COUNTY OF MENDOCINO
PLANNING & BUILDING SERVICES

Address: 860 N. Bush St., Email: pbs@mendocinocounty.gov Office: (707) 234-6650
Ukiah, CA 95482 Website: www.mendocinocounty.gov/pbs Fax: (707) 463-5709

COUNTY OF MENDOCINO ¢ REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL
ADDENDUM NO. 1

General Plan Resource Management Element

RFP No. 022-26

Addendum Issue Date: June 15, 2026

RFP Issue Date: May 06, 2026

RFP Submission Deadline: June 24, 2026 - 2:00 pm

VENDOR INQUIRIES/MENDOCINO COUNTY RESPONSES

1. Vendor Inquiry: An earlier RFP was issued in January covering SB1425 and AB 1889. This RFP
only covers SB1425. Can you provide any information on why the scope was reduced (assuming
the reason was cost but it would be helpful to know for sure). Is it acceptable to propose an
“optional” talk of adding the AB 1889 amendments back in, or is that definitely off the table for
the time being?

County of Mendocino Response/Clarification: The prior RFP failed as no responses were received.
The County reduced the scope of the RFP to see if the reduced scope would generate responses. The
County will issue a separate RFP in the future for AB 1889 amendments. AB 1889 amendments should
not be included as an “optional” task.

2. Vendor Inquiry: Is there any ballpark of estimate of the budget for the project? Any guidance
would help proposers appropriately calibrate scope and cost.

County of Mendocino Response/Clarification: No. The funding source is the County’s General Plan
maintenance designated reserve.

3. Vendor Inquiry: Do you view this as a multi-disciplinary effort that includes biological resource
analysis (for rewilding opportunities) or primarily as a planning exercise that is more general and
focused on land use/equity issues, with rewilding treated more as a policy issue? This has
implications for the cost and scope.

County of Mendocino Response/Clarification: The County envisions this as primarily a policy and
planning exercise that identifies opportunity areas at programmatic level.

4. Vendor Inquiry: Is the County anticipating a more comprehensive update of its General Plan in
the next few years?

County of Mendocino Response/Clarification: Yes.

5. Vendor Inquiry: RFP 022-26 references Senate Bill 1425, whereas the prior RFP 012-26 and its
Addendum No. 1 also addressed Assembly Bill 1889 (wildlife connectivity). Could the County
confirm whether proposals should include any AB 1889 wildlife-connectivity analysis, or whether
that requirement has been deferred to a future General Plan update?
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10.

County of Mendocino Response/Clarification: This is not a requirement for RFP 022-26. The County
will issue a separate RFP in the future for AB 1889 amendments. AB 1889 amendments should not be
included as an “optional” task.

Vendor Inquiry: Do the responses provided in Addendum No. 1 to RFP 012-26 — regarding CEQA
expectations, policy-level rewilding, County-led tribal consultation, availability of County GIS
data, and the approximately two-year completion target — remain applicable to RFP 022-26?

County of Mendocino Response/Clarification: Yes. Responses are included again below to the topic
areas identified in this question.

The County has not made a preliminary determination regarding the type of CEQA document anticipated
for the project and would expect the selected consultant to recommend an appropriate pathway. The
County’s expectation is that the update will be largely policy-based with limited potential for new
significant impacts.

The County has data sets related to land use and zoning classifications, districts (fire, water, parks, etc.),
and Williamson Act/Ag Preserves. Most of the other data that we use, including environmental data, is
sourced from other agencies such as CDFW, FEMA or the CNDDB database. The Department will
provide copies of any data that we have available, typically in shapefile format. Most data sets are
unrestricted, but we will let you know if there are use/access restrictions on any of the sets. Existing
vegetation or habitat mapping would have to be found through a third party, such as CDFW, the
Department of Conservation, or ESRI online sources.

The County envisions this as primarily a policy and planning exercise that identifies opportunity areas at
programmatic level.

The County has not initiated tribal consultation under SB 18 or AB 52. County staff will lead this effort
with consultant support.

The County would like to see the project completed within two-calendar years from the contract award,
ideally sooner.

Vendor Inquiry: Does the County have a preferred or anticipated CEQA document type for this
update, or should the consultant recommend the appropriate CEQA pathway?

County of Mendocino Response/Clarification: No, the County has not made a preliminary
determination regarding the type of CEQA document anticipated for the project and would expect the
selected consultant to recommend an appropriate pathway.

Vendor Inquiry: Approximately how many community engagement events and public hearings
(Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors) should proposers anticipate?

County of Mendocino Response/Clarification: Approximately 3 community engagement events and 2
hearings with the Planning Commission and 1 hearing with the Board of Supervisors should be
anticipated.

Vendor Inquiry: Are there existing stakeholder groups or partnerships we should coordinate with
(e.g., tribes, land trusts, community organizations)?

County of Mendocino Response/Clarification: Tribal engagement will be a key component and as
noted in response to an earlier question in this Addendum, the County will lead the tribal engagement
effort. Pertinent stakeholders will be identified with the assistance of the County, typically the County has
done this after contract execution.

Vendor Inquiry: Are there specific areas or components of the existing General Plan Resource
Management Element that are not anticipated to be updated, or is a comprehensive update of the
entire element expected?

County of Mendocino Response/Clarification: Primary attention should be paid to General Plan
Section 4-12 and Policies RM-129 through RM-136, but the County would expect the Consultant to
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conduct a review of the entire Resource Management Element to determine if any additional policies or
sections require revision/update to address the specific requirements under SB 1425.

11. Vendor Inquiry: What GIS data and mapping resources does the County currently have?

County of Mendocino Response/Clarification: The County has data sets related to land use and
zoning classifications, districts (fire, water, parks, etc.), and Williamson Act/Ag Preserves. Most of the
other data that we use, including environmental data, is sourced from other agencies such as CDFW,
FEMA or the CNDDB database. The Department will provide copies of any data that we have available,
typically in shapefile format. Most data sets are unrestricted, but we will let you know if there are
use/access restrictions on any of the sets. Existing vegetation or habitat mapping would have to be found
through a third party, such as CDFW, the Department of Conservation, or ESRI online sources.

12. Vendor Inquiry: Are there any page limits or specific formatting requirements for the proposal
submission?

County of Mendocino Response/Clarification: There are no specific formatting requirements or page
limits. Please review Section IIl of the RFP for Proposal Submission Guidelines.

ALL OTHER SPECIFICATIONS REMAIN IN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT.

Acknowledgment of receipt of this addendum is required to be included in your proposal. You may indicate
such inclusion in narrative form within your proposal or by attaching a copy of this addendum to your proposal.

Any questions or concerns regarding this matter should be directed to Julia Krog, Director, at
krogj@mendocinocounty.gov.
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