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Mireya Turner

From: my=remarkable.com@share.remarkable.com on behalf of mireya.turner
<my@remarkable.com>

Sent: Tuesday, April 28, 2026 9:25 AM

To: Mireya Turner

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Document from my reMarkable: Kelseyville LAPAC

KELSEYVILLE LAPAC

4/2/26 Saw Shop
K-10 - the logo for 29 is right on top of K'ville. can we move this

3445 Big Valley APN 008-038-44 was this added to the CGB. LAPAC IS OK WITH ADDING THE NON-
VINEYARD PORTION OF THE PARCEL AND ADD IN 008-038-06

THE ELEMENT

Mark: Bothered by the discussion of the history of K'ville. wants to remove any part about Kelsey and bad
history. Sharron: wants to remove the more colorful parts.

Rick add how the the business associations work together with municipal advisory committee.

() K-5 would like to see the history of Kelsey and Bloody Island removed. Keep it more general on history.
rewrite the last three paragraphs to make less incendiary. Add current community with the supportive
and cooperative business associations who work together to make K'ville an attractive location.

() Make sure add Policy to Install traffic calming measures on Main Street.

() Sharron: Need to identify who is responsible and criteria to assess success. Wants action verbs to be
more than aspirational.

Amorphous and vastness is intimidating and could be inhibitive for development.
No mention of agriculture in this element?

and in the Ag element, we have to look at other locations in the plan.

Could we have a separate document for the more aspirational goals/policies?
Can we rewrite the goals as SMART goals?

LU-4.4 good one

Can we segment the aspirational



NEXT MEETING 4/14 5 P.M.

Sent from my reMarkable paper tablet
Get yours at www.remarkable.com

PS: You cannot reply to this email
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Mireya Turner

From: my=remarkable.com@share.remarkable.com on behalf of mireya.turner
<my@remarkable.com>

Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2026 9:52 AM

To: Mireya Turner

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Document from my reMarkable: Kelseyville LAPAC

K'ville LAPAC - 4/14

The group supports the draft history sent out by Mark. | requested additional Pioneer and ag family
history. Sharron/Mark wilt work on that and send it to me before the end of the month. | will make sure to
send it out to the LAPAC email list

Add yellow sign in sheets to the LAPAC email list.

Brian Hanson: request to modify the CGB to include parcels near k'ville lumber. He sent an email. Approx
7 acres of Ag soil, developed with a farm labor camp. and the Industrial portion. He would actually like it
to go all the way to Renfro drive. "but that would be asking for the world" from Borghesani along Big Valley

to Renfro Drive, straight down through the portion of the Hanson property. THE GROUP SUPPORTS THIS
REQUEST

BACK TO THE LAP:

Sharron: wants more emphasis on the right to farm protection of ag. would like it added to both the LAP
and Ag element, also Williamson Act, and water in Big Valley - keeping the focus on using it for ag. THE
GROUP SUPPORTS THESE ADDITIONS

MAKE SURE | HAVE THE COMMENTS OF THE AG ADVISORY BOARD INCLUDED IN THE NOTES

MAKE SURE THE WAY TO ACCOMPLISH THESE G/P/As IS DESCRIBED IN THE GENERAL PLAN OVERVIEW
SECTION.

Margaux: K-LU-5.3 - re workforce housing - in current plan this was a high priority, is it still? we have had
little development. Lots of discussion on development, private vs public funded costs for housing
development.

Eric: a permit for a pool is $6k so only rich people can develop.
no housing building going on.
Mark handout: focused on Tribal inclusion. redundant, not clear who is doing it, tough to understand.

NEXT MEETING THURSDAY 4/23 @ 5 P.M. @ WOODY'S GRILL



The Xa-Ben-Na-Po Band of Pomo

Indians are the ancestors to the Big

Valley Band of Pomo Indians whose

Racheria is on the northwestern border

of the Planning Area, adjacent to the

Lakeport Planning Area. The Pomo lived

in linear villages that followed creeks.

The largest village, Xabenapho, was

located south of the present-day

Kelseyville community, extending

approximately two miles along Kelsey

Creek. The Wappo tribe has also

historically occupied the north, central,

and eastern portions of the Planning

Area.. The indigenous tribes in the

region relied on the local fish,

waterfowl, and vegetation growing

abundantly along these riparian

corridors.

In 1870, Saint Turibius Mission was established to convert and
assimilate the Pomo people. The mission was abandoned in 1912, and
the Big Valley Rancheria was later established as a tribal community.
Today, the Pomo people continue to maintain their cultural heritage in
the region. In the 1800s the Pomo were the largest group of Native
Americans in the Lake County area, with a population of approximately
3,000 individuals. The 2020 Census estimated that approximately 1,350
Native Americans reside in Lake County, making up 3 percent of the
county’s total population.

American pioneers first ventured into the Lake County region
during wildlife trapping expeditions in the 1830s, drawn by the
area's rich natural resources. In 1844, California Governor Manuel
Micheltorena granted a expansive land grant to Salvador Vallejo and
his brother Juan Antonio Vallejo. Known as Rancho Lupyomi, this
historic grant encompassed most of what is now Lake County,
California, including Clear Lake.

In 1847, Vallejo sold his ranch’s livestock and grazing rights to
Andrew Kelsey and Charles Stone. Andrew Kelsey and Charles
Stone were the first permeant residents of the area. In the years



between 1847 and 1849, Kelsey and Stone were abusive to the
native population. This maltreatment ultimately led to the death
of Kelsey and Stone at the hands of tribal members. In 1850, in
response, the U.S. Army launched military campaign that
culminated in the Bloody Island Massacre.

In the years that followed, pioneers moved to the area. In 1861,
Lake County was established, carved out of parts of Napa,
Colusa, and Mendocino Counties. The community was originally
known as Uncle Sam, a name given to it by soldiers who camped
near Mount Konocti in 1850. The name Kelseyville first
appeared in records during the 1860s. Voter registration records
from the 1860s list the town as "Kelsey," while the 1860, and the
1870 U.S. Census designates the area as "Kelsey Creek." By the
1880 Census, the name "Kelseyville" was in common use. On
October 4, 1882, the name of the area was changed by the U.S.
postal authorities from Uncle Sam to Kelseyville.

In 1854, a wave of pioneer families began making the valley their home.
Robert Gaddy and Preston Rickabaugh among the first recorded settlers to
arrive. They were soon joined by a vibrant community of farmers, merchants,
teachers, tradesmen, and ministers, each contributing to the valley's growing
character. That era left a lasting legacy still visible today — St. Peter's Church,
established in 1868, and the Presbyterian Church and the historic Brick Hotel
(now the Brick Tavern), both dating to 1872, continue to grace Main Street as
beloved landmarks. In the late 1880s, the first pear trees were planted,
marking the beginning of an agricultural tradition that remains the heartbeat
of the community to this day.

Today, Kelseyville is a vibrant community with excellent schools, a variety of
businesses, and an array of outdoor recreational opportunities. The family
focused community festivals — celebrating holidays and cultural heritage—
draw thousands of visitors year after year. It is the 'can do' spirit of its
residents that makes Kelseyville, 'A Friendly County Town.’



Mireya Turner

From: Brian Hanson <brian.hanson@hotmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, April 12, 2026 11:44 AM

To: Mireya Turner

Cc: Brad Rasmussen; Jessica Pyska; Greg Hanson; Grant Hanson
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Community Growth Boundary, Kelseyville comments

Good morning Mireya,

| was out of town for the last meeting and | regret not sending an email sooner about the community
growth boundary in Kelseyville.

During the KAP update and 2050 process, | made sure to request the general plan reflect updated zoning
along the Big Valley Road corridor, north of the 4-way stop intersection with Merritt Road.

As we discussed at one of the BVAC meetings, the GPAP/RZ we completed a few years ago for a portion
of our parcel along Big Valley Road wouldn’t have needed to be done if we could have foreseen this
process coming. Nonetheless, | think it started a much needed conversation about updating the zoning

for Kelseyville’s growth to the north.

I"d like to duplicate this request for the community growth boundary. it makes sense to extend this line
to the north/northwest. In my opinion, it should span from Renfro Drive to Big Valley Road and tie into the

town.

This action would ease requirements for future connection to utilities and shouldn’t have any effect on
EIR constraints. This invisible line already incorporates parcels along Kelsey Creek with much higher EIR

sensitivity.

Concentrating development within a CBG allows governments to optimize investments in roads, water
supply, sewage, and public transit systems. It reduces the cost of extending infrastructure to distant

areas.

A CGB supports higher-density, mixed-use development. This enables walkability, better public transport,
and more vibrant neighborhoods = smart growth.

I think it would be an oversight to have mapping updates of this magnitude occurring and not include
property suitable for long term planning and growth, such as ours (APN 008-038-44, and APN 008-038-

17), shaping how and where the community grows.

Thank you for your consideration on this topic, I will be at the Tuesday meeting to discuss in more
detail.
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***Reminder to myself to bring up Tuesday...
Concerns in the farming community are legitimate and growing. It’s simply unsustainable financially.

Merritt Road is a beautiful, main artery thoroughfare into Kelseyville and surrounding areas, largely in
part to decades of attention to detail and stewardship by my family and others (planting fruitless plum
trees, maintaining a picturesque vineyard, farmstand, mowing, weeding etc etc).

Undeniably, we will see more and more farmers in Lake County filing bankruptcy due to the inability of
small farming operations to produce enough income to sustain itself. Taxes, insurance, PG&E etc, you've

heard all this before.



Family-owned Sonoma Valley winery files for
Chapter 11 as industry struggles
sfchronicle.com

A larger CBG would be beneficial for transitioning these properties to viable and economical parcels
moving forward. I guess the question is, why not bring these parcels into the CBG?

Thank you for your time and hearing my thoughts and concerns, [ look forward to Tuesday’s meeting-

Brian Hanson



KELSEYVILLE AREA 2026 PLAN
Sharron Zoller dl’ a ﬁ

The 2026 Kelseyville Area Plan has genuine presentation improvements over the 1998 plan

. It uses consistent policy numbering (K-LU-1.1, K-LU-1.2 etc.) that aids cross-referencing. Sidebar
boxes explain defined terms and cross-references to related elements.
«  The separation of Policies from Actions is a structural improvement, distinguishing regulatory standards

from implementation tasks.
- Open Space and scenic resource policies maintain strong continuity with the 1998 plan and are locally

relevant.

«  Housing affordability policies (workforce housing, density bonuses, farmworker housing code reform)
address real community needs.

«  Economic development goals for tourism, agritourism, and downtown vitalization are forward-looking
and appropriate.

«  The Community Growth Boundary concept is a cleaner regulatory tool than the 1998 ‘community area
boundary.’

» Tribal consultation requirements reflect appropriate legal evolution under state planning law.

The 2026 Kelseyville Planning Area Elements represent a significant expansion of the local planning
framework — growing from 142 policies in 1998 to a total of 489 regulatory directives. Of concern is that the
2026 plan’s scope introduces considerable bureaucratic complexity, numerous 'soft' policy mandates, and a
notable degree of social-equity and political framing that diverges from the core functions of a local area plan.

The core finding of this review is straightforward: the 2026 plan is structurally more organized but substantively
weaker than its 1998 predecessor in several critical respects. It has shed the agricultural specificity that
defined Kelseyville's land use character, adopted aspirational language that cannot support regulatory action,
and imported urban planning frameworks that do not fit a small, rural, agriculture-dependent community.

Strengths of the 2026 Plan

A credible review must begin with honest acknowledgment of what the draft does well. The following elements
represent real improvements over the 1998 plan and should be preserved in any revision.

Presentational Improvements

« Consistent alphanumeric policy numbering (K-LU-1.1, K-LU-1.2, etc.) significantly aids cross-
referencing, staff reporting, and appeal documentation. The 1998 plan's less systematic structure made
citation difficult.

+  The formal separation of Policies from Actions is a planning best practice. Policies establish regulatory
standards; Actions identify implementation tasks. Blurring the two — common in older plans — creates
confusion in permit findings. The 2026 plan's distinction is sound.

. Sidebar definition boxes for defined terms and cross-references to related elements add useful
navigational context for members of the public and applicants unfamiliar with planning jargon.

- Farmworker housing code reform is locally significant. Lake County's agricultural labor force has
historically lacked adequate housing options. Addressing this at the area plan level is appropriate.

SAZ3/2026



Absence of a Local Agricultural Element

The 1998 plan was anchored in agricultural reality. It identified Big Valley as containing over 48% of the
county's agricultural land. It named specific crops — pears, walnuts, wine grapes, livestock — and
documented the area's 1996 economic infrastructure: one winery, six fruit packing sheds, one fruit drying plant,
walnut dryers, and ladder manufacturing operations. It established concrete policies for preserving agricultural
parcels from residential encroachment, managing water competition, and maintaining economic viability.

The 2026 plan contains none of this. A farmer in Big Valley reviewing the 2026 Kelseyville-specific elements
will find no locally tailored agricultural policy — no reference to the crops that define the valley, no protection of
the agricultural-industrial infrastructure on which the farm economy depends, no guidance on water allocation
conflicts between agriculture and residential growth, and no Right to Farm statement.

The Kelseyville Plan evaluation should also include review of and input to the Agriculture Plan.

Recommendation

Restore a locally specific agricultural element to the Kelseyville Area Plan. At minimum, this
element should: (1) identify and map the area's primary agricultural land uses and supporting
infrastructure; (2) establish enforceable setback and buffer requirements between
agricultural operations and residential development; (3) include a Right to Farm statement:
(4) address water use conflicts between agriculture and residential growth; and (5) provide
locally specific guidance on agritourism development that builds on, rather than conflicts
with, existing agricultural operations.

Policy Volume Without Regulatory Clarity

Goals increased 52% (25 to 38). Numbered policies increased 125% (142 to 319). Adding the new 'Actions’
category (170 items) produces a 244% increase in total regulatory directives. Aspirational and vague language
appears 531 times versus 109 mandatory directives — a 4.9:1 ratio of aspiration to requirement. The added
volume does not add value to plan or produce clarity.

* With no explicit priority hierarchy among 489 directives, all are theoretically of equal weight. When
Policy A (protect agricultural land) and Policy B (encourage infill residential development) conflict on a
specific parcel — as they frequently will — the plan provides no guidance on which governs. Staff,
applicants, and the Planning Commission are left to make ad hoc determinations that invite
inconsistency and legal challenge.

* Avplan with 489 directives that cannot be internally reconciled is not a stronger planning document than
one with 142. It is a more litigable one.

* applicants face uncertainty about which standards apply; and staff interpretation becomes inconsistent
across time and personnel all of which is not a minor technical concern."

SAZ3/2026 2



Aspirational Language Concerns

A general plan is a regulatory document. lts policies form the legal basis for permit approvals and denials,
zoning decisions, capital investment priorities, and CEQA findings. When the majority of its policies are written
in aspirational rather than regulatory language, the plan fails its primary legal function. The 2026 plan uses
aspirational or vague language 531 times. It uses mandatory or enforceable language — 'shall,’' 'require,’
'must,’ 'prohibit' — 109 times. The ratio is 4.9 aspirational directives for every enforceable one. This document
reads more as a statement of preferences than as a solid regulatory planning instrument.”

Verb / Phrase Count | | Why This Language Fails in a
5 i Regulatory Document

encourage 85x K-LU-6.2; K-LU-3.5; K-0S-1.23 Creates no obligation. Cannot support permit
denial or condition.

support 115% K-PF-3.3; K-ED-2.6; K-C-3.6 Endorsement language. Does not fund,
require, or condition any action.

consider 16x% K-EJ-1.b; K-EJ-1.c; K-C-4.4 Not a planning standard. Cannot be applied
in any permit review context.

explore 16x K-EJ-1.g; K-ED-2.e; K-ED-1.1 Signals policy is not yet formed. Belongs in a
strategic plan, not a regulatory document.

promote 38x K-LU-2.1; K-C-4.5; K-LU-3.12 Advocacy language. Directional only; creates
no enforceable standard.

"where 14x% K-08-1.20; K-PF-2.7; tribal Self-defeating qualifier. A policy that applies

appropriate" content ‘where appropriate’ applies nowhere specific.

When a community member reads that the county will 'encourage and support the arts' or ‘promote shopping
at locally owned businesses,’ they may reasonably expect action. When no action follows — because the
policy carries no mechanism, no budget, and no accountability — community trust in the plan erodes.
Aspirational language makes promises it cannot keep.

+ A planning commissioner cannot deny a project for failing to comply with an ‘encouragement.’ Courts
have been consistent on this point.

«  Staff cannot consistently apply a policy that 'considers' something. What is considered in one
application may not be in another, creating equal protection exposure.

«  Applicants cannot design projects to comply with a requirement to ‘explore' an option. Exploration is a
process, not a standard.

Recommendation

Review of all 489 directives against four criteria:

(1) a specific subject — who must act;

(2) a defined trigger — under what conditions;

(3) a measurable standard — what must be done; and

(4) a clear consequence — what happens for non-compliance.

Directives that cannot meet these criteria should be re-evaluated for removal or perhaps is a
separate ‘strategic’ document should be created.

SAZ3/2026



Uncle

ar Language

Beyond the aspirational verb problem, several specific policies use terms that are undefined in planning or

environ

mental law, making them impossible to apply consistently:

K-LU-1.8 directs 'integration of Traditional Ecological Knowledge into resource conservation strategies.'
TEK is not defined with regulatory precision in California planning law. There is no established standard
against which an applicant or staff member could demonstrate compliance. If TEK is to be incorporated,
the plan must define what this means operationally — which entities are qualified to provide it, in what
project types it is required, and how it is weighted against other resource findings.

K-LU-2.1 directs the county to 'promote and practice the principles of smart growth.' Smart growth is a
planning philosophy — not a defined regulatory standard under California law. The plan's sidebar
references the American Planning Association's 2025 definition, but APA definitions do not carry legal
authority. A policy requiring compliance with a philosophy is unenforceable.

K-ED-1.b calls for an economic development strategy that 'supports a circular economy in which local
dollars are spent locally.” A general plan cannot legally direct consumers or businesses to spend money
in specific ways. This policy conflates planning authority with economic governance authority the county
does not possess.

K-LU-3.5 'encourages and supports the arts.’ This is not a planning standard. It cannot be applied
consistently across permit applications and does not belong in the regulatory section of the plan.

Marketing Language, Not Planning Standards

Several goals use language better suited to a tourism brochure than a regulatory document. Goals should

describ

Policy

e a measurable or observable planning outcome — not a desired community brand identity.

K-LU-3

K-LU-2

Reference Draft Goal Language Planning Analysis

'Coheslve and vibrant communlties' Coheslon and vibrancy are not
measurable planning outcomes. What
permit decision does this goal
support? What constitutes a finding of
non-vibrancy? This is a slogan, not a
goal.

‘A sustainable lifestyle’ A lifestyle is not a land use outcome.
'Sustainable’ is undefined. This
language cannot be applied in any
permit finding.

K-ED-2 ‘A strong and resilient tourism sector’  Strength and resilience are not

SAZ3/2026

defined. Without metrics —
occupancy rates, visitor spending
thresholds, business retention rates
— this is marketing language. A goal
should specify the planning
mechanism, not the desired outcome
narrative.



Strong Policy Language

For comparison, the 2026 plan's own best-written policies show what clear, enforceable language looks like.
These policies share four characteristics: a specific subject (who must act), a defined trigger (under what
conditions), a measurable standard (what must be done), and a clear consequence (what happens for non-
compliance). The 2026 plan's 489 directives should be systematically evaluated against these four criteria, and
those that cannot meet them should be rewritten or moved out of the regulatory plan.

. K-0S-1.8: 'Require a qualified biologist to prepare a biological resources assessment as part of project
approval for proposed development on sites that may support special-status species.' — Clear subject
(qualified biologist), clear trigger (proposed development), clear threshold (may support special-status
species), clear timing (part of project approval).

+  K-LU-4.4: 'If new development reaches [specific projections], require that environmental review address
growth impacts.' — Specific numeric trigger, defined consequence, legally grounded.

+ K-C-2.4: Five-tier road improvement priority system with named priority levels and defined criteria for
each. — Specific, internally consistent, applicable to annual capital programming.

Closing

The recommendations are offered in the spirit of producing a final document that staff can use confidently in
permit review, that the Planning Commission can apply consistently, that farmers and residents can
understand without consulting four other documents, and that courts can uphold when challenged

The 2026 Kelseyville Planning Area Elements is an ambitious document that reflects considerable effort by
county staff and consultants. Its structural improvements over the 1998 plan are real. Its presentation is very

professional.

But breadth without enforceability is not planning strength. A plan with 489 directives, the majority of which
cannot support a permit finding, does not better serve Kelseyville's community than a plan with 142 policies
grounded in local reality. It is harder to use, harder to defend, and harder to build community trust around.

Recommendation

Restore a locally specific agricultural element. Big Valley's agricultural character, infrastructure,
and land use conflicts cannot be adequately addressed in a countywide document. Include: crop
and infrastructure inventory, agricultural buffer and setback standards, Right to Farm statement,
water conflict guidance, and agritourism integration policy.

Establish a policy priority hierarchy. Identify which elements govern in case of conflict. At
minimum, add a conflict resolution section that gives staff and the Commission clear decision

criteria when policies point in opposite directions.

Conduct a language audit of all 489 directives. Apply the four-part test: subject, trigger,
standard, consequence. Directives that fail should be rewritten as enforceable policies,
reclassified as implementation actions, or removed. The target is a plan where the majority of
policies are actionable in permit review.

Remove non-planning policy directives. Tobacco licensing, smoking prohibitions, elder income
indexes, and personal spending behavior directives have no basis in planning authority and
undermine the legal defensibility of the plan’s legitimate provisions.

A general plan's measure of quality is not the number of its policies. It is the enforceability of
those policies, their grounding in local conditions, and their usefulness to the people — staff,
commissioners, applicants, residents, and farmers — who must live with them every day.
The 2026 Kelseyville draft has not yet met that standard — with thoughtful revisions, it can.

SAZ3/2026



NATIVE AMERICAN PARTICIPATION

NATIVE AMERICAN REFERENCES IN GOALS, POLICIES, AND ACTIONS

ltems marked with an asterisk (*) carry additional significance as they implement specific state law
requirements (AB 52, SB 18, CEQA).

Policy and Action statements need a person/entity for implementation and accountability (measure of
success and timeline), and a funding source identified to ‘get it done!’

A. Land Use Element

Summary of Tribal/Native American Content

Goal K-LU-1 Balanced growth that recognizes and protects the Goal
cultural and historical heritage of indigenous peoples.
K-LU-1.7 Consult with Tribal governments on discretionary Policy
development projects to protect areas with known Tribal
Cultural Resources.
K-LU-1.8 Integrate Traditional Ecological Knowledge (TEK) from Policy
Tribes into resource conservation strategies, including
watershed, forest, and habitat management.
K-LU-1.b Work with Tribal governments to integrate traditional Action
stewardship practices and TEK into development
reviews, land management, conservation, restoration,
recreation planning, and facility planning.
K-LU-2.c Work collaboratively with Tribal governments to develop  Action
educational programs highlighting traditional ecological ~ Who does this and who is
practices (e.g., controlled burns, habitat stewardship) to  the audience?
inform sustainable development policies.
K-LU-3 Cohesive communities that preserve and celebrate their  Goal
historic character, design heritage, and tribal cultural Where are the specific
identity. guidelines and who
determines compliance?
K-LU-3.10 Encourage preservation of native trees and Policy
incorporation of culturally significant plant species
traditionally used by local Tribes in public and private
developments.
K-LU-3.12 Encourage and support promoting public awareness of  Policy
the county's Tribal and cultural heritage. Who does this and who is
the audience?
K-LU-3.13 Recognize and incorporate tribal heritage in public art, Policy
interpretive signage, community events, and wayfinding  Who does this and who

throughout the Kelseyville Planning Area.

pays for it?



Summary of Tribal/Native American Content

K-LU-3.a

K-LU-3.g

K-LU-4.5

K-LU4.e

K-LU-6.d

K-LU-7.7

Coordinate with nonprofits to install/maintain public art
and interpretive signage supporting tribal culture and
local history.

Collaborate with Tribal governments to create a
heritage trail, interpretive exhibits, or programming
celebrating tribal history and presence.

Conduct early and ongoing engagement with Tribal
governments in planning and permitting to ensure
development aligns with tribal cultural, environmental,
and historical interests.

Consistent with State law, continue conducting tribal
cultural impact assessments in coordination with local
Tribal governments in discretionary permitting and
General Plan amendment processes.

B. Circulation Element

Summary of Tribal/Native American Content

1 Action

Who does this and who
pays for it?

Action
Who does this and who
pays for it?

Policy

Action *

K-C-2.f

K-C-2.g

K-C-2.i

K-C-3.10

K-C-3.g

K-C4.7

K-C-4.b

Consult local Tribal governments when reviewing
capital improvements for Tribal Cultural Resource
impacts.

Engage local Tribal governments in updates to County
Road Standards.

Consult local Tribal governments when reviewing
capital improvements for Tribal Cultural Resource
impacts. (Repeated for a different road improvement
category.)

Evaluate impacts to tribal cultural sites and consult with
local Tribal governments when planning street, transit,
and roadway projects that could impact tribal cultural

sites

Coordinate with local Tribal governments when siting
public EV charging infrastructure, roads, or transit
facilities.

Engage local Tribal governments in safety planning and
emergency access identification.

Engage local Tribal governments when developing
safety measures for high-risk corridors near tribal lands.

' Action

Action
Action

Same?? Explain

Policy

Action

Policy

Action



Code Summary of Tribal/Native American Content Type

K-C-5.7 Engage local Tribal governments in planning routes and ' Policy
transit services, particularly for elders and community
centers.

K-C-5.c Update the Transit Development Plan with input from Action
Jocal Tribal governments to include tribal community
needs.

K-C-6.9 Prioritize active transportation improvements benefitting  Policy
tribal communities and Equity Priority Areas.

K-C-6.10 Incorporate Traditional Ecological Knowledge in the Policy
design of active transportation improvements.

K-C-6.11 Ensure new pedestrian/bike paths avoid or mitigate Policy
impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources, when feasible.

C. Open Space, Conservation, and Recreation Element

Code Summary of Tribal/Native American Content | Type

K-0S-1.1 Coordinate-with-applicable-federalTribal-State. Policy
uegzanal I-and Iseall lla|;d_ |na|i|age_n:e‘ut agl Ehcieaon
measure-development

K-0S8-1.26 Integrate Traditional Ecological Knowledge (TEK) in Policy
biological resource management, habitat restoration,  Who does this?
and open space stewardship.

Goal K-0S-2 Archaeological—Tribal-cultural—and-historical Soaf
resources-thatare-protecied-and-preserved Confusing. Not a complete
througheoutthe-Rlanning-Area-for-long-term-benefit: sentence.

K-0S8-2.1* Review proposed development projects against the Policy *

NW Information Center database to determine known
or potential archaeological or Tribal Cultural
Resources; implement mitigation.

K-0S8-2.2* Require new development to preserve significant Policy *
historical, archaeological, or paleontological
resources on-site; includes Tribal Cultural Resource
definition referencing California Native American
tribes.

K-08-2.3 * Upon discovery of significant archaeological, Policy *
paleontological, historic, or Tribal Cultural Resources
during site development, halt work within 100 feet
and notify a local Tribal government representative.

K-0S8-2.4* Require training of construction employees in Policy *
recognizing potentially significant archaeological,
paleontological, historic, or Tribal Cultural Resources.



K-0S-2.9

K-0S-2.11

K-0S-2.b*

Goal K-0S8-3

K-0S-3.1

K-0S8-3.2

K-0S8-3.3

K-0S-3.4

K-0S8-3.5

K-0S-3.6 *

K-0S8-3.7 *

K-0S-3.8

Summary of Tribal/Native American Content

Coordinate historic and cultural resources

management with local Tribal governments, planning
and regulatory agencies, and nearby jurisdictions.

Conduct education and outreach about federal,
Tribal, State, local, and private funding sources to
support historic resource preservation.

Contract with an archaeologist to perform cultural
resource studies for environmental analysis,
including outreach to Tribal governments for input on
Tribal Cultural Resources.

Celebrated, amplified, and preserved tribal influences
and Tribal Cultural Resources throughout the
Kelseyville Planning Area.

Protect tribal heritage, honor the early stewards of
this land, and treat Native American remains and
Tribal Cultural Resources with sensitivity and
respect.

Support educational opportunities to increase
knowledge and promote awareness about indigenous
history and the County's evolving relationship with
local Tribal governments.

Respect and protect Tribal Cultural Resources,
including historic, cultural, and sacred sites; cultural
landscapes; views of or access to resources; and
objects with cultural value to California tribes.

Conduct formal and early government-to-government
consultation with culturally affiliated Tribes on all
projects with potential cultural, environmental, or
scenic impacts to identify and protect recorded and
unrecorded Tribal Cultural Resources.

Require protection of cultural resource sites in
subdivision projects by avoiding identification of sites
on maps; rely on building envelopes instead.

Consult with culturally affiliated Tribal governments
when developing mitigation measures to avoid or
minimize impacts on Tribal Cultural Resources;
mitigation may include tribal monitoring.

Upon discovery of a burial or suspected human
remains, halt ail work within 100 feet; notify the
Sheriff's Department, the culturally affiliated Tribal
government(s), and a qualified archaeologist per
Public Resources Code Section 5097.98 and Health
and Safety Code Section 7050.5.

Work with appropriate Tribal governments to protect
sacred sites from visual intrusion or development

| Policy

Who does this and who
pays for it?

Policy
Who does this and who
pays for it?

Action *
Who pays for this?

Goal

What does this mean
specifically and who is
responsible for
implementation?

Policy
Who is responsible?

Policy
Who is responsible?

Policy
Who is responsible?

Policy

Policy

Policy *

Policy *

Policy



Code Summary of Tribal/Native American Content Type

' inconsistent with cultural values, particularly along : Who does this and where
scenic corridors and riparian areas. are the landowners in the
process?
K-0S-3.a Establish and maintain collaborative relationships Action

with local Tribal government representatives to
facilitate tribal consultation, preserve Tribal Cultural
Resources, and coordinate land use planning around

tribal lands.
K-0S-3.b Work with local Tribal governments to establish Action
programs and secure funding to implement actions Who is responsible and
aimed at preserving Tribal Cultural Resources. what’s the accountability
criteria?
K-0S-3.c Collaborate with Tribal governments to identify Action
cultural sites, sacred landscapes, cultural viewsheds, \Who is responsible and
and traditional use areas; incorporate into land use what'’s the accountability
planning through a Tribal Resource Conservation criteria?
Overlay or equivalent mechanism requiring
consultation-based review.
K-0S-5.4 Prioritize remediation, monitoring, and restoration of Policy
historic mine sites located within or near tribal
ancestral territories.
K-0S-6.11 Support partnerships with local Tribal governments Policy
for joint management and interpretation of parks, Which parks-local,
trails, and open space to reflect and honor tribes' county, state? How is
enduring connection to the land. Kelseyville responsible?
K-0S-9.b Amend the Scenic Combining District to include Action
ridgelines, working in consultation with Tribal
governments.
K-08-9.c Work with local Tribal governments to establish a Action

sacred viewshed preservation policy, balanced with
economic development and private property rights.

D. Environmental Justice Element

Code Summary of Tribal/Native American Content Type

K-EJ-1.9 Work with local Tribal governments on mitigation Policy
strategies for asthma-related environmental hazards. What scientific data will
determine hazards?

K-EJ-4.e Periodically update Equity Priority Area maps, including  Action
Tribal Lands boundaries as updated by the Bureau of
Indian Affairs, to ensure appropriate communities are
prioritized.

E. Public Facilities and Services Element



Code Summary of Tribal/Native American Content Type

K-PF-1.3 Work with local special districts and Local Tribal Policy
governments to coordinate public service improvements
in the Kelseyville Planning Area.

K-PF-5.8 Encourage green infrastructure, Tribal Ecological Policy
Knowledge practices, wildlife habitat integration, and Is this ‘green’
protection of culturally sensitive areas. infrastructure etc apply to

the Tribes too?

K-PF-8.5 Encourage and support efforts to incorporate tribal Policy
cultural education and awareness in school curriculums.

F. Economic Development Element What county department is responsible?

Summary of Tribal/Native American Content

K-ED-1.4 Consult with local Tribal governments in the design of Policy
economic recovery and job creation strategies fo
ensure culturally appropriate, place-based employment
opportunities.

K-ED-1.5 Acknowledge local tribal communities as an economic Policy
stakeholder and encourage opportunities for tribal
enterprises that align with cultural preservation,
environmental stewardship, and community character.

K-ED-1.6 Support workforce-development partnerships benefiting  Policy
tribal citizens and incorporating Traditional Ecological County responsibility
Knowledge, protecting Tribal Cultural Resources,
and/or promoting sustainable land stewardship.

K-ED-1.a Cocrdinate with-local- business-associations-to-atiract Action
Bl X : i

FribalCultural Resources-:
K-ED-1.c Partner with private and nonprofit agencies for business  Action
incubation and workforce training, including tribal County responsibility

workforce partnerships and training in cultural resource  Similar to K-ED-1.6
protection and environmental restoration.

K-ED-2.2 Encourage-agritounsm-relatadusesprovided-theyde Polisy

K-ED-2.5 Enceurage-tourism initiatives that interpret, fespect-and  Policy

K-ED-2.6

K-ED-2.a Reguire-allpromotional materalsrefarensingtrbal Action
history-or-cultural-sites-to-be-reviewed-bythe-affiliated  The Tribes’ responsibility
tribesferaccuracy-and-to-aveoid-disclesing-sensitive to develop.



Summary of Tribal/Native American Content

K-ED-2.c " Exclude sensitive Tribal Cultural Resources from public  Action
maps; develop tribal-approved interpretive content, How do we know this?
where appropriate.

A. California Legal Framework

1. Senate Bill 18 (Gov. Code §65352.3)

SB 18 requires counties to consult with California Native American tribes when adopting or amending a
general plan or specific plan. This consuitation requirement applies to the process of plan preparation—
it is a procedural mandate. Compliance with SB 18 (i.e., conducting consultations) must be documented
in the record of plan adoption but does not, by itself, generate enforceable policies. The Kelseyville
Plan explicitly references SB 18 compliance in its narrative text.

2. Assembly Bill 52 (Pub. Resources Code [21080.3.1 et seq.)

AB 52 amended CEQA to require lead agencies to consult with California Native American tribes
regarding cultural impacts on Tribal Cultural Resources in the context of environmental review. Like SB
18, AB 52 addresses the consultation process. The plan's narrative text appropriately summarizes this
requirement. However, AB 52 consultation produces enforceable CEQA mitigation measures and
conditions of approval—outcomes that must then be referenced in the plan's policy framework to
become part of the ongoing land use regulatory system.

3. CEQA Guidelines §15064.5

CEQA Guidelines require consideration of tribal cultural resources in environmental review of
discretionary projects. The plan's starred (*) policies (K-OS-2.1 through K-OS-3.7) directly implement
CEQA requirements. These policies are legally necessary in the policy framework—the narrative
background text describing CEQA obligations does not implement those obligations at the project-
review level.

4. Government Code §65302(a) — Land Use Element Content Requirements

California planning law requires the Land Use Element to address the general distribution and intensity
of uses, including identifying areas of significance to tribal cultural resources. General plan guidelines
from the Governor's Office of Planning and Research (OPR) recommend that tribal cultural resources
and consultation processes be incorporated into land use and open space policies, not merely
described in background text.




Mireya Turner

From: Brian Hanson <brian.hanson@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, April 13, 2026 11:34 PM

To: Mireya Turner

Cc: Brad Rasmussen; Jessica Pyska; Greg Hanson; Grant Hanson; Sabrina Andrus; Greg
Panella; Angel Acosta; Joy Merrilees; Meg Lankford; Weston Seifert; Rick White

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Community Growth Boundary, Kelseyville comments

Thank you for your response and for allowing my request to be discussed at the meeting
tomorrow. This is very important to us.

While serving on BVAC and LAPAC, | believed our property along Big Valley Road would become a
strip of commercial zoning following the line established by Borgesani’s PDC zoning parcel located
just to the south. | also believed the community growth boundary would follow suit.

After the meetings/ workshops, reviewing maps and drawing lines, input and consensus of board
members and the community, | felt confident this would happen. My work took me out of the area
for 2025, and now | see that, potentially, none of this will happen? I’d like to get a meeting together
as soon as possible to discuss.

Brad, this particular area lands in District 4, can we find a time tomorrow to walk this area together?
Anyone else want to join?

l understand that the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is currently in the public review
period, which began on March 4, 2026, and will conclude on April 24, 2026. | also recognize the
concerns regarding the timing of the requested CGB extension in relation to the Draft EIR and the
importance of maintaining the integrity of the environmental review process.

However, | respectfully submit that extending the Community Growth Boundary would not
necessarily require recirculation of the Draft EIR, particularly if the extension does not introduce
new significant environmental impacts, substantially increase the severity of impacts already
analyzed, or identify new feasible mitigation measures or alternatives that were not previously
considered. If the environmental conditions within the proposed expansion area are substantially
similar to those already evaluated, the extension could be appropriately addressed through
clarification or supplemental analysis in the Final EIR.

he CEQA Guidelines Section only requires an agency to recirculate an Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) when new "significant” information is added after the public notice has been sent out
and prior to certification by the review authority. The key term is significant, such as cultura

resource, sensitive receptor or a substantial change that cannot be mitigated. In this case, the
proposed extension of the Community Growth Boundary does not constitute significant ne
information. The town of Kelseyville boundary area has been discussed in several public settings,




Anyone who lives in this community can see and feel the growth pressures in our town. Please join
me for school drop off in the morning between 0730-0815 lol.
SR-29 Monday-Friday commute hours are bumper to bumper.

Kelseyville will eventually run out of viable space to grow. If an opportunity like this, to expand the
CBG in the only direction Kelseyville can grow (to the north), is kicked down the road another 20-30
years, it will be a tremendous oversight.

Thank you for your time, consideration, and continued work on this important planning effortand |
look forward to discussing this matter in more detail at the Saw Shop Meeting tomorrow (4/14/26,
5PM).

Best,

Brian Hanson and Family
(707) 695-6829

On Apr 13, 2026, at 8:11 AM, Mireya Turner <Mireya.Turner@lakecountyca.gov> wrote:

Hi Brian,

We can add this to the next LAPAC agenda for discussion. All requests for changes at this late date,
though, will depend on its impact to the draft EIR. The EIR was written with a specific project in
mind - which included all the recommendations approved in concept by the BOS in 12/2024. New
amendments to maps, including CGBs cannot be allowed if it will cause a delay in the EIR approval
schedule.

See you tomorrow.

' Cordially,

Mireya G. Turner, MPA

Director

Community Development
255 N. Forbes St.
Lakeport, CA 95453

Phone: (707) 263-2221
Fax: (707) 263-2225

Email: mireya.turner@lakecountyca.gov




CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain
confidential and/or legally privileged information. Itis solely for the use of the intended
recipient(s). Unauthorized interception, review, use or disclosure is prohibited and may
violate applicable laws including the Electronic Communications Privacy Act. If you are
not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and destroy all copies of the
communication.

From: Brian Hanson <brian.hanson@hotmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, April 12, 2026 11:44 AM

To: Mireya Turner <Mireya.Turner@lakecountyca.gov>

Cc: Brad Rasmussen <Brad.Rasmussen@lakecountyca.gov>; Jessica Pyska
<Jessica.Pyska@lakecountyca.gov>; Greg Hanson <greghanson3360@gmail.com>; Grant Hanson
<grantkhanson@gmail.com>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Community Growth Boundary, Kelseyville comments

Good morning Mireya,

| was out of town for the last meeting and | regret not sending an email sooner about the
community growth boundary in Kelseyville.

During the KAP update and 2050 process, | made sure to request the general plan reflect
updated zoning along the Big Valley Road corridor, north of the 4-way stop intersection
with Merritt Road.

As we discussed at one of the BVAC meetings, the GPAP/RZ we completed a few years ago
for a portion of our parcel along Big Valley Road wouldn’t have needed to be done if we
could have foreseen this process coming. Nonetheless, | think it started a much needed
conversation about updating the zoning for Kelseyville’s growth to the north.

I’d like to duplicate this request for the community growth boundary. It makes sense to
extend this line to the north/northwest. In my opinion, it should span from Renfro Drive to
Big Valley Road and tie into the town.

This action would ease requirements for future connection to utilities and shouldn’t have
any effect on EIR constraints. This invisible line already incorporates parcels along Kelsey
Creek with much higher EIR sensitivity.

Concentrating development within a CBG allows governments to optimize investments in roads,
water supply, sewage, and public transit systems. It reduces the cost of extending infrastructure

to distant areas.

A CGB supports higher-density, mixed-use development. This enables walkability, better public
transport, and more vibrant neighborhoods = smart growth.

I think it would be an oversight to have mapping updates of this magnitude occurring and not
include property suitable for long term planning and growth, such as ours (APN 008-038-44, and
APN 008-038-17), shaping how and where the community grows.



Thank you for your consideration on this topic, I will be at the Tuesday meeting to discuss in
more detail.
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***Reminder to myself to bring up Tuesday...

Concermns in the farming community are legitimate and growing. It’s simply unsustainable
financially.

Merritt Road is a beautiful, main artery thoroughfare into Kelseyville and surrounding areas,
largely in part to decades of attention to detail and stewardship by my family and others (planting
fruitless plum trees, maintaining a picturesque vineyard, farmstand, mowing, weeding etc etc).

Undeniably, we will see more and more farmers in Lake County filing bankruptcy due to the
inability of small farming operations to produce enough income to sustain itself. Taxes,
insurance, PG&E etc, you’ve heard all this before.



|

Family-owned Sonoma Valley winery files for
Chapter 11 as industry struggles
sfchronicle.com

A larger CBG would be beneficial for transitioning these properties to viable and economical
parcels moving forward. I guess the question is, why not bring these parcels into the CBG?

Thank you for your time and hearing my thoughts and concerns, I look forward to Tuesday’s
meeting-

Brian Hanson
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Mireya Turner

From: my=remarkable.com@share.remarkable.com on behalf of mireya.turner
<my@remarkable.com>

Sent: Tuesday, April 28, 2026 9:24 AM

To: Mireya Turner

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Document from my reMarkable: Kelseyville LAPAC

LAPAC - K'ville

4/23 @ Woody's Cafe
To add to the Table of P/A: who is going to bear the burden, who pays for it, priority
TRAFFIC CALMING MEASURES on MAIN STREET

Katarina: Email with suggested Goal and Policies ADD TO CIRCULATION ELEMENT? ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT?

Mark's handouts: More history - Yay
Talk to N. Lake re their history section - includes K'ville

Native American Policies, Goals, and Actions - made list and identified the stuff required by law, and if
P/A - then rolling the discretionary g/p/a into an intergovernmental agreement between K'ville community
and tribes - would like the County to have an open forum to discuss th

1. Remove all non-mandated GPAs mentioning tribes and tribal oversight fro the K LAP

2. Establish a County IGA committee to discuss the discretionary GPAs and if they be included. to
facilitate the organization

TALK WITH ELIZABETH LINCOLN TO SET UP A MEETING INVITING BIG VALLEY TO A DISCUSSION TO
COLLABORATE ON THE DISCRETIONARY GPAs WITH TRIBAL INVOLVEMENT. BEFORE THE AUG/SEPT

HEARINGS

ASK THE TEAM IF ANY CHANGES TO THE CGB WOULD IMPACT THE EIR? PANELLA RESIDENCE NOT IN,
BRIAN PRESENTED HIS THOUGHTS AT THE LAST MEETING.

IS THERE ANYONE LOOKING AT COUNTYWIDE GROWTH, AT A LARGER SCALE THAN THE COMMUNITIES
SAYING WHAT THEY WANT IN THEIR COMMUNITIES?

K'ville Presbyterian is HDR - doesn't reflect current use. )

For housing: Add Action Work with community to develop ODDS for MDR and HDR



Add Action: Work with to update the Design Guidelines, if desired
Add in ED Also: Establish incentives to support development by Lake County residents.

FIND OUT ABOUT THE HOUSING NEXT TO THE POST OFFICE - DID IT GO BEFORE THE PC? GET BACK TO
SHARRON

Weston: In ED - take the items to the KBA and commercial and industrial design guidelines
ASKTEAM IF WE CAN AMEND CGBs without impacting the EIR.

NEXT MEETING ON MONDAY AT 5PM - PLACE TO BE CONFIRMED.

Sent from my reMarkable paper tablet
Getyours at www.remarkable.com

PS: You cannot reply to this email



April 23, 2026 Kelseyville Lpac Meeting #3

1. History and planning context; (start page K-5) Submitted is our final draft regarding the
history and content portion of the Kelseyville Area Plan. We ask that the community’s
version of the plan be used in place of the original draft by staff. (I can forward electronic
version)

2. Goals, Policies and Actions, Land use; (start Page K-17) It is notable that the list of input
from the Native American’s was done without any input/collaboration from the
community. We feel this was intentional and done by design. In general, this concern
was confirmed at our last meeting when Mireya stated that in fact, tribal members were
able to provide input in private meetings. Rather than relying on just items that are
necessary by law, which are easily found, a great deal of optional/discretionary polices,
actions and goals were added.

a. Submitted is a list of the Mandatory items and the optional/discretionary polices,
actions and goals under the specific headings.

b. Also Submitted is a recommended consolidation of the discretionary statements.

c. Considering the addition of these discretionary statements were done behind
closed doors, in a not open to the public format, we ask that only those items
required by law be used in the Area Plan and that the discretionary list be
consolidated and presented as a separate item. To a possible IGA

3. IGA (Intergovernmental Agreement) with consolidated items; also submitted. The
county would pursue a formal IGA with/between affiliated tribes operating in the
Kelseyville Planning Area and Kelseyville Community Leaders. With a common goal that
Standards are built together, revisited and shared across our community.

4. Community Growth Boundary; As we know, there was only one LPAC meeting, over a
year ago, in regards to the CGB. Those that attended and those that were not able to
attend were shocked to learn that there would only be the one meeting and no more.
This is not acceptable as much discussion needs to still take place regarding the CGB. As
we can see from the current area meetings, meeting interest grows and the word gets
out as multiple meetings take place.

5. Timeline extension for DEIR comments and all General Plan comments. As we know.
we have a deadline for comment submittal. We need more time. The Kelseyville LPAC
would like to review completed drafts after changes before submission.



TcH

All who live in the Kelseyville Planning Area share a common stake in the land, the water, and
the ecological health that makes a resilient and prosperous community possible. That shared
stake is the foundation of this policy. The County of Lake and the Tribal governments of the
Kelseyville Planning Area and the residents of the Kelseyville Planning Area are committed
partners in protecting clean water, developing safe communities, reducing wildfire risk,
sustaining healthy habitats, managing land responsibly, and honoring sites of Tribal historical
and cultural significance.

To give that commitment lasting structure, the County of Lake shall actively pursue a formal
Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) with each affiliated Tribal government operating within or
adjacent to the Kelseyville Planning Area. The IGA shall be developed collaboratively by
Kelseyville community leaders, County of Lake officials, and Tribal government representatives
residing within the Planning Area — because an agreement built by the people it governs is an
agreement that works. The IGA shall establish mutually agreed-upon ecological performance
standards, define joint monitoring and reporting protocols, and create a shared enforcement
framework applicable across all land types within the Planning Area, including tribal lands and
tribal enterprise operations with measurable environmental impacts, to the fullest extent
authorized by Federal and State law. Tribal trust lands shall be addressed through the IGA
framework in a manner fully consistent with tribal sovereignty and the federal trust
responsibility.

The County recognizes that Tribal governments bring irreplaceable Traditional Ecological
Knowledge, centuries of proven land stewardship, and sovereign authority to this partnership —
contributions that strengthen the entire community's ability to care for this place. The shared goal
is a collaborative stewardship structure in which every governing body, enterprise, and
landowner operating within the Planning Area respects and upholds the ecological standards that
protect the land, the water, and all who depend on them. The County commits to partnering with
Tribal governments on access to technical resources, grant funding opportunities, and planning
assistance as needed to meet these standards.

These standards shall be developed, reviewed, and updated jointly through the County's annual
Area Plan review process, April 1 APR under Gov. Code §65400. Standards that are built
together, regularly revisited, and genuinely shared across the community catry the greatest
promise of lasting success.



Element A — Land Use (11 items — 3 consolidated):

e A-]1 (Goal/Policy): Balanced growth honoring cultural/tribal identity, native plantings,
and preservation of heritage character — combines K-LU-1, K-LU-3, K-LU-3.10

e A-2 (Policy): TEK integration across land management, development review, and
conservation planning — combines K-LU-1.8, K-LU-1.b, K-LU-2.c

» A-3 (Action): Tribal heritage public awareness, art, signage, trails, and indigenous
business opportunities — combines K-LU-3.12, K-LU-3.13, K-LU-3.a, K-LU-3.g, K-
LU-6.d

Element B — Circulation (8 items — 2 consolidated):

e B-1 (Policy): Tribal consultation for all capital improvements, road standards, transit, and
active transportation — combines K-C-2.f, K-C-2.g, K-C-2.i, K-C-3.g, K-C-3.10 (non-
legal portion), K-C-6.9, K-C-6.10, K-C-6.11

¢ B-2 (Policy): Safety planning, emergency access, and transit services for tribal
communities — combines K-C-4.7, K-C-4.b, K-C-5.7, K-C-5.c

Element C — Open Space (19 items — 3 consolidated):

o (-1 (Policy): Protection, identification, and avoidance of Tribal Cultural Resources and
sacred sites in open space, subdivision, and scenic corridor planning — combines K-OS-
3.1, K-0S-3.3, K-OS-3.5, K-0S-3.8, K-0S8-5 .4, K-0S-9.b, K-0S8-9.c

o C-2 (Action): Tribal resource conservation overlay, collaborative land management
agreements, and funding programs — combines K-OS-3.a, K-0S-3.b, K-0S-3.c, K-OS-
6.11, K-OS-2.9

* (-3 (Policy): TEK integration in open space and biological resource management,
education and outreach — combines K-OS-1.1, K-0S-1.26, K-0S8-2.11, K-OS-3.2

Element D — Environmental Justice / Public Facilities / Economic Development (15 items
— 3 consolidated):

e D-1 (Policy): Tribal engagement in public services, environmental health, and
infrastructure planning — combines K-EJ-1.9, K-EJ-4.e, K-PF-1.3, K-PF-5.8

e D-2 (Policy): Tribal economic development, workforce training, and TEK-based
employment — combines K-ED-1.4, K-ED-1.5, K-ED-1.6, K-ED-1.a, K-ED-1.c

e D-3 (Action): Tribal cultural tourism, education programs, and promotional material
review — combines K-ED-2.2, K-ED-2.5, K-ED-2.6, K-ED-2.a, K-ED-2.c, K-PF-8.5



KELSEYVILLE AREA PLAN

Native American Policies, Goals, and Actions

LEGALLY REQUIRED ITEMS

The following goals, policies, and actions are legally mandated under one or more of the following statutes and guidelines:
Senate Bill 18 (Gov. Code §65352.3), Assembly Bill 52 (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1 et seq.), CEQA Guidelines
§15064.5, and Government Code §65302(a). These items must be included in the adopted General Plan/Area Plan

without modification.

Legal Authority Summary
«  SB 18 (Gov. Code §65352.3): Requires government-to-govemment consultation with California Native American
tribes when adopting or amending a General Plan or Specific Plan.

»  AB 52 (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1 et seq.): Requires lead agencies to consult with tribes on CEQA
environmental review; produces enforceable mitigation measures.

+ CEQA Guidelines §15064.5: Requires consideration and protection of Tribal Cultural Resources in environmental
review of discretionary projects.

*  Gov. Code §65302(a): Requires the Land Use Element to identify and address areas of significance to tribal cultural
resources.

A. Land Use Element

Code | Summary of Tribal/Native American Content Type
K-LU-1.7 Consult with Tribal governments on discretionary development projects to protect areas Policy *
with known Tribal Cultural Resources.

K-LU-4.5 Conduct early and ongoing engagement with Tribal governments in planning and Policy *
permitting to ensure development aligns with tribal cuttural, environmental, and historical
interests.

K-LU-4.e Consistent with State law, continue conducting tribal cultural impact assessments in Action *

coordination with local Tribal governments in discretionary permitting and General Plan
amendment processes.

K-LU-7.7 Consider requiring consuitation with Tribal governments to include Tribal Cultural Policy *
Resource analysis within Cultural Resource Reports for discretionary projects.

B. Circulation Element

Code ' Summary of Tribal/Native American Content Type

K-C-2.f Consult local Tribal governments when reviewing capital improvements for Tribal Cultural Action *
Resource impacts.

K-C-2.g Engage local Tribal govemments in updates to County Road Standards. Action *

K-C-2.i Consult local Tribal governments when reviewing capital improvements for Tribal Cultural Action *

Resource impacts (separate road improvement category).

K-C-3.10 Evaluate impacts to tribal cultural sites and consult with local Tribal governments when Policy *
planning street, transit, and roadway projects.

Page 1 of 6



C. Open Space, Conservation, and Recreation Element

Code 5 Summary of Tribal/Native American Content Type
K-08-2.1* Review proposed development projects against the NW Information Center database to Policy *
determine known or potential archaeological or Tribal Cultural Resources; implement
mitigation.

K-08-2.2 * Require new development to preserve significant historical, archaeological, or Policy *

paleontological resources on-site; includes Tribal Cultural Resource definition
referencing California Native American tribes.

K-08-2.3* Upon discovery of significant archaeological, paleontological, historic, or Tribal Cultural Policy *
Resources during site development, halt work within 100 feet and notify a local Tribal
government representative.

K-0S-2.4* Require training of construction employees in recognizing potentially significant Policy *
archaeological, paleontological, historic, or Tribal Cultural Resources.
K-0S-2.b* Contract with an archaeologist to perform cultural resource studies for environmental Action *
analysis, including outreach to Tribal governments for input on Tribal Cultural
Resources.
K-0S-3.4 Conduct formal and early government-to-government consultation with culturally Policy *

affiliated Tribes on all projects with potential cultural, environmental, or scenic impacts.

K-0S-3.6* Consult with culturally affiliated Tribal governments when developing mitigation Policy *
measures to avoid or minimize impacts on Tribal Cultural Resources; mitigation may
include tribal monitoring.

K-0S8-3.7* Upon discovery of a burial or suspected human remains, halt all work within 100 feet, Palicy *
notify the Sheriff's Department, the culturally affiliated Tribal government(s), and a
qualified archaeologist per Public Resources Code Section 5097.98 and Health and
Safety Code Section 7050.5.
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NON-MANDATORY ITEMS (Original — As Written)

The following items are not directly mandated by SB 18, AB 52, CEQA, or Gov. Code §65302(a). Many are aspirational,
lack a clearly identified responsible party, timeline, or funding source, and provide insufficient direction for implementation.
A formal statement establishing that the items in this group are a County government obligation, that the lead department

is accountable for initiating tasks and securing funding, and that progress must be reported in the annual April 1 APR
under Gov. Code §65400.

A. Land Use Element

Code Summary of Tribal/Native American Content Type

Goal K-LU-1 Balanced growth that recognizes and protects the cultural and historical heritage of Goal
indigenous peoples.

K-LU-1.8 Integrate Traditional Ecological Knowledge (TEK) from Tribes into resource Policy
conservation strategies, including watershed, forest, and habitat management.

K-LU-1.b Work with Tribal governments to integrate traditional stewardship practices and TEK Action
into development reviews, land management, conservation, restoration, recreation
planning, and facility planning.

K-LU-2.c Work collaboratively with Tribal governments to develop educational programs Action
highlighting traditional ecological practices to inform sustainable development policies.
K-LU-3 Cohesive communities that preserve and celebrate their historic character, design Goal
heritage, and tribal cultural identity.
K-LU-3.10 Encourage preservation of native trees and incorporation of culturally significant plant Policy
species traditionally used by local Tribes in public and private developments.
K-LU-3.12 Encourage and support promoting public awareness of the county's Tribal and cultural Policy
heritage.
K-LU-3.13 Recognize and incorporate tribal heritage in public art, interpretive signage, community Policy

events, and wayfinding throughout the Kelseyville Planning Area.

K-LU-3.a Coordinate with nonprofits to install/maintain public art and interpretive signage Action
supporting tribal culture and local history.

K-LU-3.g Collaborate with Tribal governments to create a heritage trail, interpretive exhibits, or Action
programming celebrating tribal history and presence.

K-LU-6.d Encourage opportunities for indigenous-owned businesses within mixed-use and Action
commercial areas.

B. Circulation Element

Code ' Summary of Tribal/Native American Content Type
K-C-3.g Coordinate with local Tribal governments when siting public EV charging infrastructure, Action
roads, or transit facilities.
K-C4.7 Engage local Tribal governments in safety planning and emergency access Policy
identification.
K-C-4.b Engage local Tribal governments when developing safety measures for high-risk Action
corridors near tribal lands.
K-C-5.7 Engage local Tribal governments in planning routes and transit services, particularly for Policy
elders and community centers.
K-C-5.c Update the Transit Development Plan with input from local Tribal governments to Action
include tribal community needs.
K-C-8.9 Prioritize active transportation improvements benefitting tribal communities and Equity Policy
Priority Areas.
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K-C-6.10 Incorporate Traditional Ecological Knowledge in the design of active transportation
improvements.
K-C-6.11 Ensure new pedestrian/bike paths avoid or mitigate impacts to Tribal Cultural

Resources, when feasible.

C. Open Space, Conservation, and Recreation Element

Code | Summary of Tribal/Native American Content
K-0S-1.1 Coordinate with applicable federal, Tribal, State, regional, and local land management
agencies on natural resources, habitat planning, and mitigation measure development.
K-0S-1.26 Integrate Traditional Ecological Knowledge (TEK) in biological resource management,
habltat restoration, and open space stewardshlp
Goal K-0S-2 Archaeological, Trlbal cultural, and hlstoncal resources that are protected and
preserved throughout the Plannmg Area for long-term benefit.
K-0S-2.9 Coordinate historic and cultural resources management with local Tribal governments
plannlng and regulatory agencres and nearbyjurlsdrctrons
K-0S8-2.11 Conduct education and outreach about federal, Tribal, State, local, and private funding
sources to support hlstorrc resource preservatron
Goal K-0S-3 Celebrated, amplified, and preserved trrbal influences and Tribal Cultural Resources
throughout the Kelseyville Planning Area.
K-0S8-3.1 Protect tribal herltage honor the early stewards of this land, and treat Natrve Amencan
remains and Tribal Cultural Resources with sensitivity and respect.
K-0S-3.2 Support educational opportunities to increase knowledge and promote awareness
about indigenous history and the County's evolving relationship with local Tribal
governments.
K-08-3.3 Respect and protect Tribal Cultural Resources, including historic, cultural, and sacred

sites; cultural landscapes; views of or access to resources; and objects with cultural
value to California tribes.

K-0S-3.5 Require protection of cultural resource sites in subdivision projects by avoiding
identification of sites on public maps; rely on building envelopes instead.

K-0S-3.8 Work with appropriate Tribal governments to protect sacred sites from visual intrusion
or development inconsistent with cultural values, particularly along scenic corridors and
riparian areas.

K-OS-3.a Establish and maintain collaborative relatlonshrps with local Tribal government
representatives to facilitate tribal consultation, preserve Tribal Cultural Resources, and
coordlnate land use planning around trlbal lands.

K-0S-3.b Work with local Trrbal governments to establish programs and secure fundlng to
implement actions aimed at preservrng Tribal Cultural Resources

K-0S-3.c Collaborate with Tribal governments to identify cuIturaI sites, sacred landscapes,
cultural viewsheds, and traditional use areas; incorporate into land use planning
through a Tribal Resource Conservation Overlay.

K-0S8-5.4 Prioritize remediation, monitoring, and restoration of historic mine sites located within
or near tribal ancestral territories.

K-0S-6.11 Support partnerships with local Tribal governments for joint management and
interpretation of parks, trails, and open space.

K-0S-9.b Amend the Scenic Combining District to include ridgelines, working in consultation with
Tribal governments.

K-0S-9.c Work with local Tribal governments to establish a sacred viewshed preservation policy,
balanced with economic development and private property rights.

Policy

Policy

Type
Policy

Policy
Goal
Policy
Policy
-Goaln
Poricy

Policy
Policy

Policy

Policy
Action

Action

Action

Policy
Policy
Action

Action
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Code
K-EJ-1.9

K-EJ-4.e

K-PF-1.3

K-PF-5.8

K-PF-8.5

K-ED-1.4

K-ED-1.5

K-ED-1.6

K-ED-1.a

K-ED-1.c

K-ED-2.2

K-ED-2.5

K-ED-2.6

K-ED-2.a

K-ED-2.c

D. Environmental Justice / Public Facilities / Economic Development

Summary of Tribal/Native American Content

Work with local Tribal governments on mitigation strategies for asthma-related
environmental hazards.

Periodically update Equity Priority Area maps, including Tribal Lands boundaries as
updated by the Bureau of Indian Affairs.

Work with local special districts and Local Tribal governments to coordinate public
service improvements.

Encourage green infrastructure, Tribal Ecological Knowledge practices, wildlife habitat
integration, and protection of culturally sensitive areas.

Encourage and support efforts to incorporate tribal cultural education and awareness in
school curriculums.

Consult with local Tribal governments in the design of economic recovery and job
creation strategies.

Acknowledge local tribal communities as an economic stakeholder and encourage tribal
enterprises aligned with cultural preservation and environmental stewardship.

Support workforce-development partnerships benefiting tribal citizens and incorporating
Traditional Ecological Knowledge.

Coordinate with local business associations to attract clean industries; ensure new clean
industries avoid Tribal Cultural Resources.

Partner with private and nonprofit agencies for business incubation, including tribal
workforce partnerships and training in cultural resource protection.

Encourage agritourism-related uses, provided they do not disturb known or potential
Tribal Cultural Resources.

Encourage tourism initiatives that interpret, respect, and help protect tribal cultural
heritage.

Support tribal-led or tribal-partnered cultural education programs, guided tours, and
visitor materials, where approved by the tribes.

Require all promotional materials referencing tribal history or cultural sites to be
reviewed by the affiliated tribes for accuracy and to avoid disclosing sensitive locations.

Exclude sensitive Tribal Cultural Resources from public maps; develop tribal-approved
interpretive content, where appropriate.

Type
Policy

Action

Policy

Policy

Policy

Policy

Policy

Policy

Action

Action

Policy

Policy

Policy

Action

Action
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Consolidation of the above elements

Element A — Land Use (11 items — 3 consolidated):

o A-1 (Goal/Policy): Balanced growth honoring cultural/tribal identity, native plantings, and preservation
of heritage character — combines K-LU-1, K-LU-3, K-LU-3.10

e A-2 (Policy): TEK integration across land management, development review, and conservation planning
— combines K-LU-1.8, K-LU-1.b, K-LU-2.c

o A-3 (Action): Tribal heritage public awareness, art, signage, trails, and indigenous business
opportunities — combines K-LU-3.12, K-LU-3.13, K-LU-3.a, K-LU-3.g, K-LU-6.d

Element B — Circulation (8 items — 2 consolidated):

e B-1 (Policy): Tribal consultation for all capital improvements, road standards, transit, and active
transportation — combines K-C-2.f, K-C-2.g, K-C-2.i, K-C-3.g, K-C-3.10 (non-legal portion), K-C-6.9,
K-C-6.10, K-C-6.11

« B-2 (Policy): Safety planning, emergency access, and transit services for tribal communities —
combines K-C-4.7, K-C-4.b, K-C-5.7, K-C-5.c

Element C — Open Space (19 items — 3 consolidated):

e C-1 (Policy): Protection, identification, and avoidance of Tribal Cultural Resources and sacred sites in
open space, subdivision, and scenic corridor planning — combines K-OS-3.1, K-0S-3.3, K-OS-3.5, K-
0S-3.8, K-0S-5.4, K-0S§-9.b, K-OS-9.c

e C-2 (Action): Tribal resource conservation overlay, collaborative land management agreements, and
funding programs — combines K-OS-3.a, K-0S-3.b, K-OS-3.c, K-08-6.11, K-OS-2.9

e (-3 (Policy): TEK integration in open space and biological resource management, education and
outreach — combines K-OS-1.1, K-OS-1.26, K-OS-2.11, K-OS-3.2

Element D — Environmental Justice / Public Facilities / Economic Development (15 items — 3
consolidated):

e D-1 (Policy): Tribal engagement in public services, environmental health, and infrastructure planning —
combines K-EJ-1.9, K-EJ-4.e, K-PF-1.3, K-PF-5.8

e D-2 (Policy): Tribal economic development, workforce training, and TEK-based employment —
combines K-ED-1.4, K-ED-1.5, K-ED-1.6, K-ED-1.a, K-ED-1.c

e D-3 (Action): Tribal cultural tourism, education programs, and promotional material review —
combines K-ED-2.2, K-ED-2.5, K-ED-2.6, K-ED-2.a, K-ED-2.c, K-PF-8.5
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reported 1,353 Native Americans residing in Lake County, making up roughly 3 percent of the total Lake
County population.

Euro-American colonizers first arrived in the region on wildlife trapping expeditions in the 1830s. In 1841, a
Spanish settler named Salvador Vallejo established a large cattle ranch in Big Valley, which was later taken
over by Charles Stone and Andrew Kelsey, the namesake of the Kelseyville Planning Area. In 1844, Manuel
Micheltorena, the Governor of Catifornia under Mexican rute, granted Rancho Lupyomi, which
encompassed much of the present-day Kelseyville community, to Satvador Vallejo. In 1847, Vallejo sold
his remaining livestock in the area to Andrew and Ben Kelsey, Charles Stone, and E.D. Shirtand. Andrew
Kelsey and Charles Stone interned and enslaved the local Pomo and Wappo people, subjected them to
severe abuse, and murdered or caused the death of many tribal members. This abuse ultimately led to the
killing of Kelsey and Stone by tribal members. In response, the U.S. Army launched a violent military
campaign that culminated in the Bloody Istand Massacre in 1850, where many Pomo were kilted, including
children. women, and elderly tribal members. The Bloody Island Massacre took place near the present-day
community of Upper Lake and is now a California Historical Landmark, and a focus of annual healing
ceremonies for our still-impacted tribat communities.

After California became part of the United States in 1848, an influx of Euro-American colonizers moved to
the area. In 1861, Lake County was established, absorbing parts of Napa, Colusa, and Mendocino
Counties. The first wave of settlers were primarily cattle ranchers. Economic industries rose to support this
new population, including resorts along lakes and capitalizing on the mineral springs. By the 1920s,
electricity and improved roads spurred further growth in the locat tourism industry and set the stage for
increased development of residential subdivisions in the area. The Clear Lake Villas subdivision was
constructed in 1922 and included a general store. The area was later renamed to Nice, after the
mediterranean French city. Between 1923 and 1924, the Clearlake Beach Company began subdividing
Lucerne, creating hundreds of smaller lots that lacked modern services.

in 1907, President Theodore Roosevelt set aside the Stoney Creek Reserve, later changed to Mendocino
National Forest in 1932. Approximately 397 square miles of the National Forest is within Lake County.

In the late nineteenth century, agricultural crop farming, specifically the production and canning of string
beans grown near Tule Lake, also drove economic growth in the area. The Upper Lake community was a
wine-growing region beginning in the 1880s and continuing until the Prohibition era. Once Prohibition was
enacted, the vineyards were either abandoned or converted to wainut orchards, which remain a major crop
in the area. The area began replanting vineyards in the 1970s with about 300 acres of vines recorded in
2022. That same year, the Upper Lake Valley was recognized as part of the Clear Lake American Viticulturat
Area.



» The Xa-Ben-Na-Po Band of Pomo

Indians are the ancestors to the Big

Valley Band of Pomo Indians whose

Racheria is on the northwestern border

of the Planning Area, adjacent to the

Lakeport Planning Area. The Pomo lived

in linear villages that followed creeks.

The largest village, Xabenapho, was

located south of the present-day

Kelseyville community, extending

approximately two miles along Kelsey

Creek. The Wappo tribe has also

historically occupied the north, central,

and eastern portions of the Planning

Area.. The indigenous tribes in the

region relied on the local fish,

waterfowl, and vegetation growing

abundantly along these riparian

corridors.

In 1870, Saint Turibius Mission was established to convert and
assimilate the Pomo people. The mission was abandoned in 1912, and
the Big Valley Rancheria was later established as a tribal community.
Today, the Pomo people continue to maintain their cultural heritage in
the region. In the 1800s the Pomo were the largest group of Native
Americans in the Lake County area, with a population of approximately
3,000 individuals. The 2020 Census estimated that approximately 1,350
Native Americans reside in Lake County, making up 3 percent of the
county’s total population.

American pioneers first ventured into the Lake County region
during wildlife trapping expeditions in the 1830s, drawn by the
area's rich natural resources. In 1844, California Governor Manuel
Micheltorena granted a expansive land grant to Salvador Vallejo and
his brother Juan Antonio Vallejo. Known as Rancho Lupyomi, this
historic grant encompassed most of what is now Lake County,
California, including Clear Lake.

In 1847, Vallejo sold his ranch’s livestock and grazing rights to
Andrew Kelsey and Charles Stone. Andrew Kelsey and Charles
Stone were the first permanent residents of the area. In the
years between 1847 and 1849, Kelsey and Stone were abusive to



the native population. This maltreatment ultimately led to the
death of Kelsey and Stone at the hands of tribal members. In

1850, in response, the U.S. Army launched military campaign
that culminated in the Bloody Island Massacre.

In the years that followed, pioneers moved to the area. In 1861,
Lake County was established, carved out of parts of Napa,
Colusa, and Mendocino Counties. The community was originally
known as Uncle Sam, a name given to it by soldiers who camped
near Mount Konocti in 1850. The name Kelseyville first
appeared in records during the 1860s. Voter registration records
from the 1860s list the town as "Kelsey,"” while the 1860, and the
1870 U.S. Census designates the area as "Kelsey Creek." By the
1880 Census, the name "Kelseyville" was in common use. On
October 4, 1882, the name of the area was changed by the U.S.
postal authorities from Uncle Sam to Kelseyville.

In 1854, a wave of pioneer families began making the valley their home.
Robert Gaddy and Preston Rickabaugh among the first recorded settlers to
arrive. They were soon joined by a vibrant community of farmers, merchants,
teachers, tradesmen, and ministers, each contributing to the valley's growing
character. That era left a lasting legacy still visible today — St. Peter's Church,
established in 1868, and the Presbyterian Church and the historic Brick Hotel
(now the Brick Tavern), both dating to 1872, continue to grace Main Street as
beloved landmarks. In the late 1880s, the first pear trees were planted,
marking the beginning of an agricultural tradition that remains the heartbeat
of the community to this day.

Among the first families to settle the valley in 1854, the Reeves, Boggs, and
Piner, 1861, names stand out as founding pillars. Elijah and Martha Reeves
arrived after an arduous overland crossing from Illinois, following Kelsey
Creek into Big Valley to claim 160 acres near the lake. Henry Carroll Boggs,
son of a Missouri governor, became one of the region’s most consequential
citizens: he acquired the sawmill beside what became Boggs Lake, logged the
timberlands of Boggs Mountain and served as president of the Farmers Savings
Bank of Lakeport. His son Lilburn served as Lake County Sheriff for many
years, cementing the Boggs family as a cornerstone of both commerce and
civic life.

The families who followed each added their own thread to the valley’s growing
fabric. The Hendersons arrived by covered wagon in the 1850s. Lewis



Henderson served as Lake County Supervisor for 24 years, and he planted pear
orchards in 1890 that remain productive today. He helped build the
agricultural tradition that would earn the community its proud title: Pear
Capital of the World. G.W. Gard and his family settled on 120 acres near
Kelseyville around 1861, farming and raising their children in Big Valley. The
Merritts established themselves in 1871 along what became Merritt Road. Fred
Merritt served the county for more than two decades as assessor and county
clerk. The Renfro family gave their name to Renfro Drive intersecting with
Merritt Road in the heart of orchard country.

Later arrivals left marks no less enduring. Gustav Hoberg and his wife Matilda
homesteaded in the hills southeast of Kelseyville in the early 1890s, and their
hospitality to road-weary travelers grew into Hoberg’s Resort, reported to be
the largest privately owned resort in Northern California, drawing generations
of San Francisco visitors to “take the waters” of Lake County. Thomas H.
Buckingham arrived from San Francisco in 1875, purchasing land at the foot of
Mount Konocti. The community of Buckingham Park bears his name. The
Holdenried family, whose ancestors came to the valley from Kentucky in the
1850s, maintained a continuous farming presence across six generations. In
1966, farmers Myron Holdenried and Reid Dorn, fifth-generation cousins,
planted Zinfandel vineyards. This launch a modern renaissance of Lake County
viticulture where today there are 40 bonded wineries. In the 1960s Nellie
Dorn, a descendent of the Henderson family, donated the land to the State of
California for the Clearlake State Park. The families of Brotherson, Clark,
Cruickshank, Hummel, and Shaul added further depth to the community’s
commercial, professional, and civic life in the years that followed.

A drive through Kelseyville and Big Valley today is a quiet tour through
pioneer history. Renfro Drive, Merritt Road, Benson Lane, Piner Hill, Boggs
Lake, Boggs Mountain and many others all carry the names of poineers who
arrived by wagon, on foot, and on horseback to settle in this beautiful valley.
Their names are not merely inscribed on road signs and maps—they are
written into the character of the community itself. These families and so many
that followed, each contributed farms, trades, businesses, schools, and
community institutions grew the early settlement into a thriving, self-
sustaining town.

Today, Kelseyville is a vibrant community with excellent schools, a variety of
businesses, and an array of outdoor recreational opportunities. The family
focused community festivals — celebrating holidays and cultural heritage—



draw thousands of visitors year after year. It is the 'can do’ spirit of its
residents that makes Kelseyville, 'A Friendly County Town.’



4/23/26, 3:46 PM K Bradley Architect Mail - Kelseyville Area Plan - Downtown Input

| K. BRADLEY @

l\® ARCHITECT k "Q/L&?/\' Katarina Bradley <katarina@kbradleyarchitect.com>
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Kelseywlle Area Plan - Downtown Input

Katarina Bradley <katarina@kbradleyarchitect.com> Wed, Apr 22, 2026 at 8:40 PM
To: Mireya.Turner@lakecountyca.gov

Hi Mireya,

| wanted to follow up from the recent Kelseyville Area Plan meeting. | may have missed the follow-up email with the draft.
Wouid you mind resending the current version when you have a moment?

Attached is the downtown plan we briefly reviewed (pg 2). This was developed internally with the Beautification
Committee and illustrates the types of pedestrian-oriented enhancements we’ve been discussing and would like to see
considered over time.

| had also planned to suggest a refinement to one of the goals related to pedestrian improvements. As a starting point, |
put together a potential goal with a few supporting policies to help connect that direction to implementation:

Goal

Strengthen downtown Kelseyville as a walkable, pedestrian-oriented district by improving pedestrian safety, supporting
streetscape enhancements such as curb extensions (bump-outs), and partnering with local organizations to support
community-led revitalization efforts, including storefront improvements and access to grant or funding opportunities.

Supporting Policies

« Focus pedestrian improvements in downtown Kelseyville and along key connections to surrounding residential
areas and the school, prioritizing pedestrian safety improvements such as curb extensions (bump-outs), traffic
calming, and routes that support daily use, safe access, and opportunities for outdoor activity and pedestrian use.

« Support implementation of downtown improvements through streamlined review processes and by partnering with
local organizations to advance community-led revitalization efforts, including facilitating access to funding, grant
opportumtles and programs that enable storefront and small business improvements.

pport the ongoing maintenance and care of downtown Kelseyville, including

streetscape elements, landscaping, and pedestrian amenities, to ensure a safe, clean, and welcoming

environment.

| understand there had been a request to include language specific to downtown Kelseyville, and | noted a reference to
this within the circulation section. | wanted to share a more developed example of the type of language we’d be looking for
to help reinforce that direction.

Thanks again, and | appreciate the opportunity to be included in the conversation.

Katarina Bradley AlA, CID
Architect

Phone: (408) 963-3410

3720 Main Street, Ste B
Kelseyville CA 95451

K. BRADLEY

ARCHITECT
* ARCHITECTURE - INTERIOR DESIGN *

kbradleyarchitect.com

..a 260309 Kelseyville Street Improvements_Reduced.pdf
10406K

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=0a231eb428&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-a:s: 705281055398793398&simpl=msg-a:5:70528105539879.. M
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Mireya Turner

From: my=remarkable.com@share.remarkable.com on behalf of mireya.turner
<my@remarkable.com>

Sent: Tuesday, April 28, 2026 8:53 AM

To: Mireya Turner

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Document from my reMarkable: Kelseyville LAPAC

LAPAC - Kelseyville

4/27 5:00 p.m. @ Woody's

Brian's CGB change - following the PDC zoning line to Big Valley Road and in about a ways to include the
land zoned PDC and LUD Industrial.

Mark: Email before the 1/20/25 meeting re not getting the CGB covered. Margaux sent out an emailin
February that the CGB didn't have much consensus.

How about adding a 5-year timeline to update the LAP?

Add Goal in Economic Development to support ongoing economic development. Policy: Work with MAC,
Business Organizations and community to update the LAP in a timely manner. Add Action: Work with
BVAC, KBA, and community to update the LAP - timeline 5-8 years.

Add to LC2050 project: adding Brian Hanson portion parcel.

Greg and Brian's parcels.

CREATE TABLE ASAP AND SET UP FOLLOW UP LAPAC - SEND TO LAPAC EMAIL GROUP. AND CHECK
RICK'S INCLUSION AND THE FOR THE LOVE OF GOD FOR SHARRON.

ADD ELIZABETH'S EMAIL RE PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH

REVIEW MARGAUX'S EMAIL AND SEND ME COMMENTS BY THURSDAY EVENING.

Sent from my reMarkable paper tablet
Get yours at www.remarkable.com

PS: You cannot reply to this email



LAKE COUNTY

Kelseyville LAPAC Virtual Meeting
1/20/2025

10:00 a.m. — 11:00 a.m.
Meeting Link below:

hitps://teams.microsoft.com/l/meetup-
ioin/19%3ameeting ZmZhMzVhYzOINGEONY0QY|RILTgyMmUIOWE1Y2 UwMmMyMmRk%40thread.v2/0?context=%70%22Tid%22%3
2%2200332917-43f0-4d2f-aadb-c0f405dc3f3e%22%2¢%220id%22%3a%224218a caf-dfbe-4d62-b0b3-202feb774952%22%7d

Join the Virtual meeting
Meeting ID: 216 313 578 821
Passcode: qT97jG2a

Dial in by phone
+1 972-581-9848,.,.320641000# United States, Renner
Find a local number
Phone conference |D: 320 641 000#

1. Welcome and Introductions
2. Roll Call of LAPAC members
3. Discussion Topics:

e Consideration of request to extend Community Growth Boundary in the Big Valley Road
Area “
e Any other mapping changes

4. Adjournment

Save the Date: General Plan Advisory Committee, February 13, 2025, at 3:00 p.m., in the
Board of Supervisors Chambers, to consider draft General Plan maps, including all
recommended changes. All LAPAC members are invited to attend. This is a Hybrid Meeting;
the Webinar link is included below:

Join from PC, Mac, iPad, or Android:
https://lakecounty.zoom.us/j/853832959487pwd=0W1 KaUNPKzIkTGE5UVVSbEhQUFdVQTO09

Passcode: 250842

Phone one-tap:
+16694449171,,85383295948#,,,,*250842# US

Join via audio:
+1 669 444 9171 US Webinar ID: 853 8329 5948 Passcode: 250842
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