Ordinance 1803
and then further protected in Ordinance 2112 by the Board of Supervisors (Attachment 4). Ordinance
1803 requires cutting of old growth redwood trees to be limited to that necessary for the site of the
building. Ordinance 2112 further required approval of a Special Permit for the removal of any
redwood greater than 12 inches in diameter at breast height and limited it to:

1) removal of trees within the physical footprint of a permitted building where there are no
other feasible locations on the property which would allow for the trees to remain upon
construction of the building, or

2) removal of trees upon demonstration that such a tree, due to damage or disease is in
imminent danger of falling, thus creating an immediate hazard.

In this instance, the tree is proposed to be removed per section 2 of this ordinance. A Registered
Professional Forester from Cal-Fire, a Registered Professional Forester hired by the property owner,
and an International Society of Arboriculture (ISA) Certified arborist have all documented that the
tree is an immediate hazard to residences and the public.

Background
In 2021 a stand of redwood trees was removed on a residentially owned parcel in the Eureka area and
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In 2021 a stand of redwood trees was removed on a residentially owned parcel in the Eureka area and
within a county Streamside Management Area without county permits and a code enforcement case
was opened. This led to comments and discussion with RPF’s on the County Forestry Review
Committee, and with the local Cal-Fire office and the County was informed that Section 4516.5 of the
California Public Resources Code (PRC) prohibits the County from regulating timber removal. This
section of the PRC states that:

Individual counties may recommend that the board adopt rules and regulations for the content
of timber harvesting plans and the conduct of timber operations to take account of local needs.

And:

Except as provided in subdivision (e), individual counties shall not otherwise regulate the
conduct of timber operations, as defined by this chapter, or require the issuance of any permit
or license for those operations.

The Planning and Building Department was informed that the County had no authority to regulate
timber removal because the Board of Forestry had not adopted the Humboldt County regulations.
This was staff’s understanding between 2022 and present.

In December of 2025 CalFire issued a Notice of Exemption for removal of redwood trees that were
deemed hazardous within 150 feet of the house on the subject site. In the Registered Professional
Forrester’s report on the condition of the trees, he recommended the property owner check with the
County to determine if there were permits required prior to initiating removal. The property owner
did check with the county and was told that no permit would be required for the removal of those
hazardous trees. Four of the trees were removed based on this information.

The community saw this and raised issues about how the Q-Zone could not be enforced. In response
staff began reviewing the regulatory framework related to the relationship between the County
Zoning and the Forest Practices Act. Until clarity could be achieved, Planning and Building staff have
been instructed to not sign or consent to any CalFire exemption where a county permit is normally
required.

On March 13, 2026, Supervisor Bushnell and John Ford met with the concerned residents of Lower
Redway. The residents were concerned that the trees were not hazardous and there was still a tree
remaining. Due to potential Q-Zone implications a Stop Work Order was issued until the property
owner demonstrated that the tree was in fact hazardous. The property owner provided a report from
a Registered Professional Forester supported by a Certified Arborist finding that the tree had several
hazardous components including a large cavity 200 feet up, a scar on the side of the tree where
another tree had been removed, and root damage that occurred from development on the property
and from the road. The Stop Work Order was lifted once the report was submitted.
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Subsequently staff discussed this situation with a senior leader in Cal Fire who affirmed that the
county does have the ability to issue permits based upon the Q-Zone which is in a Residential Zoning
District, and the property is less than 3 acres. These are important elements that were not discussed
in the 2022 meeting. The section cited above from the Forrest Practices Act is followed by section
4516.5 (f) which states:

This section does not apply to Timber Operations on any land area of less than three acres and
which is not zoned Timberland production.

The jurisdiction of the county has also been confirmed by a search of relevant case law. The County
does have discretion to administer the Q-Zone. Based upon these findings a Special Permit has been
required for removal of the remaining tree on the property.

Current Proposal
The current Special Permit is to authorize the removal of a mature old-growth redwood tree that is
252 feet in height and 118 inches in diameter at breast height that is located approximately 20 feet
from the existing residence on the property. The tree is estimated to be approximately 350-370 years
old.

The lower Redway area has a substantial number of large, mature redwood trees that are viewed as
important to the identity of Redway and help define the visual character of the community. The
purpose of the Q zone is to protect mature redwood trees from removal as these mature redwood
trees are considered an important contributor to the general welfare of the community. This
particular redwood tree is a very large old-growth tree that is prominently visible to the community as
it is located approximately 40 feet from Briceland-Thorne Road, a major thoroughfare in the Redway
area. Driving east on this roadway into the Redway urban center the entire width and height of this
tree is prominently visible.

While large redwood trees such as this are considered an important characteristic of the lower
Redway community and can be considered to contribute to the general welfare of the public, this
must be balanced with the risk to private landowners and the public from falling limbs and potentially
from the large tree falling onto residences, power lines or the public roadway. The Q-zone restrictions
attempt to balance these competing interests by allowing such trees to be removed only when
determined to be an immediate hazard, and even then, only through a discretionary permit
application except in an emergency that necessitates action faster than the discretionary permit
process would allow.

In this instance the applicant has documented that the existing tree is an immediate hazard that could
adversely impact the public health, safety and welfare and could be materially injurious to properties
and improvements in the vicinity. Two different registered professional foresters and a separate ISA
certified arborist who is additionally certified by the ISA in tree risk assessment have documented that
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certified arborist who is additionally certified by the ISA in tree risk assessment have documented that
the tree is a safety hazard in need of removal (Attachments 2A and 2B). The tree is 252 feet in height
and there are five residences within that radius that could be harmed if it were to fall. The residence
on the property is approximately 15 feet from the base of the tree. In addition, Briceland-Thorne
Road is a frequently travelled roadway located within 40 feet of the tree and both the roadway and
drivers utilizing this road are in danger from the tree and/or limbs falling.

A Registered Professional Forester with Hohman and Associates Forestry Consulting conducted a
visual and drone inspection of the whole tree and a careful examination of the root zone and
concluded that 1) “the tree has a significant cavity with rot present within a 15 foot portion of the
tree about 200’ up the tree”, 2) “portions of the bole have now been exposed to elements and can be
considered a vector for disease to enter the cambium layer”, and 3) several roots have been cut
structurally degrading the foundation of the tree and that “the poor health of the root system is a
significant structural defect.” The RPF report (Attachment 2B) declares that the tree is a hazard to the
landowner, adjacent owners and the general public. Separately, an ICA Certified Arborist has
documented that the tree has damaged roots, severe damage to the trunk which will facilitate rot and
decay, and states that the lack of a lower canopy results in an unnatural raised crown. The arborist
report (Attachment 2C) determines that the poor condition of the tree poses a threat to the
community and that mitigation options to manage the hazard, such as pruning would not be feasible
without retaining a high degree of risk and recommended the immediate removal of the tree. Lastly, a
Registered Professional Forester and Cal-Fire Resource Management Forester submitted a Service
Record Report (Attachment 2A) that determined that the tree poses a safety hazard to habitable
structures.

The Planning Commission is likely to receive comment that the tree should not be approved for
removal because it is not “in imminent danger of falling and creating an immediate hazard”. This
ordinance language must be read in context. Imminent means something is about to happen. Taken
literally this would be an event than can be predicted. Trees typically fall with no warning. The
ordinance also allows a waiver of the Special Permit procedures for emergency removal of trees
(section a)3)(iii)) where an emergency exists requiring action more quickly than could happen with
the processing of a Special Permit. In providing for emergency waivers the ordinance makes a
distinction between an immediate hazard and an emergency. When a Certified Arborist and
Registered Professional Forester recommend the immediate removal of a tree, that should be
understood as the tree being in imminent danger of falling and creating an immediate hazard that
qualifies under this ordinance.

Other than its inclusion within the Q-zone, this tree is not identified as a designated scenic or visual
resource, and is not mapped or identified as having or contributing as habitat for any sensitive plant
or animal species. The tree is a mature old-growth redwood and located within a larger area of old-
growth redwoods. Old-growth redwood trees are known to provide habitat for a variety of bird
species, including Northern spotted owl and marbled murrelet, both of which are listed endangered
species. The tree is approximately 650 feet from Whitmore Grove in the John B. Dewitt Redwoods
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species. The tree is approximately 650 feet from Whitmore Grove in the John B. Dewitt Redwoods
State Natural Reserve, which is designated by USFWS as critical habitat for marbled murrelet. Public
lands within the range of marbled murrelet that meet the habitat characteristics necessary for the
species are designated as critical habitat regardless of presence of the species. The California
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) has recommended that the removal of the tree be done
outside of the marbled murrelet nesting season in order to avoid potential noise impacts to nesting
marbled murrelet should they exist in the vicinity. This would require that the tree work be completed
after September 15th (and no later than March 24th). It is with great hesitation that staff has not
included this as a recommended condition of approval to this staff report, as the hazard from the tree
appears to be immediate. Unfortunately trees often fall without warning. Given the information
provided by the forester and arborist, staff is concerned about the immediate danger to properties
and the public from the tree were it or any large branches to fall, and staff is unaware of any
confirmed presence of marbled murrelet in the vicinity and/or in the mapped critical habitat of
Whitmore Grove. Planning staff is continuing to have discussions with CDFW and with state parks,
who manage the Natural Reserve and it is possible that additional information and/or
recommendations may be presented at the hearing.

The nearest mapped activity center for northern spotted owl is just over a mile away to the west. A
nesting bird survey (Attachment 2D) was completed on May 19, 2026, which found no evidence of
nesting birds in the tree or immediate vicinity. The project is conditioned to require an additional
nesting bird survey just prior to removal of the tree, and for the tree to not be removed while any
active nests are present.

In addition to the public noticing requirements of Humboldt County Code, property owners and
occupants within 1,000 feet of the property were notified of this hearing. Further, all property owners
of the Lower Redway R-1-B3-Q zone that are north of Briceland-Thorne Road were notified as
required by the Q zone ordinance. In addition, on May 26, 2026, a press release was issued by
Humboldt County about the scheduled Planning Commission meeting. Comments have been
submitted requesting a postponement of the hearing because ten property owners were sent notice
separately and later than required under Section 312-8.3, however that section only requires notice
to be given to property owners and occupants within 300 feet of the property. The ten additional
property owners in question are within the Q zone and over 1,000 feet away from the subject
property. The Q zone does require that these owners be notified, however it does not specifically
require that they be notified ten calendar days prior.

Recommendation
In order to approve the Special Permit, the Q-zone restrictions require a finding that the tree is an
immediate hazard due to disease and damage. Staff believes that the applicant has demonstrated
that this is the case through the submittal of documentation from multiple experts who are in
agreement that the tree is an immediate hazard that should be removed.
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OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT:
Referrals were sent to various county departments and state agencies. The County received responses
from County Code Enforcement and the Building Division, both recommending approval and from the
Department of Public Works, requiring compliance with the issued encroachment permit. The County
has also received a referral response from CDFW. While State Parks was not originally referred, after
receiving comments from CDFW staff has reached out to the State Parks and may have additional
information at the hearing.

ALTERNATIVES TO STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:
1. The Planning Commission could elect to add or delete conditions of approval. In particular the

Planning Commission could apply a condition of approval requiring that the tree only be
removed after September 15th to avoid the marbled murrelet nesting season.

2. The Planning Commission could deny the application if unable to make all the required findings
of approval. Given that multiple licensed professionals and tree experts have concurred that
there is an immediate hazard to life and property, staff does not recommend this action.

ATTACHMENTS:
1. Draft Resolution

A. Draft Conditions of Approval

2. Applicant’s Evidence in Support of the Required Findings

A. CalFIRE Permit and Report

B. Forester Report

C. Arborist Report

D. Nesting Bird Survey

3. Referral Agency Comments and Recommendations

A. CDFW Comments

4. Q Zone Ordinance 2112

5. Public Comments

Applicant:
Robert Scarlett
PO Box 91
Garberville, CA 95542

Owner: Same as above

Agent: N/A
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Please contact Cliff Johnson, Planning Manager at cjohnson@co.humboldt.ca.us or 707-268-3721 if
you have questions about this item.
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RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION 
OF THE COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT 

Resolution Number: 26- 

Record Number: PLN-2026-19554  
Assessor’s Parcel Number: 077-072-007 

Resolution by the Planning Commission of the County of Humboldt certifying 
compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act and conditionally approving 
the Robert Scarlett Special Permit. 

 
WHEREAS, Robert Scarlett applied for a Special Permit to allow removal of a 252 foot tall 
redwood tree that qualifies as an old growth tree; and 

WHEREAS, the County Planning Division has reviewed the application and evidence and 
has referred the application and evidence to reviewing agencies for site inspections, 
comments, and recommendations; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Planning Division as the Lead Agency has determined that the project 
qualifies for statutory and categorical exemptions found in Sections 15269 (Emergency 
Projects) and 15304 (Minor Alteration of Lands) of the CEQA Guidelines; and 

WHEREAS, Attachment 2 in the Planning Division staff report includes evidence in 
support of making all of the required findings for approving the Special Permit for 
removal of a mature redwood tree in the lower Redway Q zone area); and 

WHEREAS, the Humboldt County Planning Commission held a duly-noticed public 
hearing on June 18, 2026, and reviewed, considered, and discussed the application for 
the Special Permit, and reviewed and considered all evidence and testimony presented 
at the hearing. 

Now, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Planning Commission makes all the 
following findings: 

 
1.  FINDING:  Project Description: Approval of a Special Permit pursuant to 

Ordinance 2112 for the removal of a hazardous old-growth 
redwood tree. The tree is approximately 118-inches in diameter 
and 252 feet in height. Structural defects include a significant 
cavity with rot present at a height of approximately 200 feet, a 
large cut at the base of the tree which is a vector for disease and 
has a root system that is in poor health and adversely impacting 



adjacent improvements. The tree is an immediate hazard to 
improvements, residents and the public. 
 

 EVIDENCE: a)  Project File: PLN-2026-19554 
 

2.  FINDING:  CEQA: The requirements of the California Environmental Quality 
Act have been met as the project is exempt under Sections 15269, 
which exempts emergency projects and 15304 of the CEQA 
Guidelines which exempts minor alterations in the condition of 
land, water and/or vegetation which do not involve the removal 
of healthy, mature scenic trees except for forestry or agricultural 
purposes. 
 

 EVIDENCE: a)  The project is for the removal of a 252-foot-tall mature redwood 
tree that is in poor health and an immediate hazard to residents 
and the public and is therefore an emergency. 
 

  b)  The tree is documented to be in poor health and an immediate 
hazard by two registered professional foresters and an ISA 
certified arborist. 
 

  c)  The tree is not designated as a scenic tree. Although it is located 
on a major public roadway going through an area of old growth 
and mature second growth trees, this area has not been 
designated as a scenic vista. 
 

3.  FINDING:  The proposed tree removal is in conformance with all applicable 
policies and standards in the General Plan. 
 

 EVIDENCE: a)  The property is designated Residential Low Density which is 
intended primarily for single-family units on individual lots. The 
project would protect existing residences and residents from 
harm from the hazard of a falling tree and/or tree limbs. 
 

  b)  Removal of the tree will not introduce any hazards to the 
occupants and will instead remove a hazard to existing residences 
and the public.    
 

  c)  The tree has been documented by two registered professional 
foresters and a separate ISA certified arborist who is additionally 
certified by the ISA in tree risk assessment as being a safety hazard 
in need of removal. The tree is 252 feet in height and there are 
five residences within that radius that could be harmed if it were 



to fall. In addition, a frequently travelled public roadway, 
Briceland-Thorne Road is within 40 feet of the tree and both the 
roadway and drivers utilizing this road are in danger from the tree 
and/or limbs falling. 
 

  d)  According to the California Natural Diversity Database, the area is 
only mapped as having the likely occurrence on the property is 
the western bumblebee, which would not utilize the tree as 
habitat. While mapped critical habitat for marbled murrelet is 
located nearby, the subject property is on a busy road surrounded 
by residential uses and over 650 feet away from the mapped 
habitat area.  A nesting bird survey of the tree and surrounding 
area was completed on May 19, 2026 which found no evidence of 
nesting birds and the project is conditioned to conduct an 
additional nesting bird survey no more than 7 days prior to 
removal of the tree. 
 

  e)  The project is conditioned to require an additional survey for 
nesting birds immediately prior to removal of the tree. 
 

  f)  The project was referred to the Bear River Band of Rohnerville 
Rancheria and the Intertribal Sinkyone Wilderness Council. Tribal 
consolation was performed resulting in no comments.  
 

  g)  There are no wetlands, special-status species, or coastal natural 
resources on the project site as depicted on the County’s natural 
resources GIS database. 
 

4.  FINDING:  The project is consistent with the purposes of the existing zone in 
which it is located. 
 

 EVIDENCE: a)  The property is zoned Residential One Family which allows single 
family residences as a principal permitted use. Removal of hazard 
trees within striking distance of the residence protects the 
principally permitted use which is consistent with the Residential 
One-Family zone district. 
 

5.  FINDING:  The project conforms with all applicable development standards 
and requirements of these regulations. 
 

 EVIDENCE: a)  The subject parcel has been determined to be eligible for an 
unconditional Certificate of Subdivision Compliance pursuant to 



Section 66499.34 of the Subdivision Map Act due to the issuance 
of building permit #84-0092A3.   
 

  b)  The project is conditioned to require posting of the completed 
Record of Action on the property for not less than ten calendar 
days, consistent with the requirements of the Qualified Zone.  
 

  c)  In addition to the public noticing requirements of Humboldt 
County Code, all property owners north of the centerline of 
Briceland Road in the Lower Redway R-1-B-3-Q zone were notified 
of this proposed Special Permit, as required by the Qualified Zone.  
 

6.  FINDING:  The condition of the tree meets the required finding for removal 
established by the Qualified Zoning ordinance for Lower Redway 
(Ordinance 2112) because due to damage or disease the tree is in 
imminent danger of falling, thus creating an immediate hazard. 
 

 EVIDENCE: a)  A Registered Professional Forester and Cal-Fire Resource 
Management Forester submitted a Service Record Report that 
determined the tree poses a safety hazard to habitable structures. 
 

  b)  A Registered Professional Forester with Hohman and Associates 
Forestry Consulting conducted a visual and drone inspection of 
the whole tree and a careful examination of the root zone and 
concluded that 1) “the tree has a significant cavity with rot 
present within a 15 foot portion of the tree about 200’ up the 
tree”, 2) “portions of the bole have now been exposed to 
elements and can be considered a vector for disease to enter the 
cambium layer”, and 3) several roots have been cut structurally 
degrading the foundation of the tree and that “the poor health of 
the root system is a significant structural defect.”  The RPF report 
declares that the tree is a hazard to the landowner, adjacent 
owners and the general public. 
 

  c)  The Registered Professional Forester states that it is “likely that 
the tree or a significant part of it will fail and fall on someone or 
damage property.” 
 

  d)  An ICA Certified Arborist has documented that the tree has 
damaged roots, severe damage to the trunk which will facilitate 
rot and decay, and that the lack of a lower canopy results in an 
unnatural raised crown and that the tree may be directly exposed 
to heavy winds during wind events.  



 
  e)  The arborist determined that the poor condition of the tree poses 

a threat to the community.  
 

  f)  The arborist has identified that mitigation options to keep the tree 
and manage the hazard from it would not be feasible without 
retaining a high degree of risk.  
 

  g)  Due to the identified hazard from the tree the arborist 
recommends the immediate removal of the tree.  
 

7.  FINDING:  The removal of the old-growth redwood tree will not be 
detrimental to the public health, safety, or welfare or materially 
injurious to properties or improvements in the vicinity. 
 

 EVIDENCE: a) While large redwood trees are considered an important 
characteristic of the lower Redway community and can be 
considered to contribute to the general welfare of the public, this 
must be balanced with the risk to private landowners and the 
public from falling limbs and potentially from the large tree falling 
onto residences, power lines or the public roadway.      
 

  b) The existing tree has structural defects which make it an 
immediate hazard that could adversely impact the public health, 
safety and welfare and could be materially injurious to properties 
and improvements in the vicinity if the tree falls or breaks apart. 
 

  c) The removal of the hazardous tree is done to protect the public 
health safety and welfare by removing a hazard. 
 

8.  FINDING:  The proposed project will not reduce the residential density of 
this parcel or the surrounding area. 
 

 EVIDENCE: a) The parcel is not included in the 2019 adopted Housing Element 
Inventory. 
 

  b) The project is proposing to remove a redwood tree that has been 
determined to be a hazard to the existing residence and other 
residences in the vicinity and will have no effect on the County 
Housing Inventory. 

 

  



Decision 

NOW, THEREFORE, based on the above findings and evidence, the Humboldt County 
Planning Commission does hereby: 
 

1. Approve the Robert Scarlett Special Permit for removal of the redwood tree, subject 
to the conditions of approval attached hereto as Attachment 1A. 

 

Adopted after review and consideration of all the evidence on June 18, 2026. 
 
The motion was made by COMMISSIONER _________________ and seconded by 
COMMISSIONER_________________ and the following vote: 
 
AYES: COMMISSIONERS:  
NOES: COMMISSIONERS:  
ABSTAIN: COMMISSIONERS:  
ABSENT: COMMISSIONERS:  
DECISION:   
    
I, John H. Ford, Secretary to the Planning Commission of the County of Humboldt, do 
hereby certify the foregoing to be a true and correct record of the action taken on the 
above-entitled matter by said Commission at a meeting held on the date noted above.      
 
 
 
 __________________________  _ 
 John H. Ford, Director 
 Planning and Building Department 
 



ATTACHMENT 1A 
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 

PLN-2026-19554 
 
Approval of the Special Permits are conditioned upon the following terms and 
requirements which must be fulfilled as specified below:  

 
1. Prior to removal the applicant shall post the completed Record of Action of the 

approved Special Permit conspicuously upon the property, in such a manner as to 
allow reasonable inspection by the public, for a period of not less than ten calendar 
days. The applicant shall provide photographic evidence of such posting to the 
Planning and Building Department.  
 

2. The tree may not be removed unless evidence has been presented that there are no 
active bird nests within the tree. Within 7 days prior to removal of the tree a nesting 
bird survey shall be conducted and submitted to the Planning and Building 
Department.  
 

3. The applicant shall comply with all terms of the Public Works encroachment permit 
for the tree removal and traffic control.  

 
4. Cutting and/or removal activities shall be limited to the hours between 8:00 AM to 

5:00 PM, Monday through Friday. 
 

Informational Notes: 
 
1. The applicant is responsible for receiving all necessary permits and/or approvals from 

other state and local agencies.  
 
2. This permit shall expire and become null and void at the expiration of one (1) year 

after all appeal periods have lapsed (see “Effective Date”); except where construction 
under a valid building permit or use in reliance on the permit has commenced prior 
to such anniversary date.  The periods within which construction or use must be 
commenced may be extended as provided by Section 312-10.5 of the Humboldt 
County Code. 

 
3. The applicant is required to pay for permit processing on a time and material basis as 

set forth in the schedule of fees and charges as adopted by ordinance of the Humboldt 
County Board of Supervisors.  The Department will provide a bill to the applicant after 
the decision. Any and all outstanding Planning fees to cover the processing of the 
application to decision by the Hearing Officer shall be paid to the Humboldt County 
Planning Division, 3015 "H" Street, Eureka. 

 



4. If cultural resources are encountered during construction activities, the contractor on 
site shall cease all work in the immediate area and within a 50-foot buffer of the 
discovery location. A qualified archaeologist as well as the appropriate Tribal Historic 
Preservation Officer(s) are to be contacted to evaluate the discovery and, in 
consultation with the applicant and lead agency, develop a treatment plan in any 
instance where significant impacts cannot be avoided. 

 
 The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) can provide information regarding 

the appropriate Tribal point(s) of contact for a specific area; the NAHC can be reached 
at 916-653-4082.  Prehistoric materials may include obsidian or chert flakes, tools, 
locally darkened midden soils, ground stone artifacts, shellfish or faunal remains, and 
human burials. If human remains are found, California Health and Safety Code 7050.5 
requires that the County Coroner be contacted immediately at 707-445-7242.  If the 
Coroner determines the remains to be Native American, the NAHC will then be 
contacted by the Coroner to determine appropriate treatment of the remains 
pursuant to PRC 5097.98.  Violators shall be prosecuted in accordance with PRC 
Section 5097.99  

   
 The applicant is ultimately responsible for ensuring compliance with this condition. 

 



ATTACHMENT 2 
APPLICANT’S EVIDENCE IN SUPPORT OF THE REQUIRED FINDINGS 

PLN-2026-19554 
 
Attachment 2 includes a listing of all written evidence which has been submitted by the 
applicant in support of making the required findings. The following materials are on file 
with the Planning Division or attached to the staff report as noted below. 
 
1. Application Form (On file) 

2. Cal-Fire Permit and Report (Attachment 2A) 

3. Grant Deed (On file) 

4. Forester Report (Attachment 2B) 

5. Arborist Report (Attachment 2C) 

6. Campaign Finance Disclosure (On file) 

7. Nesting Bird Survey (Attachment 2D) 

8. Hazardous Waste and Substances Statement (On file) 

 
 



This letter acknowledges acceptance of your "Notice of Exemption" per Title 14, California Code of Regulations, 
Section 1038(a), (b), (c), (c)(6), (d), (e), (f), 1038.3, 1038.5, and 1038.6, from plan preparation and submission 
requirements (PRC 4581) and from the completion and stocking report requirements (PRC 4585 and 4587).

This Exemption EXPIRES December 14, 2026. Timber operations shall comply with all operational provisions of 
the Forest Practice Act and District Forest Practice Rules. Note: in-lieu practices, exceptions to rules, and 
alternative practices are not allowed.

Regulatory rules may differ if the exemption is in a county with special rules or within a Special Treatment Area. The 
Timberland Owner and the Licensed Timber Operator are advised to be aware of the rules for the specific location of the 
exemption.

Other Agency Considerations:
·     Regional Water Quality Control Boards (Regional Boards) regulate waste discharges from timber harvest 

activities. The Regional Boards may have special requirements for timber harvesting conducted under this 
exemption. Please contact your local Regional Water Control Board with any questions regarding compliance with 
the California Water Code. 

·     Department of Fish and Wildlife (DFW) may require notification if the timber operations will substantially divert or 
obstruct the natural flow of, or substantially change or use any material from the bed, channel, or bank of any river, 
stream, or lake. Information on the Lake and Streambed Alteration Program and other DFW programs can be found 
at the following internet address: https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Environmental-Review

On-site inspection will be conducted by local CAL FIRE Unit Forest Practice Inspectors to evaluate compliance with all 
the provisions of the Forest Practice Act and Rules. For questions regarding the above referenced exemption, please 
contact the appropriate regional office listed above or contact the local CAL FIRE Unit for your County.

December 16, 2025

cc: Unit, File
To view Exemption Notices, please visit: https://caltreesplans.resources.ca.gov/caltrees/

Cale Lopez – RPF #3154
Timber Regulation & Forest Restoration Forester
Northern Region Headquarters – Santa Rosa
135 Ridgway Ave. Santa Rosa, CA 95401
707-576-2940 (office)
707-608-8020 (cell)

Sincerely,

Robert Scarlett
PO Box 91
Garberville, CA 95542

DEPARTMENT OF FORESTRY AND FIRE PROTECTION
NORTHERN REGION HEADQUARTERS - SANTA ROSA
135 Ridgway Avenue
Santa Rosa, CA, 95401
(707) 576-2959
Website: www.fire.ca.gov

Gavin Newsom, GovernorSTATE OF CALIFORNIA -  NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY

Letter of Acceptance

Structure Protection (0 to 150 feet) v2019
1-25EX-00914-HUMNo:

"The Department of Forestry and Fire Protection serves and safeguards the people and protects the property and resources of California."

https://caltreesplans.resources.ca.gov/caltrees/


Attached flyer can be found in PDF format at: https://www.fire.ca.gov/media/11581/2020-em-agency-information.pdf

https://www.fire.ca.gov/media/11581/2020-em-agency-information.pdf


Attached flyer can be found in PDF format at: https://www.fire.ca.gov/media/11581/2020-em-agency-information.pdf

https://www.fire.ca.gov/media/11581/2020-em-agency-information.pdf


Attached flyer can be found in PDF format at: https://www.fire.ca.gov/media/11581/2020-em-agency-information.pdf

https://www.fire.ca.gov/media/11581/2020-em-agency-information.pdf
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Nesting Bird Survey Report 
 
 
 

Humboldt County 
 
 
 

20 Oakridge Drive 
Redway, California 95560 

APN: 077-072-077-000 
 
 
 

Prepared for: 
Robert Scarlett 

20 Oakridge Drive 
Redway, California 95560 

 
 
 

Prepared by: 
Mark Pera staff forester/biologist 

Hohman & Associates Forestry Consultants 
 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This document contains CNDDB and Spotted Owl data that may be shared freely between 
current subscribers. Because of the sensitivity of the data, it should not be made readily available and released to the public 
or non-subscribers. 

 
 
 

Signature:      Date: 05/20/2026 
 



 

Executive Summary 
An on-site survey was conducted on May 19, 2026 to assess presence of nesting birds 
on or adjacent to a single redwood tree proposed for removal deemed a hazard tree. 
 
No nesting birds or birds exhibiting nesting behavior were observed. The tree provides 
marginal nesting habitat or substrate. The likelihood of nesting behavior utilizing this tree 
or immediate adjacent area is low due to the proximity of residential activity in the 
neighborhood and vehicle traffic on Briceland Road. 
 
Background 
The focus of the survey is to assess presence of nesting birds utilizing the hazard tree 
proposed for removal and habitat or substrate on or immediately adjacent to the parcel 
located at 20 Oak Ridge Drive, APN 077-072-007 located in Humboldt County in Section 
10, Township 4 South, Range 3 East, on the Garberville USGS 7.5' Quad. 
 
Nesting birds includes State and Federally listed, CDFW Species of Special Concern and 
those listed in 50 CFR 10.13. 
 
Biologist Qualifications 
Mark Pera staff forester/biologist 
Hohman and Associates Forestry Consultants 
mpera@hohmanandassociates.com Cell: (707) 672-9632 
 
Mark Pera is a staff forester/biologist at Hohman and Associates Forestry Consultants. 
He has a BS in Forestry with a concentration in Resource Management from Humboldt 
State University. He has over 20 years being employed by private consulting forestry 
businesses. Duties of employment have covered the full range of private timberland 
management and various permit applications. Mark has prepared various habitat 
assessments, survey reports and conducted protocol level surveys for Northern spotted 
owl, foothill yellow-legged frog, raptors (golden eagle, bald eagle, osprey), nesting birds, 
and floristic botanical surveys in a variety of habitats along coastal northern California. 
 
Biological experience includes: 
-Pre-construction surveys for nesting birds and amphibians (2020-2026). 
-Assist in conducting CDFW protocol botanical surveys (2020-2026). 
-Visual Encounter Surveys FYLF on Gualala Redwood Timber LLC (2017-2019). 
-Many years northern spotted owl surveys and drafting requests for Technical Assistance. 
-Identification of species and likely habitat: California Red-legged frog, Pacific tailed frog, 
Southern torrent salamander and other non-listed species. 
 
Methods 
CDFW CNDDB spatial records of listed species occurrences were downloaded and 
reviewed prior to the field assessment. There are no occurrences of listed species within 
or adjacent to the subject parcel. The largest minimum buffer was used as an assessment 
area for scoping, 1,000 foot radius, 72 acres. 
 



 

Nesting bird surveys for this report were conducted using the following methodology: 
- Surveys should be conducted during the nesting season, March 15 to August 15. 
- Weather and time of day are an important factor for the greatest success for 

observation and presence. The survey period should be rainless with good visibility 
and winds less than 10 mph. The time of day should be early morning (Dawn–2 
hours after sunrise) when birds are most active and vocal to capture peak singing 
and territorial behavior; ie., the dawn symphony. 

- Habitat should be pre-scanned from a distance before walking through to avoid 
disturbance or flushing birds too soon. 

- Walking meandering transects through the survey area should be at intervals close 
enough to visually observe the matrix of habitat. 

- Making stops to look and listen for birds in and around the survey area. Field clues 
to be alerted to: direct food carry, repeated directional flights or alarm calls. 

- Looking for specific evidence that points to use of the site by nesting birds. Such 
features would range from nest cups for passerines, to large debris platforms for 
potential raptor species such as bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) or osprey 
(Pandion haliaetus). Any observed snags or live trees with cavities should also be a 
focus of investigation, ie., secondary cavity nesting, granary tree. 

 
The above methodologies provide species survey overlap for a range of potential nesting 
bird species. 
 
Results 
The nesting bird survey for this report was conducted on May 19, 2026 between the hours 
of 09:00 to 10:00 by Mark Pera. This was a rainless day with clear skies and winds 
estimated at less than 1 mph. The ambient air temperature was 580F throughout the 
survey period. The on-site survey was a comprehensive assessment of the single 
redwood tree and parcel, which ranged from the existing building and eves to scanning 
the adjacent vegetation and habitat types. 
 
The surrounding area was relatively active and busy with resident activity in the 
neighborhood and vehicle traffic on Briceland Road. The majority of the parcel has been 
bladed of vegetation to bare soil. Wildlife observed included a domestic cat, band-tailed 
pigeon which came into the parcel to drink from a puddle to foraging violet-green swallows 
approximately 300-500 feet above ground. 
 
The entire length of the tree was scanned from all cardinal directions with a 50X spotting 
scope. The tree has a relatively fresh face cut and is limbed up to approximately 180 feet. 
No cavities, debris platforms or stick nests were observed. One large horizontal branch 
is located in the lower portion of the current canopy on the north side of the bole. It was 
smooth with no deformities. The tree is forked in the very upper portion. The eves of the 
house are clean with no mud nests. 
 
Conclusion and Recommendations 
No evidence of nesting birds were located on or adjacent to the single redwood tree 
proposed for removal. No protection measures are proposed at this time.  



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ATTACHMENTS 
 

- Maps 

 

- Site Photos



HUM0491

HUM0703

American
peregrine

falcon

Robert Scarlett
CNDDB Birds Occurrences Map

RobertScarlett

BAA 1,000'

0 1,800 3,600900
Feet 1 inch = 2,000 feet Date: 05/20/2026

-

Section 10; T04S; R03E; HB&M
Humboldt County

Located on the Garberville 7.5' USGS
Quadrangle

Contour Interval: 40' Hohman And Associates Forestry Consultants



HUM0491

HUM0703

American
peregrine

falcon

Robert Scarlett
CNDDB Birds Occurrences Map

BAA 1,000'

RobertScarlett

0 1,800 3,600900
Feet 1 inch = 2,000 feet Date: 05/20/2026

-

Section 10; T04S; R03E; HB&M
Humboldt County

Located on the Garberville 7.5' USGS
Quadrangle

Contour Interval: 40' Hohman And Associates Forestry Consultants



American
peregrine

falcon

Robert Scarlett
CNDDB Birds Occurrences Map

RobertScarlett

BAA 1,000'

0 460 920230
Feet 1 inch = 500 feet Date: 05/20/2026

-

Section 10; T04S; R03E; HB&M
Humboldt County

Located on the Garberville 7.5' USGS
Quadrangle

Contour Interval: 40' Hohman And Associates Forestry Consultants



 

 
Overview of subject tree in photo center; west edge of parcel viewing east. (photo date 05/19/2026)



 

 
View of lower canopy branching. (photo date 05/19/2026)  



 

 
Distant view of previous image. (photo date 05/19/2026)



 

 
Viewing northwesterly from base of tree. Parcel extent is bare ground; forested condition is adjacent landowners (photo date 05/19/2026) 



 

 
Viewing easterly. (photo date 05/19/2026) 



 

 
Viewing southerly. (photo date 05/19/2026) 



 

 
Viewing westerly. (photo date 05/19/2026) 



REFERRAL AGENCY COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
PLN-2026-19554 

 
The project was referred to the following agencies for review and comment. Those 
agencies that provided written comments are checked off. 
 

Referral Agency Response Recommendation Location 
County Counsel    
County Public Works  Conditional 

Approval 
On File 

County Code Enforcement  Approval On File 
Building  Approval On File 
Redway Community Services District    
Redway Fire Protection District    
CDFW  Comments Attachment 

3A 
CalFIRE  Approval Attachment 

2A 
North Coast Regional Water Quality 
Control Board 

   

Bear River Band of the Rohnerville 
Rancheria 

   

Intertribal Sinkyone Wilderness 
Council 

      

Wiyot Tribe    
PG&E     
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ORDINANCE NO. 9119

AMENDING SECTION 313-4 OF THE HUMBOLDT COUNTY CODE

BY REVISING THE PROVISIONS OF THE QUALIFIED ZONE FOR
PROPERTY IN THE LOWER REDWAY AREA

The Board of Supervisors of the County of Humboldt ordain as follows:

Paragraph 1. ZONE AMENDMENT, Section 313-4 of the Humboldt County Code is hereby
amended by revising the language of the Qualified Zoning Ordinance that applies to the propert>'
described in Exhibit A. The properties are also shown on the Garbervilie Redway Benbow Alderpoint
Community Plan Zoning Map No. 1 of 2 on file at the Humboldt County Planning and Building
Department.

Paragraph 2 ZONE QUALIFICATION. The special restrictions and regulations set forth in this
section are hereby made applicable to the property described in Paragraph 1 in accordance with
Humboldt County Code Section 315-6 which authorizes restriction of the R-1 zone regulations by
application of the "Q" (Qualified Combining) Zone.

Paragraph 3. PURPOSE OF QUALIFICATION. The purpose of the special restrictions and
regulations herein imposed on the property descr.bed in Paragraph 1 is:

a. To protect redwood trees greater than twelve inches (12") in diameter at breast height (four and
one half feet above the ground) wliile allowing for the maintenance and development of permitted
uses.

Paragraph 4. SPECIAL RESTRICTIONS. Pnncipal permitted uses and conditionally permitted
uses otherwise allowed under the Zone regulations of the Humboldt Count>- Code Section 314-24(a) and
(b) shall be allowed on the properties described in Paragraph I consistent with the following limitations:

a) Other Regulations. In addition to the regulations of Section 314-24(c), the following shall also
apply:

1) A Special Permit shall be required for the removal of any redwood greater than twelve
inches (12") in diameter at breast hdght (dbh).

2) The removal of any redwood greater than twelve inches (12") dbh shall be limited to I)
removal of trees witliin the physical footprint of a permitted building where there are no
other feasible locations on the propert>' which would allow for the trees to remain upon
construction of the building, or 2) removal of trees upon demonstration that such a tree, due
to damage or disease is in imminent danger of falling, thus creating an immediate hazard.
(Driveways, and off street parking areas, on-site sewage disposal systems shall not be
considered part of the physical footprint of a permitted building.)

3) Such removal shall not precede Health Department sewage disposal clearance.

(L-l)



4) Prior to removal of the tree or trees, the applicant shall consult a registered professional
forester and his or her recommendations for the removal are to be followed to the satisfection of
the Planning Director, in conjunction with the recommendation of the California Department of
Forestrv', the Department of Fish and Game (where habitat concerns may exist), and other
referral agencies as determined appropriate by the Planning Director.

5) In addition to the noticing requirements for Special Permits contained in Section 317-40,4 et
seq of Humboldt County Code (Noticing Requirements), Notice of Application and/or Notice of
Intent to Approve the Special Permit shall be provided to all property owners and occupants
within 300 feet of the property. Also for those applications for Special Permits in the Lower
Redvvay R-1-B-3-Q Zoning District on properties south of the centerline of Briceland Road, all
propert>' owners in the Lower Redway R-1-B-3-Q Zoning Distnct south of the centerline of
Briceland Road shall be notified. And for those Special Permit applications on properties north
of the centerline of Briceland Road in the Lower Redway R-1-B-3-Q Zoning District, all
property owners in the Lower Redway R-1-B-3-Q Zoning District north of the centerline of
Briceland Road shall be notified.

6) No cutting or removal activities conducted pursuant to an approved Special Permit shall be
commenced until and unless the completed Record of Action for the approved Special Permit, or
facsimile thereof, is posted conspicuously upon the property, in such a manner as to allow
reasonable inspection by the public for a period of not less than ten (10) calendar days.

7) Cutting or removal activities pursuant to an approved Special Permit shall be limited to the
hours between 8;00 AM to 5:00 PM, Monday through Friday, unless otlier hours and/or days of
operation are specifically authorized in the Special Permit,

8) The location of redwood trees greater than 12" dbh in the physical footprint of the building,
driveway, off street parking areas or on-site sewage disposal or reserve areas may be considered
a "practical difficulty" and "exceptional circumstance" for the review of applications for
variances pursuant to Section 317-26 et seq. of Humboldt Count\' Code).

9) Cutting and removal of dead branches of redwoods for non-commercial purposes to protect
public health, safety and welfare as demonstrated in writing to the satisfaction of the Planning
Director shall be allowed without the need for a Special Permit.

10) Waiver of Procedures For Emergencies. The procedural requirements of this Paragraph
may be waived by the Planning Director to permit cutting redwoods greater than twelve inches
(12") dbh in an emergency defined as:

a sudden, unexpected occurrence demanding immediate action to prevent or mitigate
loss or damage to life, health, property or essential public services.

(i) Petitions for waiver of Procedures. A petition for waiver of the procedural requirements
for necessary emergency work shall be petitioned for by letter to the Planning Department
or, if time does not allow, by phone or in person. The following information shall, when
feasible to do so, be provided with the petition:



(I) The location, nature and cause of the emergency,

(II) The remedial, protective or preventative work required to deal with the emergency,
and

(III) The circumstances dunng the emergency that appear to justify the waiver of
procedural requirements, mcludmg the probable consequences of failmg to take
immediate corrective action

(ii) Proceedmgs for Waiver of Procedures The Plannmg Director shall verify the e?ustence
and nature of the emergency and, insofar as time allows, the facts rehed upon by the
petitioner The Planmng Department shall provide public notice of the emergency work,
with the extent and type of notice to be determmed on the basis of the nature of the
emergency

(ill) Cntena for Waiver of Procedures The normal procedural requirements for obtaining a
Special Permit may be waived, and an emergency Special Permit may be conditionally or
unconditionally granted, only if the Planning Director makes all of the followmg findmgs

(I) An emergency exists that requires action more quickly than permitted by stnct
adherence to procedural requirements,

(II) Public comment received on the emergency action proposed, if any, has been
reviewed and considered,

(III) The emergency action would be consistent witli the pohcies of the adopted County
General Plan and the regulations of this zomng ordmance

(IV) Tlie proposed work can and will likely be completed within thirty (30) days, unless
otherwise specified by the Plannmg Director, and

(iv) Special Permit Required Followmg the issuance of an emergency Special Permit,
application shall be made for the required Special Permit m accordance with the other
applicable provisions of this Paragraph

Paragraph 5 PENALTIES FOR NON-COMPLIANCE Cuttmg and/or removal of redwood trees
greater that 12" dbh conducted witliout first obtainmg approval of the Planmng Director as specified m
Paragraph 4 are mconsistent with the County General Plan, the Lower Redway R-1-B-3-Q Zomng
Distnct and pose a threat to public health, safety and welfare, and are therefore prohibited

a  Any violation of any of the provisions of the zomng restnctions listed above m
Paragraph 4 shall be declared to be a public nuisance and shall be subject to mjunction
and abatement as such

b  Any nuisance as defined m Paragraph 5 a) above may be abated through the procedures
provided for m Humboldt County Code Sections 351-11 through 351-44 The
procedure for said abatement provided herem shall not be exclusive, but shall be
cumulative and m addition to any other abatement procedure, or any other remedies
provided by the laws of California or the Code of the County of Humboldt



c. Any person, whether a principal, agent, employee, or otherwise, violating or causing or
permitting the violation of any of the provisions of the zoning restrictions listed above in
Paragraph 4, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor.

d. In addition to any other orders issued by the Board of Supervisors, pursuant to
Humboldt County Code Section 351-22. upon the conclusion of the heating before the
Board, the Board shall order the following penalties upon any person who violates any
provisions of the zoning restrictions listed above in Paragraph 4:

1) An administrative penalty will be assessed which is equal to twice the current
stumpage value of the cut tree(s), and twice the current stumpage value of any
tree(s) damaged by the cut . as determined by the average of independent
appraisals made by three Registered Professional Foresters, one selected by the
o\\'ner, one selected by the Humboldt County Planning Director, and one
selected by the owners of lots adjacent to the harvested trees. The costs of such
appraisals will be paid by the owner of the parcel with the harvested tree(s).

2) The monies collected for the administrative penalties listed above in Paragraph
5.d. 1) shall be deposited in the Humboldt County General Fund for the purpose
of code compliance.

This ordinance shall become effective thirty (30) days after the date of its passage.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 13 th day of Frfyiwry
1996 . on the following vote, to wit:

AYES: Supervisors: Dlxon, Heider, Fulkerson, Neely, and Kirk
NOES: Supervisors: None
ABSENT: Supervisors: None

^—

iirman of the Board of Supervisors of the
County of Humboldt, State of California.

(SEAL)

LORA FREDIANI

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
of the County of Humboldt, State
of California.

By

February 13, 1996
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PROOF OF PUBLICATION
(2015.5 C.C.P.)

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

County of Humboldt

I am a citizen of the United States and a resident of

the County aforesaid; I am over the age of eighteen

years, and not a party to or interested in the above-

mentioned matter. I am the principal clerk of the

printer of THE TIMES-STANDARD, a newspaper of

general circulation, printed and published daily in the

City of Eureka, County of Humboldt, and which news

paper has been adjudged a newspaper of general cir

culation by the Superior Court of the County of Hum

boldt, State of California, under the date of June 15,1967

Consolidated Case Number 27009 and 27010; that

the notice, of which the annexed is a printed copy (set

in type not smaller than nonpareil), has been publish

ed in each regular and entire issue of said newspaper

and not in any supplement thereof on the following

dates, lo-wit.

February 28

All in the year 19^i.

I certify (or declare) under penalty of peijury that the
foregoing is true and correct.

Dated at Eureka, California,

this day of F<-hniarday ot ht-hni^ , j y, 19

Si

.26

gnature

this space is for the County Clerk's Filing Stamp

Proof of Publication of

Summan' of ordinance

SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE

On February 13, 1996, the Humboldt County Board of Supervisors ado
Ordinance No. 2112, which amends the Q-Zone Ordinance (Section 3t3
the Humboldt County Code) affecting property in the Lower Redway an
shown on the attached map marked Exhibit A, to not permit remov
redwood trees more than twelve inches (12") in diameter at breast h)
unless a) they are within the physical footprint of a permitted building,
there are no other feasible locations on the property which would allov
the trees to remain, or b) in an emergency situation, the tree(s) are threat®
people or property. The ordinance amendments will also 1) clarify tl
Special Permit is necessary for the removal of such trees; 2) specify
properties to be included in the public noticing for such Special Permits,
3) establish procedures to allow for cutting redwood trees in emerg
situations. The new zone will become effective thirty (30) days from the
of approval, the names of the Supervisors voting for and against ai
follows:

Ayes: Supervisors Oixon, Heider, Fulkerson, Neely, and Kirk
Nays: Supervisors: None
Absent: Supervisors: None

A copy of the ordinance is posted in the Office of the Clerk of the Boai
Supervisors, 825 Fifth St., Eureka, California.

Lora Frediar)

Clerk of the E
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To the Humboldt County Planning Commission: 
 
 In the summer of 1978, as a young woman, I watched one August day as several mammoth, 

park-sized redwoods were felled in Redway, just where Briceland Road goes around the last curve 

(right before Oakridge). I was shocked and horrified. I will never forget that. A group of residents got 

together and put together the Q-zone ordinance, which was then ratified by the Board of Supervisors in 

1987. I thought redwood giants in my neighborhood were protected. Not so, apparently. 

 My family's property is only a few hundred yards from Robert Scarlett's. His removal of four 

giant redwoods so close to my land is affecting and will affect my trees due to humidity and wind 

changes. And will affect land values and views in this area for many decades. 

 Please refuse to allow Scarlett to remove the “Fifth tree.” His arguments are nonsense. His 

claim that a slice off the tree will be a “vector for disease” is silly—redwood is one of the most desired 

woods for decks because of its resistance to insects and disease. Likewise his spurious claim of damage 

to roots can be refuted. After nearly two decades of lawsuits and counter suits, the Richardson Grove 

controversy has still not been resolved. And Scarlett's driveway was hardly ever used, anyway. 

 Scarlett took down four huge redwoods already. He could have limbed them. He didn't—clearly 

he wanted to make money on the board feet. 

 The Q-zone legislation states that for a redwood larger than 24” DBH to be felled it must be “in 

imminent danger of falling.” The “Fifth tree” is not in any imminent danger of falling, and Scarlett 

doesn't even pretend it is. 

 I think Scarlett should be fined for defying the Q-zone legislation. At the very least, spare this 

last big tree. 

 Most importantly of all, the planning commission's decision will set an example for decades. 

Your choice: Let people know they should follow the laws. OR make it be known that's it's open 

season on redwoods; let's destroy more and more of the remaining 5% of the original redwoods. 

Sincerely, Wanda E. Naylor  5 Eel River Lane, Redway, CA 
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