county of ventura

PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY
JEFF PRATT
Agency Director

NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY
AND INTENT TO ADOPT A

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

The County of Ventura Public Works Agency (PWA) Engineering Services

Divison,

project:

A.

800 S.

as the designated Lead Agency, has reviewed the following

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Entitlement: Agricultural Grading Permit, GP14-0014

Applicant: Joel Shukovsky

Engineering Services Department
Herbert L. Schwind, Director

Engineering Services Department
Christopher E. Cooper, Project Services
Deputy Director

County Surveyor's Office
Wayne Battleson, County Surveyor

Development & Inspection Services
Raymond Gutierrez Jr., Manager

Location: The project site is located at 1769 Hidden Valley Road in the unincorporated area of

Ventura County, and is the westerly terminus of Hidden Valley Road.

Assessor’s Parcel Nos.: 694-0-140-120 and 694-0-150-170

Parcel Size: 96.67 acres and 79.77 acres, respectively

General Plan Designation: Agricultural and Open Space

Zoning Designation: AE-40ac (Agricultural Exclusive, 40 acre minimum lot size)

Responsible and/or Trustee Agencies: County of Ventura Public Works Agency — Development
and Inspection Services and California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW).

Project Description: The project consists of the installation of an agricultural access road to
connect the two adjacent parcels to support existing agricultural operation and allow for an
additional escape route in the event of an emergency. The road will be approximately 1300 feet
long and 12 feet wide and traverse steep terrain beginning at existing water tanks and
terminating at the Danielson Fire Road. A culvert will be installed at the midpoint of the road to
allow drainage to occur during rain events. The road will be constructed with cut slopes up to
70 feet high and fill slopes up to 45 feet. There are no structures proposed at this time nor in
the foreseeable future

STATEMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS:

State law requires the Public Works Agency, Development and Inspection Services Division, as
the lead agency for the proposed project, to prepare an Initial Study (environmental analysis) to
determine if the proposed project could significantly affect the environment. Based on the
findings contained in the attached Initial Study, it has been determined that the proposed
project may have a significant effect on the environment; however, mitigation measures are

Hall of Administration L # 1670 o
Victoria Avenue, Ventura, CA 93009  (805) 654-2018 « FAX (805) 654-3952 ehttp://www.ventura.org/pwa T."r




Page 2

available that would reduce the impacts to less than significant levels. Therefore, a Mitigated
Negative Declaration has been prepared and the applicant has agreed to implement the
mitigation measures.

C. LISTING OF POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS IDENTIFIED:

e BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES (PWA) 4A
The project site contains suitable habitat for nesting birds and construction activities can

potentially impact protected nesting birds. Mitigation measures proposed in the Initial
Study Biological Assessment will be implemented to reduce the impacts to less than
significant including surveys by an approved biological monitor within a 300 foot buffer
of suitable nesting habitat. Avoidance measures will be taken as appropriate depending
upon the species and status.

e SCENIC RESOURCES (RMA- Planning) 6
As stated in the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (53), mountains,

ridgelines, hillsides, and native habitat qualify as scenic resources. The proposed project
site is located on a southeast-facing slope of a mountain at the western end of Hidden
Valley that is covered by native chaparral habitat undergoing a process of ecological
succession following the Spring Fire of May 2013, Therefore, the proposed project site is
located within an area that has scenic resources. The proposed project does not include
the construction of any buildings, and does not include grading activities that could alter
the existing topography such that it would obstruct or obscure the scenic vista.
However, the proposed project has the potential to degrade the views of the southeast-
facing slope of a mountain at the western end of Hidden Valley that due to the creation
of exposed slopes from the grading activities, and installation of an energy dissipator
and headwall may be visually incompatible with the surrounding habitat.

With the implementation of Mitigation Measures identified in the Initial Study, the
resulting agricultural access road will be visually compatible with the surrounding
terrain and other existing trails and unimproved roads within the viewshed, including
the Danielson Fire Road and Hidden Valley Road.

e COMMUNITY CHARACTER (RMA- Planning) 25
As discussed in Section 6a (above), the project site and surrounding area consist
primarily of mountainous terrain and chaparral habitat that is undergoing ecological
succession and recovery following the Spring Fire of 2013, and has historically been used
for cattle grazing. The proposed project will involve grading and the construction of a
rock rip-rap energy dissipater and headwall to construct an agricultural road to afford
access on parcels currently zoned for agricultural use. Although the proposed project
has the potential to introduce development that is visually incompatible with the
surrounding area and create a potentially significant project-specific impact, the
implementation of Mitigation Measures identified in the Initial Study will reduce the
proposed project’s project-specific impacts to community character to a less-than-
significant level.
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D. PUBLIC REVIEW:

Legal Notice Method: Direct mailing to property owners within 300 feet of the property on
which the proposed project is located, and a legal notice in the Ventura County Recorder.

Document Posting Period: July 8, 2015 through August 6, 2015

Public Review: The Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration is available for public review at
the County of Ventura, Public Works Agency Public Counter, 800 South Victoria Avenue,
Ventura, California, from 8:00 am to 4:30 pm, Monday through Friday. It is also available on the
County of Ventura website at the following address: http://pwa.ventura.org/general/land-
development-services.

Comments: The public is encouraged to submit written comments regarding this Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration no later than 5:00 p.m. on the last day of the document
posting period to Leia C. Reed, the case planner, at the County of Ventura Public Works Agency,
Engineering Services Division, 800 South Victoria Avenue L#1600, Ventura, CA 93009. You may
also e-mail the case planner at leia.reed@ventura.org.

E. CONSIDERATION AND APPROVAL OF THE MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION:

Prior to approving the project, the decision-making body of the Lead Agency must consider this
Mitigated Negative Declaration and all comments received on the Mitigated Negative
Declaration. That body may approve the Mitigated Negative Declaration if it finds that all the
significant effects have been identified and that the proposed mitigation measures will reduce
those effects to less than significant levels.

Prepared by: Reviewed for Release to the Public by:

L0, L

LeiaC. Reed, Engineering Technician

'nd utierrez,‘Jr., Manager U//J

Development and Inspection Services Development and Inspection Services
Engineering Services Division Engineering Services Division
Public Works Agency Public Works Agency

Recommended for Approval by
Lead Agency by:

Herbert L. Schwind, Director
Engineering Services Department
Public Works Agency
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Agency Director

Engineering Services Department
Herbert L. Schwind, Director

MITIGATION MEASURES CONSENT  cusogner e cosper o soes
AGREEM ENT Deputy Director

County Surveyor’s Office
Wayne Battleson, County Surveyor

Discretionary Grading Permit Case No.: GP14-0014 Development & Inspection Services
Raymond Gutierrez Jr., Manager

Assessor’s Parcel Numbers (APNs): 694-0-140-120, 694-0-150-170

In accordance with §15063 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, the
Ventura County Public Works Agency, in consultation with other appropriate public agencies,
prepared an Initial Study, and has determined that the proposed project referenced above
could have significant environmental impacts with respect to Biological Resources, Scenic
Resources and Community Character. However, the Initial Study identified mitigation measures
that could reduce the impacts to a less-than-significant level. Provided that you accept the
mitigation measures, the Public Works Agency will prepare a Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND) for the proposed project [CEQA Guidelines, §15070(b)(1) and —(2)].

The following list includes a summary of the potentially significant environmental impacts of
the proposed project and the mitigation measures necessary to reduce the impacts to a less-
than-significant level, which were identified in the Initial Study:

1. Biological Resources - The project site contains suitable habitat for nesting birds and
construction activities can potentially impact protected nesting birds. Mitigation measures
proposed in the Initial Study Biological Assessment, and listed below, will be implemented to
reduce the impacts to less than significant including surveys by an approved biological monitor
within a 300 foot buffer of suitable nesting habitat. Avoidance measures will be taken as
appropriate depending upon the species and status.

Mitigation Measure:

The proposed project will incorporate the following avoidance and minimization measures to
minimize any direct or indirect effects of project activities on biological resources. The Project
design and activities will be the minimum size necessary to achieve the construction of the
proposed project and if any special status species are present, appropriate regulatory agencies
will be contacted immediately.

To avoid impacts to nesting birds the following measures will be followed:
a. Construction activities will be conducted between September 16 and February 28, if
feasible, to avoid the bird breeding season (March 1 to September 15).
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b. If work is conducted during the bird breeding season, a qualified biologist will conduct a
preconstruction survey for nesting birds within the project site and suitable nesting
habitat within 300 feet of the project site. If the biologist does not find any active nests
within the survey area during the preconstruction survey, the construction work will be
allowed to proceed. If the biologist finds an active nest within the project site and
determines that the nest may be impacted, the biologist will delineate an appropriate
buffer zone around the nest prior to the initiation of work. The size of the buffer zone
will depend on the affected species and the type of construction activity.

c. Any active nests observed during the survey will be mapped on an aerial photograph.

d. Only construction activities (if any) that have been approved by the biological monitor
will take place within the buffer zone until the nest is vacated.

e. The biologist shall serve as a construction monitor during those periods when

construction activities occur near active nest areas to ensure there are no inadvertent
impacts on the nests.

2. Scenic Resources and Community Character - As stated in the Ventura County Initial Study
Assessment Guidelines (53), mountains, ridgelines, hillsides, and native habitat qualify as scenic
resources. The proposed project site is located on a southeast-facing slope of a mountain at
the western end of Hidden Valley that is covered by native chaparral habitat undergoing a
process of ecological succession following the Spring Fire of May 2013. Therefore, the proposed
project site is located within an area that has scenic resources. The proposed project does not
include the construction of any buildings, and does not include grading activities that could
alter the existing topography such that it would obstruct or obscure the scenic vista. However,
the proposed project has the potential to degrade the views of the southeast-facing slope of a
mountain at the western end of Hidden Valley that due to the creation of exposed slopes from
the grading activities, and installation of an energy dissipator and headwall may be visually
incompatible with the surrounding habitat.

Mitigation Measure:

Purpose: The purpose of this mitigation measure is to ensure that exposed slopes created by
the grading activities are revegetated, and the energy dissipator and headwall are designed,

such that the development will visually blend in with the terrain and habitat surrounding the
project site.

Requirement: The Permittee shall utilize native plants that are indigenous to the Santa Monica
Mountains to revegetate all cut and fill slopes. The use of native seed mix would mitigate
potential impacts to scenic resources by reestablishing the local chaparral habitat rather than
the color contrast that is typical of hydroseeding. Also, the grouted riprap energy dissipator and
concrete headwall shall either be constructed of local rock or colored to match the surrounding
landscape.

Documentation: The Permittee shall submit to the County of Ventura Planning Division for
review and approval three sets of a draft landscape/revegetation plan, prepared by a California
registered landscape architect (or other qualified individual as approved by the Planning
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Director), demonstrating compliance with the requirements set forth in this mitigation measure
(above) and the County’s Landscape Design Criteria. The landscape architect responsible for the
work shall stamp the plan. After landscape installation, the Permittee shall submit to the
County of Ventura Planning Division a statement from the project landscape architect that all
landscaping has been installed as shown on the approved landscape plan. Any changes to
approved landscape plans that affect the character or quantity of the plant material or
irrigation system design must be approved by the Planning Director prior to installation.

The Permittee also shall submit plans to the County of Ventura Planning Division that specify
the materials and colors to be used in the energy dissipator and concrete headwall.

Timing: Prior to issuance of a Grading Permit, the Permittee shall submit the
landscape/revegetation plan and plans for the energy dissipator and concrete wall to the
Ventura County Planning Division for review and approval. Prior to the Public Works Agency
Development and Inspection Services Division’s final inspection of the grading activities, the
Permittee shall: (1) install all plantings according to the approved landscape/revegetation plan;
and (2) submit the statement from the project landscape architect to the Ventura County
Planning Division.

Monitoring and Reporting: Ventura County Planning Division staff will review the plans and
landscape architect’s statement to ensure that they comply with the requirements of this
Mitigation Measure. The Planning Division maintains the landscape/revegetation plans and
statement by the landscape architect provided by the Permittee in the project file, and may
conduct a site inspection prior to the Public Works Agency Development and Inspection
Services Division’s final inspection of the grading activities, to ensure that the site is vegetated
and the energy dissipator and concrete wall are built according to the approved plans.

I, Joel Shukovsky, the applicant for French Ranch Agricultural Access Road, hereby agree to
implement the mitigation measures described above, which have been developed in
conjunction with the preparation of a Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Discretionary
Grading Permit, GP14-0014. | understand that these mitigation measures or substantially
similar mitigation measures must be adopted as conditions of approval for grading permit
number GP14-0014, in order to reduce the environmental impacts to a less-than-significant
level.

il /@LM,{/M é/// i /}

flo | Shukovskv Date
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County of Ventura
Public Works Agency

Engineering Services Department

Initial Study for French Ranch Agricultural Access Road

Section A — Project Description

Project Case Number: GP14-0014
Name of Applicant: Joel Shukovsky

Project Location and Assessor’s Parcel Number: The project site is located
at 1769 Hidden Valley Road in the unincorporated area of Ventura County as
shown in the attached Exhibit 1. The Tax Assessor's parcel numbers that
comprise the project site are 694-0-140-120 and 694-0-150-170.

General Plan Land Use Designation and Zoning Designation of the Project
Site:

a. General Plan Land Use Designation: Open Space (See Exhibit 2)
b. Area Plan Land Use Designation: Lake Sherwood Area Plan

C. Zoning Designation: AE-40ac

Description of the Environmental Setting: The adjacent parcels are located at
the westerly terminus of Hidden Valley, a sparsely populated area in the Santa
Monica Mountains. Most of the project site burned during the Springs fire in May
of 2013 and formerly contained Laurel Sumac Scrub and Greenbark Ceanothus
Chaparral. The terrain ranges from flatland to hillside and the project will occur
on moderate to steep slopes near the westerly property boundary. The proposed
road will cross a small, unnamed and unmapped episodic drainage that requires
the installation of a culvert and a Streambed Alteration Agreement (SAA) with the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW).

Project Description: The project consists of the installation of an agricultural
access road to connect the two adjacent parcels to support existing agricultural
operation. The road will be approximately 1300 feet long and 12 feet wide and
traverse steep terrain beginning at existing water tanks and terminating at the
Danielson Fire Road. A culvert will be installed at the midpoint of the road to
allow drainage to occur during rain events. The road will be constructed with cut
slopes up to 70 feet high and fill slopes up to 45 feet. There are no structures
proposed at this time nor in the foreseeable future.

List of Responsible and Trustee Agencies: County of Ventura Public Works
Agency — Development and Inspection Services and California Department of
Fish and Wildlife (CDFW).



Methodology for Evaluating Cumulative Impacts: The plans approach was
utilized to evaluate cumulative impacts of the proposed agricultural road. The
plans approach involves the analysis of whether the proposed project will comply
with the requirements of a plan, regulation, or program specified by law or
adopted by a public agency with jurisdiction over the affected resource.



Section B — Initial Study Checklist and Discussion of Responses?

Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[pPsM|Ps|[ N]|Ls |PsM]| Ps

RESOURCES:

1. Air Quality (VCAPCD)

Will the proposed project:

a) Exceed any of the thresholds set forth in the
air quality assessment guidelines as
adopted and periodically updated by the
Ventura County Air Pollution Control District
(VCAPCD), or be inconsistent with the Air
Quality Management Plan?

b) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 1 of the X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

la. Based on information provided by the applicant, air quality impacts will be below the
25 pounds per day threshold for reactive organic compounds and oxides of nitrogen as
described in the Ventura County Air Quality Assessment Guidelines. Therefore, the
project will not have a significant impact n regional air quality.

1b. Based on information in the project application, the subject project will generate
local air quality impacts but those impacts are not likely to be significant. Because the
project is temporary, short-term, local air quality impacts are not counted toward the
thresholds of significance as described above.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s)

APCD Rules and Requlations for Project Grading

Purpose: To ensure that fugitive dust and particulate matter that may result from
grading activities on the site are minimized.

Requirement: The Permittee shall comply with the provisions of applicable VCAPCD
Rules and Regulations, which include but are not limited to, Rule 50 (Opacity), Rule 51
(Nuisance), and Rule 55 (Fugitive Dust).

1 The threshold criteria in this Initial Study are derived from the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment
Guidelines (April 26, 2011). For additional information on the threshold criteria (e.g., definitions of issues
and technical terms, and the methodology for analyzing each impact), please see the Ventura County
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.




Documentation: The Lead Agency shall ensure compliance with the following
provisions:

1.

2.

N

The area disturbed by clearing, grading, earth moving, or excavation operations
shall be minimized to prevent excessive amounts of dust.

Pre-grading/ excavation activities shall include watering the area to be graded or
excavated before commencement of grading or excavation operations.
Application of water should penetrate sufficiently to minimize fugitive dust during
grading activities.

All trucks shall cover their loads as required by California Vehicle Code §23114.
Fugitive dust throughout the construction site shall be controlled by the use of a
watering truck or equivalent means (except during and immediately after rainfall).
Water shall be applied to all unpaved roads, unpaved parking areas or staging
areas, and active portions of the construction site. Environmentally safe dust
control agents may be used in lieu of watering.

Graded and/or excavated inactive areas of the construction site shall be
monitored at least weekly for dust stabilization.

Signs shall be posted onsite limiting traffic to 15 miles per hour or less.

All clearing, grading, earth moving, or excavation activities shall cease during
periods of high winds (i.e., wind speed sufficient to cause fugitive dust to impact
adjacent properties). During periods of high winds, all clearing, grading, earth
moving, and excavation operations shall be curtailed to the degree necessary to
prevent fugitive dust created by onsite activities and operations from being a
nuisance or hazard, either offsite or onsite.

Personnel involved in grading operations, including contractors and
subcontractors, should be advised to wear respiratory protection in accordance
with California Division of Occupational Safety and Health regulations.

Signs displaying the APCD Complaint Line Telephone number for public
complaints should be posted in a prominent location visible off the site: (805)
645-144 during business hours and (805) 654-2797 after hours.

Timing: Throughout the project.

Reporting and Monitoring: The Lead Agency shall monitor all dust control measures
during grading activities. (APCD-1)



Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|Ps|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

2A. Water Resources — Groundwater Quantity (WPD)

Will the proposed project:

1) Directly or indirectly decrease, either
individually or cumulatively, the net quantity
of groundwater in a groundwater basin that X X
is overdrafted or create an overdrafted
groundwater basin?

2) In groundwater basins that are not
overdrafted, or are not in hydrologic
continuity with an overdrafted basin, result
in net groundwater extraction that will
individually or cumulatively cause
overdrafted basin(s)?

3) In areas where the groundwater basin
and/or hydrologic unit condition is not well
known or documented and there is evidence
of overdraft based upon declining water X X
levels in a well or wells, propose any net
increase in groundwater extraction from that
groundwater basin and/or hydrologic unit?

4) Regardless of items 1-3 above, result in 1.0
acre-feet, or less, of net annual increase in X X
groundwater extraction?

5) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 2A of the X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

2A-1 thru 4. The proposed project involves the construction of an agricultural road to
support existing agricultural operations. No additional facilities or structures are
proposed at this time or in the foreseeable future. Construction activities will require
water to be used for controlling dust and achieving proper compaction and will not
exceed 1.0 acre feet of water. This will be a temporary use and will not decrease the
net quantity of groundwater in a groundwater basin. As there are no new wells
proposed, no percolation structures proposed, no septic systems, no plugging up of
groundwater recharge areas, and no use of surface water, there will be no increase in
water use expected from this project.

2A-5. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan and Lake
Sherwood Area Plan Goals and Policies for ISAG Item 2A.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None




Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

Z

| Ls | PsM | Ps

2B. Water Resources - Groundwater Quality (WPD)

Will the proposed project:

1)

Individually or cumulatively degrade the
quality of groundwater and cause
groundwater to exceed groundwater quality
objectives set by the Basin Plan?

2)

Cause the quality of groundwater to fail to
meet the groundwater quality objectives set
by the Basin Plan?

3)

Propose the use of groundwater in any
capacity and be located within two miles of
the boundary of a former or current test site
for rocket engines?

4) Be consistent with the applicable General

Plan Goals and Policies for Item 2B of the
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

2B-1 and 2B-2. The proposed project involves the construction of an agricultural road
to support existing agricultural operations. No additional facilities or structures are
proposed at this time or in the foreseeable future and therefore will not individually or
cumulatively degrade the quality of groundwater and cause groundwater to exceed
groundwater quality objectives set by the Basin Plan.

2B-3. The proposed project is not located within two miles of the boundary of a former
or current test site for rocket engines.

2B-4. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan and Lake
Sherwood Area Plan Goals and Policies for ISAG Item 2B.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None




Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|Ps|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

2C. Water Resources - Surface Water Quantity (WPD)

Will the proposed project:

1) Increase surface water consumptive use
(demand), either individually or
cumulatively, in a fully appropriated stream
reach as designated by SWRCB or where
unappropriated surface water is
unavailable?

2) Increase surface water consumptive use
(demand) including but not limited to
diversion or dewatering downstream
reaches, either individually or cumulatively, X X
resulting in an adverse impact to one or
more of the beneficial uses listed in the
Basin Plan?

3) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 2C of the X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

2C-1. The proposed project is an agricultural road located near the top of the
watershed that crosses small natural ravines and a small episodic drainage that drain
into the Valley Road Wash red-line channel. A culvert will be installed on the episodic
drainage with a grouted rip-rap pad on the down-slope side to retain existing flows. No
surface water will be consumed during, or as a result of, this project. Therefore, it will
not increase the surface water consumptive use (demand), either individually or
cumulatively, in a fully appropriated stream reach as designated by SWRCB or where
unappropriated surface water is unavailable.

2C-2. The proposed project does not increase surface water consumptive use
(demand) including but not limited to diversion or dewatering downstream reaches,
either individually or cumulatively, resulting in an adverse impact to one or more of the
beneficial uses listed in the Basin Plan.

2C-3. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan and Lake
Sherwood Area Plan Goals and Policies for ISAG Item 2C.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None




Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|Ps|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

2D. Water Resources - Surface Water Quality (WPD)

Will the proposed project:

1) Individually or cumulatively degrade the
quality of surface water causing it to exceed
water quality objectives as contained in
Chapter 3 of the three Basin Plans?

2) Directly or indirectly cause storm water
quality to exceed water quality objectives or X X
standards in the applicable MS4 Permit or
any other NPDES Permits?

3) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Iltem 2D of the X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

2D-1. The proposed project will not individually or cumulatively degrade the quality of
surface water causing it to exceed water quality objectives as contained in Chapter 3 of
the three Basin Plans because the project is not expected to result in any violation of
surface water quality standards.

2D-.2 To ensure compliance with the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control
Board NPDES Municipal Stormwater Permit No. CAS004002, the proposed project will
be subject to the construction requirements for surface water quality and storm water
runoff in accordance with Part 4.F., “Development Construction Program” of the permit.
By utilizing the approved Best Management Practices (BMPs), the project will have a
less than significant impact on surface water quality.

2D-3. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan and Lake
Sherwood Area Plan Goals and Policies for ISAG Item 2D.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s)

The construction of the proposed project shall meet requirements contained in Part 4.F.
“Development Construction Program” of the Permit through the inclusion of effective
implementation of the Construction BMPs during all ground disturbance activities. In
addition, Part 4.F. requires additional inspections to be conducted by the Qualified
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) Developer, Qualified SWPPP
Practitioner, or Certified Professionals in Erosion and Sediment Control.




The Permittee shall submit a complete SW-HR form (Best Management Practicies for
Construction at High Risk Sites) to the Watershed Protection District, Surface Water
Quality Section (SWQS) prior to issuance of the grading permit.

SWQS will review the submitted material for consistency with the NPDES Municipal
Stormwater Permit and grading inspectors will monitor construction to ensure effective
installation of required BMPs and record keeping of conducting required inspections by
the project proponents.

Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**
N|Ls|[PsM|PS|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps
3A. Mineral Resources — Aggregate (PIng.)
Will the proposed project:
1) Be located on or immediately adjacent to
land zoned Mineral Resource Protection
(MRP) overlay zone, or adjacent to a
principal access road for a site that is the X X

subject of an existing aggregate Conditional
Use Permit (CUP), and have the potential to
hamper or preclude extraction of or access
to the aggregate resources?

2) Have a cumulative impact on aggregate
resources if, when considered with other
pending and recently approved projects in X
the area, the project hampers or precludes
extraction or access to identified resources?

3) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 3A of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

3A-1 The proposed project is not located on or immediately adjacent to land zoned
Mineral Resource Protection (MRP) overlay zone, or adjacent to a principal access road
for a site that is the subject of an existing aggregate Conditional Use Permit (CUP), and
does not have the potential to hamper or preclude extraction of or access to the
aggregate resources.

3A-2. The proposed project will not have a cumulative impact on aggregate resources
if, when considered with other pending and recently approved projects in the area, the
project hampers or precludes extraction or access to identified resources.




3A-3. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan and Lake
Sherwood Area Plan Goals and Policies for ISAG Item 3A.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None

Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N | Ls |[PsMm]| Ps

3B. Mineral Resources — Petroleum (PIng.)

Will the proposed project:

1) Be located on or immediately adjacent to
any known petroleum resource area, or
adjacent to a principal access road for a site

that is the subject of an existing petroleum X X
CUP, and have the potential to hamper or
preclude access to petroleum resources?
2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 3B of the | X X

Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

3B-1 The proposed project is not located on or immediately adjacent to any known
petroleum resource area, or adjacent to a principal access road for a site that is the
subject of an existing petroleum CUP, and have the potential to hamper or preclude

access to petroleum resources.

3B-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan and Lake
Sherwood Area Plan Goals and Policies for ISAG Item 3B.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None

10




Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|Ps|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

4. Biological Resources

4A. Species

Will the proposed project, directly or
indirectly:

1) Impact one or more plant species by
reducing the species’ population, reducing
the species’ habitat, fragmenting its habitat,
or restricting its reproductive capacity?

2) Impact one or more animal species by
reducing the species’ population, reducing X X
the species’ habitat, fragmenting its habitat,
or restricting its reproductive capacity?

Impact Discussion:

4A-1 The proposed project will not impact one or more plant species by reducing the
species’ population, reducing the species’ habitat, fragmenting its habitat, or restricting
its reproductive capacity. Please see attached Exhibit 5 — Initial Study Biological
Assessment.

4A-2. The proposed project will not impact one or more animal species by reducing the
species’ population, reducing the species’ habitat, fragmenting its habitat, or restricting
its reproductive capacity through the mitigation measure below to avoid nesting birds.
Please see attached Exhibit 5 — Initial Study Biological Assessment.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s)

The proposed project will incorporate the following avoidance and minimization
measures to minimize any direct or indirect effects of project activities on biological
resources.

1. Project design and activities will be the minimum size necessary to achieve the
construction of the proposed project.

2. If any special status species are present, appropriate regulatory agencies will be
contacted immediately.

3. To avoid impacts to nesting birds the following measures will be followed:

a. Construction activities will be conducted between September 16 and
February 28, if feasible, to avoid the bird breeding season (March 1 to
September 15).

b. If work is conducted during the bird breeding season, a qualified biologist
will conduct a preconstruction survey for nesting birds within the project
site and suitable nesting habitat within 300 feet of the project site. If the
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biologist does not find any active nests within the survey area during the
preconstruction survey, the construction work will be allowed to proceed.
If the biologist finds an active nest within the project site and determines
that the nest may be impacted, the biologist will delineate an appropriate
buffer zone around the nest prior to the initiation of work. The size of the
buffer zone will depend on the affected species and the type of
construction activity.

c. Any active nests observed during the survey will be mapped on an aerial
photograph.

d. Only construction activities (if any) that have been approved by the
biological monitor will take place within the buffer zone until the nest is
vacated.

e. The biologist shall serve as a construction monitor during those periods
when construction activities occur near active nest areas to ensure there
are no inadvertent impacts on the nests.

Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|PS|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

4B. Ecological Communities - Sensitive Plant Communities

Will the proposed project:

1) Temporarily or permanently remove sensitive
plant communities through construction, | X X
grading, clearing, or other activities?

2) Result in indirect impacts from project
operation at levels that will degrade the | X X
health of a sensitive plant community?

Impact Discussion:

4B-1. Sensitive, locally important or rare plant communities were not discovered in the
project area during the survey conducted of the proposed work location, including a 300
foot buffer zone. Therefore, the proposed project will not temporarily or permanently
remove sensitive plant communities through construction, grading, clearing, or other
activities. See attached Exhibit 5.

4B-2. Sensitive, locally important or rare plant communities were not discovered in the
project area during the survey conducted of the proposed work location, including a 300
foot buffer zone. Therefore, the proposed project will not result in indirect impacts from
project operation at levels that will degrade the health of a sensitive plant community.
No sensitive plant communities were found.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|Ps|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

4C. Ecological Communities - Waters and Wetlands

Will the proposed project:

1) Cause any of the following activities within
waters or wetlands: removal of vegetation;
grading; obstruction or diversion of water
flow; change in velocity, siltation, volume of
flow, or runoff rate; placement of fill; X X
placement of structures; construction of a
road crossing; placement of culverts or
other underground piping; or any
disturbance of the substratum?

2) Result in disruptions to wetland or riparian
plant communities that will isolate or
substantially interrupt contiguous habitats,

block seed dispersal routes, or increase X X
vulnerability of wetland species to exotic
weed invasion or local extirpation?
3) Interfere with ongoing maintenance of
hydrological conditions in a water or X X

wetland?

4) Provide an adequate buffer for protecting
the functions and values of existing waters X X
or wetlands?

Impact Discussion:

4C-1. Per the approved grading plans, the access road will cross an unnamed,
unmapped drainage. A culvert will be installed under a Streambed Alteration
Agreement (SAA) with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW).
Therefore, activities within CDFW jurisdictional areas: removal of vegetation; grading;
obstruction or diversion of water flow; change in velocity, siltation, volume of flow, or
runoff rate; placement of fill; placement of structures; construction of a road crossing;
placement of culverts or other underground piping; or any disturbance of the substratum
will occur according to conditions in the SAA.

4C-2. No wetland or riparian plant communities were observed in the Initial Study
Biological Assessment and therefore, no result in disruptions to wetland or riparian plant
communities that will isolate or substantially interrupt contiguous habitats, block seed
dispersal routes, or increase vulnerability of wetland species to exotic weed invasion or
local extirpation will occur.
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4C-3. No interference with ongoing maintenance of hydrological conditions in a water
or wetland will occur due to the installation of a culvert in the jurisdictional drainage.

4C-4. A 300 foot buffer to be monitored by an approved biological monitor has been
established as an adequate buffer for protecting the functions and values of existing
waters or wetlands.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s)

A Streambed Alteration Agreement (SAA) has been applied for by the applicant to
obtain regulatory approval for jurisdictional drainages within the California Department
of Fish and Wildlife’s purview. The approval and issuance of the permit is based on
approval and issuance of the Discretionary Grading Permit. Once issued, project
activities will occur according to conditions in the SAA in order to minimize any potential
impacts to CDFW jurisdictional areas downstream of the episodic drainage.

Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect** Degree Of Effect*

N|Ls|[PsM|Ps|[ N]|Ls |PsM]| Ps

4D. Ecological Communities - ESHA (Applies to Coastal Zone Only)

Will the proposed project:

1) Temporarily or permanently remove ESHA
or disturb ESHA  buffers  through
construction, grading, clearing, or other
activities and uses (ESHA buffers are within | x X
100 feet of the boundary of ESHA as
defined in Section 8172-1 of the Coastal
Zoning Ordinance)?

2) Result in indirect impacts from project
operation at levels that will degrade the | X X
health of an ESHA?

Impact Discussion:
4D-1. Project is not located in a coastal zone.
4D-2. Project is not located within a coastal zone.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None

Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect** Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM|PS|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

4E. Habitat Connectivity

Will the proposed project:
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N | LS| PSM|PS| N LS | PS-M PS

1) Remove habitat within a wildlife movement

corridor? X X

2) Isolate habitat? X X

3) Construct or create barriers that impede fish
and/or wildlife movement, migration or long
term connectivity or interfere with wildlife X X
access to foraging habitat, breeding habitat,
water sources, or other areas necessary for their
reproduction?

4) Intimidate fish or wildlife via the introduction
of noise, light, development or increased | X X
human presence?

Impact Discussion:

4E-1. The proposed project will not remove habitat within a wildlife movement corridor.
4E-2. The proposed project will not isolate habitat.

4E-3. The proposed project will not construct or create barriers that impede fish and/or
wildlife movement, migration or long term connectivity or interfere with wildlife access to
foraging habitat, breeding habitat, water sources, or other areas necessary for their

reproduction.

4E-4. The proposed project will not intimidate fish or wildlife via the introduction of
noise, light, development or increased human presence.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N | LS| PSM|PS| N LS | PS-M PS

4F. Will the proposed project be consistent with
the applicable General Plan Goals and X X
Policies for Item 4 of the Initial Study
Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

4F. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan and Lake
Sherwood Area Plan Goals and Policies for ISAG Item 4.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s)
Appropriate avoidance and mitigation measures as outlined it the attached Exhibit 3 —

Initial Study Biological Assessment result in a less than significant impact to plants and
wildlife.

Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

Z

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps | Ls | PsM | Ps

5A. Agricultural Resources — Soils (PIng.)

Will the proposed project:

Result in the direct and/or indirect loss of
soils designated Prime, Statewide
Importance, Unique or Local Importance,
beyond the threshold amounts set forth in
Section 5a.C of the Initial Study Assessment
Guidelines?

2) Involve a General Plan amendment that will
result in the loss of agricultural soils?

3) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 5A of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

5a-1 and -2. The proposed project would not result in the direct and/or indirect loss of
soils classified as Prime, Unique, or having Statewide or Local Importance pursuant to
the Important Farmland Inventory, beyond the threshold amounts set forth in Section
5a.C of the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines. The proposed project
would only impact soils designated as Other Land. Furthermore, the proposed project
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does not involve a General Plan amendment. Therefore, the proposed project will not
have a project-specific impact or make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a
significant impact on agricultural soils.

5a-3. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 5a of the Ventura County Initial Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None

Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect** Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM|Ps|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

5B. Agricultural Resources - Land Use Incompatibility (AG.)

Will the proposed project:

1) If not defined as Agriculture or Agricultural
Operations in the zoning ordinances, be
closer than the threshold distances set forth | X X
in Section 5b.C of the Initial Study
Assessment Guidelines?

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 5b of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

5B-1. The proposed project is defined as an agricultural access road and is defined as
Agriculture or Agricultural Operations in the zoning ordinances, be closer than the
threshold distances set forth in Section 5b.C of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines

5B-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan and Lake
Sherwood Area Plan Goals and Policies for ISAG Item 5B.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None
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Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N |Ls |[PsMm]| Ps

6. Scenic Resources (PIng.)

Will the proposed project:

a)

Be located within an area that has a scenic
resource that is visible from a public viewing
location, and physically alter the scenic
resource either individually or cumulatively
when combined with recently approved,
current, and reasonably foreseeable future
projects?

b)

Be located within an area that has a scenic
resource that is visible from a public viewing
location, and  substantially  obstruct,
degrade, or obscure the scenic vista, either
individually or cumulatively when combined
with recently approved, current, and
reasonably foreseeable future projects?

c)

Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 6 of the
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

6a. As stated in the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (53)
mountains, ridgelines, hillsides, and native habitat qualify as scenic resources. The
proposed project site is located on a southeast-facing slope of a mountain at the
western end of Hidden Valley that is covered by native chaparral habitat undergoing a
process of ecological succession following the Spring Fire of May 2013. Therefore, the
proposed project site is located within an area that has scenic resources. Furthermore,
the proposed project site is visible from public viewing areas approximately 2,000 feet to

the east of the proposed project site along Hidden Valley Road.

No buildings will be constructed as part of the proposed project. However, the proposed
project will include the removal of brush and trees burned during the Springs Fire of
May 2013 along the agricultural trail. Furthermore, the proposed project will include 1.42
acres of grading with cut and fill slopes including a highest finished slope of 65 feet. The
proposed project would include an estimated 7,800 cubic yards of cut material and
3,000 cubic yards of fill material. The removal of vegetation and scarification of
landforms will create areas that are visually incompatible with the surrounding,
recovering habitat and terrain. Moreover, the proposed project includes the construction
of a grouted riprap energy dissipator and concrete headwall that could be visually
incompatible with the surrounding landscape
The proposed project also includes revegetating exposed slopes for slope stability and
to reduce erosion. However, unless the proposed revegetation plan includes the use of
species that are indigenous to the Santa Monica Mountains, the proposed revegetation
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plan could result in the establishment of species that could alter the habitat, such that it
is visually incompatible with native habitat located within the vicinity of the project site.

These alterations to the visual qualities of the project site will result in potentially
significant, but mitigable project-specific impacts to scenic resources. With the
implementation of Mitigation Measure SR-1 set forth below, which will require
revegetating exposed slopes with native vegetation that is visually compatible with the
surrounding area, and the use of materials/colors that will cause the energy dissipator
and headwall to blend in with the terrain, the impacts can be reduced to a less-than-
significant level. With the implementation of these Mitigation Measures, the resulting
agricultural access road will be visually compatible with the surrounding terrain and
other existing trails and unimproved roads within the viewshed, including the Danielson
Fire Road and Hidden Valley Road.

Currently, there are no other pending or approved projects within the Hidden Valley
viewshed. Therefore, when considered with the lack of other pending and approved
projects within Hidden Valley, the proposed project will not make a cumulatively
considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact to scenic resources within
Hidden Valley.

6b. As stated in Section 6a of this Initial Study (above), the proposed project site is
located within viewsheds along certain portions of Hidden Valley Road. The proposed
project does not include the construction of any buildings, and does not include grading
activities that could alter the existing topography such that it would obstruct or obscure
the scenic vista. However, as discussed above, the proposed project has the potential
to degrade the views of the southeast-facing slope of a mountain at the western end of
Hidden Valley that due to the creation of exposed slopes from the grading activities, and
installation of an energy dissipator and headwall may be visually incompatible with the
surrounding habitat. Therefore, the proposed project will have a potentially significant
but mitigable project-specific impact, which can be reduced to a less-than-significant
level with the implementation of Mitigation Measure SR-1 set forth below. As stated
above, when considered with other pending and approved projects within Hidden
Valley, the proposed project will not make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a
significant cumulative impact to scenic resources.

6¢. With the implementation of Mitigation Measure SR-1 set forth below, the proposed
project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies for Item 6
of the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation

Mitigation Measure SR-1

Purpose: The purpose of this mitigation measure is to ensure that exposed slopes
created by the grading activities are revegetated, and the energy dissipator and

headwall are designed, such that the development will visually blend in with the terrain
and habitat surrounding the project site.
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Requirement: The Permittee shall utilize native plants that are indigenous to the Santa
Monica Mountains to revegetate all cut and fill slopes. The use of native seed mix would
mitigate potential impacts to scenic resources by reestablishing the local chaparral
habitat rather than the color contrast that is typical of hydroseeding. Also, the grouted
riprap energy dissipator and concrete headwall shall either be constructed of local rock
or colored to match the surrounding landscape.

Documentation: The Permittee shall submit to the County of Ventura Planning Division
for review and approval three sets of a draft landscape/revegetation plan, prepared by a
California registered landscape architect (or other qualified individual as approved by
the Planning Director), demonstrating compliance with the requirements set forth in this
mitigation measure (above) and the County’s Landscape Design Criteria. The
landscape architect responsible for the work shall stamp the plan. After landscape
installation, the Permittee shall submit to the County of Ventura Planning Division a
statement from the project landscape architect that all landscaping has been installed
as shown on the approved landscape plan. Any changes to approved landscape plans
that affect the character or quantity of the plant material or irrigation system design must
be approved by the Planning Director prior to installation.

The Permittee also shall submit plans to the County of Ventura Planning Division that
specify the materials and colors to be used in the energy dissipator and concrete
headwall.

Timing: Prior to issuance of a Grading Permit, the Permittee shall submit the
landscape/revegetation plan and plans for the energy dissipator and concrete wall to the
Ventura County Planning Division for review and approval. Prior to the Public Works
Agency Development and Inspection Services Division’s final inspection of the grading
activities, the Permittee shall: (1) install all plantings according to the approved
landscape/revegetation plan; and (2) submit the statement from the project landscape
architect to the Ventura County Planning Division.

Monitoring and Reporting: Ventura County Planning Division staff will review the
plans and landscape architect’s statement to ensure that they comply with the
requirements of this Mitigation Measure. The Planning Division maintains the
landscape/revegetation plans and statement by the landscape architect provided by the
Permittee in the project file, and may conduct a site inspection prior to the Public Works
Agency Development and Inspection Services Division’s final inspection of the grading
activities, to ensure that the site is vegetated and the energy dissipator and concrete
wall are built according to the approved plans.

Residual Impacts

With the implementation of Mitigation Measure SR-1, impacts to scenic resources will be
less than significant.
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Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

Z

| Ls | PsM | Ps

7. Paleontological Resources

Will the proposed project:

a) For the area of the property that is disturbed

by or during the construction of the
proposed project, result in a direct or
indirect impact to areas of paleontological
significance?

b)

Contribute to the progressive loss of
exposed rock in Ventura County that can be
studied and prospected for fossil remains?

<)

Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 7 of the
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

7a. The proposed project will not result in a direct or indirect impact to areas of
paleontological significance for the area of the property that is disturbed by or during the
construction of the proposed project.

7b. The proposed project will not contribute to the progressive loss of exposed rock in
Ventura County that can be studied and prospected for fossil remains.

7c. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 7 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps | Ls | PsM | Ps

Z

8A. Cultural Resources - Archaeological

Will the proposed project:

1) Demolish or materially alter in an adverse
manner those physical characteristics that
account for the inclusion of the resource in a
local register of  historical resources | X X
pursuant to Section 5020.1(k) requirements
of Section 5024.1(g) of the Public
Resources Code?

2) Demolish or materially alter in an adverse
manner those physical characteristics of an
archaeological resource that convey its
archaeological significance and that justify
its eligibility for inclusion in the California
Register of Historical Resources as
determined by a lead agency for the
purposes of CEQA?

3) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 8A of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

8A-1. The proposed project is underlain by Conejo Volcanics and it is highly unlikely
that any archaeological components exist in the project area. Therefore, it will not
demolish or materially alter in an adverse manner those physical characteristics that
account for the inclusion of the resource in a local register of historical resources
pursuant to Section 5020.1(k) requirements of Section 5024.1(g) of the Public
Resources Code.

8A-2. The proposed project will not demolish or materially alter in an adverse manner
those physical characteristics of an archaeological resource that convey its
archaeological significance and that justify its eligibility for inclusion in the California
Register of Historical Resources as determined by a lead agency for the purposes of
CEQA.

8A-3. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 8A of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps | Ls | PsM | Ps

Z

8B. Cultural Resources — Historic (PIng.)

Will the proposed project:

1) Demolish or materially alter in an adverse
manner those physical characteristics of an
historical resource that convey its historical
significance and that justify its inclusion in,
or eligibility for, inclusion in the California
Register of Historical Resources?

2) Demolish or materially alter in an adverse
manner those physical characteristics that
account for its inclusion in a local register of
historical resources pursuant to Section
5020.1(k) of the Public Resources Code or
its identification in a historical resources
survey meeting the requirements of Section
5024.1(g) of the Public Resources Code?

3) Demolish or materially alter in an adverse
manner those physical characteristics of a
historical resource that convey its historical
significance and that justify its eligibility for | X X
inclusion in the California Register of
Historical Resources as determined by a
lead agency for purposes of CEQA?

4) Demolish, relocate, or alter an historical
resource such that the significance of the
historical resource will be impaired [Public
Resources Code, Sec. 5020(q)]?

Impact Discussion:

8b-1. No historic resources included on the California Register of Historical Resources
exist within the proposed project site. Therefore, the proposed project would not
demolish or materially alter in an adverse manner a historic resource on the California
Register of Historical Resources. Furthermore, there are no pending or approved
projects located within one quarter mile of the proposed project site, which is the area
for analyzing cumulative impacts to historic resources (Ventura County Initial Study
Assessment Guidelines, 72). Therefore, the proposed project will not have a project-
specific impact or make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant
cumulative impact to historic resources.

8b-2. The nearest historic structures to the project site that are included on the list of
Ventura County Historic Landmarks and Points of Interest are the Whiteside house and
barn built in 1875, which are located over one-half mile from the proposed project area
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(Ventura County Historic Landmarks & Points of Interest, updated 2005). At that
distance from the project site, the proposed project does not have the potential to
demolish or materially alter in an adverse manner any physical characteristics that
account for these historic structures inclusion in the list of Ventura County Historic
Landmarks and Points of Interest. Furthermore, as stated above, there are no pending
or approved projects located within one quarter mile of the proposed project site, which
is the area for analyzing cumulative impacts to historic resources. Therefore, the
proposed project will not have a project-specific impact or make a cumulatively
considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact to historic resources

8b-3. No historic resources included on the California Register of Historical Resources
exist within the proposed project site. Therefore, the proposed project would not
demolish or materially alter in an adverse manner those physical characteristics of an
historic resource that convey its historic significance and that justify its eligibility for
inclusion in the California Register of Historic Resources. Furthermore, as stated above,
there are no pending or approved projects located within one quarter mile of the
proposed project site, which is the area for analyzing cumulative impacts to historic
resources. Therefore, the proposed project will not have a project-specific impact or
make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact to
historic resources.

8b-4. As stated above, the proposed project would not demolish or alter an historic
resource such that the significance of the historic resource will be impaired.
Furthermore there are no pending or approved projects located within one quarter mile
of the proposed project site, which is the area for analyzing cumulative impacts to
historic resources. Therefore, the proposed project will not have a project-specific
impact or make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative
impact to historic resources.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps | Ls | PsM | Ps

Z

9. Coastal Beaches and Sand Dunes

Will the proposed project:

a) Cause a direct or indirect adverse physical
change to a coastal beach or sand dune,
which is inconsistent with any of the coastal
beaches and coastal sand dunes policies of
the California Coastal Act, corresponding | X X
Coastal Act regulations, Ventura County
Coastal Area Plan, or the Ventura County
General Plan Goals, Policies and
Programs?

b) When considered together with one or more
recently approved, current, and reasonably
foreseeable probable future projects, result X
in a direct or indirect, adverse physical
change to a coastal beach or sand dune?

c) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 9 of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

9a. The proposed project is not located near a coastal beach or sand dune and will
therefore not cause a direct or indirect adverse physical change to a coastal beach or
sand dune, which is inconsistent with any of the coastal beaches and coastal sand
dunes policies of the California Coastal Act, corresponding Coastal Act regulations,
Ventura County Coastal Area Plan, or the Ventura County General Plan Goals, Policies
and Programs.

9b. . The proposed project is not located near a coastal beach or sand dune and will
therefore not When considered together with one or more recently approved, current,
and reasonably foreseeable probable future projects, result in a direct or indirect,
adverse physical change to a coastal beach or sand dune.

9c. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 9 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|Ps|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

10. Fault Rupture Hazard (PWA)

Will the proposed project:

a) Be at risk with respect to fault rupture in its
location within a State of California
designated Alquist-Priolo Special Fault
Study Zone?

b) Be at risk with respect to fault rupture in its
location within a County of Ventura | X
designated Fault Hazard Area?

c) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 10 of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

10a and 10b. Any discussion of potential impacts of seismic and geologic hazards to
the proposed project is provided for informational purposes only and is neither required
by CEQA nor subject to its requirements. There are no known active or potentially
active faults extending through the proposed project based on State of California
Earthquake Fault Zones in accordance with the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning
Act, and Ventura County General Plan Hazards Appendix —Figure 2.2.3b. Furthermore,
no proposed habitable structures are within 50 feet of a mapped trace of an active fault.
There is no impact (N) from potential fault rupture hazard.

There is no known cumulative fault rupture hazard impact that will occur as a result of
other approved, proposed, or probable projects.

10c. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 10 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|Ps|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

11. Ground Shaking Hazard (PWA)

Will the proposed project:

a) Be built in accordance with all applicable
requirements of the Ventura County Building X X
Code?

b) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Iltem 11 of the X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

11a. The proposed agricultural road will be built in accordance with all applicable
requirements of the 2013 Ventura County Building Code. No structures or facilities will
be constructed. Any discussion of potential impacts of seismic and geologic hazards to
the proposed project is provided for informational purposes only and is neither required
by CEQA nor subject to its requirements. The property will subject to moderate to
strong ground shaking from seismic events on local and regional fault systems. No new
structures are proposed as part of this project and the effects of ground shaking are
considered less than significant.

The hazards from ground shaking will affect each project individually; and no cumulative
ground shaking hazard will occur as a result of other approved, proposed, or probable
projects.

11b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 11 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N |Ls |[PsMm]| Ps

12. Liquefaction Hazards (PWA)

Will the proposed project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential
adverse effects, including the risk of loss,

injury, or death involving liquefaction | X
because it is located within a Seismic
Hazards Zone?
b) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Iltem 12 of the | X X

Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

12a. Any discussion of potential impacts of seismic and geologic hazards to the
proposed project is provided for informational purposes only and is neither required by
CEQA nor subiject to its requirements. The site is not located within a potential
liquefaction zone based on the Ventura County General Plan Hazards Appendix —
Figure 2.4b. This map is a compilation of the State of California Seismic Hazards Maps
for the County of Ventura and is used as the basis for delineating the potential
liquefaction hazards within the County. Consequently, liquefaction is not a factor for the
proposed project and the site is not within a State of California Seismic Hazards zone
for liquefaction. There is no impact from potential hazards from liquefaction.

The hazards from liquefaction will affect each project individually; and no cumulative
liquefaction hazard will occur as a result of other approved, proposed, or probable

projects.

12b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 12 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|Ps|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

13. Seiche and Tsunami Hazards (PWA)

Will the proposed project:

a) Be located within about 10 to 20 feet of
vertical elevation from an enclosed body of | X
water such as a lake or reservoir?

b) Be located in a mapped area of tsunami
hazard as shown on the County General | X
Plan maps?

c) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 13 of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

13a. Any discussion of potential impacts of seismic and geologic hazards to the
proposed project is provided for informational purposes only and is neither required by
CEQA nor subiject to its requirements. The site is not located adjacent to a closed or
restricted body of water based on aerial imagery review and is not subject to seiche
hazard.

13b. Any discussion of potential impacts of seismic and geologic hazards to the
proposed project is provided for informational purposes only and is neither required by
CEQA nor subiject to its requirements. The project is not mapped within a tsunami
inundation zone based on the Ventura County General Plan, Hazards Appendix Figure
2.6. There is no impact from potential hazards from tsunami.

The hazards from seiche and tsunami will affect each project individually; and no
cumulative seiche and tsunami hazard will occur as a result of other approved,
proposed, or probable projects.

13c. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 13 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|Ps|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

14. Landslide/Mudflow Hazard (PWA)

Will the proposed project:

a) Result in a landslide/mudflow hazard, as
determined by the Public Works Agency
Certified Engineering Geologist, based on
the location of the site or project within, or X
outside of mapped landslides, potential
earthquake induced landslide zones, and
geomorphology of hillside terrain?

b) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Iltem 14 of the X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

14a. Landslides and mudslides are not presently mapped within the property, however,
due to the slopes within the property, a landslide and mudslide potential is present. The
property is located within a State of California potential earthquake induced landslide
area. The project is unmanned other than times of maintenance or rework and potential
seismically induced landslide damage is considered less than significant with regard to
risk of life, injury, collapse of habitable structures and the economic or social dislocation.
The potential landslide hazards are considered to be less than significant.

Site specific geologic and geotechnical work conducted by JCR Consulting, report dated
March 20, 2014, indicate the site is not underlain by a landslide. In addition, slope
stability calculations included within the report, consider the effects of earthquake
ground motion on slope stability and the report concludes the subject property slopes
are considered stable under both static and dynamic (earthquake) conditions. Based on
the conclusions of the report, the adverse effects of landslides and mudslides are
considered to be less than significant.

Therefore, the proposed project should not result in a landslide/mudflow hazard, as
determined by the Public Works Agency Certified Engineering Geologist, based on the
location of the site or project within, or outside of mapped landslides, potential
earthquake induced landslide zones, and geomorphology of hillside terrain.

The hazards from landslides/mudslides will affect each project individually; and no
cumulative landslide/mudslide hazard will occur as a result of other approved,
proposed, or probable projects.

14b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 14 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.
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Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect** Degree Of Effect*

N|Ls|[PsM|Ps|[ N]|Ls |PsM]| Ps

15. Expansive Soils Hazards (PWA)

Will the proposed project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential
adverse effects, including the risk of loss,
injury, or death involving soil expansion
because it is located within a soils | X
expansive hazard zone or where soils with
an expansion index greater than 20 are
present?

b) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Iltem 15 of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

15a. The proposed project does not include the construction of any new structures that
will be sensitive to expansive soil. There is no impact from potential hazards from
expansive soils.

The hazards from expansive soils will affect each project individually; and no cumulative
expansive soils hazard will occur as a result of other approved, proposed, or probable
projects.

15b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 15 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|Ps|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

16. Subsidence Hazard (PWA)

Will the proposed project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential
adverse effects, including the risk of loss,
injury, or death involving subsidence | X
because it is located within a subsidence
hazard zone?

b) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 16 of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

16a. The subject property is not within the probable subsidence hazard zone as
delineated on the Ventura County General Plan Hazards Appendix Figure 2.8 (October
22, 2013) and the project is not for oil, gas or groundwater withdrawal, the project is
considered to have no impact on the hazard of subsidence.

The hazards from subsidence will affect each project individually; and no cumulative
subsidence hazard will occur as a result of other approved, proposed, or probable
projects.

16b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 16 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N |Ls |[PsMm]| Ps

17a. Hydraulic Hazards — Non-FEMA (PWA)

Will the proposed project:

1) Result in a potential erosion/siltation hazard
and flooding hazard pursuant to any of the

following documents (individually,
collectively, or in combination with one
another):

2007 Ventura County Building Code
Ordinance N0.4369

Ventura County Land Development
Manual

Ventura County Subdivision Ordinance
Ventura County Coastal Zoning
Ordinance

Ventura County Non-Coastal Zoning
Ordinance

Ventura County Standard Land
Development Specifications

Ventura County Road Standards
Ventura County Watershed Protection
District Hydrology Manual

County of Ventura Stormwater Quality
Ordinance, Ordinance No. 4142
Ventura County Hillside Erosion Control
Ordinance, Ordinance No. 3539 and
Ordinance No. 3683

Ventura County Municipal Storm Water
NPDES Permit

State General Construction Permit
State General Industrial Permit

National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES)?

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 17A of the
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

17A-1. The proposed project consists of grading on a moderate to steep hillside to
construct an agricultural access road supporting an existing agricultural operation.
Seventy-five percent of the project area burned during the Springs Fire in May 2013.
Due to the lack of rainfall, re-vegetation has been slow to occur and the site is
considered highly erosive. The Grading and Hydrologic Analysis prepared by Sespe
Consulting, Inc. on May 29, 2014, indicates that with the implementation of Best
Management Practices such as an erosion control blanket and hydro-mulching with a
native seed blend in addition to the installation of a rock-lined road drain along the
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access road, the erosion potential will be greatly improved from its current condition.
There will be no increase in impervious surfaces.

17A-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 17A of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None

Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect** Degree Of Effect*

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps | Ls | PsM | Ps

Z

17b. Hydraulic Hazards — FEMA (WPD)

Will the proposed project:

1) Be located outside of the boundaries of a
Special Flood Hazard Area and entirely
within a FEMA-determined ‘X-Unshaded' | X X
flood zone (beyond the 0.2% annual chance
floodplain: beyond the 500-year floodplain)?

2) Be located outside of the boundaries of a
Special Flood Hazard Area and entirely
within a FEMA-determined ‘X-Shaded' flood | X X
zone (within the 0.2% annual chance
floodplain: within the 500-year floodplain)?

3) Be located, in part or in whole, within the
boundaries of a Special Flood Hazard Area
(1% annual chance floodplain: 100-year), | X X
but located entirely outside of the
boundaries of the Regulatory Floodway?

4) Be located, in part or in whole, within the
boundaries of the Regulatory Floodway, as
determined using the ‘Effective’ and latest
available DFIRMs provided by FEMA?

5) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 17B of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

17B-1 thru 4. The proposed project is not located within the boundaries of a FEMA
regulated Special Flood Hazard Area nor is it in a Regulatory Floodway determined
using the most recent DFIRMs provided by FEMA.

17B-5. The project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies for
Item 17B of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N | Ls |[PsMm]| Ps

18. Fire Hazards (VCFPD)

Will the proposed project:

a) Be located within High Fire Hazard

Areas/Fire Hazard Severity Zones or X X
Hazardous Watershed Fire Areas?

b) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Iltem 18 of the X X

Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

18a. The proposed agricultural road is located in an area designated by the State of
California as a Very High Fire Hazard Area. The parcels are located at the terminus of
Hidden Valley Road in a sparsely populated area that recently burned during the
Springs Fire in May 2013. Construction of the agricultural road will connect Hidden
Valley with the Danielson Fire road and allow an additional escape route in the event of
another fire. There are no structures proposed and therefore there will be no impact.

18b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and

Policies for Item 18 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N |Ls |[PsMm]| Ps

19. Aviation Hazards (Airports)

Will the proposed project:

a)

Comply with the County's Airport
Comprehensive Land Use Plan and pre-
established federal criteria set forth in
Federal Aviation Regulation Part 77
(Obstruction Standards)?

b)

Will the proposed project impact residential
development within the sphere of influence
of County airports, as well as churches,
schools and high commercial purpose

c)

Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Iltem 19 of the
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

19a. The proposed project is not located within the sphere of influence of an Airport
and therefore, the proposed project complies with the County's Airport Comprehensive
Land Use Plan and pre-established federal criteria set forth in Federal Aviation
Regulation Part 77 (Obstruction Standards).

19b. The proposed project is located in a sparesly populated area and is not in the
sphere of influence of County airports, as well as churches, schools and high
commercial purpose. Therefore, there will be no impact.

19c. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and

Policies for Item 19 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N |Ls |[PsMm]| Ps

20a. Hazardous Materials/Waste — Materials (EHD/Fire)

Will the proposed project:

1) Utilize hazardous materials in compliance
with applicable state and local requirements

as set forth in Section 20a of the Initial X X
Study Assessment Guidelines?

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 20a of the | X X

Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

20A-1. The proposed project does not involve the use of any hazardous materials. The
proposed project will not have any project-specific or cumulative impacts relative to

hazardous materials.

20A-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and

Policies for Item 20a of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|LS|PsM]|Ps

N | Ls |PsM]| Ps

20b. Hazardous Materials/Waste — Waste (EHD)

Will the proposed project:

1) Comply with applicable state and local

requirements as set forth in Section 20b of | X X
the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 20b of the | X X

Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

20b-1. The proposed project is not considered an activity that produces hazardous
waste. The proposed project will not have any project-specific or cumulative impacts

relative to hazardous wastes.
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20b-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and

Policies for Item 20b of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s)

None.

Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N | Ls |[PsMm]| Ps

21. Noise and Vibration

Will the proposed project:
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Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N

LS

PS-M

PS

LS

PS-M

PS

a)

Either individually or when combined with
other recently approved, pending, and
probable future projects, produce noise in
excess of the standards for noise in the
Ventura County General Plan Goals,
Policies and Programs (Section 2.16) or the
applicable Area Plan?

b) Either individually or when combined with

other recently approved, pending, and
probable future projects, include
construction activities involving blasting,
pile-driving, vibratory compaction,
demolition, and drilling or excavation which
exceed the threshold criteria provided in the
Transit Noise and Vibration Impact
Assessment (Section 12.2)?

Result in a transit use located within any of
the critical distances of the vibration-
sensitive uses listed in Table 1 (Initial Study
Assessment Guidelines, Section 21)?

d)

Generate new heavy vehicle (e.g., semi-
truck or bus) trips on uneven roadways
located within proximity to sensitive uses
that have the potential to either individually
or when combined with other recently
approved, pending, and probable future
projects, exceed the threshold criteria of the
Transit Use Thresholds for rubber-tire heavy
vehicle uses (Initial Study Assessment
Guidelines, Section 21-D, Table 1, Iltem No.
3)?

Involve  blasting, pile-driving, vibratory
compaction, demolition, drilling, excavation,
or other similar types of vibration-generating
activities which have the potential to either
individually or when combined with other
recently approved, pending, and probable
future projects, exceed the threshold criteria
provided in the Transit Noise and Vibration
Impact Assessment [Hanson, Carl E., David
A. Towers, and Lance D. Meister. (May
2006) Section 12.2]?

f)

Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Iltem 21 of the
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?
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Impact Discussion:

2lathru d. The proposed project is located in a sparsely populated, agricultural area
that is not in close proximity to any vibration-sensitive uses. Although construction
activities will generate noise and will require a temporary, minimal increase in heavy
equipment traffic along Hidden Valley Road, the impact is less than significant due to
the remote location and temporary nature.

Construction activities that generate noise and vibrations are limited to Monday through
Friday between the hours of 7am and 7pm, Saturdays from 9am to 4pm and no work on
Sundays and Holidays. Truck trips are limited to 10 round trips per day, not to exceed
50 per week. Per the approved grading plans, the proposed project is not importing nor
exporting soils and therefore truck trips on Hidden Valley Road are only expected to
occur during mobilization and demobilization at project completion.

By following the standards set by the Public Works Agency for construction activities,
the impacts from noise and vibrations will be less than significant.

21f. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 21 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N |Ls |[PsMm]| Ps

22. Daytime Glare

Will the proposed project:

a) Create a new source of disability glare or

discomfort glare for motorists travelling

along any road of the County Regional X X
Road Network?

b) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Iltem 22 of the | X X

Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

22a. As no structures will be built, the proposed agricultural access road will not create
a new source of disability glare or discomfort glare for motorists travelling along any
road of the County Regional Road Network.

22b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and

Policies for Item 22 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N |LS|PsM]|PS

N |Ls |PsMm]| Ps

23. Public Health (EHD)

Will the proposed project:

a)

Result in impacts to public health from
environmental factors as set forth in Section
23 of the Initial Study Assessment
Guidelines?

b)

Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Iltem 23 of the
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

23a. No project-specific or cumulative impacts to public health were identified during
the review of the proposed project.
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23b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 23 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect** Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM|PS|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

24. Greenhouse Gases (VCAPCD)

Will the proposed project:

a) Result in environmental impacts from
greenhouse gas emissions, either project
specifically or cumulatively, as set forth in X X
CEQA Guidelines 88 15064(h)(3), 15064.4,
15130(b)(1)(B) and -(d), and 15183.5?

Impact Discussion:

24a. The Ventura County Air Pollution Control District has not yet adopted any
approach to setting a threshold of significance for land use development projects in the
area of project greenhouse gas emissions. The project will generate less than
significant impacts to regional and local air quality. Furthermore, the amount of
greenhouse gases anticipated from the project will be a small fraction of the levels being
considered by the APCD for greenhouse gas significance thresholds and far below
those adopted to date by any air district in the state.

Therefore, the project specific and cumulative impacts to greenhouse gases are less
than significant.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|Ps|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

25. Community Character (PIng.)

Will the proposed project:

a) Either individually or cumulatively when
combined with recently approved, current,
and reasonably foreseeable probable future
projects, introduce physical development
that is incompatible with existing land uses, X X
architectural form or style, site
design/layout, or density/parcel sizes within
the community in which the project site is
located?

b) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Iltem 25 of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

25a. As discussed in Section 6a (above), the project site and surrounding area consist
primarily of mountainous terrain and chaparral habitat that is undergoing ecological
succession and recovery following the Spring Fire of 2013, and has historically been
used for cattle grazing. The proposed project will involve grading and the construction of
a rock rip-rap energy dissipater and headwall to construct an agricultural road to afford
access on parcels currently zoned for agricultural use. Although the proposed project
has the potential to introduce development that is visually incompatible with the
surrounding area and create a potentially significant project-specific impact, the
implementation of Mitigation Measure SR-1 will reduce the proposed project’s project-
specific impacts to community character to a less-than-significant level. Currently, there
are no other pending or approved projects within the Hidden Valley community.
Therefore, when considered with the lack of other pending and approved projects within
Hidden Valley, the proposed project will not make a cumulatively considerable
contribution to a significant cumulative impact to community character within Hidden
Valley.

25b. The proposed project would be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals
and Policies for Item 25 of the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guideline.

Mitigation
See Section 6a (above) for the requirements of Mitigation Measure SR-1.
Residual Impact(s)

With the implementation of Mitigation Measure SR-1, the proposed project’s impacts to
community character will be less than significant.
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|PS|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

26. Housing (PIng.)

Will the proposed project:

a) Eliminate three or more dwelling units that
are affordable to:

e moderate-income households that are
located within the Coastal Zone;
and/or,

e lower-income households?

b) Involve construction which has an impact on
the demand for additional housing due to
potential housing demand created by
construction workers?

¢) Result in 30 or more new full-time-
equivalent lower-income employees?

d) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Iltem 26 of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

26a. The proposed project would not eliminate three or more dwelling units that are
affordable to moderate-income households that are located within the Coastal Zone,
and/or lower-income households. Therefore, the proposed project will not have a
project-specific impact or make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant
cumulative impact related to the elimination of housing.

26b. As stated in the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (146), any
project that involves construction has an impact on the demand for additional housing
due to potential housing demand created by construction workers. However,
construction work is short-term and there is a sufficient pool of construction workers
within Ventura County and the Los Angeles metropolitan regions. Therefore, the
proposed project will have a less-than-significant project-specific impact and will not
make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact related
to housing demand for construction workers.

26¢c. The proposed project consists of a grading project to construct an agricultural
access road and does not include the introduction of a new use (e.g., establishment of a
new business) that will result in 30 or more new full-time-equivalent lower-income
employees. Therefore, the proposed project will not have a project-specific impact or
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make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact related
to housing demand from lower-income employees.

26d. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 26 of the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|[Ls|PsM|[PS| N[ LS |PsM]| Ps

27a(1). Transportation & Circulation - Roads and Highways - Level of Service (LOS) (PWA)

Will the proposed project:

a) Cause existing roads within the Regional
Road Network or Local Road Network that are
currently functioning at an acceptable LOS to X X
function below an acceptable LOS?

Impact Discussion:

27a(1)-a. Per the approved grading plans for the proposed construction of a private
agricultural access road, no soil will be imported nor exported off-site. The only
increase in traffic on the Regional and Local Road Network will be for the mobilization
and demobilization of equipment. Therefore, the proposed project will not cause
existing roads within the Regional Road Network or Local Road Network that are
currently functioning at an acceptable LOS to function below an acceptable LOS.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|Ps|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

27a(2). Transportation & Circulation - Roads and Highways - Safety and Design of Public Roads
(PWA)

Will the proposed project:

a) Have an Adverse, Significant Project-Specific
or Cumulative Impact to the Safety and Design
of Roads or Intersections within the Regional X X
Road Network (RRN) or Local Road Network
(LRN)?

Impact Discussion:

27a(2)-a. . Per the approved grading plans for the proposed construction of a private
agricultural access road, no soil will be imported nor exported off-site. The only
increase in traffic on the Regional and Local Road Network will be for the mobilization
and demobilization of equipment. Therefore, there will be no adverse, significant project
specific or cumulative impact to the Safety and Design of Roads or Intersections within
the Regional Road Network (RRN) or Local Road Network (LRN).

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|PsS|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

27a(3). Transportation & Circulation - Roads & Highways — Safety & Design of Private Access
(VCFPD)

a) If a private road or private access is
proposed, will the design of the private road
meet the adopted Private Road Guidelines

and access standards of the VCFPD as X X
listed in the Initial Study Assessment
Guidelines?
b) Will the project be consistent with the
applicable General Plan Goals and Policies X X

for Item 27a(3) of the Initial Study
Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

27a(3)-a. The proposed agricultural access road is intended to support existing
agricultural operations only and will not serve as access for residential purposes. No
structures are proposed. Therefore, there will be a less than significant impact.
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27a(3)-b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals
and Policies for Item 27a(3) of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None

Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N | Ls |[PsMm]| Ps

27a(4). Transportation & Circulation - Roads & Highways - Tactical Access (VCFPD)

Will the proposed project:

a) Involve a road or access, public or private,

that complies with VCFPD adopted Private X X
Road Guidelines?

b) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 27a(4) of X X

the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

27a(4)-a. The proposed agricultural access road is not intended as access to a
structure or residence and therefore a less than significant impact will occur.

27a(4)-b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals
and Policies for Item 27a(4) of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|Ps|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

27b. Transportation & Circulation - Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities (PWA/PIng.)

Will the proposed project:

1) Will the Project have an Adverse, Significant
Project-Specific or Cumulative Impact to
Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities within the

Regional Road Network (RRN) or Local Road X X
Network (LRN)?
2) Generate or attract pedestrian/bicycle traffic
volumes meeting requirements for protected
highway crossings or pedestrian and bicycle | y X

facilities?

3) Be consistent with the applicable General Plan
Goals and Policies for Item 27b of the Initial | X X
Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

27b-1.The proposed project would not result in actual or potential barriers to existing or
planned pedestrian/bike facilities. Therefore, the proposed project will not have a
project-specific impact and will not make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a
significant cumulative impact on pedestrian/bike facilities.

27b-2. The proposed project is an agricultural path on private land that would not attract
pedestrian/bicycle traffic volumes meeting the requirements for protected highway
crossings or pedestrian and bicycle facilities. Therefore, the proposed project would not
have a project-specific impact or make a cumulatively considerable contribution to
cumulative impacts on pedestrian/bicycle facilities.

27b-3. The proposed project is consistent the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 27 of the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact

Of Effect** Degree Of Effect**
Issue (Responsible Department)* g

N|Ls|[PsM|Ps|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

27c. Transportation & Circulation - Bus Transit

Will the proposed project:

1) Substantially interfere with existing bus
transit facilities or routes, or create a
substantial increase in demand for X X
additional or new bus transit
facilities/services?

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 27c of the X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

27c-1. The proposed project will not generate any long-term additional daily vehicle
trips as there are no structures proposed, therefore this project will not substantially
interfere with existing bus transit facilities or routes, or create a substantial increase in
demand for additional or new bus transit facilities/services.

27c-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 27c¢ of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|PS|[N]| Ls | PsM ]| Ps

27d. Transportation & Circulation - Railroads

Will the proposed project:

1) Individually or cumulatively, substantially
interfere with an existing railroad's facilities | X X
or operations?

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 27d of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:
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27d-1. There are no rail lines in the vicinity of the proposed project and therefore the
project would not Individually or cumulatively, substantially interfere with an existing
railroad's facilities or operations.

27d-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 27d of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None

Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**
N|Ls|[PsM|Ps|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps
27e. Transportation & Circulation — Airports (Airports)
Will the proposed project:
1) Have the potential to generate complaints
and concerns regarding interference with | X X
airports?
2) Be located within the sphere of influence of X X
either County operated airport?
3) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 27e of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

27e-1 and 2. There are no airports in the vicinity of the proposed project nor is it
located within the sphere of influence of either County Airport. Therefore, the proposed
project would not have the potential to generate complaints and concerns regarding
interference with airports.

27e-3. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 27e of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|Ps|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

27f. Transportation & Circulation - Harbor Facilities (Harbors)

Will the proposed project:

1) Involve construction or an operation that will
increase the demand for commercial boat
traffic and/or adjacent commercial boat
facilities?

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 27f of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

27f-1. The proposed project is not located near a Harbor and it does not involve
commercial boating operations.

27f-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 27f of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect** Degree Of Effect*

N|Ls|[PsM|PsS|[ N]|Ls |PsM]| Ps

279g. Transportation & Circulation - Pipelines

Will the proposed project:

1) Substantially interfere with, or compromise
the integrity or affect the operation of, an | X X
existing pipeline?

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 27¢g of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

27g-1. There are no pipelines in the vicinity of the proposed project and therefore it will
not Substantially interfere with, or compromise the integrity or affect the operation of, an
existing pipeline.
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27g-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and

Policies for Item 279 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N | Ls |[PsMm]| Ps

28a. Water Supply — Quality (EHD)

Will the proposed project:

1) Comply with applicable state and local

requirements as set forth in Section 28a of | X X
the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 28a of the | X X

Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

28a-1. The proposed project will not require a source of potable quality water. The
proposed project will not have any project-specific or cumulative impacts relative to water

supply.

28a-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and

Policies for Item 28a of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N |Ls |[PsMm]| Ps

28b. Water Supply — Quantity (WPD)

Will the proposed project:

1) Have a permanent supply of water?

2) Either individually or cumulatively when
combined with recently approved, current,
and reasonably foreseeable probable future
projects, introduce physical development
that will adversely affect the water supply -
quantity of the hydrologic unit in which the
project site is located?

3) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 28b of the
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

28b-1 and 2. The proposed project involves the construction of an agricultural access
road and will not generate the need for additional water usage. The parcels are served
by groundwater from a well which is considered a permanent water source according to
the Ventura County Waterworks Manual Section 2.12. Water used during construction
to control dust and achieve proper compaction will be minimal and will not adversely
affect the water supply quantity of the hydrologic unit in which the project site is located.

28b-3. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and

Policies for Item 28b of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s)

None.

53




Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|Ps|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

28c. Water Supply - Fire Flow Requirements (VCFPD)

Will the proposed project:

1) Meet the required fire flow? X X

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 28c of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

28c-1. As there are no structures being built, there is no fire flow requirement from the
VCFPD.

28c-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 28c of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect** Degree Of Effect*

N|[Ls|PsM|Ps| N | Ls |PsM]| Ps

29a. Waste Treatment & Disposal Facilities - Individual Sewage Disposal Systems (EHD)

Will the proposed project:

1) Comply with applicable state and local
requirements as set forth in Section 29a of | X X
the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 29a of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

29a-1. The proposed project will not require sewage disposal. The proposed project will
not have any project-specific or cumulative impacts relative to sewage disposal.

29a-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 29a of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.
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Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N | Ls |[PsM]| Ps

29b. Waste Treatment & Disposal Facilities - Sewage Collection/Treatment Facilities (EHD)

Will the proposed project:

1) Comply with applicable state and local

requirements as set forth in Section 29b of | X X
the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 29b of the | X X

Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

29b-1. The proposed project will not require connection to a public sewer. The proposed
project will not have any project-specific or cumulative impacts relative to sewage

collection/treatment facilities.

29b-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and

Policies for Item 29b of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|Ps|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

29c. Waste Treatment & Disposal Facilities - Solid Waste Management (PWA)

Will the proposed project:

1) Have a direct or indirect adverse effect on a
landfill such that the project impairs the
landfill's disposal capacity in terms of
reducing its useful life to less than 15 years?

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Iltem 29c of the X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

29c-1. The Integrated Waste Management Division has determined that the proposed
project falls below their threshold for reporting job-site waste diversion and no
conditions of approval are required. However, the applicant has agreed that the waste
generated by the construction of the proposed agricultural access road will be limited to
the removal of dead brush and trees. This material will be mulched and used or spread
on-site.

Pursuant to the Integrated Waste Management Division’s factors for determining the
significance of project impacts to solid waste facilities within Ventura County, any
discretionary development project generating solid waste will impact the County’s
remaining solid waste disposal capacity. Additionally, as required by California Public
Resources Code (PRC) 41701, Ventura County’s Countywide Siting Element (CSE),
adopted in June of 2001 and updated annually, confirms Ventura County has at least 15
years of disposal capacity available for waste generated by in-County projects.
Therefore, because the County currently exceeds the minimum disposal capacity
required by state PRC, no individual project should have a significant impact upon
remaining Ventura County solid waste disposal capacity.

29c-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 29c of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|Ps|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

29d. Waste Treatment & Disposal Facilities - Solid Waste Facilities (EHD)

Will the proposed project:

1) Comply with applicable state and local
requirements as set forth in Section 29d of | X X
the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 29d of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

29d-1. The proposed project does not include a solid waste facility. The proposed
project will not create any adverse project-specific or cumulative impacts relating to
solid waste facilities.

29d-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 29d of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

Z

| Ls | PsM | Ps

30. Utilities

Will the proposed project:

a)

Individually or cumulatively cause a
disruption or re-routing of an existing utility
facility?

b)

Individually or cumulatively increase
demand on a utility that results in expansion
of an existing utility facility which has the
potential for secondary environmental
impacts?

c)

Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Iltem 30 of the
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

30a and b.. The proposed project does not involve the installation or re-route of any
utility, existing or planned as there will be no structures or facilities built.

30c. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and

Policies for Item 30 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|Ps|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

3la. Flood Control Facilities/Watercourses - Watershed Protection District (WPD)

Will the proposed project:

1) Either directly or indirectly, impact flood
control facilities and watercourses by
obstructing, impairing, diverting, impeding,
or altering the characteristics of the flow of X X
water, resulting in exposing adjacent
property and the community to increased
risk for flood hazards?

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 31a of the X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

3la-1. The proposed project will not result in an increase in flow from the existing
natural conditions. The project is being designed with a culvert and rock-lined road
drain that will maintain or reduce the present runoff amounts. Therefore, the project will
not directly or indirectly, impact flood control facilities and watercourses by obstructing,
impairing, diverting, impeding, or altering the characteristics of the flow of water,
resulting in exposing adjacent property and the community to increased risk for flood
hazards due to the existing and proposed conditions being similar and runoff will be
returned to natural sheet flow conditions.

31a-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 31a of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|Ps|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

31b. Flood Control Facilities/Watercourses - Other Facilities (PWA)

Will the proposed project:

1) Result in the possibility of deposition of
sediment and debris materials within
existing channels and allied obstruction of
flow?

2) Impact the capacity of the channel and the
potential for overflow during design storm X X
conditions?

3) Result in the potential for increased runoff
and the effects on Areas of Special Flood
Hazard and regulatory channels both on
and off site?

4) Involve an increase in flow to and from
natural and man-made drainage channels X X
and facilities?

5) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 31b of the X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

31b-1 thru 4. Seventy-five percent of the project area burned during the Springs Fire in
May 2013. Due to the lack of rainfall, re-vegetation has been slow to occur and the site
is considered highly erosive. The Grading and Hydrologic Analysis prepared by Sespe
Consulting, Inc. on May 29, 2014, indicates that with the implementation of Best
Management Practices such as an erosion control blanket and hydro-mulching with a
native seed blend in addition to the installation of a rock-lined road drain along the
access road, the erosion potential will be greatly improved from its current condition
which will improve the capacity of the watercourse by reducing the current potential for
sediment and debris flow from the burned areas.

There will not be an increase in impervious surfaces and the project will not alter nor
increase flow. Therefore, the project will not directly or indirectly, impact flood control
facilities and watercourses by obstructing, impairing, diverting, impeding, or altering the
characteristics of the flow of water, resulting in exposing adjacent property and the
community to increased risk for flood hazards due to the existing and proposed
conditions being similar and runoff will be returned to natural sheet flow conditions.

31b-5. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 31b of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.
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Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect** Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|PS|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps

32. Law Enforcement/Emergency Services (Sheriff)

Will the proposed project:

a) Have the potential to increase demand for
law enforcement or emergency services?

b) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Iltem 32 of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

32a. The proposed project is in a sparsely populated agricultural area and does not
involve the construction of facilities or structures and will not increase the demand for
law enforcement or emergency services.

32b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 32 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

Z

| Ls | PsM | Ps

33a. Fire Protection Services - Distance and Response (VCFPD)

Will the proposed project:

1)

Be located in excess of five miles,
measured from the apron of the fire station
to the structure or pad of the proposed
structure, from a full-time paid fire
department?

2)

Require additional fire stations and
personnel, given the estimated response
time from the nearest full-time paid fire
department to the project site?

3) Be consistent with the applicable General

Plan Goals and Policies for Item 33a of the
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

33a-1 and 2. No structures or facilities will be constructed with the installation of an
agricultural access road.

33a-3. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and

Policies for Item 33a of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N |Ls |[PsMm]| Ps

33b. Fire Protection Services — Personnel, Equipment, and Facilities (VCFPD)

Will the proposed project:

1) Result in the need for additional personnel?

2) Magnitude or the distance from existing
facilities indicate that a new facility or
additional equipment will be required?

3) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 33b of the
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

33b-1 and 2. No structures or facilities will be constructed with the installation of an

agricultural access road.

33b-3. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and

Policies for Item 33b of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None

Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N | Ls |[PsMm]| Ps

34a. Education - Schools

Will the proposed project:

1) Substantially interfere with the operations of

an existing school facility? X X
2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 34a of the | X X

Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

34a-1. The proposed project is not located in the vicinity of any school facility.
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34a-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and

Policies for Item 34a of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N | Ls |[PsMm]| Ps

34b. Education - Public Libraries (Lib. Agency)

Will the proposed project:

1)

Substantially interfere with the operations of
an existing public library facility?

2)

Put additional demands on a public library
facility which is currently deemed
overcrowded?

3)

Limit the ability of individuals to access
public library facilities by private vehicle or
alternative transportation modes?

4)

In combination with other approved projects
in its vicinity, cause a public library facility to
become overcrowded?

5)

Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 34b of the
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

34b-1 thru 4. The proposed construction of an agricultural access road will support an
existing agricultural operation and will have no effect on public library facilities.

34b-5. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and

Policies for Item 34b of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect™ Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|[PsM|Ps|[ N ]| Ls |PsM]| Ps
35. Recreation Facilities (GSA)
Will the proposed project:
a) Cause an increase in the demand for
recreation, parks, and/or trails and | X X

corridors?

b) Cause a decrease in recreation, parks,
and/or trails or corridors when measured
against the following standards:

e lLocal Parks/Facilities - 5 acres of
developable land (less than 15% slope)
per 1,000 population; X X

e Regional Parks/Facilities - 5 acres of
developable land per 1,000 population;
or,

e Regional Trails/Corridors - 2.5 miles per
1,000 population?

c) Impede future development of Recreation
Parks/Facilities and/or Regional | X X
Trails/Corridors?

d) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Iltem 35 of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

35a and b. The proposed construction of an agricultural access road to support existing
agricultural operations will not generate a demand for new recreational facilities and will
not cause a decrease in recreation, parks, and/or trails or corridors.

35c. The proposed project will not impede future development of Recreation
Parks/Facilities and/or Regional Trails/Corridors.

35d. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 35 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

*Key to the agencies/departments that are responsible for the analysis of the items above:

Airports - Department Of Airports AG. - Agricultural Department VCAPCD - Air Pollution Control District
EHD - Environmental Health Division VCFPD - Fire Protection District GSA - General Services Agency
Harbors - Harbor Department Lib. Agency - Library Services Agency PIng. - Planning Division

PWA - Public Works Agency Sheriff - Sheriff's Department WPD - Watershed Protection District
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**Key to Impact Degree of Effect:
N — No Impact
LS — Less than Significant Impact
PS-M — Potentially Significant but Mitigable Impact
PS — Potentially Significant Impact

66



Section C — Mandatory Findings of Significance

Based on the information contained within Section B:

Yes No
1. Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of
the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or X

animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of
a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate important
examples of the major periods of California history or
prehistory?

2. Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term, to
the disadvantage of long-term, environmental goals? (A
short-term impact on the environment is one that occurs in a X
relatively brief, definitive period of time while long-term
impacts will endure well into the future).

3. Does the project have impacts that are individually limited,
but cumulatively considerable? “Cumulatively considerable”
means that the incremental effects of a project are
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of
past projects, the effect of other current projects, and the X
effect of probable future projects. (Several projects may
have relatively small individual impacts on two or more
resources, but the total of those impacts on the environment
is significant.)

4. Does the project have environmental effects that will cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly X
or indirectly?

Findings Discussion:

1. With mitigation and avoidance measures listed in the preceding document, the
construction of an agricultural road to support an existing agricultural operation, will
not adversely affect populations of plants and animals, nor degrade the environment.

2. The construction of the agricultural access road will include drainage features that
will mitigate the potential for increased sedimentation and run-off. The re-vegetation
of graded slopes will greatly improve the existing post-fire conditions and reduce the
long-term impact potential. By utilizing the approved native seed blend for re-
planting, the area habitat will benefit in the long-term.

3. There are no foreseeable projects that will occur on this parcel that will have
cumulative impacts on the environment. The project site is zoned for agricultural
purposes and will remain as agricultural exclusive use. The proposed agricultural
road/ trail is intended to support an existing agricultural operation and not for
expansion and development.

4. The proposed project is intended to support existing agricultural operations and will
not have adverse impacts on human beings, either directly or indirectly.
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Section D — Determination of Environmental Document

Based on this initial evaluation:

[1]

| find the proposed project could not have a significant effect on the environment, and
a Negative Declaration should be prepared.

[X]

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation
measure(s) described in Section B of the Initial Study will be applied to the project. A
Mitigated Negative Declaration should be prepared.

| find the proposed project, individually and/or cumulatively, MAY have a significant
effect on the environment and an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is required.

[ 1]

| find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or
“potentially significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one
effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable
legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the
earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An Environmental Impact Report is
required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

[1]

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed
adequately in an earlier EIR or Negative Declaration pursuant to applicable standards,
and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or Negative
Declaration, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the

proposed project, nothing further is required.

.
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“Leié‘a_C. Reed, Engineering Technician Date !

Attachments:

Exhibit 1 — Aerial Location Map

Exhibit 2 — Project Plans

Exhibit 3 — Initial Study Biological Assessment

Exhibit 4 — Geotechnical and Geologic Engineering Report
Exhibit 5 - Works Cited
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EXHIBIT 1

Aerial Location Map



Exhibit 1

Aerial Location Map
Printed: Jun 24, 2015

R MAgl’S This map is to be used for reference purposes only, and no other use or reliance on the same is authorized. Parcel lines are shown for tax purposes only and are not intended for conveyances, nor is it intended to

substitute for a legal survey or property abstract. Parcels shown do not necessarily constitute a legal lot of record.




EXHIBIT 2

Project Plans
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INITIAL STUDY BIOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT — FRENCH RANCH AGRICULTURAL ACCESS ROAD

Original ISBA report date: April 9, 2015

Revision report date(s): N/A

Case number (to be entered by Planning Div.):

Permit type: Grading Permit

Applicant: Joel Shukovsky

Case Planner (to be entered by Planning Div.):

Total parcel(s) size: 79.75 acres and 96.9 acres, respectively
Assessor Parcel Number(s): APN 694-0-150-170; APN 694-0-140-120
Development proposal description:

Joel Shukovsky (applicant/project proponent) is submitting an application for a grading permit from the
County of Ventura for the French Ranch Agricultural Access Road (project). The project is being
proposed for installation in order to provide the project proponent with improved access to his
property. The project consists of the construction of an agricultural access road and associated culvert
crossing that will create interior access between two parcels (APN 694-0-150-170 and APN 694-0-140-
120). The proposed route will connect the existing Danielson fire road (APN 694-0-150-170) to an
existing access road which currently terminates at the two water tanks on APN 694-0-140-120. The
proposed project is located at 1769 Hidden Valley Road near the City of Thousand Oaks and is within the
Lake Sherwood Area.

Prepared for Ventura County Planning Division by:

As a Qualified Biologist, approved by the Ventura County Planning Division, | hereby certify that this
Initial Study Biological Assessment was prepared according to the Planning Division’s requirements and
that the statements furnished in the report and associated maps are true and correct to the best of my
knowledge.

Qualified Biologist (signature): f,// , M Date: 4/9/15
| [

Name (printed): Christina Sulzman Title? Biologist Company: R.A. Atmore & Sons, Inc.
Phone: 805-644-6851 email: chris@raatmore.com

Additional Staff (signature): [}V\/\A B’\AW/ Date: 4/9/15
Name (printed): Anna-Maria Huber! Title: Project Manager Company: R.A. Atmore and Sons, Inc.
Phone: 805-644-6851 email: anna@raatmore.com

Role: Assessment co-author, performed vegetation survey, prepared maps

R.A. Atmore and Sons, Inc. Natural Resources Division
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This Biological Assessment DID provide adequate information to make recommended CEQA findings
regarding potentially significant impacts.

Project Impact Cumulative Impact
Degree of Effect Degree of Effect
N LS PS-M* PS N LS PS-M* PS
Biological Resources
Species X X
Ecological Communities X X
Habitat Connectivity X X
N: No impact
LS: Less than significant impact

PS-M: Potentially significant unless mitigation incorporated.

PS: Potentially significant

* DO NOT check this box unless the Biological Assessment provided information adequate enough to
develop mitigation measures that reduce the level of impact to less than significant.

R.A. Atmore and Sons, Inc. Natural Resources Division
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SUMMARY

Joel Shukovsky (applicant/project proponent) is submitting an application for a grading permit from the
County of Ventura for the French Ranch Agricultural Access Road (project). The project is being
proposed for installation in order to provide the project proponent with improved access to his
property. The project will occur on two parcels (APNs 694-0-150-170 and 694-0-140-120) that are part
of the French Ranch. Although the parcels are adjacent, they have no connecting vehicular access route
between them. APN 694-0-140-120 is accessed via Hidden Valley Road, while APN 694-0-150-170 must
be accessed from Potrero Road, utilizing easements across the property of others. The project consists
of the construction of an agricultural access road and associated culvert crossing that will create interior
access between the two parcels (project site).

The proposed route will connect the existing Danielson fire road (APN 694-0-150-170) to an existing
access road which currently terminates at the two water tanks on APN 694-0-140-120. As French Ranch
is located at the western terminus of Hidden Valley, installation of the access road will also provide an
alternate escape route in the event a wildfire or other emergency eliminates the primary access from
Hidden Valley Road. The route will be approximately 1,300 feet long and 12 feet wide. The amount of
excavation will exceed 1,000 cubic yards (CY) and the proposed graded slopes are greater than 40 feet in
height.

R.A. Atmore and Sons, Inc. (R.A. Atmore) Biologist Christina Sulzman and Project Manager Anna Huber
conducted habitat, plant, and wildlife surveys for this Initial Study Biological Assessment (ISBA) to
characterize the vegetation and wildlife species within the project site and surrounding space. The
survey area (SA1) consists of the proposed project site and a 300-foot buffer surrounding the project
site. Project impacts to wildlife species associated with construction activities were evaluated
throughout SA1, while project impacts to habitat and plants were evaluated within a subset of SA1. This
area is being referred to as SA1.1 and consists of the project site and a 50-foot buffer.

The project will result in impacts to 1.2 acres of burned habitat that formerly contained Laurel Sumac
Scrub and Greenbark Ceanothus Chaparral and 0.2 acre of intact Greenbark Ceanothus Chaparral near a
sparsely populated area in the Santa Monica Mountains. Impacts to plant and wildlife species (including
special status species), ecological communities, and habitat connectivity as a result of the proposed
project and cumulative impacts are anticipated to be less than significant.

Avoidance and Minimization Measures
Incorporation of the following avoidance and minimization measures are recommended to minimize any
direct or indirect effects of project activities on biological resources:

e Project design and activities will be the minimum size necessary to achieve the construction of
the proposed project.

e |f special status species are present, appropriate regulatory agencies will be contacted
immediately.

e To avoid impacts to nesting birds the following measures will be followed:

0 Construction activities will be conducted between September 16 and February 28 if feasible,
to avoid the bird breeding season (March 1 to September 15).

R.A. Atmore and Sons, Inc. Natural Resources Division
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0 If work is conducted during the bird breeding season, a qualified biologist will conduct a
preconstruction survey for nesting birds within the project site and suitable nesting habitat
within 300 feet of the project site. If the Biologist does not find any active nests within the
survey area during the preconstruction survey, the construction work will be allowed to
proceed. If the Biologist finds an active nest within the project site and determines that the
nest may be impacted, the Biologist will delineate an appropriate buffer zone around the
nest prior to initiation of work. The size of the buffer zone will depend on the affected
species and the type of construction activity.

O Any active nests observed during the survey will be mapped on an aerial photograph.

0 Only construction activities (if any) that have been approved by a Biological Monitor will
take place within the buffer zone until the nest is vacated.

O The Biologist shall serve as a Construction Monitor during those periods when construction
activities occur near active nest areas to ensure that no inadvertent impacts on these nests
occur.

e No work will occur during precipitation events. Should significant precipitation occur while
construction is in progress, an appropriate number of “dry-out” days will occur prior to
reinitiation of work.

e If precipitation is predicted to occur while construction is in progress, the site will be secured
with straw wattles, silt fencing, and other appropriate best management practices to prevent
offsite movement of silt and sediment.

e Areas of temporary disturbance/bare soil will be hydroseeded with an appropriate native seed
mix and mulch/binder mixture in order to reestablish vegetative cover and to prevent any
potential erosion.

Section 1: Construction Footprint Description

Development Proposal Description:

The project proponent is submitting an application for a grading permit from the County of Ventura for
the French Ranch Agricultural Access Road (project). The project consists of the construction of the
access route and an associated culvert crossing (project site). The access road is being proposed for
installation in order to provide the project proponent with improved access to his property. The project
will occur on two parcels (APNs 694-0-150-170 and 694-0-140-120) that are part of the French Ranch.
Although the parcels are adjacent, they have no connecting vehicular access route between them. APN
694-0-140-120 is accessed via Hidden Valley Road, while APN 694-0-150-170 must be accessed from
Potrero Road, utilizing easements across the property of others. As French Ranch is located at the
western terminus of Hidden Valley, installation of the access road will also provide an alternate escape
route in the event a wildfire or other emergency eliminates the primary access from Hidden Valley Road.
Photographs of the proposed project site are presented in Photos P1 to P10.

The route will originate at the existing water tanks on APN 694-0-140-120 and will then extend in a
northerly to northeasterly direction along the hillside to join the existing Danielson Fire Road on APN
694-0-150-170. Both cut and fill grading will be required to establish the planned road grades
(Attachment A, sheets 1-3).

R.A. Atmore and Sons, Inc. Natural Resources Division
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At approximately the midpoint of its length, the proposed access route crosses a small, unnamed,
unmapped episodic drainage. While the majority of the road bed will occur on cut slopes, the
topography at this location will necessitate the placement of fill to facilitate construction of the access
route. Due to the potential for episodic flow to occur in the drainage a culvert will be installed. The
culvert inlet will be installed on the west side of the road, and will comprise a 36” CMP or pre-cast box
drop inlet riser. The inlet will be fitted with a 24” CMP drain pipe which will pass under the road to exit
on the road’s east side. A grouted riprap pad will dissipate flow energy at the pipe’s outlet.

Construction Footprint Size

The proposed access route is approximately 1,300 feet long, approximately 12 feet wide, and 1.43 acres
in size. Construction impact areas will include the proposed access road, cuts and fills to existing slopes,
and structures associated with the creation of the culvert crossing. The amount of excavation will
exceed 1,000 cubic yards (CY) and the proposed graded slopes are greater than 40 feet in height.

Project Design for Impact Avoidance or Minimization

The project was designed to be the minimum size necessary to achieve the proposed road construction.
The road will connect the existing Danielson fire road (APN 694-0-150-170) to an existing access road
which currently terminates at the two water tanks on APN 694-0-140-120. Due to the size and
configuration of the two parcels owned by the project proponent, the only available location for the
proposed road is limited to the northwest corner of APN 694-0-140-120, where it shares a narrow
border with APN 694-0-150-170.

A Stormwater Pollution Control Plan (SWPCP) was prepared for the proposed project as part of the
grading permit application process. Soil and slope stabilization practices, including those described in
the grading plans and Hydrologic Analysis prepared by Sespe Consulting, Inc., and the Landscape
Renovation Plan prepared by S.A. Fausset, have been designed to preserve existing vegetation and
revegetate impact areas. Measures will include:

e the installation of temporary erosion control measures, such as straw wattles, silt fences, or
other erosion control structures as needed if rain is forecast during construction;

e the installation of erosion control blankets and hydroseeding with a native seed mix in cut and
fill areas post construction to achieve revegetation of graded areas;

o the culvert inlet grate will be fitted with a sediment capture filter (sediment only guard) and
gravel bags, as needed, to reduce sediment flow;

e a rock rip-rap road drain will be installed at the in-slope side to capture potential sediment
transport from the proposed access road; and

e culvert outlet design will include rock rip-rap to capture sediment and dissipate flow from the
ephemeral drainage due to storm events.

Coastal Zone/Overlay Zones
The project site is not located within the coastal zone.

R.A. Atmore and Sons, Inc. Natural Resources Division
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Zoning
APN 694-0-140-120 is zoned as Open Space — 20 acres (0S-20 ac). APN 694-0-150-170 is zoned as
Agricultural Exclusive — 40 acres (AE-40 ac).

Elevation
The proposed access road will range in elevation from 1,425 to 1,575 feet.

Other

Access to the project site is available from Hidden Valley Road via the main ranch entrance gate, or from
Potrero Road approximately 0.9 miles east of the intersection of Potrero Road and Wendy Drive. The
Potrero access route occurs on the property of others via easement. No temporary access roads are
proposed for the project.

Section 2: Survey Information

2.1 Survey Purpose

Discretionary actions undertaken by public agencies are required to demonstrate compliance with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The purpose of this Initial Study Biological Assessment
(ISBA) is to gather enough information about the biological resources associated with the proposed
project, and their potential to be impacted by the project, to make a CEQA Initial Study significance
finding for biological resources. In general, ISBA’s are intended to:

e Provide an inventory of the biological resources on a project site and the values of those
resources.

e Determine if a proposed project has the potential to impact any significant biological resources.

e Recommend project redesign to avoid, minimize or reduce impacts to significant biological
resources.

e Recommend additional studies necessary to adequately assess potential impacts and/or to
develop adequate mitigation measures.

e Develop mitigation measures, when necessary, in cases where adequate information is
available.

2.2 Survey Area Description

Survey Area Definition (per the Ventura County Planning Division): The physical area a biologist
evaluates as part of a biological assessment. This includes all areas that could potentially be
subject to direct or indirect impacts from the project, including, but not limited to: the
construction footprint; areas that would be subject to noise, light, dust or runoff generated by
the project; any required buffer areas (e.g., buffers surrounding wetland habitat). The
construction footprint plus a 100 to 300-foot buffer—beyond the required fire hazard brush
clearance boundary—(or 20-foot from the cut/fill boundary or road fire hazard brush clearance
boundary — whichever is greater) is generally the size of a survey area. Required off-site
improvements—such as roads or fire hazard brush clearance—are included in the survey area.
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Survey areas can extend off the project’s parcel(s) because indirect impacts may cross property
lines. The extent of the survey area shall be determined by the biologist in consultation with the
lead agency.

Survey Area 1 (SA1)

Location

Survey Area 1 (SA1) is located at 1769 Hidden Valley Road near the City of Thousand Oaks and is within
the Lake Sherwood Area Plan (Figure 1, Figure 2). SA1 consists of the proposed project site and a 300-
foot buffer surrounding the project site. As part of the ISBA preparation process, biological resources
with the potential to be impacted by project activities were assessed within SA1l. Project impacts to
wildlife species associated with construction activities were evaluated throughout SA1, while project
impacts to habitat and plants were evaluated within a subset of SA1. This area is being referred to as
SA1.1 and consists of the project site and a 50-foot buffer. No impacts to habitat and plants are
anticipated to occur beyond the evaluated 50-foot buffer. An assessment of impacts to breeding raptors
was also conducted. However, no such habitat occurs within 500 feet of the project site. Therefore,
impacts to breeding raptors as a result of the proposed project are not expected to occur.

The project site is located at the western end of Hidden Valley within the Santa Monica Mountains and
contains steep east, south, and north-facing slopes. Due to the existing topographical buffer presented
by the western Hidden Valley ridgeline, biological resources within the portion of the buffer zones
located on the opposite side of the ridgeline are not anticipated to be impacted by project activities and
are not included in SA1.

Access to the site is available through Hidden Valley Road, or from Potrero Road approximately 0.9 miles
east of the intersection of Potrero Road and Wendy Drive. The Potrero access route occurs on the
property of others via easement.

SA1 was not flagged.

Survey Area Environmental Setting

SA1 is located within the northwestern portion of the Santa Monica Mountains and contains steep
ridges dominated by native scrub and chaparral plant communities with average natural slopes that
exceed 35 percent (Photos P1 through P4). SA1l also contains two existing graded areas. At the
southern end of the survey area, two water tanks within a small graded area and an accompanying
access road are located. The Danielson Fire Access Road is located along the Hidden Valley ridgeline at
the northern end of the survey area (Photos P5 and P6).

Plant communities within SA1 currently consist of burned areas that formerly contained Laurel Sumac
Scrub, Bigpod Ceanothus Chaparral, and Greenbark Ceanothus Chaparral, and intact Greenbark
Ceanothus Chaparral, as described by the State Classification System (SVC) (CDFW). The Laurel Sumac
Scrub, Bigpod Ceanothus Chaparral, and approximately 70 percent of the Greenbark Ceanothus
Chaparral within SA1 burned during the Springs Fire in May 2013 (see Section 3). As a result of the fire,
vegetation cover in the shrub layer is currently low in these areas, as they are recovering from the
impact of this burn. However, vegetation cover with regard to the herbaceous layer was robust on
north facing slopes. South facing slopes presented significant species diversity, but for many species,
individual stature was small as a result of low rainfall amounts associated with an ongoing drought in the
region.
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While the project site contains small natural ravines and a small, unnamed, unmapped episodic
drainage, there is no riparian vegetation associated with these areas. Chaparral and scrub communities
are present at the margins; however the interior portions are devoid of vegetation. Due to the high
position in the watershed, flow within these ravines and drainages is episodic, with surface water
present only as an immediate response to significant storm events (Photos P7 and P8).

Surrounding Area Environmental Setting

SA1 is located in designated open space and agricultural areas near the City of Thousand Oaks. Primary
land uses surrounding the project site include open space, ranchland, and low-density rural residential
development (Photo P9). Open space areas adjacent to SA1 include National Park Service and California
State Park lands containing chaparral plant communities and patches of non-native grassland.

Cover

Survey Area 1

% native vegetation — 19

% non-native vegetation — 1

% recently burned — 75

% bare ground/cleared/graded — 5

2.3 Methodology

R.A. Atmore & Sons, Inc. Biologist Christina Sulzman conducted a wildlife survey and Project Manager
Anna Huber conducted habitat and plant surveys to characterize the biological resources within SA1 for
the project ISBA on March 17, 2015. Surveys were conducted via pedestrian transects and recording
habitat, plant, and wildlife data (Table 1). The wildlife survey was conducted between 07:45 am and
10:30 am on a warm, partly sunny day in order to assess the area during optimal conditions for bird and
reptile activity. Prior to the survey, the California Department of Fish and Wildlife’s (CDFW) California
Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) (CDFW 2014) was reviewed to identify special status plants, wildlife,
and habitats known to occur w