LAKE COUNTY

GENERAL PLAN ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING #5
Friday, April 3, 2026 | 1:00 PM to 4:00PM

Lake County Board Chambers
255 N Forbes Street, 15t Floor, Lakeport, CA 95453
Optional remote participation via Zoom

Meeting Summary

The fifth General Plan Advisory Committee (GPAC) meeting for Lake County 2050 was a
hybrid web-based and in-person meeting, with in-person attendees convening at the
Lake County Board of Supervisors Chambers in Lakeport. The meeting took place on April
3, 2026, from 1:00 PM to 4:00 PM.

GPAC members, representative roles, and attendance status are presented below:

Member Role Attendance
Marty Aarreberg Education Present
Kyle Bill Tribal Present
Betsy Cawn Senior Support Services Present
Paul Duncan Fire District Absent
Philip Hartley Homeowners Association Present
Carolyn Hillman Cannabis Industry Absent
Margaux Kambara Member-at-Large (District 4) Present
April Leiferman Member-at-Large (District 5) Present
Donna Mackiewicz ~ Environmental Group Present
Benjamin Murphy Water District Absent
Denise Rushing Member-at-Large (District 3) Present
Weston Seifert Business Association Present
Daniel Tyrrell Member-at-Large (District 1) Absent
Fawn Williams Member-at-Large (District 2) Absent
Sharron Zoller Conventional Agriculture Absent

The purpose of this GPAC meeting was to discuss input from GPAC members submitted
via email and through a web-based survey on the Draft General Plan, focused on the
following chapters: the General Plan Overview, the Geothermal Resources Element, and
the Noise Element.

The Lake County 2050 project team presented a brief overview of the Draft Plan's

organization, which was discussed in more detail in GPAC meeting 4. The Draft General
Plan consists of six countywide elements and six elements prepared at the Planning Area
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level. The Planning Area Elements consolidate the former Local Area Plans into the
General Plan document, and some of those Planning Area Elements also include special
study areas and/or design guidelines.

Next, the project team reviewed the three chapters to be discussed during the meeting,
starting with the General Plan Overview. The General Plan Overview is the infroductory
chapter of the General Plan. The chapter provides background information about the
county, including its geographic and physical setting and its historical roots. The chapter
describes what is in the General Plan, including how it is organized and how it fransitioned
from being separate from the Local Area Plans into a single, integrated plan. The chapter
also describes how and where the Plan addresses the requirements in State law regarding
contents that must be covered in a General Plan. The final section of the chapter
describes the process to prepare Lake County 2050, including the engagement process
and adyvisory bodies, like the GPAC and the LAPAC:s.

Staff noted that they are currently working with Tribes to refine content to be added to
the General Plan Overview regarding Treaties O and P, which were unratified treaties
negotiated in the 1850s between US commissioners and California Native Tribes and
which forced Tribes to cede land for reservations, but never transferred the land or other
concessions that were meant to be provided in exchange.

The project team then provided an overview of the Geothermal Resources Element. The
Element provides policy guidance to support the efficient, sustainable, and safe use of
the county’s geothermal resources. The Element includes policies and actions that:

e Promote research and innovation that optimize the use of geothermal resources.

e Provide well-defined and consistent geothermal planning processes.

e Ensure geothermal resource development and operations:

minimize impacts on the environment,

support healthy and safe communities and a high quality of life,
o protect water quality and supply, and

o protect air quality.

O

Finally, the project team intfroduced the Noise Element. The Noise Element identifies major
sources of noise, like the airport, noise from recreational activities on the lake, and
construction noise. It also addresses roadway noise from vehicles and includes a series of
maps showing existing and expected noise levels along major roadways based on
allowed land uses. The Element includes land use compatibility standards for noise, which
specify what levels of noise are acceptable for different types of uses. And it contains
policies and actions to protect the community from exposure to excessive noise levels to
promote an acceptable noise environment in all areas of the county.

The GPAC Chair then facilitated questions and answers and discussion regarding the
three chapters. During the discussion, GPAC members were encouraged to identify any
comments submitted in advance of the meeting by other members that they wished to
discuss; however, comments primarily centered around new comments or reiterating
comments submitted in advance. The project team did not identify any conflicting GPAC
member comments among those submitted in advance. Following is a summary of the
discussion points, by chapter.

General Plan Overview
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The GPAC member representing Tribal interests recommended including a map of
all Tribe's traditional homeland. Staff identified potential concerns over map usage
rights and suggested that the Plan could include a list of tribes and villages that
were affected by Treaties O and P and indicated that the County will work with
Tribal Historic Preservation Officers (THPOs). The GPAC member stated that the
map would be helpful to show cultural sites impacted by the Treaties as well as
villages that are not recognized but need protection.

The GPAC member representing Tribal interests recommended inclusion of a Tribal
Element. Staff indicated that they are currently working with Tribes to prepare a
policy on cultural heritage resources that may serve as a steppingstone to a future
Tribal Element and suggested that preparation of a Tribal Element could be added
as an implementing action for the General Plan.

A GPAC member stated that Mt. Konocti should be recognized in the Overview
Document.

GPAC members reiterated concerns over the way the Plan is organized, stating
there should be a countywide Land Use Element and asking if staff will be making
that change. Staff responded that all comments are being considered but noted
that the engagement process is still underway and that the project team is working
to gather all input prior to making any decisions.

A GPAC member asked if previous GPAC member input was incorporated into the
draft. The project team stated that all previous comments were considered.

A GPAC member asked what the process is to incorporate comments. The project
team stated that they will compile and organize all comments submitted in this
phase of outreach and then review every comment to make decisions on what
changes are recommended. A GPAC member requested that staff share a log of
input received and directions for incorporating the feedback or not.

A GPAC member shared concerns over readability issues with the General Plan
and use of jargon.

A GPAC member suggested inclusion of acronyms in the General plan Glossary.

A community member commented that the meeting to review the proposed
changes to the Draft General Plan based on public comments should be held as
soon as possible. Staff acknowledged the need for a timely meeting while also
noting that there is a fight timeline to review and address all comments prior to the
adoption hearings, which are driven by grant funding deadlines.

As a general comment pertaining to policies in all elements of the General Plan,
GPAC members commented that they would like to see less aspirational language
and more proactive or action-oriented language.

Geothermal Resources Element

A GPAC member questioned whether the County should encourage research in
geothermal technology and be a site for new innovations and shared that he does
not think so.

GPAC members emphasized the importance of having qualified inspectors check
the safety and compliance of geothermal facilities. County staff shared that the
County performs annual inspections of The Geysers and that they are looking to
increase training in this area.

A GPAC member raised concerns that the Draft Action GR-1.a appears to weaken
setback policies of the existing General Plan. As an alternative to GR-1q, they
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suggested the General Plan keeping exiting setbacks in most areas except around
Clearlake and sensitive water bodies where they should be expanded.

GPAC members generally agreed that the language in the updated plan should
be strengthened, for example to replace “may” with “shall.”

GPAC members stated support for a broader energy policy addressing other types
of energy, not just geothermal. Staff indicated support for adding a new
implementation action to the General Plan that directs the County to prepare a
General Plan element or policy addressing energy more broadly that could
support the generation of sustainable and/or lower cost energy options. There was
interest in including stipulations that offer the County the right of first refusal for any
energy produced in the county, though there were questions regarding the
legality of such a requirement.

The GPAC member representing Tribal interests stated that many policies are
about mitigation, rather than avoidance of impacts to cultural sites. County staff
suggested adding a policy under Goal 2, which supports collaboration with Tribes,
to pursue early and ongoing collaboration with Tribes to avoid or minimize
development impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources.

The GPAC member representing Tribal interests asked if it would be possible to
expand the co-management agreement with the Tribes to cover geothermal
resource management. County staff stated that the co-management agreement
is specific to Clear Lake and its watersheds, but emphasized the importance of the
County adhering to both the letter and spirit of Senate Bill 18, which requires
consultation with Tribes during discretionary review processes. Another GPAC
member commented that, since the co-management agreement pertains to the
watersheds, which includes the hot springs and other areas, the agreement should
support co-management of geothermal resources.

A community member commented that there must be a threshold at which
mitigation is not sufficient and projects simply cannot move forward. The
commentor noted that underground water pollution is a significant concern with
geothermal activity and stated that the use of hydraulic fracturing, fracking fluids,
proprietary fluids, and/or chemicals is a major issue.

The GPAC member representing Tribal interests stated that, from a Triball
perspective, damage to a site cannot be mitigated, particularly if it is a site with
spiritual significance.

A community member suggested stronger language in Policy GR-3.3 to specify a
“reclamation bond” is required to ensure appropriate restoration of geothermal
activities upon any future closure to return the area(s) to former their former
condition.

GPAC members suggested adding more policies and/or actions to support Goal 5
to ensure protection of the environment and community.

A commentor that geothermal resource activity be prohibited on the superfund
site unftil it has been fully remediated.

A commentor stated that the consideration of new geothermal projects needs to
evaluate the cumulative impacts, including to the county’s water resources, such
as by asking project applicants about future plans for other projects in the area.
County staff responded that they are not sure of the County’s authority to request
that information and stated that cumulative impacts are typically addressed under
the California Environmental Quality Act in Environmental Impact Reports and
Initial Studies. A GPAC member suggested that development agreements should
be used as a tool in all commercial geothermal development.
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= A GPAC member pointed to the impacts of tfree removal as another example of
impacts that may not seem significant if evaluated on the individual scale, though
a cumulative or countywide analysis would show a significant impact.

Noise Element

= A GPAC member asked where noise associated with the airport is addressed. The
project team responded that airports are addressed in the circulation element of
the impacted Planning Areas. The GPAC member responded that they would
want to see airport noise addressed in the Noise Element in addition to the
Circulation Element.

= A GPAC memberrecommended the Element prioritize avoidance of incompatible
noise over mitigation.

» A GPAC member suggested including noise standard details from the Zoning
Code.

= The GPAC member representing Tribal interests commented that the County
should consult with Tribes on the effects of development and noise to cultural
practices.

» A GPAC member asked for more actions (and potentially policies) to support Goal
5.

» A GPAC member asked for references to be added to Zoning Code where noise
standards are specified.

The meeting concluded with an overview of next steps. The immediate next step is for
GPAC members to complete their reviews of the remaining countywide element (the
Health and Safety Element) and provide any feedback in advance of the next meeting.
This meeting (Meeting 6) will convene on Friday, April 17, 2026.

The meeting recording, GPAC survey and email comment inventory, and presentation
slides are available on the project website at lakecounty2050.org/past-meetings-
materials/.

www.lakecounty2050.org



http://www.lakecounty2050.org/
https://lakecounty2050.org/past-meetings-materials/
https://lakecounty2050.org/past-meetings-materials/

	Lake County Board Chambers 255 N Forbes Street, 1st Floor, Lakeport, CA 95453
	Meeting Summary

