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4 Corrrrrrrlniff .We aÞ a mmunily Hspapec . Ditlering opin¡ons and Èle
underly¡ng hcls lor eadr are wel@med . Letleß are 250 wofús or læs:

OpEds are 350-500 rcrds lnc-lude yourtullnæ, village of rædenæ and
phone number (for editot's æ) lo EoTot@Mouf,lanEnletpnse.cm

OpEd: Lockwood Valley residents protest Ventura County wildlife corridor
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By Gary and Lois Lee, Lv
The wildlife oridor

ordinuæ propo*d bJ¡ VcDhE
Couty uotivated us !o wit¿
ù lelt€r to the øunty pìanning
æmolssion. Thei¡ mæting on
this mùter hæ bæn re*hedu.led
beauæ of public outruge It is
ow sheduled for Thunrlay,
Oct. 25, at 8:30 &ß in the Boa¡d
RæE 800 S Victoria Avenug
Ventu¡a, C493009.

ltris ordinuæ is r oajor
p¡oblem for Ëidents ol not
onìy l,ækwood Valley bul, I'or
priv¡t€ property s.ll the way to

the SÐta Monie Mountai¡s,
It will iD-äirg€ on the righls of
Éjdents - big time.

ThÈ ordinmæ would æt
æide a mnidor for migrating
wildlife ø pæ thmgh

It reß¡lates ve€etation
neu ceeks, rætricts fencing
and tighting oD ou prcp€rtJ,
inhihits or rights to build.
sttiûg æide half of our l¡¡d
lor wiìdlife $ iù @'t be built
upon+d that is j6t the
sta¡t This is adapted fmm
our open letter to Meighæ
Ealinie of the Ventw County
Plaroing Comission.

As long-time residents of
bckwæd Va.lley, we fæl that a
wildlile oridor proposal run-
ning thrcugh lækwæd Valley
in northem Vcntw Couty is

tot€]ly ìuææsry ed should
b€ Emoved from the plånned
wildlilb ørido¡ boudaiæ.

Iæckwood Vollcy is u-
mdcd by 500,000 affi of
nationsl forest i¡ the Mout
Pinos furger District of thc
Los Pade National Forest

Tho Mount Pinæ Ranger

District al¡eady arìdress6 the
r¡nccms for wildlile pote't¡on
with long-ætablished wilder-
nN ææ: the Churuh Wrl-
demess A¡e¿, the Sespe lV-rJder'
nffi Aræ Ðd the Dick Smith
Wildemes Áæa. An additional
wildlife orido¡ is not needed

In 2019, the læ fmily wil.l
bave rcided in lakwood Valley
for 100 yqæ During lhis time,
we have never noticed æy nigra-
tion of ds. badgeß or noutain
lioÉ ÀÐrding to the warden
for l,he Calitomia D€pa¡tnent
of Fish aad Wildlife, the sbspÈ
des of mule dær that we have in
ou æ de not nignte The
mounlain lioG ue ,uriborial, s
they d0 not migmlq md we have
¡rcver wn badçn We w wi-
denæ of lioro ard dm tbrougb-
out the yru not jurt duing mi-
grstion limç. T}¡ereforc, ùhæ Ls

no nu:d lor a onidor for migra-
tioninruru

We l.âle issle with sevemì of
the regulåtions prcposed utrder
thc Habitat. Canne.'tivity Over-
lay Zooe-

Wildland firæ ùc ol g@t

concem in Lckwood Valley.
The f)ay F ire of 2006 bmed
163,000 aqes

It cme very cloæ to bwing
completeþ through our rclley
æd øe within a halfa mile of
our mch. l,oc¿l residents wcre
evæuated for five days.

The prcÞosed mtive bruh
clcmcc ¡estrictiong would
have made oü prcperty indè
fensibÌe duringa fire-

Mmy rcsidcnts have a qæk
runnirg thrcu¿¡h their prop-
e!ty, so the vegetatioD mtric-
tions ¡eù (relqs that ùe neù
hoEs wuld o¡ke it <tifüqtt
to prctect their homæ We hare
e.xpericnced ûrsthed what a

wildfìre øn do
'l'he regulations regarding

fencing æ alm dctrioeÂtaÌ t¡
our residents

Every ¡ea we æ ubjected to
a huge influ of mw-play visi-
ton tiom tùe Iæ Angeles ru

Pcrbaps buuse there æ
limited public ææ lor mor
play, oumeruus visitors spill
onto priEte properti6 in this
rural uea lf we æ not able to
ad.{-ìuatcly fenæ our prcpert¡1
we will nol be able to prctÆt ou
private prope¡ty.

In the pæt, ou fæily has
rÀisd porttry on our ranch If a
ruident hæ æy livestæk, hom-
6, æ8, B@ts, etc he @ust

Continued on page 5
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ar¡d gwg@n ùæs r@dy b
go, 6 wel¡ æ a gEalsl€c1bn
of shrubs to pldyour
pRlæ

. O.cb, itrlnlng Ells and
Bùg: Lst us dægn æd burld
your lÞnG. ¡rigl¡on systms,
i6glo¡e pal6, dæks, stair-
ways md wslkwEys W€ also
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We are so exclled about these very talented
musical grougs honoring us th¡s weekend!
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CorrÌrtl.uni :w€ ârc a coÍmuilty ndlÞePsF Difiding op¡nions ed ih€ 5
urdslying facls ld æch aro wBklln€d, . Ldeß æ 250 rcrds ú l6s;

OpEdç æ 35G500 rcr6 lnd¡¡d€ )þE fr¡ll nm, vills€s of É¡dre ãd
phom numbe¡ 0ø edito¡'s E) b Edo,'@r,lttt1tâitErÈrpris.m.

OpEd: VC wildlife corridor
Conl¡nued from pegs 4 ptgtæ'ted by the U.S. Forç1
beallowedtofeuætbeninad Sewioe Wrldem Aru.
kæp predâtoß Nt, Ou wildlife do mt migrate.

LiglrtiDg où propsfy is a S¡e baw ¡o fræways iu ru
næssa¡y pmtætioL clirc vallry æd ou partiolar æa
i¡ ou æ, erpæially burglc- of leùw@d Va[ey Ehould Þ
iæ, have ürmed iD tbe pæt eliDiEt€d ÊoD the pls¡.
fewyeæOftÐ,ræid@tsals Sræb 500,000 æ of
bave mrity lights to prctæt ostioDal foÊst g¡Wd w
their mimals. sbould æ you ûo rouide¡.

Ourneþbo4f.heBoyscouts ü' I¡cbwood Valey (:mt be
of Amerie Camp Tbre Fu.ll¡, ælud"d from tbe propoeed

out kæp safety liChts @ 8lI wildli|e midor, næþ tbe
nigùt for then lropæ, for midorøbesbiftedûoi¡dude
sfety æN. lespopulat€dmofruwlley

The buildi4 restrictioro i¡ 1le Pluni¡g Comision-
the wiltllife æridor plan will æ a¡d the Boa¡d of Superyi-
also advæly inpect the læal s6 rere chm by @mtitu-
uidents- Being umble üo build 56 of Ventm Couty to
on ru of ru prcpqty wuld protæt ud tlefend the best
d€{ru pmperty valu6 æd inte¡ests ud rights of tÀe
lim¡¿ ou æsideEts' plaru to citiæru. Ou wildlife should
build their hoEæ ed uaintai¡ be plotæt€d, but not at the
wisiingbuildingainthefutu¡e. expense of the pæple repF

The wiltllife midor ru ænted.
not well thouglt thÞug! ad Urge ou represeutatiìæ
should uol include Lækwood ùo ronider mrl to exdude
Valley at all lækwæd Valley, including

1o smøjze, tte lril¿tlifsl"EOy Scout Cup Roa4 Êom
in our ùæ *: 

- "lt":g-y thc wildlif. e onidor plaa.

A monstrosity in Lake of the Woods?
S€ptÐber 1?, 2018
DuEditon

Today I wæ quiÞ distubed
when I sw the fi¡mmk
goiDg up fG the w æll tower
iul¡ke oftlê Woods. It 4peas
the nw tow will ¡rot be ue of
the 6M pi¡etm G Eet¡l
polæ with equipment hoçing
oft of iú æ I had oticipated,
but is mre like a large ndio
tower lila thæ dop Fwiu
Mutãin. I w at 6rd quit¿

offeuiled tb¡t ou neigàbo¡
the Shophe¡d of the Moutaiæ
Luthm CburJl would allow
the oBpa¡y to put up srch a

nonstroiþ
I elled the chwh md me

of its leadæ to le¿m more
about this plar. I wæ PIæed
to be infmed þy æ of the
cbuch leadæ that the tow
ult ectually æærible wme
thing like a bell tmer whm it
¡s mmplete. All tbe equipment
wi¡l be ùtãml ad ffie paint
scrhme will mtah the chtch-

I imagine mty otheç æ
onemed with tbe appemæ

of tlE tflq ud mld like to
kw this ilfom¿tioD s relL

I wted to alert t

neighbore uot to be alametl
AuE¿i¡ Mielke
fske ofùeWood6
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Unitarian Universalist Church of Ventura 
Social Action Coordinating Committee 
5654 Ralston St.  
Ventura, CA 93003 
 
 
January 14, 2019 
 
Dear Members of the Ventura County Planning Commission: 

Thank you for your courage and forward thinking in creating wildlife corridors in 

Ventura County.  We applaud you for recognizing that this is the right thing to do in 

spite of inevitable resistance from special interest groups and individuals.  In an 

increasingly crowded and fragmented world, too often the interests of species other 

than our own are disregarded. Ultimately, this short term thinking and imbalance in 

our planning process costs our own species.   

The Unitarian Universalist Association’s seventh principle calls for “respect for the 

interdependent web of all existence of which we are a part.”  On behalf of the Seventh 

Principle Environmental Action Team and the Social Action Coordinating Committee of 

the Unitarian Universalist Church of Ventura, we would like to add our collective voice 

to support wildlife corridor zoning. Your leadership in this space will mean that species 

affected by habitat fragmentation will 

• be less vulnerable to natural disasters such as fire--they will have a place to go 

• benefit from increased genetic diversity and thus avoid health problems 

caused by inbreeding 

• have a greater chance of adequate food supply and shelter 

• have opportunities for their young to disperse and for seasonal migrations to 

continue occurring 

• have a fighting chance of avoiding extirpation (local extinction). 

For people, the benefits include reduced people/animal conflicts such as vehicle 

collisions and unwelcome wildlife intrusions into human populated areas.  There is 

also the more subtle but significant benefit of knowing that we are saving the lives of 

those that cannot speak for themselves.  Finally, we are teaching our children to value 

the living world beyond the walls of urban development. 

Habitat corridors integrate fragmented areas that are isolated from each other 

through urban development.  As the natural spaces on which wildlife depend continue 



Unitarian Universalist Church of Ventura 
Social Action Coordinating Committee 
5654 Ralston St.  
Ventura, CA 93003 
 
 
to dwindle, allowing for wildlife corridors is one crucial step we can take to preserve 

wildlife in the midst of human society.  “Let them go somewhere else” is an attitude 

that does not work in an era when the term “environmental justice” applies to both 

human and non-human living things. 

We are hopeful that you will be responsible stewards of the wildlife with which we 

share our environment, and protect the last remnants of natural habitat connectivity. 

 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Edith Ball 
Chair, Social Action Coordinating Committee 
Unitarian Universalist Church of Ventura 

           Edith L. Ball



Batinica, Meighan

From:
Sent:
lo:
Subject:

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Sussman, Shelley
Friday, January LL,20L9 3:1-3 PM

Batinica, Meighan
FW: Please

Follow up
Flagged

Categories: Red Category

Suppon letter - please add to all lists/piles! Thanks.

---Origina I Message-----
From : Rosea nna Bellino-Strickla nd <rozey2000@ hotma il.com>
Sent: Friday, January t1-,2OL9 2:42PM
To: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura.org>

Subject: Please

Please keep our animals safe by passing provisions that will protect them

Peace-

Roseanna

805-419-4165

1



Batinica, Meighan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Hi Meighan,
One of several letters in my box today. Please add all to lP list, g drive, and exhibit.

Thanks!

From: dianne bennett <diannebennettblue@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, January L7,2019 5:01 PM

To: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura.org>

Subject: support the wildlife corridor

I support the wildlife corridor zoning being proposed with linkages and other protections of mountain lions and other
wild animals in Ventura County.
Thank you

Dianne Bennett

Hope is the thing with feothers
Thot perches in the soul,
And sings the tune without the words,
And never stops ot all

Emily Dickinson

Dianne Bennett
dianneben nett.net
beforeourveryeves.com

Sussman, Shelley
Monday, January L4,2019 9:04 AM
Batinica, Meighan
FW: support the wildlife corridor



Batinica, Me han

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Support ltr - I entered contact info. on the lP list

From: Susan Brin kmeyer <suebrinkmeyer@ea rth link. net>
Sent: Tuesday, January 08, 2019 1:10 PM
To: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura.org>

Cc: Kitty Merrill <kitty_merrill @ hotmail.com>
Subject: I support the proposed Wildlife corridor

Hi, Shelley. I am writing to put in my two cents in support of the proposed wildlife Corredor as explained in the following
post on the SOAR website
https://www.soa rvc.o rglnew-wild I ife-co rrido r/

Thanks so much for all your hard work.
ln gratitude,
Sue

Sue Brinkmeyer

Sussman, Shelley
Wednesday, January 09,2OL911:54 AM
Batinica, Meighan
FW: I support the proposed Wildlífe corridor



Batinica,

From:
Sent:
To:

Meiqhan

Sussman, Shelley

Monday, November 26,20L8 4:10 PM

Batinica, Meighan
FW: Wildlife Corridor ZoningSubject:

From: Clerkoft heBoard, Clerkoft heBoard <Clerkoft heBoard@ventura.org>

Sent: Fríday, November 23,2OL8 8:07 AM

To: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura.org>

Subject: FW: wildlife Corridor Zoning

Lorú

From: Kim Cha rnofsky <cha rnofskvk@va hoo.com >

Sent: Wednesday, November 2L,2OL8 9:55 AM

To: ClerkoftheBoard, Clerkoft heBoard <Clerkoft heBoa rd @ventura.org>

Subject: Wildlife Corridor Zoning

Dear Clerk of the Board,

I recenfly learned from the SOAR newsletter that the Ventura County Board of Supervisors is moving

forward to create a "first-of-its-kind wildlife corridor zoning." As a Ventura County resident of 22

years, I would like to express my support for this new wildl¡fe corridor zoning, that would be new to

Ventura County. lthink it's a great idea.

I also think it is long overdue for our beautiful county to have such zoning. The information about

wildlife corridors has been available from biologists for many, many years, and in other communit¡es,

has been considered and incorporated into various plans over the years-

I worked as an urban planner and environmental analyst in the late 1980s and early 1990s. lf you

would like to consult a planning document that was well-researched and has specific guidelines for
wildlife corridors, I urge you to review the San Diego North City Future Urbanizing Area Framework
plan that the planning consulting firm I worked for created for the San Diego Planníng Department

during that time period, almost 30 years ago. The document contains specific recommendations

abouiwildlife corridors and linkages among open space areas. As I was one of the primary authors

of the sections on the environment, I can attest to the research and discussion that went into the

recommendations. While some of the specific science may have been updated in recent years, the

ideas are still relevant.

I am pasting in the link and a view of the cover and you can google the document if you are interested

in reviewing. Just search on "corridor" within the document to find references.

Thank you for your consideration of these ideas. Let's move fonrard!



Sincerely,

Kim Charnofsky
7118 Wolverine St
Ventura CA 93003

httos://www.sandieoo.oov/sites/defaulUfiles/leoacv/planninq/communitv/orofiles/ncfuaiodf/ncfuafullver
sion.pdf

NORTH CITY R]TIJRE
I.J TA}IIZING ARE\

FnnnnEwoRK PrnN

Ci[i' of San Diego Planning Department
?01C Srreet. I\tS 4A
San Dieec',. CA 9:lùt

2



Batinica,

From:
Sent:
To:
Subiect:

n

Sussman, Shelley

Friday, January LL,2OL9 8:59 AM

Batinica, Meighan
FW: Can you please confirm Wildlife Migration Corridor in Camarillo Springs.

I would put this in the support pile. Can you please add to the lP list and the g drive file?

Thanks,

Shelley

---O rigina I Message-----

From: Elizabeth Cheever <cheeve12@verizon.net>

Sent: Thursday, Janüary IO,2OL97:47 PM

To: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura.org>

Subject: Can you please confirm Wildlife Migration Corridor in Camarillo Springs.

Hi Ms. Sussman,

l,m part of a group of four hundred someth¡ng concerned residents working with Brian Morris. I think you might have

spoken to him recently concerning Camarillo Springs. He gave me your email address. l'm a resident here in Camarillo

Springs and I am deeply concerned for our wildlife that live here. My husband inherited this home on 25 Margarita Ave.

and the only reason we moved here is because we love seeing and being near allthe wildlife" We have Canadian Geese,

Egrets, Road Runners, a multitude of different kinds of birds including two small birds that are endangered and deer

grazingalmost daily. A family of raccoons often come to our door to greet us. The mountain lions roam down on the

golf course in the evening. Recently, I was sitting by my open windows when I heard a deer running by then its cry out as

a mountain lion caught ¡t. Another resident has video of a mountain lion on his patio. We rarely see them but the

neighbors on the mountain side have seen them sitting up on the rocks behind their house. l've heard their haunting cry

echo through the valley and we've seen the remains of the deer they've killed on the golf course. one neighbor found a

mountain lion,s foot prints in his front yard. We know more have come down from the mountains since the last fire

storm too.
you probably are aware that Richards from Beverly Hills, the owner of the golf course has threatened the residents

here, that ¡f the camarillo City Council doesn't allow them to build here, Richards said he'd surround the golf course with

a chain link fence. The Developing company, New Urban West has also used that threat repeatedly and many of the

residents feel if they don't yield to their plans of building 300 or more houses on the golf course there will be a chain link

fence put up in front of their homes, separating this valley and golf course from the mountains. l'm concerned about

how the earth moving machines, the toxins and more homes or a fence would harm the wild life here. They have made

this area theirgeneraiional home long before any people arrived. lfeel like we are stewards overthe animals'land -

here to protect them from extinction. For years the people here have lived side by side with them as they go about

safely roaming above and on the golf course. The animals obviously feel this is their land. I can see that by how the

Canadian Geese graze on the grass without moving an inch as the golf carts come toward them. lt's the people with their

funny contrapt¡ons that have to move to the side.

l,m wondering if you can tell me if Camarillo Springs is part of a Wildlife Migration Corridor with Restrictions? lf it ¡s, is

there a way for me to get a map showing that? Also, is it possible for me to get any information on any restrict¡ons that

would apply? l'd really appreciate it if you could share anything your'e aware of with me. l'm hoping to gather some

tools to stop greed and bullying from robbing the animals of their lives.

l,d love to talk with you if you have the time. My home phone number is 805-482-6050. My cell number is 805-479-

L488

Thanks So Much!



Batinica, Meighan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sussman, Shelley
Thursday, January 10, 2019 8:50 AM
Batinica, Meighan
FW: Wildlife Corridor Zoning

Support letter - I added to the lP list.

From: Edward Cruz <ed@thecruzers.com>

Sent: Thursday, January IO, 2079 8:21 AM
To: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura.org>

Subject: Wildlife Corridor Zoning

Dear Ms. Sussman,

My family and I would like to express our strong support for Ventura County to establish a stable, prescriptive
method of wildlife corridor protection and expansion, through wildlife corridor zoning.

I have personally witnessed a mountain lion desperate to traverse an area crowded with people and buildings,
just to hget to water. Establishment a policy foundation of corridors, lighting mitigation, fencing standards,
and other means, is a basic, necessary step for our county. A piecemeal approach relying on individual permit
reviews is clearly not appropriate.

The South Coast Missing Linkages Report, which l'm sure you are aware of, clearly denotes both the critical
need and practical means for protecting the wildlife that is such a critical part of our wealth, our stewardship,
and even our local identity.

Thank you very much

Edword Cruz

Newbury Polk
ed@lhecruzers.com



Batinica, Meiqhan

From:
Sent:
To:

Sussman, Shelley

Monday, January L4,20L9 9:04 AM
Batinica, Meighan
FW: Wildlife corridorSubject:

Support letter

---Origina I Message-----
From: Geoffrey Dann <gdann@mac.com>

Sent: Saturday, January L2,2OL9 5:06 AM
To: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura.org>

Subject: Wildlife corridor

Shelley -
I support the wildlife corridor project.
l'm on an email list associated with the UU church of Ventura.
Tha nks for coordinating.
geoff

1



---Original Message----
From: Cherie Doherty <praysinghim@live.com>
Sent: Monday, November 19, 2018 12:4/.PM
To : Clerkoft heBoard, Clerkoft heBoa rd <Clerkoft he Board @ve ntura.o rg>

Subject: Wildlife corridor

I fully support the Wildlife Corridor Zoning plan.

Cherie Doherty
175 Tarkio st
Thousand Oaks 91360

Sent from my iPhone



Batinica, Meighan

From:
Sent:
To:

Sussman, Shelley

Monday, November 26,2018 5:24 PM

Batinica, Meighan
FW:Wildlife corridor

Lori

Subject:

---Origi na I M essage---
From: ClerkoftheBoard, ClerkoftheBoard <ClerkoftheBoard@ventura.org>
Sent: Friday, November 23,201.8 8:06 AM
To: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura.org>

Subject: FW: Wildlife corridor

Hi, there are several more coming. O

---Origina I Message-----
From: Anne Duval <amduval64@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, November 23,2OL87:37 AM
To : Clerkoft he Boa rd, Clerkoft heBoa rd <Clerkoft he Board @ventu ra.org>
Subject: Wildlife corridor

I wanted to encourage the Board to support measures to ensure a wildlife corridor to protect wildlife in the Santa
Monica Mountains.

Thank you,

Anne Duval

Ventura

Sent from my iPad



Batinica, Meighan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sussman, Shelley

Tuesday, December 18, 2018 9:13 AM

Batinica, Meighan

FW: Wildlife Corridor Zoning

Please add to your list

Thanks,
Shelley

From: Clerkoft heBoard, Clerkoft heBoard <ClerkoftheBoard@ventura.org>

Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2018 8:34 AM

To: Sussma n, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura'org>

Subject: FW: Wildlife Corridor Zoning

Hi, one more for your records.

Lorú

From: Dulanie La Barre <dula nie@groundoperations'net>

Sent: Monday, December L7,2OL81-:17 PM

To: Clerkoft heBoard, clerkoft heBoard <clerkoft heBoard @ventura.org>

Cc: Ben nett, Steve <Steve. Be n nett@ve ntu ra.o rg>

Subject: Wildlife Corridor Zoning

Hello Supervisors:

I hope I am not too late to weigh in on the wildlife corridor Zoning, and please add me to any email list regarding this

topic.

The first thing I think of when I hear of a wildfire is the animals. Humans have information about which way to run.

wildlife doesn,t. And their few choices are increasingly cut off by our insistence to live in previously wild places'

we just lost p-64, the mountain lion being tracked was found dead beside a creek with burned paws. officers had to

shoot one in southern California last week that was raiding a chicken coop, desperate for food. EVERY death is

significant in their dwindling gene pool. This is important to the quality of a balanced and diverse environment in

Ventura CountY.

I am so proud of you members of the Board of supervisors for considering this investment. I strongly urge you to use

funds now and make this happen before the opportunity evaporates.

Dulanie Ellis-La Barre
805-640-1133/cell 805-798-0158

206 So. Blanche St., Oja¡, CA 93023

Our nettlesome task r's to discouer how to organize our strength into compelling pouer- - Dr' Martin Luther King, Jr'



Batinica, Meighan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subiect:

Sussman, Shelley
Monday, January 07,20L9 4:03 PM

Batinica, Meighan
FW: wildlife corridor LTE Acorn )an6 2019 - Invitation to edit

Support letter

From: Lauren Gill (via Google Docs) <drive-shares-noreply@google.com>

Sent: Monday, January 07,2OL9 3:03 PM

To: Sussma n, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura.org>

Subject: wildlife corridor LTE Acorn Jan6 2019 - lnvitation to edít

Lauren Gill has invited you to edit the following document

E
wildlife corridor LTE Acorn Jan6 2019

r Shelley,
I sent this letter to Kyle Jorrey, editor of the Thousand Oaks Acorn yesterday, January 6,2019.

I have volunteered with Linda Parks toward the passage of SOAR and I continue to volunteer with Beth Pratt of the
National Wildlife Federation toward the completion of our 101 Wildlife Crossing at Liberty Canyon. The wildlife corridor
overlay zone is essential and absolutely the right thing to do! Please feel free to call on me.
Lauren Gill
laurendgill@me.com
617-970-2417
859 Deer Willow Ct

k, cA 91320

This email grants access to this item. Only forward it to people you trust.

Google Docs: Create and edit documents online

Google LLC, 1600 Amphitheatre Parkway, Mountain View, CA 94043, USA

You have received this email because someone shared a document with you from Google Docs.

I -ñ.ta11\-/ \-j .at ..-4
\J

,¿



Batinica, Meighan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sussman, Shelley

Tuesday, January 08,2Ot9 10:15 AM
Batinica, Meighan
FW: Wildlife corridors

Support letter. I'll add to the interested parties list

---Origina I Message-----
From: Anita Hachard <anita.hachard4@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, January 07,2Ol9 10:20 PM

To: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura.org>

Subject: Wildlife corridors

To Shelley Sussman,

I read the article through SOAR regarding the new wildlife corridors through SimiVally and Moorpark.
I believe it is important for the wildlife in our area to be able to move freely throughout the open space corridors from
the Santa Monica mountains to the mountains to the east into Simi and beyond.
The mountain lions need to move freely as to not inbreed and it's devastating to read about the ones that are hit and
killed on the freeway river of cars.

It's been too long that nothing has been done.
They are able to build these wildlife bridges in other countries why can't we be successful here in California, in Thousand

Oaks.

l'm hoping one will be built in my lifetime.
These animals need our help and soon.
Thank you for your time.
I appreciate the efforts the Ventura County Board of Supervisors are putting into seeing this through as is the NPS and

the California State Parks as well as The Nature Conservancy.

Kindly,
Anita Hachard
Thousand Oaks, Ca.

Sent from my iPhone



Batinica, Meighan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

This email ¡s to ¡nd¡cate my support for the Wildlife Corrídor overlay zone being considered at your meeting on
December 6,2OL8.

Congratulations on being cognizant of the present status of our wildlife and looking forward to preservation solutions. I

have seen wildlife corridors work in other countries on television. These safe paths are one of the several ways that we
learn to live with and appreciate the many kinds of wildlife we are fortunate enough to see in real life.

As a Board member of the Temescal Canyon Association in Pacific Palisades, I am very much aware of the wildlife
corridor that is being constructed in Liberty Canyon and we will have the architect make a presentation at our December
3 Annual Meeting.

Please vote to support the Wildlife Corridor overlay zone.

Thank you,

Shirley Haggstrom

Shidey Haggstrom <shaggstrom58@gmail.com>

Sunday, November 1-L,201812:05 PM

Batinica, Meighan
Wildlife Corridor overlay zone

1



Batinica, M han

From:
Sent:
To:

Sussman, Shelley

Tuesday, January L5,201-9 1L:03 AM
Batinica, Meighan
FW: Wildlife corridor zoneSubject:

Support letter. Please add to all lists and piles.

Thanks!

----Origina I Message---
From: Julie <julesluvsyellow@aol.com>
Sent: Monday, January L4,201-9 1:56 PM

To: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussma n @ventura.org>
Subject: Wildlife corridor zone

HiShelley Sussman,

I fully support the wildlife corridor zoning. There should be more regulations on builders in those zones and more
extensive environmental reviews. Honestly I believe there should limited or no development in those zones.

Julie Harding

Sent from my iPhone

1



Batinica, Me han

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sussman, Shelley
Monday, January L4,201-9 9:l-2 AM
Batinica, Meighan
FW: House lighting

Support letter

From: lora ha rney805 <loraha rney805 @gma il.com>
Sent: Sunday, January L3,2OL9 9:59 AM
To: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura.org>

Subject: House lighting

I wish the new trend of surrounding yards with flood lights that point into wildlife areas would also be banned. These
home owners are putting in these light to deter wildlife. Not only does this impede nighttime movement of wildlife, it is
impacted neighbors. These lights can be seen for miles especially those up on a hill. lt is a trend that needs regulation
before we all have flood lights shining in our houses and yards.

Lora Harney

1



Batinica, Meighan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sussman, Shelley

Tuesday, January L5,20Lg 3:22 PM

Batinica, Meighan
FW: Wildlife corridors

Support letter - please add to all files

---Origina I Message-----
From: Christina Kennedy <clkisalways@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January t5,2OLg 3:04 PM

To: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura.org>

Subject: Wildlife corridors

The creation of wildlife Corridors is not only a wonderful idea but a necessity. What makes living in this county so unique
is the open space for wildlife and the abundant opportun¡ties for getting out in nature which is a true necessity for all

human beings in my opinion.
The original habitats of this area, the animals, deserve the same opportunities as we do to live in a safe and healthy
environment. I hope these corridors are created and protected. Thanks for listening.

Christina Kennedy
Member of SOAR, Ventura Land Trust, Ojai Valley Land Conservancy, Sierra Club

Sent from my iPhone

1



Batinica, Meighan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sussman, Shelley
Monday, November 26,20L8 4:10 PM

Batinica, Meighan
FW: Wildlife Corridor

I hope I haven't sent this one yet... I got a little distracted. ;(

From: Clerkoft he Boa rd, Clerkoft he Boa rd <Clerkoft he Boa rd @ventu ra.org>
Sent: Friday, November 23,2OI8 8:07 AM
To: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura.org>

Subject: FW: Wildlife Corridor

Lorú

From: Kira Krukowski <kmkrukow@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, November 2t,2OL8 7:38 AM
To: ClerkoftheBoard, ClerkoftheBoard <ClerkoftheBoard@ventura.org>
Subject: Wildlife Corridor

Good morning,

I am writing to express my support for the Wildlife Corridor that is being proposed. lt is vital for our beautiful wildlife
and I appreciate you listening to the people who wish to preserve nature.

With respect,
Kira Krukowski
80s-3s8-0033



Batinica, M

From:
Sent:
To:

Sussman, Shelley
Monday, January L4,20L9 9:04 AM
Batinica, Meighan
FW: Wildlife CorridorSubject:

Support letter

---Original Message----
From: Vel Linden <vel.linden@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, January LL,201-9 7:19 PM

To: Sussma n, Shelley <Shelley.Sussma n @ventu ra.org>
Subject: Wildlife Corridor

Please provide wildlife corridor zoning

Vel Linden

Sent from my iPhone



Batinica, Meiqhan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subiect:

Sussman, Shelley

Monday, January L4,20L9 9:04 AM
Batinica, Meighan
FW: wildlife corridors

Support letter

---Original Message-----
From: Brent Meeker <meekerdb@verizon.net>
Sent: Friday, January 1J-,2Ot9 10:30 PM

To: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura.org>

Subject: wildlife corridors

I strongly support the requirement that building permitting include providing for wildlife corridors as advocated by
SOAR.

Brent Meeker
104 Catalina Dr
Camarillo CA 93010



Batinica, Meighan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

---Origina I Message-----
From: Clerkoft heBoard, Clerkoft heBoard <Clerkoft heBoa rd@ventura.org>
Sent: Friday, November 23,2OL8 8:06 AM
To: Sussma n, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman @ventu ra.org>

Subject: FW: Wildlife Corridor Zoning

Lori

---Origina I Message-----
From: Maria <mmonica2@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Thursday, November 22, 2Ot8 t2:37 PM

To : Clerkoft he Boa rd, Cle rkoft he Boa rd <Clerkoft heBoard @ventu ra.org>

Subject: Wildlife Corridor Zoning

Hello

My husband and I fully support protection for all forms of animal wildlife in zoning corridors that allow for free and safe

movement of animals in their territories. We ask the Ventura County Board of Supervisors to enact standards to limit all
forms of encroachment by humans on wildlife habitats.

Thank you for your attention,
Maria and Tom Monica

Sent from my iPhone

Sussman, Shelley
Monday, November 26,2018 5:23 PM

Batinica, Meighan
FW: Wildlife Corridor Zoning



Batinica, Meighan

From:
Sent:
To:

Sussman, Shelley
Wednesday, January 09,20L9 11:14 AM
Batinica, Meighan
FW: wildlife corridorSubject:

Support letter - I added name to lP list

From: Ma rk Poulson <m pou lson47@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Tuesday, January 08, 2019 8:46 AM
To: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura.org>

Subject: wild life corridor

Ms. Sussman,

I hope you will help to get the Wildlife Corridor built.
I know saving endangered animals, including humans, seems like trying to swim upstream sometimes, but we can help in
our own backyards by doing things like this corridor.
Thank you for your time,
Mark Poulson

1



Batinica, Meiqhan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sussman, Shelley

Monday, January 07,2019 3:31- PM

Batinica, Meighan
FW: wildlife corridor

Support letter

From: Lynn Pugh <venlynnie@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Monday, January 07,2OL9 L2:42PM
To: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura.org>

Subject: wild life corridor

My family and I whole-heartedly support enact¡ng and protecting wildlife corridors so that animals can pass unrestricted
from one area of Ventura and l.A Counties to another; keeping them safely away from roadways (where so many are

killed) and housing tracts/businesses. We are the ones who have encroached on and destroyed the¡r home ranges - and

we humans need to learn to share space with them, not push them out.

Ron and Cara Lynn Pugh

Ventura, CA 93003



Batinica, Meighan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Another comment letter for the Wildlife Corridor Zoning

---Origina I Message-----
From: juneaull@roadrunner.com <juneau11@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Sunday, November25,2OL8 1:13 PM

To : Clerkoft he Boa rd, Clerkoft he Boa rd <Clerkoft heBoard @ventura.org>
Subject: Wildlife Corridor Zoning

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors,

Please support Wildlife Corridor Zoning. Not only must the County protect the remaining large areas of open space but
it is critically important to protect the wildlife that inhabit our beautiful County.

Sincerely,

Marlayn M. Riley

1076 Sunnycrest Avenue
Ventura, CA 93003
junea u 1-1-@ road run ner.com

Clerkoft heBoard, Clerkoft heBoard

Monday, November 26,20L8 9:01 AM
Sussman, Shelley

FW: Wildlife Corridor Zoning

Lori

1



Batinica, Meighan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sussman, Shelley

Monday, January 07,2OL9 12:11 PM

Batinica, Meighan
FW: Wildlife Corridor

Another support letter. Please add name/email address to interested parties list.

Thanks/Shelley

---Origina I M essage---
From : Louise Roberts <co nejocreek@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, January 07,2OL912:00 PM

To: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura.org>

Subject: Wildlife Corridor

We are voicing our strong support of the Ventura County wildlife corridor overlay zone. We must protect and preserve

the survival of wildlife in our open spaces in Ventura County.

Sincerely,
Louise and Mike Roberts
Santa Rosa Valley



Batinica, Meiqhan

From:
Sent:
To:

Sussman, Shelley

Wednesday, January 09,20L911:56 AM
Batinica, Meighan
FW: Wildlife road passingSubject:

Support letter - I added to lP list

---Origina I Message----
From: Barbara Gmx <barbara.roll@gmx.com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 08, 20L9 1:10 PM

To: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura.org>

Subject: Wildlife road passíng

Excellent initiative!

Sent from my iPhone

1



Batinica, Meighan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sussman, Shelley
Tuesday, January 08, 2019 10:13 AM
Batinica, Meighan
FW: Wildlife corridor

Support letter - I'll add to the interested parties list.

---Original Message---
From: Julie Schiowitz <alajuliego@aol.com>
Sent: Monday, January 07,2Ot9 5:11 PM

To: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura.org>

Subject: Wildlife corridor

Yes! Yes! Yes, to the corridor!! lt's about time, other states and countries are way ahead of us.

We must help our wildlife thrive!

Thank you,

Julie Schiowitz
4057 Blackwood St.

Newbury Park

805-796-7L78

Sent from my iPhone

1



Batinica, Meighan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sussman, Shelley
Wednesday, January 09,20L911:14 AM
Batinica, Meighan
FW: proposed Wildlife Corridor Zoning

Support letter - I added name to lnterested parties list

---Original Message-----
From: Laura Seasongood <lseasongood@me.com>

Sent: Monday, January 07,201-910:46 PM
ïo: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura.org>

Subject: proposed Wildlife Corridor Zoning

Dear Ms. Sussman

I am writing in support of the proposed Wildlife Corridor Zoning. Each year more of the wildlife corridor is beíng
narrowed and blocked off with new structures. Between 2005 and 2OL6, L,163 over-the-counter permits were issued to
build in the wildlife corridors. More impermeable fences, roads, and buildings are continuing to be built causing wildlife
to disperse into residential areas, inbreed, or be hit by cars. This is unnecessary and brutal, and leaves no natural legacy
for our future generations. Once these creatures are gone, there is no way to bring them back. We must remember our
responsibility as stewards of the land. As long as builders follow guidelines, all can have what they need without
destroying lífe.

Thank you for your time,

Sincerely,

Laura Seasongood
Moorpark, CA

Sent from my iPad

1



---Origina I Message-----
From: Robert Shakman <bob@shakman.net>
Sent: Monday, November 19,2018 1:06 PM

To : Clerkoft he Boa rd, Clerkoft he Boa rd <Cle rkofthe Boa rd @ventu ra.o rg>

Subject: Wildlife Corridor Zoning

Dear Board of Supervisors: I am writing in support of wildlife corridor zoning. This is a logical progression

of the open space planning Ventura County has notably accomplished and which the voting public has

strongly supported. Thank you for your work to date on wildlife corridor zoning. I hope it will continue
and be successful in assisting the survival of our wildlife. Robert A. Shakman, M.D., Ventura.



Batinica, Meighan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Hí. l'm writing to support the adoption of a first of its kind Wildlife Corridor overlay zone. Our wildlife needs the ability
to roam across the L01freeway.

Wansun Song

This email message and any accompanying materials may contain proprietary privileged and confidential information of CIT Group
lnc. or its subsidiaries or affiliates (collectively, "ClT"), and are intended solely for the recipient(s) named above. lf you are not the
intended recipient of this communication, any use, disclosure, printing, copying or d¡stribution, or reliance on the contents, of this
communication is strictly prohibited. CIT disclaims any liability for the review, retransmission, dissemination or other use of, or the
taking of any action in reliance upon, this communication by persons other than the intended recipient(s). lf you have received this
communication in error, please reply to the sender advising of the error in transmission, and immediately delete and destroy the
communication and any accompanying materials. To the extent permitted by applicable law, CIT and others may inspect, review,
monitor, analyze, copy, record and retain any communications sent from or received at this email address.

Song, Wansun <Wansun.Song@cit.com>

Sunday, October L4,20L8 4:59 PM

Batinica, Meighan
In Support of Wildlife Corridor



To:

Batinica, Meighan

Subject:
Sussman, Shelley

RE:VC - NEW WILDUFE CORRIDOR ZONE

---Original Message-----
From: Michele Taylor <michele@virsitil.com>
Sent: Monday, January 07,2OL9 1-1:26 AM
To: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura.org>

Subject: VC - NEW WILDLIFE CORRIDOR ZONE

Dear Shelley,

Thank you for your interest in the Wildlife Corridor. :-)

I strongly support this and believe it's the right thing to do.

lam so excited!!!!!.

Our wildlife and parks are a big part of why people love and want to visit Ventura.

Thank you

Michele Taylor



Batinica, Meighan

From:
Sent:
To:

Sussman, Shelley
Friday, January LL,2019 L:50 PM

Batinica, Meighan
FW: Wildlife CorridorSubject:

Hi Meighan
Support letter - please add to all the lists! Thanks!

From: Cassa nd ra Tond ro <cassa ndra @tondro.com>
Sent: Friday, January 11,2Ot9 L:20 PM

To: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura.org>

Subiect: Wild life Corridor

Hi Shelley,

I heard that the Ventura County Board of Supervisors is going to decide soon about a wildlife corridor. I
encourage you to vote "yes" on this important project to protect our native wildlife.

Thank you!

Best regards,
Cassandra Tondro

Cassandra Tondro
art with a conscience
Ventura, CA, US

Phone 805.918.7140 Pacific time
Website tondro . com

1



From: Norma Twilla <nctwill@vahoo.com>
Sent: Sunday, November L8,2Ot81:05 PM

To: Clerkoft heBoa rd, Clerkoft heBoa rd <Clerkoft heBoa rd @ventu ra.org>
Subject: Wildlife Corridor Zoning

I'm a registered voter living in Moorpark & just got a SOAR newsletter that featured an article on the new
corridor. I am very impressed. This zone will be vital & shows a foresight not always demonstrated by
govemment. (No offense.)
Keep up the good work!

Norma C Twilla



To:

Batinica, M n

Subject:
Sussman, Shelley
RE: In Favor of the Wildlife Corridor Zoning

From: Maleea Usell <usellfamilv@verizon.net>
Sent: Monday, November 26,20L811:28 AM
To: ClerkoftheBoard, ClerkoftheBoard <ClerkoftheBoard@ventura.org>
Subject: ln Favor of the Wlldlife Corridor Zoníng

To Whom This May Concern:

l'm a resident of Ventura County and would like to state my family's strong support for the Wildlife Corridor Zoning. We
moved to this area in 1996 because we love the protected open space, trails, and the wildlife that lives here. With increased
commercial/residential development and recent wildfires, the habitat that supports indigenous wildlife is quickly
disappearing. We would love to do what we can to preserve the wildlife that remains, and this proposal is a great idea. I

respectfully ask that you please support this proposal. The wildlife, wilderness, and our quality of life depends on it. Thank
you kindly for your consideration.

Maleea Usell

5229Via Andrea
Newbury Park, CA 9L32O
80s/4os-3737



Batinica, Meighan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sussman, Shelley
Monday, November 26,2018 5:23 PM

Batinica, Meighan
FW:Wildlife crossings

---Origína I Message-----
From: ClerkoftheBoard, ClerkoftheBoard <ClerkoftheBoard@ventura.org>
Sent: Friday, November 23,2OL8 8:06 AM
To: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura.org>

Subject: FW: Wildlife crossings

Lori

---Origina I Message-----
From: Linda Walker <lindawalker2@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, November 2L,2018 3:L9 PM

To : Clerkoft he Boa rd, Cle rkoft heBoa rd <Cle rkoft heBoa rd @ventu ra.org>
Subject: Wildlife crossíngs

Sent from my iPad Please put wildlife crossings over freeways or other impediments so the animals can roam freely
Canada has built anímal crossings. Why can't we? Linda Walker



From: Julie Ward <iudíthiulie@road >

Sent: Monday, November L9,2OL8 8:13 PM

To: Clerkoft heBoard, Clerkoft heBoa rd <Clerkoft he Board @ventu ra.o rg>

Subject: Support for the new Wildlife Corridor Zoning

I enthusiastically support this new zoning effort to stem the increasing loss of wildlife. Good for the
Board of Supervisors of Ventura County for taking a leadership role in wildlife protection.



Batinica, Meighan

From:
Sent:
To:

Sussman, Shelley

Monday, January 07,20L9 3:31 PM

Batinica, Meighan
FW: MLDLIFE CORRIDOR AND PESTTCIDESSubject:

Support letter -

From: Barb Williams <barbsk8O@icloud.com>

Sent: Monday, January 07,2OL9 1:19 PM

To: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman @ventura.org>
Subject: WILDLIFE CORRIDOR AND PESTICIDES

Shelly,

I applaud the County in attempting to protect our wildlife, whích will be addressed by the Planning Commission Public Hearing

- Wildlife Corridor Overlay Zone on January 31 at 8:30am. We have been encroaching on their habitat for years and must now
stop development of homes in areas where the animals now live or use as their wildlife corridors. The mountain lion
population in Ventura County has been impacted to the point that interbreeding now threatens their survival. PLEASE support
the protection of our wonderful wildlife. Stop the development of their habitats and BAN anti-coagulant pesticides.

I ask the County to look into the development of the Camarillo Springs Golf Course by New Urban West lnc. They want to
build 300 homes in an area that is home to the mountain lions, geese, bobcats, and many others. The development will
impact the flood plain that gathers the rain and allows it to permeate through the golf course to replenish ground

water. Their plan takes the runoff to Conejo Creek, which then is wasted when it goes to the ocean at Po¡nt Mugu. Their
modeling of the flooding is seriously flawed since their models were driven with estimated data from other watersheds and

did not use any actual data. They did not use the rain data from the USGS rain gauge on Conejo Mountain. This development
seriously impacts the wildlife of the western Santa Monica Mountains and especially Conejo Mountain. The Camarillo Springs

Golf Course is not only a wildlife habitat, but it is one of the last wildlife corridors for wildlife to get from the southern side of
US 10L to the northern side for breeding purposes and in the future their survival.

ln addition, I ask the County to ban anti-coagulant pesticides. These pesticides are harming our wildlife and pets. The use

of anti-coagulant pesticides to get rid of rodents has killed many pets and even some of our protected wildlife like the
mountain lions. Snap traps are the best way to get rid of rodents. Even if a pet or wildlife eat the trapped rodent, they will
not get any of the anti-coagulant pesticides in their systems. Our cats and dogs are st¡ll predators and will eat the
rodents. The mountain lions have had a lot of their habitat burned and will eat the rodents when they cannot get their
normal food of small animals and deer. Malibu has been very active in banning these pesticides and Ventura County can help
protect our wildlife by banning the anti-coagulant pesticides.

Thank you,

Barbara Williams
Camarillo Springs

"It has been said, 'time heals all wounds.' I do not agree. The wounds remain. In time, the mind, protecting its
sanity, covers them with scar tissue and the pain lessens. But it is never gone." Rose Kennedy



Batinica, Meighan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sussman, Shelley

Monday, November 26,2018 4:03 PM

Batinica, Meighan
FW: Support for wildlife corridor zoning

---Orígina I Message-----
From: ClerkoftheBoard, ClerkoftheBoard <ClerkoftheBoard@ventura.org>
Sent: Fríday, November 23,2018 8:07 AM
To: Sussman, Shelley <Shelley.Sussman@ventura.org>

Subject: FW: Support for wildlife corridor zoning

Lori

---Origina I Message---
From: paty winters <patywinters@icloud.com>
Sent: Wednesday, November 2L,2OL87:.32 AM
To: ClerkoftheBoard, ClerkoftheBoard <ClerkoftheBoard@ventura.org>
Subject: Support for wildlife corridor zoning

As a resident of Ventura County, I am voicing my support for the proposed wildlife corridor zoning in Ventura County.

Thank you

Patricia Winters
985 Loma Vista pl

Santa Paula CA 93060

Sent from my iPhone

1
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Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors

800 S. V¡ctor¡a Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009
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Com m issioner Richard Rodriguez

Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission

800 S- Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am sígning this letter ¡n oppos¡t¡on of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulatÍon as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermÍnes the economíc vitality of our counÇ,

threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

the¡r property.

The draft ordinance subjects h64,OOO acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning

regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone- This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restrícted and regulated ¡n the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to pedorm even the most basic activ¡tíes like lighting and securing their

properEy.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on securityfencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the

County will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county-

lVhaf s more, the county will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their properiy

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners ln three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Vailey, oak View and simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from

buÍlding new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of

their prope¡..,,nlass thev perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process'

in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists' A direct

blic benefit should onfy be done when absolutely necessary and even then

o the Property owner.

ding through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to

,y roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the

is for marginal gaíns, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board

Si

fl

'.)c,¿'''
Name

tura-
Sign

Ck
Company

Cc: Meighan BatinÌca, meighan.batinica @ventu ra'org

Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboa rd@ventura -o rg

City



August 14, ¿u'tó

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors

800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Signature

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission

800 S- Victoria Ave-

Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed tMldlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in oppositíon of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,

threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects L64,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myríad of new regulations by turning

regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state- Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most bas¡c activities like lighting and securing their
property-

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after L0 pm, the

County wíll be putt¡ng residents at risk during a t¡me of increasing críme in the unincorporated areas of the county.

Whaf s more, the County will be denying residents the¡r bas¡c civíl right of enjoying and beÍng secure ín theír properiy

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from

building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of

theír property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process-

This is essentially h'rjackíng private property ín order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists- A direct

taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensation to the propefty owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, íncluding through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to

wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punísh property owners

who are just trying to live and work in the uníncorporated areas of the county. This proposal, whích will impact the

economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board-

Sincereh¡,-i

/c?, e

Name

l'
Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Go nzalez, clerkoftheboard @ventura'org

C¡ty



Protect Our Ventura County CommunÎties Coalit¡on August 23,2078

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventu ra County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

A
panY

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonza lez, clerkoftheboa rd@ventura.org

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez

Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission

800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, C493009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildllfe Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter ¡n oppos¡tion of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the econom¡c vitaliÇ of our counÇ,

threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning

regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most bas¡c act¡vities like lighting and securing their

property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the

County will be putt¡ng residents at r¡sk dur¡ng a t¡me of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.

What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after dark.

Most d¡sturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from

building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of

their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and tíme-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentlally hijacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct

taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropr¡ate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to

wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will irnpact the

economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Since

Name

-rrrr-,.K*o 
(/;o ia F;//.* )

G"
Sig

City



Protect Our Ventura County Communities Coalition

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
8@ S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, C493009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Pla nning Commissíon
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

August 23,2Ot8

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am sígning this letter in oppositíon of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a fighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will requíre property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbld them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a smallgroup of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include approprÍate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are justtryingto live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which willimpactthe
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.
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August t4,201,8

SupervísorPeter Foy
Chair
Ventura County Boad of Supervisors

8O0 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 930ftfl

Comm issio ner Richard Rod riguez
Chaír
VerÌtura County Plannlng Commission
80O5. Vlctorla Ave.

Ventura, CA93otf)

RE: Opposition þ propasrd WIld¡fu Gonidor ordinancc

Dear Supervlsor Foy and Cornrnissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposltion of the proposed Wildlife Corldor ordlnance. the regulation as wt¡tten ¡s e

dangerous and ¡ntrusñ/e overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,

threatens the safety of resídents in the unincorpor¿ted areas and violates the rþhts of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 1O4,00O acres of unincorporated county lands to a rnyriad of new mgulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the rnost restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through ín order to perfurm eveo the mÖst basic aqtivities like lighting and securing their
property-

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting Ìncluding a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the

County wlll be putting residents at rísk during a time of increaslng crime in the uníncorporaÈed areas of the county-

What's morç, the County will be denying residents their basac civil right of enjoying and beíng secure ln thelr property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three äreas des¡gnated as Criticaf Wildllfe Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oal View and Simi H¡llsl to draw a tine down the middle of their property and forbid them from

building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaplng, on half of
thelr property unless they perforrn an insanely expensive and tlme-consuming envitonrnental review process.

This is essentiälly hliacklng private property ln order to accomplish the priorlties of a smallgroup of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like thÍs fur a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should lnclude appropriate compensat¡on to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, includlng through people's back yards. lnsteed of focuslng oo the real barriers to

wíldlife passâge, namely freeways and busy roadt the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

who are Just trylng to live and work ín the un¡ncorporated areas of the county. ThÌs proposal, whlch will impact the
econorny, publSc safety and property rights for marginal gains, ireeds to be rejected and sent backto the drawing board.

Name

Company

Cc Meighan gatin¡ca, rneighan.batinica@venturts-org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@ventura-org

City
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August t4,201.8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Víctoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Commíssioner Richard Rodriguez
Chaír
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Conidor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissíoner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulatíon as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 1.64,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that ís already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limíts on security fencing and lighting, íncluding a lighting curfew after 1-0 pm, the
County will be putting resídents at risk durÍng a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
buildíng new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking pr¡vate property ín order to accomplish the prÍorities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusíng on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are just try¡ng to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which wif I impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Sincerely,

Nam

ß) U-rll ,{ V¿
Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoft heboard @ventura.org
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Protect Our Ventura County Commun¡t¡es Coalition

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 930G,

Commissioner Richa rd Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
80O 5. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Name

August 23,2018

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in oppos¡tion of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their.property.

The draft ordínance subjects 154,000 acres of uníncorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated ¡n the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putting resídents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially h'tjacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. ThÍs proposal, which wilf impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Sincerely,

,/
Signature
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Cc: Meigha n Batinica, meigha n.batin ica@ventu ra.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoft heboard@ventu ra.org

City
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Protect Our Ventura County Communities Coalition

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

August 23,2018

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter ¡n oppos¡t¡on of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic act¡v¡t¡es like lighting and securíng their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, incfudíng a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putting residents at r¡sk dur¡ng a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijackíng private property in order to accomplish the pr¡orities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. Instead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the

public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board

Since

Signatu

ßY^à Fø
Company

Cc: Meigha n Batinica, meighan.batinica @ve ntu ra.org

Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoft he board @ventu ra. org

City



Bradley Ranch Co-Owners
c/o John BradleY

L80 South Lake Avenue, Suite 440

Pasadena, CA 91L01
tef ephon e (6261 7 96-6044

October 29,20t8

Supervisor Peter FoY

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors

800 South Victoria Avenue

Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez

Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission

800 South Victoria Avenue

Ventura, CA 93009

Ladies and Gentlemen

The owners of the Bradley Ranch are opposed to the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance as it

is currently drafted. The proposed ordinance appears to have several provisions which are in

direct contradiction to rules, regulations and laws currently in effect' And, some of the

provisions seem to lack common sense.

Rather than address all of the concerns we see in the proposed ordinance and how it might

effect various property owners, I will focus on specifically how the proposed ordinance will

effect our property located at 3052 E. Telegraph, Fillmore. A part of our property is included in

the proposed Wildlife Corridor.

Our commercial lemon crops are sold by our local packing house to Sunkist. A few years ago,

Sunkist initiated a requirement that any farms which supply citrus to Sunkist must closely

monitortheir properties and must complete a very detailed report and undergo an annual audit

regarding the property, document the growing conditions, maintain a record of any visitors to

the property, detail the fertilizing schedules, etc. The report must also document any sightings

of wild animals (listing the type of animal and date of sighting) on the property and document

whenever animal waste is seen on the property. Sunkist does not want wild animals roaming

through orchards as their feces and urine might potentially contaminate the soil and/or the

crops.

The proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance is encouraging wild animals to transit through

commercial farms. By doing so, crops may be damaged or contaminated and we as farmers

may be unable to sell our crops through well-established, commercial distribution channels.



August 1,4,2078

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulatÍon.as wrÍtten is a
dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of or.¡r county,
threatens the safety of resídents in the unincorporated areas and víolates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use
their property.

The draft ordínance subjects L64,Ooo acres of uníncorporated counÇ lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regíonal wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning rec¡uirements on
land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities líke lighting and securin6; their
property.

By pfacing severe and restrictive límits on security fencing and líghting, including a lighting curfew after 1Cr pm, the
County will be putting residents at risk durÍng a time of increasÍng crime in the uníncorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County wíll be denying residents their basic civíl right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbíngly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, orany new uses, like pools, corrals oreven landscapíng¡, on half of
theÍr property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A dÍrect
taking of people's property l¡ke this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. f nstead of focusÍng on the real barriers to
wíldlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are justtrying to iive and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which wifl impact the
economy, public safety and proper-ty rights for margínal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Sincerely,

Supervisor Peter Foy
Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave
Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Comm jssion

80O S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Name

+
Co

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonza lez, clerkoftheboa rd @ventura.org

I



August L4,ZO78

Supervisor Peter Foy
Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervísors
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Commissíoner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed W¡ldlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodríguez,

I am signing this letter ín oppositíon of the proposed wildlife corrídor ordinance. The regulation as written is adangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitalíty of our county,threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and usetheir property.

The draft ordinance subjects !64,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turningregíonal wildlife corridors into an overlay zone- This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securîng theÍrproperty.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting including a lightíng curfew after 10 pm, the
county will be putting residents at risk duríng a time of increasing crime ín the un¡ncorporated areas of the county.
what's more, the County wíll be denying residents their basíc civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical wildlife passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, oak view and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an Însanely expensive and time-consuming environmental revíew process.

This is essentíally hijackÍng private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's proPerty like thís for a public benefit should onty be done when aþsolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punísh property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. Thís proposal, whích will impact the
economy, public safety and propefi rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Sincerely,

Signature Name

Com

Cc: Meigha n Batinica, m e ígha n. batinica @ve ntura.o rg
Rosa Gonzalez, cferkoftheboard@ventura.org



Protect Our Ventura County Communities Coalition

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Com missioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commlssion
8ü) 5. Victoria Ave

Ventura, CA 93009

August 23,2018

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,

threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restr¡cted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activit¡es like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putt¡ng residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.

What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from

building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essent¡ally hijacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct

taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namefy freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

who are just try¡ng to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will irnpact the

economy, public safety and property rights for marginalgains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

,SA r

Signature

Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meigha n. batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonza lez, clerkoft heboa rd@ventu ra. org

Name

City



Sent:
To:
Cc:

Batinica, han

From: Sandy Butts <yosoysb3@ hotmail.com >

Friday, October 05, 2018 7:13 PM

Batinica, Meighan
Sandy Butts

Concerns with Wildlife Corridor and Dark Skies proposals

To the Planning Commission,

The proposed Wildlife Corridor legislation severely impacts our land and property rights! How does the County
Planning Commission entertain such illogical ideas that are negative on so many levels. I maintain that with
thoughtful reconsideration, people who are passionate about the well-being of wildlife will find positive
solutions to obtain safe passage across our dangerous highways. A wise solution would not include adverse
and inconsiderate possession of landowners' properties, and would take into consideration that wildlife that
cross our property will still face, as they do currently, the perils of Hwy 126 traffic.

The Dark Skies initiative is another example of government overreach that has not been thought out carefully
Motion detection lights are strategically placed for a reason - to deter PEOPLE who do not belong there. The
animals are not bothered at all. We have video footage of bears, our resident raccoon, and other random
animals passing through. We don't mind them, and they don't mind being exposed to the night-time light.
However, humans with no-good intentions would be deterred by the technology... and that's the point of
security!! You must not take our security away.

Please listen carefully and respectfully to VC Colab's objections on both of these discussion items as they are
speaking intelligently on our behalf.

Sondy &.¡tts
Fillmore, CA

"No one can make you feel inferior without your consent."
Eleanor Roosevelt

bject:Su



Protect Our Ventura County Communities Coalition

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Com missioner Richa rd Rodriguez
Chair
Venture County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Name

August 23,2018

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in oppos¡t¡on of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and víolates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use
their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 154,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regÍonal wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restr¡cted and regulated ¡n the state, Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limÍts on security fencing and lighting, Íncluding a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putting residents at risk during a t¡me of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to fufther punish property owners
who are just trying to l¡ve and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginalgains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Sincerely,

Sf"^ ß*t! 5T€,/'eN 9vrfs
Signature

Avoca Oo GrZ.oae< t-ruc¡roRe
Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoft heboard@ventu ra.org

City



August 14,2OL8

Supervisor Peter Foy

ChaÍr
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
80O 5. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Commíssioner RÍchard Rodriguez
Chaír
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlîfe Corrídor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitalîty of our county,
threatens the safety of residents ín the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects L64,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. fhis places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is af ready some of the most restricted and regulated ¡n the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lightíng and securing theír
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lÍghting Íncluding a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putt¡ng residents at risk during a t¡me of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical WildlÍfe Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
buílding new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, fike pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
theír property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplish the priorÍties of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropr¡ate compensatíon to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to fufther punÍsh property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will ímpact the
economy, public safety and propeny rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board

Sincerely,

\ C\Ù,4 G¿uso
Signature Name

Cn^-^Q-l.rt
Company

Cc: Meighan Batin ica, m eigha n. batin ica @ventura.o rg
Rosa Gonza lez, clerkoftheboa rd @ventura.org

City



August L4,2OL8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
80O S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vítality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects L64,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencíng and lightíng, including a lighting curfew after L0 pm, the
County will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil ríght of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, íncluding a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscapíng, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensíve and t¡me-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially híjacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to funher punish property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

si

l,{ bon Chq
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Name

(o0t
Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, m eigha n.batinica @ventu ra.org
Rosa Gonealez, clerkoft heboard @ventura.org

City

ur4



Protect Our Ventura County Communities Coalition

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Venture County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

August 23,20t8

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corrido¡ ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter ¡n oppos¡tion of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,

threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of propefi owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restr¡cted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the

County will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.

What's more, the County wíll be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their propertY and forbid them from

building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
the¡r property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essent¡ally híjacking pr¡vate property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct

taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to

wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the

economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

si

L

Signature

Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meigha n. batin ica @ventu ra.org

Rosa Gonza lez, clerkoftheboa rd@ventura.org

City



Protect Our Ventura County Communities Coalition

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

August 23,2018

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ord¡nance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am sígning this letter ¡n opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordiriance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing theír
property.

By placíng severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their properÇ
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the propertv owner.

Wildlife already passthrough county, includingthrough people's backyards. lnstead of focusingon the real barriersto
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Sincerely,

C^r^- Co..-
v Name {

F, )/.n,r.-
Sign#re

Company

Cc: Meigha n Batinica, meigha n. batinica@ve ntu ra.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoft heboa rd@ventura.org

City



Protect Our Ventura County Communities Coalition

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura Cou nty Pla nning Commission
8ü) S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

August 23,2018

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their propefi.

The draft ordinance subjects 1.64,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restr¡cted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activit¡es like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, íncluding a lighting curfew after L0 pm, the
County will be putting residents at risk during a t¡me of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking pr¡vate property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to funher punish propefi owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which wil! impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board

Sincerely,

2r4 rlftt¿' 1 (*c¿.¡l
Signature Name

LOc)¿à,'aa
Company

Cc: Meigha n Batinica, meigha n. batinica @ventu ra.o rg

Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboa rd@ventura.org

City



August 74,2OL8

Supervísor Peter Foy
Chair
Ventura County Board of 9.rpervisors
80O S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA930Ofl

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
8005. Vlctoria Ave.
Ventúra, CA 93æ9

t p2- Qz-. sÌ_-
Name

RE: OpposÍtion toproposed Wlldtfu Conûdor ordinance

Dear Supervlsor Foy and C¡rnmÌssioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this þtter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordlnance. The regulation as wi'itten is a

dangerous and intrusive oveneach by the county government that undemines the economic vitatity of our court%
threatens the safuty of residents in the unincofpofirtd areas and violates the rþhts of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordlnance subJects 164,0m acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turnlng
regionalwildlife coridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
la nd that is already some of the rnost restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small busínesses will have yet
another hoop to j'ump through in order to perform even the most basic activitie¡ lilte lþhting and securing their
property-

By placing severe and restrictive lirnits on security fencing and lþhting; including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County wlll be putting residents at rísk during a tîme of increaslng øime in the uníncorporated areas of the county.
What's more the County will be denying residents their basic civil rþht of enjoying and beíng secure ih their property
after dark.

Most disturb¡ngl% the county will require property owners in three areas designated as Criticat Wildlife Pasæge Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hillsl to draw a líne down the middle of their property and furbid them from
building new structures, includÌng a home or barn, or any new uset like pooþ cornls or even landscaping, on half of
thelr property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time<onsuming ernrironmental review pí¡cess.

This is essentially hljacklng private property in order to accomplÌsh the priorities of a small group of activlsts. A direct
taking of people's property líke this fior a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should lnclude appropriate compensat¡on to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, includlng through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wÍldlife passage, narnely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen lnstead to further punish property owneß
who are Just tryfng to live and work in the unlncorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the dæwÍng board.

Sincerely,

(il,; 
u. I

ff*@
)^r.V u)r>a

Company

Ce MeÍghan Bat¡nica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@ventura-org

C¡ty

gJ" llQ



August t4,2AL8

Supervísor Peter Foy
Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervùsors

80O S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 930ff)

Cornmissioner RÌchard Rod riguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission

800 S. Vîctorla Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposîtion to proposcd Wlldllft Gonidoradinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and C¡rnmissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this le-tter in opposltion of the proposed Wild{ife Corridor ordlnance. The regulation as wñtten is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county Bovernment that undermines the economic vitality of our county,

threatens the saftty of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

thcir property.

The draft ordlnance subjects ltr 0m acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning

reglonel wildllfe coridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restr¡cted and regulated in the state. Losally owned, smalf businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the möst bas'rc activities like lighting and securing their
property-

By ptacing severe and restrictive lirnits on security fencing and líghting including a lþhting curfew after 10 pm, the

County wlll be putting residents at risk during e tftne of lncreasing crime in the unlncorporated areas of the county.

What's nrcre, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and beíng secure în thelr property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the county will require property owners in three areas designated as CriticalWiHnfe Passage Areas

(Tierra ReJada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the mlddle of their property and frorbid them from

building new structureq including a home or barn, or aûy new uset like pools, corrals or even landscapíng, on half of
thelr property unless they perform an ínsanely expensíve and tlrne-consuming environmental re,view process.

This is essent¡elly hliacklng private property ln order to accomplish the priorlties of a small group of activísts. A direct
taking of people's property like thís for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should lnclude appropriate compensat¡on to the prtpeily owner.

Wildlife already pars through county, includlng through peopfe's back yards. lnstead of focuslng on the real barriers to

wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property ownent

who are Just trytng to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
econorny¡ public safety and property rlghts for marginal geins, needs to be re¡ected and sent backto the drawing board.

?,,-!.=, --, Ctu.s1-
Signature

V
Company

Cc Meighan Batan¡ca, meighan.batinica@venturâ-org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@ventura.org

Name

clry



August t4,2OL8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
80O S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Signature

TLc Ranc;^

Commíssíoner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Com mission
80O S. Victor¡a Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Name

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing th¡s letter in opposítion of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written ís a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economíc vítality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects L64,WO acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated ¡n the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through ín order to perform even the most basíc activíties like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after LO pm, the
County will be putting residents at risk duríng a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil ríght of enjoying and beíng secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Crítical Wildlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their propefi and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscapÌng, on half of
theÍr property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially híjacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct
tak¡ng of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropríate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, includíng through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the uníncorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gaíns, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Sincerely,

C)artotte- Cto.t.r

l"lo, .k
Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica @ventura.org
Rosa Gonza lez, clerkoft heboard @ventura.org

City



Protect Our Ventura County Ccrnrnunities Coalition

sP l0 Ú18

Augr-rst 23,,24i-8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors

800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez

Chair
Ventu ra County Planning Commission

800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signlng this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,

threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of properly owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning

regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restr¡cted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will ha're yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their

property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on securityfencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after L0 pm, the

County will be putt¡ng residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.

What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will requlre property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them frorn

building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of

their property unless they perform an Insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct

taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barrie¡'s to

wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the

economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent backto the drawing board.

Sincerely,

/Ju r*-)e+,J
Signature

Com ny

Cc: Meigha n Batinica, meigha n. batinica @ventu ra.org

Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoft heboard@ventura.org

Name

City



Protect Our Ventura County Communities Coalition August 23,2Ot8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors

800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 930ff

Signature

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commiss¡oner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,

threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordínance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulat¡ons by turning

regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their

property.

By placing severe and restr¡ctive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the

County will be putting residents at risk dur¡ng a time of íncreasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.

What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from

building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of

their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming env¡ronmental review process'

This is essentially h¡jacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists- A direct

taking of people's property llke this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to

wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the

economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gaíns, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Sin

?,¿ îbrfil,o'z
Name

_srn/
Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoft he board@ventura.org

th11¿,



August L4,2078

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chaír
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. V¡ctor¡a Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Oppositíon to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Superuísor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wifdlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of resídents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of propefi owners to enjoy and use
their propefi.

The draft ordinance subjects 154,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corrÍdors into an overlay zone, This places yet another layer of regulat¡ons and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restr¡cted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small busínesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing theír
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 1-0 pm, the
County will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the uníncorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denyíng residents their basic civíl right of enjoyíng and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County wílf require property owners ín three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak Víew and Simi Hills)to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, includíng a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essent¡ally hijacking private property in order to accomplish the prioríties of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the propefi owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the CounÇ has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are just trying to live and work ín the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will ímpact the
economy, public safety and property rights for margínal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board

Sincerely,

Name

0;t/
Company U

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard @ventura.org

C¡ty



Protect Our Ventura County Communities Coalition August 23,2OL8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in oppos¡t¡on of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,

threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new rêgulations by turning

regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated ¡n the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their

property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the

County will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.

What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County wÍll require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from

building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of

their property unless they pelform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct

taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to

wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county, This proposal, which will impact the

economy, public and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Sincerely,

Øtt €*,sæ
Name

lv\r: o A¿t¿
Company

Cc: Meighan Batin¡ca, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@ventu ra'org

City



August 14,20L8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Superuisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wifdlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a
dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use
their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of uníncorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors ínto an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regutations and zonÍng requirements on
land that ís already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through ín order to perform even the most bas¡c act¡vities like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencíng and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putt;ng residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic cívil right of enjoying and beíng secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners ín three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
theír property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming envíronmental review process.

This is essentially híjacking private property in order to accomplísh the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barríers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which wilt impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gaíns, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

m
I
l.* IJTC

Signa Name

s

û,rk-
Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@ventura.org

Cíty



CountY of Ventura

sEP o 7 201t

Clerk of the Board
Protect Our Ventura County Cornmunities Coalition August 23,2J'i8

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Comrnissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance' The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive over¡-each by the county gove!.nment that unde¡'mine-ç the ecoticnric vitality of our couniy,

threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and r-¡se

their propertY.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations bv turning

regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Localty owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activit¡es like lighting and securing their

pro pe rty.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the

County will be putting residents at r¡sk dur¡ng a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county'

what,s more, the County will be denying resìdents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the county will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, oak View and simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from

building newstructures, including a home or barn, orany new uses, like pools, corrals oreven landscapíng, on half of

the¡r property unless they perform an insanely e.rpensive and time-consuming environmental review process'

This is essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists' A direct

taking of people,s property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensation to the property owner'

wildlife already pass through county, íncluding through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to

wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the county has chosen instead to further punÌsh property owners

who are justtryíngto live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the

economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board'

Sincerely,
I

^Name

Superuisor Peter FoY

Chair
Ventura County Board of 5upervisors

800 5. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

f'1rÂct-
Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura'org

Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@ventura'org

Conrmissioner Richa rd Rcdriguez

Chair
Ventura County Planning Conrmlssíon

800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

S

4t4 C

City



Protect Our Ventura County Communities Coalition

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

August 23,2OLg

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,

threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning

regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restr¡cted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic act¡vit¡es like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and l¡ghting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the

County will be putt¡ng residents at risk during a t¡me of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.

What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, OakView and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from

building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct

taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to

wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will ímpact the

economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Sincerely,

Name

'l;*srlþl',-, o, il/o
Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoft heboard@ventura.org

City



August L4,2078

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors

800 S. Victor¡a Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner RÍchard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commíssíon

800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economíc vítality of our county,

threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and víolates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulatíons by turning

regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone- This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lightÍng and securing their

property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lÍghting curfew after 10 pm, the

County will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.

What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners ín three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from

building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of

their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This ís essent¡ally h'rjacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct

taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensation to the property owner'

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. Instead of focusing on the real barriers to

wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the

economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

ly

rÞúv
Name

(*tt4 Go Tl Tt€
Company

Cc: Meigha n Batinica, meigha n. batinica @ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard @ventura.org

City



October 1, 2018

Ventura County Planning Commission

c/o Meighan.batinica@ventu¡a-org

DearMs. Batinic4

We are deeply concerned about the Wildlife Conidor Ordinance that Ventura County is considering. As

long-time residents of Lockwood Valley, we feel that a Wildlife Corridor proposal running through
Lockwood Valley in northern Ventura County is totally unnecessary and should be removed from
the planned Wildlife Corridor boundaries.

Lockwood Valley is su¡rounded by 500,000 acres of National Forest in the Mount Pinos Ranger

District of the Los Padres National Forest. The Mount Pinos Ranger Distict already addresses

the concerns for wildlife protection with already establíshed wilderness areas: the Chumash

Wilderness Are4 the Sespe Wilderness Area and the Dick Smith Wilderness Area- An additional

Wildlife Corridor is not needed in our area

In 2019, our family will have resided in Lockwood Valley since 1994. Dutittg this time, we have

never noticed any migration of deer, badgen or mountain lions. According to the warden for the

California Fish and Wildlife, the subspecies of mule deer that we have in our a¡ea do not migrate,

the mountain lions are territorial so they do not migfate and we have never seen badgers. We see

evidence of these animals throughout the year, not just during migration times- Therefore, ttrere is

no need for a corridor for migration in our are¿-

We t¿ke issue with several of the regulatiors proposed under the Habitat Connectivity Overlay

Zone- Wildland fires are of great concern in Loclc'¡úood Valley. The Day Fire of 2006, thatburned

163,000 acres, came very close to burning completely through ourvalleyandburnedrighttoour

front door- Local residents were evacuated for 5 days- The native brush clearance restrictions would

have made our property indefensible during a fire- We already pay a state fire fee and there are very

few insurance companies that will cunently insure homes in our area. ff we cannot defend our homes by

the mandated brush clearance the insurance companies will either cancel our insurance or the premium

will become astronomical-

Theregulations regarding fencing a¡e also detrimental to our residents. If we are notable to fence

o, ."pl[" fencing õn our þrope4y our fear that our dogs, cats, geese and ducks and more importantly our

Grandchildren can Ue attaòteã by the bears, mountain lions, bobcats, coyotes and raccoons that are

indigenous to Lockwood Valley. The fencing protects us from them and in turn keeps these animals from

Ueln-g nffea if they attack us on our property. We have never had to injure an animal on our proper(y but

would not hesitate to if an animal was attacking a child or a pet'

Lighting our property is a necessary protection as crime in our area, especially burglaries, has

increased in the past few years- Due to budget cuts ow police department does not work a 24 hour shift,

leaving us wit¡out police presence at night. Residents also have security lights to protect their

animals. Ow neighbor, BSA Camp Three Falls, must keep their lights on all night for their

campers for safety reasons-



The building resfictions in the Wildlife Corridor Plan will also impact the local residents. Being
unable to build on ¿ìreas of our prop€rty would decrea.se property values and limit our residents

plans to build their homes and maintain existing buildings in the future- We have 3 parcels on Boy
Scout Camp Rd and have paid close to $100,000 to get the CCoCs to be able to build on these parcels- We
paid over $35,000 for the water well for these parcels. Are you planning on refunding these fees and well
charges if we a¡e rmable to build on these parcels? We a¡e expected to let our homes and neighborhood to
go unmaintained ?

We feel that the Wildlife Corridor was not well thought through and should not include
Loclo¡¡ood Valley at all. The wildlife in our ¿rea are aheady protected by the Forest Service

Wilderness Areas, our wildlife do not migrate, we have no freeways in our valley and the inclusion
of owparticular area of Lockwood Valley in this Wildlife Corridor plan should be eliminated
from the plan. As we said before, there are 500,000 acres of National Forest around us. If
Lockwood Valley cannot be excluded from the proposed rWildlife Corridor, surely the corridor
can be shifted to include less populated areas of our valley. You were chosen by the constituents

of Ventura County to protect and defend the best interests and rights of the citizens of the county.

Of course our wildlife should be protected, but not at the expense of the people you represent. I
urge you to reconsider and exclude Lockwood Valley, specifically Boy Scout Ca-p Road, from
the Wildlife Corridor Plan. Thank you for your time and consideration-

Sincerelv-.-/.

Douglas and Lori Hallmark
13275 Boy Scout Camp Rd-

Frazier Pa¡k, CA 93225



$P 10 2010

AuEust 14,?!.Lg

Sr¡pervisorFeèrfioy
Chair
Veotum Cou¡tty Board of Supervisons
80oS. Vicbria Arre.
Ventura. CA9

C.ommisbner R¡dra¡d Rodrfuuez
Chelr
Ver¡tura County plannirg Co¡nmission
8005. tfictorla Ane-
Veñt¡na, CAg3OOg

RÊ Opposilior b propcerl ìttddlfu €orrÍdor orfsËnce

Dear Supervtsor Foy arÉ Gornmksoner flodrþr¡e¿

I am sþnirg tftls letter in oppoltion of the progd wildlife corrlúor ordinance. The regulati,on as urfüten ùs âèrrgemrrs and intrusñ'e oærreadr by Ète @ünty gpvemrùefit üat undemriines ttre eænomic vftatity of our coufîty,ütreateris ttìe safet of ¡e*dents in the unínqpo¡ated areas and viobtes tlìe rights of property ownen, to enjoy and usetheir property.

The draft ordhta$ce srbtscts 164,(xD acres of rrrimorporÐted coonty rends to a rnyrbd. of n",r rquleüons by turnlr*regbnalwÚHliÞælridorsinb an orærtay zone Ttris phcesyetam&errayerof regubtions ardzonirgrequirerrnrËsonland $rat b already ome of üre n¡ost restrkþd and reeulãted ¡n the state. tocallyownd, smas br¡si¡resses $[ hare yetanoü¡er Ì}oop toiump thror'gf¡ fn order to perfurm even the ø¡ôst hsÈ actiuities lifte lffir6 and seanring ttreõrPfoperty.

Ðy daciru ser¡ere and 'resnÈ&e firniE on security fiemfury aild ligfitffE; indtdirg a ligfning curftw after 1o pm, thecountv will be p'uttins re*tents at risk durilq a üme of increarirrg crùne in the unÍ¡rærporagd are.¿s sf the aff¡ntv-whet's nore' the county wilt be denyirg recdents the¡r basic ciuil right of enioyüg ard beíqg searre rn tñek proparty_ ?frerdar*"

in tfuee areas desigrnted as critirar w¡Hft pamge A¡Eas
do$m th€ mfddþ oftfreirpropertyandforbÌd $em fror'

dtiHïffi*ffi'ffii*trJå::half of

Thísis essenthlü htacttng pduate prqerty io order to acærnpli*r the prior¡oìes of a snallgroup of activists Ad¡rccttattlg of peoplds property like thiç fur a fxÈl¡c Mt drould only be done wtren absottrtely ne*sary and esen tttenshor¡H lnd¡de app-pri"te corrrpensation b üe property ûiln€r-

wildfrÞ dready pass throqh corrrty, Írdr¡d¡r€ ürrorryh people's bacttards. lrùsþâd offoer.slrg on tñe re¡l banÈrs bwildlife paæge, nameþ fieevrrys ard b¡rry roads, fteGounty has clpsen fûstead to furrher grnhh property owners
utào are l¡st tryirìg to h,E ard wort in the unincorporated areas of the county. Thir prÞposÊl rú¡ú wrll ûmpactttreeconqilrf, pübfic safrty arË property rþlrts for rnrginal gairrs, ileedçto be relecred and sent bckto the drawirg board.

f{ame

Company

Ce Melghan Batin¡ca,
RosaGorualea clerkofrffioarderreEh¡ra.ory

CitV



AUE¡tst 14, æ19
Sr¡peßÍsorPeter Foy
Chair
Ventur County Board ofSupervtsors
8005. vic,bri¿ Arre.
Ventura.CAg3üX'

C.ommÈsbner Riúard Rodriguez
Cha¡r
Ventura &unty planniqg ûommission
8005. ìfrctorla Ar¡e-
Ventürâ, CAgæOg

RF: Qposftian tc propced tEldtfu Gonfrlor crfirance

Dear Supenrtsor Foy and Cornmir$oner flodrigr¡e¿

õrrfüorordinanæ. Ile regulatbn as urrftÞn b a
füat sndeûìÌnes ttre eaonomicvitatityof our couûty,

ard viobtes ttìe fights of property owrîers b enioy and use

cot fity rar¡ds toa rrrl¡rbd.uf nw recubüoftsbynrmlrg
anotrær rayer of reguHions a'd ronirqg requ¡remefüs on

It fiatayet

properry. ñr

Ðy@irg severe and remi¡6ve lr'miE on securityúemírg and lffirç; índudirrg a ligfitr:ng curfew afrer 1o pm, tfiecoumy wfil te Brfitiing re*lentsat rish durirg a tîn¡e of increaslg oime in the unínaorporaæd areas of üre cornty-Whafs rnorc, the ûounty will be denyíng reCdenB tfæir basi,c ciuil n-ght of eojrying ald beirqg secure tn theh property
AfterdailL

¡toat d¡su¡ú¡ngly, üe county will requíre property olvnefs in tfvee areas desþBaæd as criticat vuiHrÊ pa$te Afeas
ffierr¿nelaoaìrailèy, oakìfrewand sûÌ¡ Hnsl to drawa rine r
buildiry new sbr¡ctr¡res, inckdlng a horne or bam, or any
thelr proærty unlesstfreyperfurm an ìnsanely elçensine

Thís is sentlally h![acllng private properq in order to acærnpllsh the prbrities of a srnall group of activistr A d¡*ct
taking of peoplds property like thlçfura trÈüc benetrtsrould only be done wlren amrutery oor,-ry ard even then
dtouH fndude appropriate compenstiotr t! üe proærty {rr*mer-

hg throuÉh Beople's húy¿rds, lnsteäd of foersirg on the real barrre* b
madq füe Gor¡nty has dþsen lnstead to frrrther punish property oum€rs

wùo are ftst Wrrg to hrc and wo¡t in the unturcorponted areas of the county. Tb's proposal, !rh¡{ù will ûmpad the
ecsnomY, pttblic søËty and property rfthts for margrnal ganrç iìeeds to be reþcterl and sent backto the drawirç board.

Sincerely,

Î{ame

./o
Company

(

Cc Melghan Batinica, meighanåatinica@yer¡tucl.org
Rosa Gornalez, cþrkoftffioard@rrentura.org

Ctty



August 74,2OL8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. V¡ctor¡a Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Com m íssioner Richa rd Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura CounÇ Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am sígning this letter ¡n oppos¡t¡on of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as wr¡tten ¡s a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vítality of our counÇ,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use
their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regíonal wildlífe corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulat¡ons and zoníng requirements on
land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activ¡ties like lighting and securing their
propefi.

By placing severe and restríctive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after L0 pm, the
County will be putt¡ng residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Sími Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentíally hijacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen ¡nstead to further punish property owners
who are just trying to l¡ve and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

&t'ø/u-,
Name

/u**
Company

Cc: Meigha n Batinica, meigha n. batinica @ventu ra.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard @ventura.org

City



August L4,2OI8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chaír
Ventura County Board of Supervisors

800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Superuisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife CorrÍdor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,

threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

the¡r property.

The draft ordinance subjects 154,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activíties like lighting and securing their
property.

By placíng severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, incf uding a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the

County will be putt¡ng residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.

What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County wíll require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from

buildÍng new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrafs or even landscaping, on half of
their properh¡ unless they perform an insanely expensive and tíme-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, íncluding through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to

wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to fufther punish property owners

who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the

economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Ð,a.,

Signature Name

U-rL

Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura,org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@ventura.org

City



Sent:
To:
Cc:

Batinica, Meighan

From: Lynn Gray Jensen <execdirector@colabvc.org >

Thursday, September 13,20L8 5:44 PM
Prillhart, Kim; Stephens, Chris
Sussman, Shelley
Wildlife Corridor Ordinance - Questions and comments

Chris and Kim,

First, we are asking when you will be sending a response to our comments and whether you have an est¡mated timing
for an updated draft ordinance?

Second, we are requesting that you send us a pdf of the powerpoint slides that were presented at the public August
Stakeholder meeting that showed revísed language, including the allowance of barbed wire fencing. These slides have
not been downloaded to the County Wildlife Corridor website.

Third, we wanted to let you know that we had a meeting with The Nature Conservancy group yesterday to discuss the
South Coast Missing Linkages map and some of the issues we see. We were particularly concerned with the Bell Canyon
and Box Canyon subdivisions being included in the Overlay Zone. After reviewing the L-24-I7 staff report to see what
the Board voted on we were reminded of the language on page 8 of the report stating: "Lond locoted within the
unincorporated County contoins both o Generol Plon tond use designotion ond a zoning ctossificotion. Due to the lorge
number of zoning clossifications (65)within Hobitot Connectivity ond Witdtife Movement Conidor, further onølysis of
zoning ond allowed uses will be key to determining oppticobitity of regutotions devetoped for this project. However, that
anolysís will be focused on two zoníng cløssîficøtíons ollowed wîthín the General Pldn Open Space desígnotion: the
Open Space (OS) ønd the Agricultural Exclusíve (AE) zones."

CoLAB recommends that all lands that are not designated open space, with either (OS) or (AE) zoning in the general plan
be entirely removed from the overlay zone. We do not believe that an exemption from regulations would be sufficient
to protect these designations that were approved by the Board of Supervisors after consideration of the uses to be
allowed on those lands. Lands designated Agricultural, Existing Community, Rural, Residential, Commercial and lndustrial
in the General Plan were clearly not the focus of the Planning Division when this project was presented to and approved
for further consideration by the Board of Supervisors. The level of human activity and uses allowed in these designations
conflict with government mandated wildlife movement corridors.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Lynn

"ColIaboration for Sensible Reguløtory Solutions,'

Lynn Gray Jensen, P.G.

Executive Director
Ventura County Coalition of Labor Agriculture and Business
Phone (805) 633-229L
Email: execdirector@colabvc.ore
Website: www. colabvc.ore

ect:Subj

ttffi
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September L2,2OL8

Shelley Sussman

Ventura CountY Planning Division

8OO S. Victoria Avenue #I740
Ventura, CA 93009-L740

RE:DraftRegionalHabitatLinkagesordinancePlanasitaffects
santa susana Field Laboratory (ssFll, Ventura county, california

Dear Ms. Sussman:

I am the President of North American Land Trust (NALT)' NALT is a land conservation

organization formed in 1-991 and currently holds over 500 conservation easements in 20

states throughout the United States. lt is recognized as a not-for-profit corporation in

Pennsylvania, and as a 501(c)(3) charitable organization by the lnternal Revenue Service'

Further, NALT is a Sponsor tVlember of the Land Trust Alliance and has affirmed that

organizatio n's stondords and Proctices. NALI's mission is "To promote long-term

stewardship of our natural and cultural heritage by implementing successful private land

conservation projects and promoting innovative land conservation techniques'"

CountY,

corded

ownership interests" in the context of the proposed Habitat Linkages Ordinance' The

conservation easements collectively cover 2,395'75 acres of land owned by The Boeing

company and include the Assessor's Parcel Numbers Iisted below:

585-0-051-L00
685-0-051-110
685-0-051-120
685-0-051-150
685-0-051.-L80

685-0-051-200

685-0-060-1-35

685-0-060-L45
685-0-060-155
685-0-060-295
685-0-060-305

685-0-130-L45
685-0-140-050
685-0-140-340
685-0-140-395
685-0-L40-40s

protection of the Santa susana Field Laboratory by conservation easements granted to

NALT ensures that the ecological values of the property are preserved in perpetuity' This

is particularly important because the property is home to a number of sensitive species

and serves as a wildlife corridor that connects existing parks and other legally restricted

lands throughout the region. wildlife corridors have a key role in biodiversity

100 Hickorv Hill R,:aJ . p.o. Box 467 ChaddsFord. pennsvl'renr¿r l9i l7 ' Dhonc iriLrJ\i88-i6;¡) ' fax i610ì 3ß8-i673 ' weì¡ w""'vi''ai'¿'r.,:'l



conservation because they ensure the viability of animal species that depend on the
abilityto move throughout large territories, and that need refuges in the event of fire or
other periodic disturbances. The property also is important for its cultural resources,

including Native American archaeological sites that are protected by the conservation
easements.

Comments regarding the proposed Regional Habitat Linkages ordinance
NALT applauds the effort by Ventura County to identify and protect areas that are

important for wildlife passage and security. Many of the measures presented in the
Power Point presentation at the Stakeholder meeting on August L4,2OI8 are

meritorious and the rationale for their adoption is compelling. The exemptions
generally strike an appropriate balance between scientifically justified protections of
habitat and allowances for other economically and environmentally justified uses of
property. NALT supports the adoption of such an ordinance.

The methodology for determining the geographic extent of the corridor ordinance is not
described in the Power Point presentation althoughthe results appear consistent with
the science of landscape ecology which recognizes the importance of "nodes and

linkages" as well as "core habitat" for the long term viability of healthy populations of
wide ranging species such as mountain lion and bobcat. lt would be useful for the
ordinance to acknowledge the importance of nodes of habitat along these corridors that
serve as refugia, especially for resting between "choke points" and major barriers such

as state and federal highways. Santa Susana Field Laboratory is a node and provides

critical resting and feeding habitat in the Simi Hills and the entire 2,40}-ate property
should be recognized in the ordinance.

The Santa Susana Field Laboratory site is identified as a habitat linkage in the 2006

South Coast Wildlands Report, which is used widely as the regional resource guide for
habitat linkages. Since the entire site sits within a vital habitat linkage that connects the
inland Los Padres National Forest to the Santa Monica Mountains and the Pacific Ocean

and is used extensively by mammals and birds, NALT requests that the entire property
be included in both the Regional and Simi Hills connection.

ln conclusion, the preservation of this unique and critical habitat is of paramount

importance to NALT, and I applaud any efforts that help to ensure this habitat is

protected. lf you have any questions about the conservation easement or its
relationship to regional planning and zoning, please feel free to contact me directly at

the phone number below or by email at sjohnson@nalt.org.

Sincerely,

Stephen Thor Johnson
President

100 Hickory Hill Road . P.O. Box 467 , Chadds Ford, Pennsylvania 19317 , ¡thone 161,01 388-3670 , fax (610) 388-3673 . web wvvt.nak.o';g



BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICÄ
YE\I I'Iù\ C'.-I- \] \ C'I '\'IL-

509 East Daily Drive

Camarillo, CA 93010
(805) 482-8e38
(805) 484-9172 FAX

www.vccbsa.org

Septernber 14,2018

Ventura County Planning Commission
c/o Mei shan.batinica@,ventura. ors

Dear Ms. Batinica,

The Boy Scouts of America, Ventura County Council is concerned about the Wildlife Corridor

pending ordinance and regulations. The Boy Scouts have ran a Boy Scout Catnp in the

Lockwóod Valley for 85 years (this year). In that time the Scouting has impacted the lives of
over 100,000 youth that care about their environment. Preserving and caring about their

environment has been alargepart of what Scouting represents. Having the Wildlife Corridor

being placed on any of Boy Scout Road or Lockwood Valley (in northern Venutura County)

*o.rlótuk.-away much of the conservation projects, nature, environmental science, soil & water

projects, including mammal and reptile study in the area (end of Boy Scout Road). The Wildlife

Òorridor proposed area should be removed from the planned boundaries.

There are a number of reasons placing the Wildlife Corridor boundaries over Camp Three Falls

would impact enjoyment, study and environmental appreciation of 1,000's of youth and adults:

l. Inhibiting the addition of structures (fences, walls and buildings) including new nature,

environmental STEM Centers, shooting ranges and a dining hall would prevent youth

from leaming and studying - much less the inherent growth and/or safety of the Camp

Three Falls participants. Much of what is collected and studied in these fields are brought

to these centers foi additional learning and instruction. Safety in the shooting ranges for

walls & fences are there for protection of the Scouts AND the animals.

The Council is considering a horse program (from surveys taken) with corrals for a

'horsemanship' merit badge program. Youth, especially from the city, thrive when they

are get to ride and be around a horse. The ordinance with 'no fencing' would be hard to

start a horse Program.

The Council needs to maintain the current growth of the Camp (including these buildings

and structures) to maintain it's income and operating status year-round. Gates and fences

are also needed for protection and security of intruders that hike the nearby trails.

2. Outdoor lighting is needed at the camp for safety purposes including at night for

camping, rtto*"ting and safety in getting around camp. There are also night classes that

will be soon implemented in evening free-time activities related to night swims, and

range shooting.

PrePared. For Lifel
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3. Restriction of Vegetation Removal (native brush clearance restrictions) would pose a

hazard to the camp and safety of the Scouts, leaving the area indefensible and structure
and campsite vulnerable. There have been fires in the area (2006) that came very close to
the camp. Scouts, adult leaders and staff are very careful during fìre restricted times to
limit Scouts campfires (which has been a majority of the summer). A fire in the area

would be a majorblow to the whole camp. We have a creek going through the middle of
the camp. Vegetation restrictions would make it hard to protect the camp and it's current
buildings.

The Wildlife Corridor is unnecessary as the Lockwood Valley is surrounded by 500,000 acres of
National Forest in the Mount Pinos Ranger District of the Los Padres National Forest. The
Mount Pinos Ranger District already addresses the concems for wildlife protection with already

established wildemess areas: the Chumash Wilderness Area, the Sespe Wilderness Area and the
Dick Smith Wilderness Area. An additional Wildlife Corridor is not needed in our area.

There are no freeways close to this area, to the Lockwood Valley or to northern Ventura County.
It seems to reason that animals would be able to travel through the area at will. There is plenty of
open-space for animals to move - we see lots of evidence of animals in the area. The native
animals in this area do not migrate, IE: mule deer and mountain lion. We have not seen badgers

in the area. This is the reason that Camp Three Falls is such a good place for studying of so many

of the merit badges offered at camp: Environmental Science, Soil & Water Conservation, Nature,
Mammals, Insect Study, Reptile Study, Geology, Archeology and Mining. Your proposal for a
Wildlife Corridor would be counter-productive to teaching youth about nature, helping them to
appreciate and environmental preserve.

The Wildlife Corridor proposal and restrictions was not well thought through and should not
include Lockwood Valley. If Lockwood Valley cannot be excluded from the proposed Wildlife
Corridor, a possible shift in area to include less populated areas of our valley.

We feel this is in ourbest interest and the interests of the 1,000s of youth and adults that enjoy
Camp Three Falls in a year-round educational progressive program. I urge you to reconsider and

exclude Lockwood Valley, specifically Boy Scout Camp Road, from the Wildlife Corridor Plan.

Thank you for your consideration!

Sincerely,

David J. Jones

Scout Executive and CEO
Ventura County Council Boy Scouts of America
12260 Boy Scout Camp Rd.
Frazier Park, CA 93225



August 14,2078

Supervísor Peter FoY

Chair
Venturô County Board of Supervisors

800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Commlssloner Richard Rodríguez

Chair
Ventura Co unty Plannlng Commission

800 S. Victorla Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition tc pmposed Wtldllfe Gorridorordinance

Dear SupeMsor Foy and Commissioner Rodrlguez,

I am signing this ktter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corrldor ordlnance. The regulation as wri'tten is a

dangerous and intn¡sive overreach by the county Bovernment that undermines the economic vitality of our county'

threatens the safefy of resÍdents in the unincorporated a¡eas and violateS the rþhts of property owners to enioy and use

tlreir property.

The draft ordlnance subþcts ltr æO acres of unincorporated county lands to a rnyrlad of new regulatircns by turning

regionat wildllfe corrídors into an overlay zone. Th¡s places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirernentron

land that is already some of dre most re$ricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, smal{ businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perüorm e^/en the mÖst baslc activities tlke ligfiting and securing tiæir

pfoperty.

By placing severe and restrictive lirnils on security fencing and fighting including a lþhting cudew after t0 pm, the

county wlll be putting residents at rísk durirg a time of increasing crirne În the unlncoçorated areas of the cÐunty-

Wl¡at,s more, the County will be denying residents their basic civÍl ríght of enjoying and being secure ln thelr property

after dark.

Moft disturbingly, the county wlll requlre property owneß in three areas designated as criticaf wildl¡fe Passage Areas

lfierra Reþda va]ley, Oak View and Sirn¡ Hills) to draw a line down the m{ddle of their property and forbid them from

building new structures, lncludïng a home or barn, or aûy new u:¡es, like pools, corrals or even landscapínç on half of

the¡r property unless they perform an insanely expensíve and tlne-consuming environrnentel review process-

Thís is essentiålly hiiacklng prtuate property ln order to accomplish the prlorlties of a small group of activists. A direct

takÍng of people,s property like thís for a public benefit should only be done when ahsolutely necessary and erren then

should lnclude appropriate comPensâtion to the property owner'

wildlife already pass through county, incJuding through people's back yards. lnsteêd of focuslng on the real barriers to

wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy reads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

wtro are just trying to live and work in the unlrrcorporated areas of the county. This proposal, whlch wíll impact the

econorny, public safety and property rîghts for marginal gains, needs tô be reiected and sent back to the drawing board-

Slncerely,

R-olr¿c, o L, k¿".t
Signature Name

Company

Cc: Maighan Batinica, meighan.batinlca@venturâ-org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@ventura.org

C

cfty
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Protect our Ventura County Communities Coalition

SLl', Z /. lU tö

August 28,2018

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning CommÍssion
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Our

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance- The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of propefi owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The flraft ordinance subjects 764,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated ¡n the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putting residents at risk during a tirne of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark. \

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical WÍldlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially h¡jacking private property in orderto accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the properfy owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards.. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish propefi owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent baik to the drawing board.

S¡

ooo"ao.,,,,'*ronÉ

furu
Signature

Company

Cc: Meighan Batin ica, meigha n.batinica@ventu ra.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboa rd@ventura.org

Name

City



Protect Our Ventura County Communities Coalition

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

August 23,2OI8

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,

threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning

regional wildlife corridors ¡nto an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like líghting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the

County will be putting residents at risk during a t¡me of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.

What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from

building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of

their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a smallgroup of activists. A direct

taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to

wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen ¡nstead to further punish property owners

who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the

economy, pu and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

L6 Þ

/o(t(ûtooï t/,tL"rY
Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoft heboard @ventura.org

City



Batinica, Mei han

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dale King <daleking@wildblue.net>
Wednesday, September L2, 20L8 11:30 AM
Batinica, Meighan
Wildlife Corridor

Dear Commissioner Rodriguez, I am highly opposed to
the "Wildlife Corridor". First of all, the wildlífe corridor will give Ventura County the right to control more than half of
my property. My property has been cleared since I purchased it. When the Day Fire of 2006, which cost more than 100
million dollars to suppress accordíng to the US attorney's office, burned two sídes of my propefi, I had zero damage
because of my brush clearance. My well on my property is located in the proposed wildlife corridor and it would have
been destroyed without my brush clearance. I need full access to my well for maintenance and visual inspections.
We have str¡cter buílding codes enforced by the County in our region for high winds, snow loads and, high fire risks. We
pay the same rate of taxes as any other citizen of Ventura County but, we get less services such as fire departments,
hospitals and, road maintenance. lt is time Ventura County stops treating us like an unwanted step child and starts
helping us and giving us something for our tax dollars instead of take, take, take ! This wildlife corridor wíll only cost the
county and taxpayers more money as firefighting costs and, the risk of wildfires which destroy wildlife, will increase.
Southern California Edison should be putting electrical línes underground in order to prevent fires like the Thomas fire.
Ventura County should be working with Edison and builders to increase solar energy, which I use on my property.
Ventura County should be collecting and saving run off water for everyone and the wildlife's use and, not lett¡ng it run
into the ocean. Can we work on some benefits for our citizens?
Sincerely, Dale King

1



Protest Our Ventura County Commun¡t¡es Coal¡t¡on August 23,2OI8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors

800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Company

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

ra.org
{*r^; ø*à leøs

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Conidor ordinance

Dear Supewisor Foy and Commissioner Rodríguez,

I am signing this letter in opposit¡on of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,

threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

the¡r property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning

regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regufations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activ¡ties like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the

County will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.

What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic cívil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from

building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of

their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially h'rjacking private property ¡n orderto accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct

taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through countv, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to

wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish properV owners

who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the

economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board'

Signature Name

s¡
Ò

Cc

Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoft heboa rd@ventura.org



Protect our Ventura County Communities Coalition August 28,20L8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors

800 S. Víctorìa Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

re

Com missioner Richard Rodriguez

Cha ir
Ventura County Planning Commission

800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Name

eoc'otvao,,'.uÑ

Our

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economìc vitality of our county,

threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enloy and use

thelr property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning

regionalwildlìfe corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to,jump through in order to perform even the most basic actlvities like lighting and securìng their
property,

By placing severe and restrictive limlts on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the

County will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county

What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will requìre properly owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Re¡ada Valley, OakView and SimiHills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking private property in orderto accomplish the priorities of a smallgroup of activists. A direct

taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensat¡on to the property owner.

Wildlìfe already pass through county, includingthrough people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

who are just tryìng to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, whìch will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginalgains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board

5¡ ly,

zTnz¿- ,ha,rl¿-l

L ,{o,- ÛrU
Com pany

Cc: Meigha n Batinica, meigha n.batinica@ventu ra.org

Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@ventu ra.org

ctv



Batinica, Meighan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Elaine Krankl <e@sinequanonwines.com>

Tuesday, September 04,2018 1:52 PM

Batinica, Meig han; clerloft heboard@ventura.org
FW: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance
scan0403.pdf

Dear, Meighan Batinica,
My name is Elaine Krankl and I am writing on behalf of both my husband Manfred Krankl and myself, I have enclosed my
signed letter in opposition to the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance.
We strongly oppose the proposed Critical Corrídor Proposition as this is above and beyond any reasonable or necessary
overlay. We own a working farm ín addition to vineyards and operate a well-regarded winery called Sine Qua Non
located next to beautiful Lake Casitas.
Over the years since we acquired the property in 2003 we have made substantial investments of hard work, time and
finances.
We have invested in Ventura County for both our lifetime and the generations that will follow us, always with the focus
of beíng good stewards to the land that we have been fortunate enough to call home to both our family and business.

We received approvalfrom the County of Ventura for our operation with a CUP which included an: Environmental
lmpact Study, Negative Declaration, Final NOD and Land Use Agreement. We are now under the impression that the
proposed Critical overlay is in conflict with the permitted use of our property. We are concerned that the approach by
the County of Ventura has been less than forthcoming as we received no direct notification from the County or the
agencies representing the proposed Wíldllfe Corridor Critical Area located in the Ojai Valley. I feel that the lack of
transparency is possibly intentíonal to avoid landowner opposition.
The proposal would devalue our property and make it very difficult to function as an Agricultural operation. please

consider the negative impact to the people that have worked hard to maíntain the diverse beauty of the Ojai Valley and
overall County of Ventura.
Thank You,

Elaine Krankl
Sine Qua Non | 805-649-8901 | www.srnequanon.com
Next of Kyn | 805-649-I29L I www.nextofkvn.net
The Third Twin | 805-649-8813

1



August L4,201-8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoría Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Signature

Com m issioner Rícha rd Rod riguez
Chaír
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave

Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am sígníng this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance- The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the ríghts of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unÍncorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone- This places yet another layer of regulations and zonîng requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic act¡vit¡es like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on securityfencing and lÍghtíng, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putting residents at risk during a tíme of increasing crime ín the unincorporated areas of the county.

What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and beíng secure in their properfy
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlífe Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of theír property and forbid them from

building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentíally hijacking private property in order to accomplish the priorÍties of a small group of activists. A direct

taking of people's property like this for a publlc benefìt should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensation to the property owner-

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

who are just t to live and work Ín the unincorporated areas of the county- This proposal, which wÍll impact the
economy, and property rightsformarginalgains, needsto be rejected and sent backtothe drawing board.

UJ, K"f=Ê.-.KA

Company

Cc: Meigha n Batinica, meigha n-batinica @ventura.o rg

Rosa Gonzalez, cle rkoft heboa rd @ventura.org

City
A



August L4,2OI8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors

800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Com missioner Richard Rodríguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S- Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am sígning this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,

threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning

regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restr¡cted and regulated in the state- Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most bas¡c activities like lighting and securing their

property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, includÍng a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the

County will be putting residents at r¡sk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county-

What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a líne down the middle of their property and forbid them from

building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, Iike pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of

the¡r property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentiaf ly hijacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct

taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensatíon to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, íncluding through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to

wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

who a

econo

re just live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which willimpact the

,PU and property rights for margÍnal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board-

Name

s¡

Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@ventura.org

City



Protect Our Ventura County Communities Coalition

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 5. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventu ra County Planning Commission
800 5. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

August 23,2018

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter ¡n opposit¡on of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use
their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 1.64,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restr¡cted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing theír
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limíts on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putt¡ng residents at r¡sk during a t¡me of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hílls) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expens¡ve and time-consuming env¡ronmental review process.

This is essent¡ally hijacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Sincerely,

Gany Lee
Signature

7
Name

Lac,k wood Ua //s
Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboa rd@ve ntura.org
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September 5,2018

Ventura County Planning Commission
c/o Meighan.batinica@ventura.org

Dear Ms. Batinica,

r Ordinance that Ventura CountY is

d Valley, I feel that a Wildlife Conidor
rthern Ventura County is totally unnecessary

Corridor boundaries.

Lockwood valrey is surrounded by 500,000 acres of Nationar Forest in the Mount Pinos Ranger

District of the Los padres National Forest. The Mount Pinos Ranger District already addresses

the concems for wildlife protection with already established wilderness areas: the Chumash

wilderness Area, the Sespe wilderness Area and the Dick Smith wilderness Area' An

additional wildlife corridor is not needed in our area.

In20l9,my family will have resided in Lockwood valley for 100 years' During this time' we

have never noticed *v -igtu,ion of deer, badgers or mountain lions' According to the warden

for the california Fish and-rMildlife, the sub-si'ecies of mule deer that we have in o'r area do not

t migrate and we have never seen

the year, not just dwing migration times'

in our area-

we take issue with several of the regulations proposed under the Habitat connectivity overlay

Zone. V/ildland hres are of great concern in Loci*ood Valley- The Day Fire of 2006,that

burned 163,000 acres, .urnÑ"ry close to burning completely through o-ur vall-eV and came

within a harf a mile of our ranch. Local residents were evacuated for 5 days. The native brush

clearance restrictions would have made our pro re' Many residents

have a creek going through their property so creeks that are near

homes would make it diffrcult to protect thei firsthand what a

wildfrre can do.

ntal to otr residents' Every year we are

from the Los Angeles area' There are limited

itors spill on to private property' [f we are not

be able to protect our private property' In the

If a resident has any livestock, horses, cows'

and keeP Predators out'

, has

animals
ir

campers for safetY reasons'



The building restrictions in the Wildlife Corridor Plan will also impact the local residents. Being
unable to build on are¿Is of our property would decrease property values and limit our residents
plans to build their homes and maintain existing buildings in the future.

I feel that the Wildlife Corridor was not well thought through a¡rd should not include Lockwood
Valley at all- The wildlife in our area are already protected by the Forest Service W'ildemess
Areas, otu wildlife do not migrate, we have no freeways in our valley and the inclusion of our
particular area of Lockwood Valley in this Wildlife Corridor plan should be eliminated from the
plan. As I said before, there are 500,000 acres of National Forest a¡ound us. If Lockwood
Valley cannot be excluded from the proposed V/ildlife Corridor, surely the corridor can be
shifted to include less populated areas of our valley. You were chosen by the constituents of
Ventura County to protect and defend the best interests and rights of the citizens of the county.
Of course our wildlife should be protected, but not at the expense of the people you represent. I
urge you to reconsider and exclude Lockwood Valley, specifically Boy Scout Carnp Road, from
the Wildlife Corridor Plan. Thank you for yow time and consideration.

Sincerely

Gary Lee
12471Boy Scout Camp Rd.
Frazter Park, CA 93225



August 14,2OI8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors

800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodríguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed W¡ldlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in oppositíon of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordínance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and íntrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of resídents ín the unincorporated areas and v¡olates the rights of propefi owners to enjoy and use

their property-

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors ínto an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basíc activities like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the

County will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.

What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak Víew and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from

building new structures, includíng a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking prívate property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists- A direct

taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to

wildlífe passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the

economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Signature

Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard @ventura.org

s¡

Name



August !4,2018

RE: Opposltion to proposed WlldllÊ Conidorordinancc

Dear Supervlsor Foy and Cornmissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corrldor ordlnance. The regulation as wrltten is a

dangemus and Íntrusiræ overreach by the county government that undermines the economíc vitality of our county,

threatens the saftty of residenu in the unincorporatd areas and violates the rights of property oÌvners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft odlnance subJects 154,m0 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning

regionel wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zonlng requirements on

land that is already some of the most restr¡cted and regulated ¡n the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through ln order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their
property-

By placing severc and restri,ctive lirnits on securityfencing and l¡ght¡n& including a lighting curfew after 1O pm, the

C.ounty wlll be putting residents at rísk during a time of increasing crime in the uníncorporaÈed areas of the county-

What's rnorg the County wilt be denyihg residents their basic civil right of enjoying and beíng secure ln thelr property

after dark.

Most disturbingl¿ the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Criticaf w¡ldl¡fu Passage Areas

(Tierra Reþda Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the míddle of their property and turbid them from

building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, líke pools, corrals or even landscaplng on half of
thelr property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming erwironrnentâl review prccess.

This is essent¡¡¡lly hliacklng private property in order to accomplish the prlorlties of a small group of activists. A direct

taking of people's property like this fur a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should lnclude appropriate compensat¡on to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lflsteåd of focusing on the real barriers to

wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen lnstead to further punish propefi ownen¡

wtro are Just trylng to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, whlch will impact the
econorny, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, ireeds to be reiected and sent back to the drawing board.

Q
Name

Supewisor Peter Foy
Chair
Ventura C.ounty Board of 9rpervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 9300fl

Company

Cc Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@venturá-org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@vertura-org

Commissioner Ricùard Rodríguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning CommîssÍon

80OS. Vlctoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

V
c¡ry



August 14 2018

Supervîsor Feter Foy
Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervísors
800 5- Victoria Aræ.
Ventura, CA 930

Comm issíoner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventu ra County PIannÍng Com missio n
800 5. Victoria Ave-
Ventura, CA 93009

RE : Op position to proposed W¡ld l¡ft @rridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissíoner Rodríguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a
dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county govemment that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
tireatens the safety sf residents ín the uníncorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use
their property-

The draft ordinance subjects 16¿,OOO acres of uníncorporated county lands to a myríad of new regulations by turning
regiona I wlldlifu corridors into an overlay zone- This places yet another layer of regulatlons and zoning requirements on
land that ís already sorne of the most restticled and regulated ¡n the state- Locally owned, small businesses win have yet
another hoop to jurnp through ¡n order to perform even the most basic act¡vities like lighting and securing their
property.

8y placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putu'ng resÎdents at n-sk duríng a tirne of increasing crime ín the uníncorpomted areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denyÍng residents their basic oVíl rigfrt of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark-

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Crit-lcal wildlife passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valfey, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or bam, or a¡y new uses, like pools, corrals or eì/en landscaping on hatf of
their property unless they perfonn an insanely expensive and tir¡e-consuming environmental review process-

This is essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a smalt group of activists- A direct
takíng of people's property like th¡s for a public benefit should only be done when aÞsolutety nelcessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner-

W¡ld¡ife already pass through county, including through people's back yards- lnstead of focusing on the real baniers to
wildlife passge, narnefy freeways and busy rcads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are iusttryinB to live and work in the uníncorporated areas of the county. This proposaf, which wiil impact the
economy, public safeÇ and property rights for marglnal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board-

meNa

Cornpany th¿

Cc M eighan Batinica. meigha n.batin ica @ventu ra.org
Rosa G onzalez. clerkoftheboard @ve ntu ra-org

City



Protect Our Ventura County Communilies Coalition

Counly of Ventura

SEP O 7 2O1B

clerk of the Board
Aug;,tst 23. 2Lì:18'

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Venturra County Board of Supenrisors

800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Com nrissioner Richard Rodrigirez

Chair
Ventu ¡'a Ccu nty Planning Ccmmission

800 S. Victorìa Ave,

Ventura, CA 93009

,4 h t4

Name

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner RodrÍguez,

I am signingthis letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridorordinance. The regulation as written ¡s a

darrgerous and intrusrve overreach by the courrty goveillment thar t¡ndermines the econornic vitaìity of our cotinty,

threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property ù\¡/ners to enjoy anci L¡sr-

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 1:64,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations bYiturning

regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, sm¿ll businesses wiil have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to per-form even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their

propefty.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on secur¡ty fencing and lighting, including a lÍghtìng curfew after 10 pm, the

County will be putt¡ng resirjents at risk during a tirre of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.

What's more, the County will be denying res¡dents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after daik.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from

building new structures, includÌng a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of

their property unles: they perform an insanely expensive and time-ccr:suming etlvironmental rr¿view p!'ocess.

This is essentially hijacking private property in orCerto accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct

taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already passthrough county, includingthrough people's backyards. lnstead of focusingon the real barrìersto

wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

wlro are justtrying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impactthe

economy, public safety and property rights for marginalgains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Sincere

sig

t
+"À5

Com pany

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan. bat¡nlca@ventura.org

Rosa Gonza lez, clerkoftheboa rd @ventura. org

City



Protect Our Venù¡ra County Communltles Coalldon

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 930G1

Com missioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Name

August 23,20t8

RE: Opposttlon to pr'oposed lMldlife Corridor ordinance

Dear,Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed W¡ldlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as wrfüen is a

dangerous and lntrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors ¡nto an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requ¡rements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state- Locålly owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perñorm even the most basic act¡vit¡es like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on securiÇ fencing and lighting including a lighting curfiew after 10 pm, the

County will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.

Whafs more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from

building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscapinç on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming env¡ronmental review process.

This is essentially hiiacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct

taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensat¡on to the property owner.

Wildl¡fe already pass through county, including through people's back yerds. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to

wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

who are just trying to live and work in the unincoçorated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the

economy, publlc safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board'

re

Company

Cc: Meighan Batin ¡ca, meigha n. batinica @ventu ra.o rg

Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoft heboard@ventura.org

wnúm'w

WHOLESALE GROWERS

cHERr TTAYER tÞD- loz'æ2Ð
Office Manager 5650 Cas¡tas Pass Road(e€5ì€6û.+37+ Carpinteria, CA 930'13cmayer@nngrower,com Fâx: (805) 5664383



Protect our Ventura County Communities Coalition

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura CounÇ Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Peø-Þrec-^7
Name

St¡.-tt.

August 28,ZOLB

Our

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in oppositíon of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turníng
regíonal wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities líke lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putt¡ng residents at r¡sk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as CriticalWildlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of theÍr property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplísh the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are just trying to líve and work in the unincorporated areas of the counry. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safeÇ and property ríghts for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

or.o,n*O

//(
Signature

CReô V rejo R<ã
Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoft heboard @ventu ra.org

-

City
C1



August 14,2OI8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair

Ventura County Board of Supervisors

800 5. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez

Chair

Ventura County Plan ning Commission

800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Name

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed WildlÍfe Corrìdor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safeÇ of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 154,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overfay zone. This p[aces yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated ¡n the state- Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the uníncorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark-

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an ínsanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially h-rjacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's propefi like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, includÌng through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unÍncorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safeÇ and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

S¡

r

ñ krco-

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@ventura.org

C¡ty



August 14,2Ot8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair

Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave. ,
Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair

Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a
dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use
their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regionaf wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This pfaces yet another layer of regulatÍons and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restr¡cted and regulated in the state- Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their
properly.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putt¡ng residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
Whafs more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and beíng secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
theír property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially h'rjacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropr¡ate compensat¡on to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for margínal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board

Sincerely,

Signature Name

ü¿nfunc(
Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@ventura.org

City



August L4,2OL8

RE: Opposit¡on to proposed Witdlife C.orridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a
dangerous and intrusíve overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use
their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regionalwildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restr¡cted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their
property-

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the CounÇ will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their properÈy and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, Iike pools, corrals or even landscaping on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process-

This is essentially h'rjacking private property in order to accomplish the pr¡or¡t¡es of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, íncluding through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen ¡nstead to further punísh property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Sincerely,

SupervÍsor Peter Foy

Chaír
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave
Ventura, CA 93009

ulr
Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan- batinica @ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@ventura.org

C¡ty



August L4,2Ot8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors

80O S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
80O S- Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposit¡on to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusíve overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county fands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. Thís places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated inr the state. Locally owned, small businesses wíll have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lÍghting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County wíll be putting resídents at risk during a tirne of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basíc civíl right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of theír property and forbid them fiom
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uset like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially private property in order to accom h the I group of activists. A direct
taking peo s s apu nefit should only be done when abso necessary and even then
should include approprÍate compensation to the property owner

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
W namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further nish ro owners
who are just ng to an work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawÍng board-

SÍncerely, ,/

Signature Name

Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboa rd @ventura.org

Cíty



August L4,2OL8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Com missioner Richard Rod riguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 5. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed WildlÍfe Corridor ordinance

Dear Superuisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

lam signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermínes the economic vitalÍty of our county,
threatens the safety of resldents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordínance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors Ínto an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their
propefi.

By placing severe and restríctive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be puttÍng residents at risk during a time of increasing críme in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents theír basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Vafley, OakView and SimiHills)to draw a line down the middle of theÍr property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an ínsanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking pr¡vate property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct
takíng of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board

Signature Name

úrl-.,",,
Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboa rd@ventura.org

City



August L4,2OLg

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 930ff)

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corrídor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the uníncorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres gf unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildllfe corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through ín order to perform even the most basic actívities like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County wíl| be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas desígnated as Critical Wíldlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills)to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking pr¡vate property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensatíon to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the uníncorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

ITa
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nature Name

frç W
Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meigha n.batinica @ventura.o rg

Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard @ventura.org

City



August L4,2Ol8

Supervísor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chaír

Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county Bovernment that undermines the economic vítality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of pt:opefi owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corr¡dors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restr¡cted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic actívities like lighting and securíng their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lightíng curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be puttíng residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoyíng and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County wíll require property owners ¡n three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbíd them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental revíew process.

This is essentially hijackíng private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensatíon to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, íncluding through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlífe passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board

Sincerely,

Ç Arcr ry'Lo ur|/,;
Signature Name ,/

nebuq\Lr', twcH Ve*TaKêt cA"
Company /

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meigha n. batinica @ventu ra.org
Rosa Go nzalez, clerkoft heboa rd @ventura.o rg
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August L4,zDtg

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
80O S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed tMldlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter ¡n oppos¡t¡on of the proposed Wíldlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most bas¡c activities like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putt¡ng residents at risk during a tíme of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most dísturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensíve and time-consuming environmental rev¡ew process-

This is essentially hijacking pr¡vate property in order to accomplish the prior¡t¡es of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for.a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punísh property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated a.reas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board

r

Signature Name

Company

Cc: Meigha n Batinica, me ighan. batín ica @ve ntura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@ventura.org

City (



August 14,2OL8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervísors
800 5. Víctoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Commíssioner Richard Rodríguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlífe Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am sígning this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlífe Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use
their property-

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state- Locally owned, small busínesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restr¡ctive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents theír basic cívil right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills)to draw a líne down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A dírect
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barríers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board

ly,

re Name

Company

Cc: Meighan Bat¡nica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboa rd@ventura.org

City



Protect Our Ventura County Communities Coal¡t¡on August 23,2OI8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair

Ventura County Board of Supervisors

800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez

Chair

Ventura County Planning Commission

800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

h
Name

VwOre

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,

threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning

regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. Ihis places yet another layer of regulations and aoning requírements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activ¡t¡es like líghting and securing their

property.

By placing severe and restr¡ctive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the

County will be putting res¡dents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the countY'

What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic cívil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Sim¡ Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from

building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of

their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming env¡ronmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking private property in orderto accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct

taking of people's propertv lìke this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to

witdlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen ¡nstead to further punish property owners

who are just trying to live and work ín the unincorporated areas of the county. Thís proposal, which will impact the

economv, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Sincere ly,

\l^,.*t 4-)!^
Signatu re

C!Yl LLC
Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meigha n.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzafez, clerkoftheboard@ventura.org

City



August 14,2018

Supervisor Peter Foy
Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
80O S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 930fD

C.ommîssloner Richard Rodríguez
Chaír
Ventura Oounty Plannlng Commission
IIOOS. Victorla Ave.
Ventura, C493009

Name

RE: Opposítion to propæcd Wlldllft Corrirlor ordinanc:

Dear Supervlsor Foy and Gornmissloner RodrÍguez,

I arn signing this letter in opposltion of the proposed Wildl¡fu Corrldor ordinance. The regulation as wrltten is a

dangerous and intn¡sive overreach by the county gorrernment thât undermines the economÍc vitality of our countç
threatens the safuty of residents in the unÌncorporated areas and violates the r-rghts of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordlnance subþcts 1û4,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turntng
reglonal w¡tdlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zonlng requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small busÍnesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through ln order to perfurm eì/en the mÖst basic actûitie¡ like ligtrting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and reetrictive limits on securíty fencing and líBhting; including a lþhting curfew after 10 pm, the
County wlll be putting residents at rísk during a time of increasing crime in the unfncorporated areas of the county-

Whafs more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and beíng secure ln thelr property
afterdark.

Most disturbingl¿ the County will requlre property olrrieß in three areas designated as Críticat Wildlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Reþda Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the mlddle of their property and turbid them ftom
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaptng on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming ervironmental review prucess.

Thís is essentially hliacklng private property in order to accornplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A dlrect
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should lnclude appropriate colnpensat¡on to the property otÀ,ner.

Wildlife already pass through county, includlng through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wÍldlife passagÊ, namely freeways and busy roadt the County has chosen instead to further punish property ownen;
who are fust trylng to live and work in the un¡ncorporated areas of the county. This proposal, whlch will impact the
econorny, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be refected and sent back to the drawing board.

mu(%

Company

Ccl Meighan Eatinica, meighan.batinica@venturá.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoft heboard@ventura-org

Clty



Protect Our Ventura County Communities Coalition

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 5. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA93009

Com missioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave
Ventura, CA 93009

Nr-a¡ NoKnL
Name

August 23,20!8

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic act¡vities like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restr¡ctive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after l-0 pm, the

County will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.

What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from

building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their propefi unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking pr¡vate property in order to accomplish the priorities of a smallgroup of activists. A direct

taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the

economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Since

Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonza lez, clerkoft heboa rd@ventura.org

City



Prrtect Our Ventura County CommunitÍes Coalition

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, C493009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Cha ir
Ventura County PlannÌng Commission
800 S, Victoria Ave

Ventura, CA 93009

August 23,201.8

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Comrnissioner Rodriguez,

I am sÍgning this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas änd viotates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their propefty.

The draft ordinance subjects 1-64,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a rnyriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildtife corridors ¡nto an overlay zone. Thìs places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locälly owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restríctive limits on security fencing and lighting incÍuding a lighting curfew after ].0 pm, the
County will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crÍrne in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County wíll be denying residents their basic civil rÍght of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their propertv and forbid them from
buitdíng new structures, ¡ n half of
their property unless they perform a n insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking in order to accompllsh the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of property this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutety necessary and even then
should incfude appropriate co n to the property owner

Wildtlfe already pass through Çounty, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlífe passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punîsh property owngrsr/
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This píõþosal which will irnpact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginalgalns, needs to be rejected and sent backto the drawing boa

Sincere

¿-
ature Name

fll'oa¿ uçA /Moe&- r 
n*

Company

Cc: Meigha n Batinica, meigha n. batinica @ventura. org
Rosa Gorrzalez, clerkoft heboa rd@ventura.org

C¡ty



August L4,2Ot8

RE: Opposition to proposed W¡ldlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Superuisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulatÍon as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,

threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 154,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after L0 pm, the

County will be putting residents at r¡sk durÍng a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.

What's more¿ the CounÇ will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their propefi
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of the¡r property and forbid them from

buílding new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an ínsanely expensíve and time-consuming envíronmental revíew process.

This is essentially hijacking private property in orderto accomplish the priorities of a smallgroup of activists. A direct

taking of people's property like this for a public benefìt should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, includÍng through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to

wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen ¡nstead to fufther punish property owners

who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the

economy, public safety and property rights for margínal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Sincerely,

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors

80O S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

4,rLn
Signature J'

Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Go nzalez, clerkoftheboard@ventura.org

Commissioner Ríchard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Comm ission

800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Name

{A/,
City



August L4,201.8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair

Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair

Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

County of Vantura

sEP 12 201t

Clerk of the Board

RE: Opposition to proposed W¡ldllfe Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county govemment that undermines the economic vitality of our county,

threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning

regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that ís already some of the most restr¡cted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive fimits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the

County will be putting residents at risk during a t¡me of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.

What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valle¡ Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the míddle of their property and forbid them from

building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of

their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplish the pr¡orities of a small group of activists. A direct

taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropr¡ate compensation to the property owner.

Wildf ife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to

wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county- This proposal, which will impact the

economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Sincere

Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.bat¡n¡ca @ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoft heboard@ventura.org

%* P-ç+
Name

City



August t4,zOLg

Superuisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S- Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Signature

iltw, ftuæøl âto*or)

Commissíoner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 5. Victoria Ave-

Ventura, CA 93009

Name

RE: Opposition to proposed I fildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wifdlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of resídents in the uníncorporated areas and violates the rights of propefi owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects L64,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wíldlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restr¡cted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small busínesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securíng their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive límits on security fencing and lighting including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure ín their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hílls) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental revíew process.

This is essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namefy freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punísh property owners
who are just trying to live and work ¡n the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Sincerely,

Cnr oft
Company

Cc: MeÍghan Batinica, meighan. batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboa rd @ventura.org

City



August L4,2OL8

Supervísor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 5. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Com missioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commíssion
800 5- Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervísor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter ¡n oppos¡tíon of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safeÇ of residents ín the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of uníncorporated county lands to a myríad of new regufations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone- This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requ¡rements on
land that is already some of the most restr¡cted and regulated ¡n the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putting residents at rísk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denyíng residents their basíc civil right of enjoying and beíng secure ín their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills)to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscapíng, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which wíll ímpact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board-
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August 1,4,2OI8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S- Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Commíssioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 5. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposit¡on to proposed W¡ldlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am sígning this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

the¡r property.

The draft ordinance subjects L64000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricled and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic act¡vities like lightíng and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the

County will be putt¡ng residents at r¡sk duríng a time of increasing críme in the unincorporated areas of the county-
What's more, the County will be denying residents the¡r bas¡c civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will requíre property owners in three areas designated as Crítical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Siml Hills) to draw a line down the middle of theír property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensîve and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking prívate property in order to accomplish the prioríties of a small group of act¡v¡sts. A direct
tak¡ng of people's property like this for: a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage¡ namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

who are just trying to live and work in the un¡ncorporated areas of the county. Thís proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for margínal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Sincerely,

ES Part PpraQSett:
signature n ApAa,lrb /xønært Name

c Sarn S
Company 4N¿r]

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@ventura.org

City



August L4,2078

RE: Oppoition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,

threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning

regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requ¡rements on

land that is already some of the most restr¡cted and regulated in the state- Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activit¡es like lighting and securing their

property.

By placing severe and restrictíve limits on securityfencing and lightíng, includÍng a light¡ng curfew after 10 pm, the

County will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county'

What,s more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after dark.

Most d¡sturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from

building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of

their property unless they perform an insanely expersive and tinne-consumang environmental review process'

This is essentially hijacking pr¡vate property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists' A direct

taking of people,s property like this for a pubfic benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensat¡on to the property owner'

wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to

wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the

economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board'

Sincerely

,Susan 7o lan"l

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair

Ventura County Board of Supervisors

800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA930t)9

Signature

Lea¿e,f
Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura'org

Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@ventura'org

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez

Chair

Ventura County Planning Commission

800 5. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Name

LJ
C¡ty



WSPA
Bob Poole
Director, Production - State lssues

August 31,2018

Ms. Shelley Sussman
Senior Planner
Planning Division
Resource Management Agency
Ventura County
800 S. Victoria Ave. L #1740
Ventura, CA 93009-1740

sent via email: shelley.sussman@ventura.org

Re: WSPA Comments on Ventura County Proposed Regional Habitat Linkages Ordinance

Dear Ms. Sussman,

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the draft proposed Regional Habitat
Linkages Ordinance relating to wildlife habitat corridors. The Western States Petroleum
Association WSPA) represents companies that explore for, develop, refine, market and
transport petroleum and petroleum products in the western United States, including those
representing the majority of domestic oil and gas production capacity in California.

This letter is submitted on behalf of our members who hold longstanding vested rights
recognized by Ventura County to conduct oil operations in the County. WSPA's members have
a strong interest in ensuring that regulatory programs affecting oil and gas operations in the
state are administered in a manner that takes into consideration the need for regulatory
transparency, certainty and efficiency. We hope that the comments and concerns expressed in
this letter, and in any letters submitted directly to you by our members, are addressed and
incorporated as part of the development of the Regional Habitat Linkages Ordinance
(ordinance) proposed by County Planning staff.

As oil operators in the County, our members operate in locations that are outside of urban
development. Wildlife, including endangered and threatened species such as the California
condor, has co-existed alongside oil field operations for many decades. As you are aware, our
members work cooperatively with the natural resource agencies to ensure these species will
continue to enjoy the ability to roam freely and thrive on these leases and beyond.

Before discussing specific concerns related to the draft proposed ordinance, it is important to be
mindful of a variety of activities, procedures and restrictions characteristic of member operations
reflecting how these companies conduct their day{o-day business in environmentally sensitive
ways.

Here is a partial listing of available member operations-actions intended to support regional
wildlife:

. Preserving riparian vegetation around creeks, streambeds and drainages

. Preserving oak trees in support of this major food source for deer

. Minimizing lighting outside of critical facilities and equipment

Western States Petroleum Association 1415 L Street, Suite 9oo, Sacramento, CA 95814 916.3253085 wspa.org
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. Providing a bufler for wildlife aga¡nst high density development by the nature of the
existence of oilfields

. Controlling/preventing public access
o Limiting fencing within the oilfield (except perimeter, as required by DOGGR and the

County Non-Coastal Zoning Ordinance)
. lncreasing vegetative acreage with native grasses through erosion control and

restoration; including creating new habitat in areas no longer used and continuous
vegetative canopies along waterways.

. Removing non-native, invasive vegetation

. Conducting biological project monitoring (e.9. wildlife).

. Controlling traffic and traffic speeds within the oilfield

. Prohibiting off-road driving within the oilfield

. Requiring employees and contractors to undergo environmental sensitivity training
including an overview of wildlife present on leases and operator efforts to protect them
(e.9., preventing adverse human-wildlife interaction such as no feeding/disturbing of
wildlife.

. Pre-planning for projects inclusive of biological surveys to determine potential wildlife
use of the area.

. Prohibiting brush clearing during peak nesting bird season and adherence to other
Migratory Bird Treaty Act obligations (protecting active nests from disturbance); and,

. Prohibiting pets within oilfield project areas

While we appreciate the County's efforts to provide additional 'areas of contiguous habitat' for
wildlife, we have significant concerns with this proposed ordinance. As it is currently written, the
draft ordinance not only creates major conflicts with current operations but also appears to not
be based on the most up-to-date defendable fact-based science, in addition to conflicting with
recommendations set forth by state agencies overseeing oil and gas production facilities.

Given where it stands, this proposed ordinance needs considerable reworking and our members
are fully committed to helping the County achieve a best possible outcome, whereby both
wildlife and critical domestic energy production can continue the heatthy longstanding
coexistence enjoyed for so long.

Below is a summary of our current concerns and initial recommendations. The
recommendations offered herein by WSPA are intended to spur discussion with staff to
collaborate towards a revised ordinance that addresses industry concerns. WSPA reserves the
right to revise its concerns and offer additional recommendations based on continuing
discussions with the County on this important issue.

CEQA Omission

WSPA believes that the draft ordinance qualifies as a "project" under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEOA) and thus, needs to comply with CEQA and its review
process. Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21065, "project" is defined as:

.An activity which may cause either a direct physical change in the environment, or a
reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment and which is any of
the following: (a) An activity directly undeñaken by any public agency. (b) An Activity
undeftaken by a person which is supported, in whole or in paft, through contracts, grants,

Western States Petroleum Association 1415 L Street, Suite 9oo, Sacramento, CA 95814 916.125.1085 wspa.org
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subsrdres, Ioans, or other forms of assrsfance from one or more public agencies. (c) An
activity that involves fhe rssuance to a person of a lease, permit, license, ce¡'tificate, or
other entitlement for use by one or more public agencies." (See also 14 Cal. Code
Regs. S 15378.)

The draft ordinance would likely be considered a "project" under CEQA, as it is an activity being
directly undertaken by a public agency (Ventura County) and its actions could have the potential,
directly or ultimately, to result in a physical change to the environment. Therefore, at a
minimum, an initial review of the project and its environmental effects must be conducted.

As briefly noted above, the actions related to this ordinance could have the potential to result in
a physical change to the environment. ln short, the ordinance would create two overlay zones in
the Non-Coastal Zoning Ordinance (NCZO). lf passed, the ordinance would include changes to
outdoor night-time lighting, buffers around surface water features, and buffers around wildlife
crossing structures, in addition to other changes. Given these developments, there is potential
for significant impacts on the environment for which the County is obligated to analyze pursuant
to CEQA. These potential impacts include issues related to aesthetics, public services, utilities,
noise, population and housing, mineral resources, and cumulative impacts, all of which are
factors that must be analyzed under CEQA. (See CEQA Guidelines, Appendix G.)

Furthermore, while the draft ordinance does set forth the requirement of conducting a "least
damaging alternative analysis," this does not minimize the need for a CEQA analysis for the
reasons described above. Additionally, the County may also be obligated to analyze the impacts
that result from the revision of the NCZO through this draft ordinance, as well.

The proposed ordinance states that any planned development permit shall include an approved
"least damaging alternative analysis". (Section 8109-4.9.7.) While this analysis would assist in
identifying project design alternatives that minimize impacts on biological resources, there is too
much emphasis placed at the discretion of the county's biologist regarding this determination.
The ordinance serves to self-appoint the county biologist, as sole discretionary approval, without
allowance for applicant inpuVinteraction and the ability to challenge the decision. Additionally,
the Least Damaging Alternative Analysis is no different than what would be required under
CEQA (a project alternative analysis), except that it is subject only to the county biologist's
opinion. As discussed above, CEQA review should be conducted for this proposed ordinance
and as such, CEQA would preempt this least damaging alternative analysis.

Compliance with ESA and CESA

Take of endangered fish or wildlife is prohibited by Section 9 of the Endangered Species Act
(ESA) (50 CFR S 17.21). "Take" is defined as "to harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill,
trap, capture, orcollect, orto attemptto engage in any such conduct'(16 USC S 1532). Harass
is further defined as "an intentional or negligent act or omission which creates the likelihood of
injury to wildlife by annoying it to such an extent as to significantly disrupt normal behavior
patterns" (16 USC S 1532; 50 CFR S 17.3).

Take of threatened and endangered species is also prohibited under the California Endangered
Species Act (CESA) (Fish and Game Code S 2080). "Take" is defined as to "hunt, pursue, catch,
capture, or kill" or any attempt to do so (Fish and Game Code S 86)
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No information has been disclosed by Ventura County to indicate that the proposed ordinance
has been adequately evaluated to determine if "take" or "harassment" of listed wildlife could
occur as a result of the proposed project. Specifically, the proposed ordinance has the potential
to bring wildlife in closer proximity to homes, businesses, highways, and other features which
could result in injury, death, or exposure of wildlife to pesticides, herbicides, rodenticides or
other potentially harmful materials. As such, WSPA suggests that County Planning consult with
both the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the California Department of Fish and Wildlife
(CDFW) to ensure that potential impacts to wildlife, including the potential for take, have been
adequately assessed.

Requlatorv Standards

The currently proposed ordinance creates significant inconsistences between and contradicts
requirements, standards and general best management practices currently in place through
other regulatory programs. For example, while the regulations provide operating requirements
which are exempt from the County ordinance, the Department of Oil, Gas and Geothermal
Resources (DOGGR) also provides additional oil industry standards as a model that often go
beyond their regulations. Since these are "standards" and not regulations, by your very
definition, they would not be exempted by this draft ordinance. The conflict between
contradictory agency expectations will create significant difficulties for our members and needs
to be addressed in the revised ordinance.

WSPA has concerns about the process used by the County to develop the proposed corridor
boundaries. lt is our understanding that both Aera and VC COLAB have requested information
regarding the criteria used by County Planning and County GIS to create the proposed corridor
boundaries. ln previous County-hosted workshops, County staff has stated that the proposed
corridor boundaries were obtained directly from the 2005 South Coast Missing Linkages Report
(Report), without modification or update, and that no additional criteria or standards were used
in creating the corridor boundaries.

As you are aware, the boundary lines developed by the Report were created through a
landscape permeability analysis, a GIS modeling effort, and did not undergo a thorough field
verification effort. lnstead, aerial photographs from the late 1990's and early 2000's were used
to develop the corridor maps provided in the Repoft. As stated by Planning staff in both of the
2017 County-hosted publicworkshops on the draft ordinance, the 2005 Report maps have not
been updated to reflect current land use or site conditions. As such, current land use,
development, changes to the landscape and other potential impediments to the proposed
corridor have not been evaluated or considered in developing the draft ordinance.

ln June 2005, Ventura County Planning Division issued the "Roads and Biodiversity Project:
Guidelines for Safe Wildlife Passage". This guidance document provides valuable information
regarding the process for identifying a wildlife corridor, including how a "movement corridor" is
defined and how to determine if such a "movement corridoi' exists on a particular property. This
guidance document also references the creation of a County developed "wildlife movement
corridor rapid identification tool." The County has not indicated whether the process outlined in
the guidance document or the "wildlife movement corridor rapid identification tool" has been
used in the development of the proposed ordinance and the corridor boundaries.

Westem States Petroleum Associat¡on 1415 L Street, Suite 9oo, Sacramento, CA 95814 916.325.3085 wspa.org
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To help land owners, business owners and other stakeholders better understand the intent and
impacts of the proposed corridor, the Gounty should provide answers to following questions:

1. Has the County completed an evaluation by a qualified biologist on each parcel included
within the proposed corridor?

2. Has the County evaluated whether each parcel included within the proposed corridor
meets the definition of a "wildlife movement corrido/'?

3. How can we access the "wildlife movement corridor rapid identification tool"? We were
unable to locate a "wildlife movement corridor rapid identification tool" on the County's
website. This would be an invaluable tool for land owners to evaluate potential impacts
resulting from the draft ordinance and WSPA requests that the County make this tool
available for use.

Proposed Corridor Boundary Recommendations

WSPA recommends that the County re-evaluate the corridor boundaries using the guidance and
tools already developed and approved by the County, along with current land use and site
information. ln the interest of full disclosure, the County should also provide answers in a public
forum for interested parties to the above questions to promote better land owner understanding
of the intent and functionality of the proposed corridor and ordinance.

Outdoor Liohtino Goncerns

The proposed ordinance exemptions for outdoor lighting (Section 8109 - 4.8.3.2) are extremely
restrictive and do not address the needs of industrial facilities that operate continuously or
outside of normal working hours. No allowance is made to meet the lighting requirements of
routine industrial work associated with operating equipment that runs continuously in rural,
semi-rural, and urban areas. Such industrial work lighting must comply with both California
Division of Occupational Safety and Health (CaliOSHA) standards and the California Code of
Regulations standards for worksite lighting. ln addition, the proposed ordinance requires the
installation of driveway and walkway lighting that do not comply with Ca|/OSHA minimum
standards, as the proposed corridor boundaries include many areas where such industrial work
occurs. WSPA believes that the proposed ordinance creates conflicting and confusing
requirements. No mention is made to exempt any activities pertaining to oil and gas operations
or development emergency task lighting. Furthermore, oil and gas operations must be able to
conduct 24-hour surveillance, equipment checks and inspections.

O utdo o r Li g hti n g Recom m en dati o ns

The County should expand the lighting exemptions to include activities pertaining to oil and gas
operations or development (i.e., routine monitoring and surveillance, drilling, well work, security
lighting for critical facilities such as gas plants, CA-OSHA Process Safety Management, PSM
facility)

Fencinq Standards Concerns

Section 8109 - 4.8.7 .4 of the proposed ordinance describes the various exemptions for Wildlife
lmpermeable Fencing. These exemptions do not mention or exempt any fencing necessary for
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public health and safety reasons, as recommended by other regulatory agencies (i.e., DOGGR,
Ca|/OSHA, State Lands Commission, and U.S. Bureau of Land Management). Furthermore, the
proposed requirements for Wildlife lmpermeable Fencing conflict with the Ventura County
coastal and non-coastal zoning ordinances, which state that the oil industry must "securely
fence" all active well sites, machinery and associated facilities" and that "fences must meet all
Division of Oil and Gas regulations." Rather, to resolve the conflicts, fencing standards within
existing oil operations should only meet all DOGGR regulations. These standards are described
below:

1 . Chain link fencing of not less than 1 1-gauge, not less than 5 feet high, not greater than
two inch nominal mesh, topped with 3 strands of barbed wrre;

2. Posts must be strong enough to withstand both people and livestock from pushing the
fence over and must restrain entry of wildlife; and

3. No gap in or under the fence large enough for a child to crawl through

Fen c i n g Sta n dard Reco m m en dati o n s

WSPA recommends that the proposed ordinance be revised to include exemptions to the
Wildlife lmpermeable Fencing standards for all oil and gas operations and facilities. All areas
within the corridor map overlay that are identified as "oil and gas operating leases" by DOGGR
should be clearly marked as exempted from the fencing requirements and be clearly noted
throughout the ordinance as exempt where appropriate.

Veqetation Manaqement Goncerns

Section 8109-4.8.1 of the draft ordinance exempts "vegetation removed by a public agency as
required by, or consistent with regulations to protect public health and safety. This includes but
is not limited to vegetation removed to properly maintain vehicle sight distances, drainage, or
flood control facilities." The ordinance does not exempt the exact same work when performed
by private parties or land owners to achieve the exact same objectives. The County relies on oil
field operators to maintain access roads for fire access and utility purposes, maintain drainage
structures, and protect downstream locations from flood and erosion issues. Maintenance of
roads and drainage structures on an operating oil field is a necessary part of daily oil field
operations in order to protect oil and gas facilities and continue operations.

Vegetation Managem ent Recommendatio ns

WSPA recommends that oil and gas operations on leases recognized by DOGGR be included
in the exemption for work on access roads and drainage structures.

ln 2013, two of our members worked cooperatively with the VCFPD to create the Ready, Set,
Go! (RSG) Wildfire Action Plan for Oil and Natural Gas Operations (Plan). The Plan contains
guidance and recommendations to assist VCFPD meet their "strategic goal [ofl protecting [oil
and natural gasl facilities and infrastructure" and provide "industry specific information...thatwill
help protect oil field workers." The Plan outlined VCFPD's expectations of the oil and natural
gas industry which include providing VCFPD with defensible space and maintaining and
upgrading roads and bridges.

Westem States Petroleum Assocíation 1415 L Street, Suite 9oo, Sacramento, CA 95814 916.325.3085 wspa.org
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The RSG Plan calls for "large, cleared areas around wells, tanks and other facilities" and
"eliminating weeds and brush around pipelines." lt also requests that oil facilities create
"turnouts or turn around" areas on our access roads. Between 2013 and 2018, operators have
worked cooperatively with VCFPD to create defensible spaces and access roads around our
operations that exceed fire code minimums.

As you are aware, not all areas where oil and natural gas operations occur are part of an
approved VCFPD fuel modification plan. The guidance and recommendations in the County's
own RSG Plan do not meet the criteria for exemption under the draft ordinance as currently
written. We believe disregarding the RSG Plan in favor of standards that threaten the safety of
our employees and operations is unacceptable.

WSPA believes that the vegetation removal restrictions in the draft ordinance will increase
public safety risk and exposure to wildfire danger. lndustry personnel, equipment and materials
will also be exposed to greater fire danger which is unacceptable in our members 'safety-
oriented culture. Existing industrial work sites must be kept free of vegetation in order to
operate safely.

To address these serious future impacts, WSPA recommends that all areas within the corridor
map overlay that are also identified as "oil and gas operating leases" by DOGGR be exempted
from the vegetation removal restrictions in the draft ordinance and be clearly noted throughout
the ordinance as exempt where appropriate.

Dirt Disturbance Goncerns

Section 8109-4.8.1 of the draft ordinance statesthat any "grading orexcavation that involves a

cumulative area" greater than 500 square feet must obtain discretionary permitting. Portions of
the proposed corridor overlap large areas of on-going oil and gas operations, existing facilities
and equipment. Requiring a discretionary permit to continue to conduct existing work and
operations within and between existing equipment and facilities is restrictive will bog down
review and approval, increase costs, conflicts with both the County's Grading Ordinance and
Zoning Ordinance requirements for oil field grading and make decisions appealable. We do not
believe this is the intent of County Planning Staff in drafting this ordinance.

Di tt D i stu rb a n ce Rec o m m en d ati o ns

To address these inadvertent impacts to businesses and land owners, WSPA recommends that
the County exempt all parcels that are also identified as "oil and gas operating leases" by
DOGGR from the dirt disturbance permitting requirements outlined in the draft ordinance and
that this exemption be clearly noted throughout the ordinance as exempt where appropriate.

Surface Water Features Concerns

It is unclear whether the draft ordinance standards will apply within 200 feet of surface water
features as defined by the County's GIS layers or the NWI map overlay. ln order to eliminate
confusion and to fully analyze potential impacts, we request that the County provide maps of the
surface water features and buffers for all areas of the proposed corridors.

The proposed corridor and the potential buffer area overlap many existing, industrial operating
and active equipment working areas. lndustrial activities occur 24-hours a day within our
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working areas. lt is unclear how the proposed corridor and buffer area standards will be applied
in those areas where the conidor or buffer area encroaches upon an active industrial site,
existing parking or equipment staging area, and existing industrial structures where daily work
occurs.

ln some locations, the potential buffer area extends well beyond the parcel located within the
proposed corridor. lt is unclear how the County will apply the standards of the buffer area to
parcels not included in the proposed corridor.

S u rtace Water Featu res Reco m m en dati o ns

Planning staff needs to clarify impacts on existing industrial operating and active equipment
working areas and how the buffer area standards will apply to parcels not included in the
corridor.

We would be pleased to work with the County to assist in more improvements within the
proposed corridor - but such improvements must work with our members' current operations,
rather than create unnecessary restrictions and hurdles. lt is of primary importance that
operations fully comply with all applicable local, state and federal environmental laws and
regulations in its oilfield operations.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide these comments to you for your consideration of this
draft ordinance and we look fonruard to working together with County Staff to address our
concerns. lf you or your staff has any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me directly at
(805) 833-9760 or via email at bpoole@wspa.orq.

Sincerely,

Westem States Petroleum Association 1415 L Street, Suite 9oo, Sacramento, CA 95814 916-325.1085 wspa.org



Protect our Ventura County Communities Coalition August 28, 20L8

Supervisor Peter FoY

Cha ir
Ventura County Board of Supervísors

800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura. CA 93009

re

re

Compänv

Çc: fvleigha n Ba tinica, meigha n'ba lÍn ica @ventura'org

Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@venturs"org

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez

Chair

Ventura County Pla n ning Commission

800 5. Victoria Ave'

Ventura, CA 93009

Our

RE: OppositÍon to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissloner Rodriguez,

eoe'ouco*muÑ

I am signing thjs letter in opposition of the proposed wildlife corridorordinance' The regulation as written ís a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our countv,

lhreatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enioy and use

their proPertY-

The draft ordÍnance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning

regional wildlife corrirlors into an overlay zone- This places yet another layer of regulations and zonìng requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state, Locally owned' small businesses wíll have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perforrn even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their

property. i

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lightìng' including a líghting curfew after L0 pm' the

county will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county'

what,s more¡ the county wilt be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure ìn their propertY

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the county willreqLrire property owners in lhree areas designated as criticalwildlife Passage Areas

{Tierra Rejada valley, oakview and sìmi Hills)to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from

buílding new structures, including a home or barn, orany new uses, like pools' corralsoreven landscaping, on half of

rheir property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process'

This i.s essentjally hijacking private property ìn orderto accomplish the priorit¡es of a smallgroÚp of actíüists' A direct

taking of people,s property like this for. a public benefìt should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensatìon to the property owner'

wildlife already pass through county, including through people's bacl< yards. rnstead of focusing on the real barriers to

wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the county has chosen instead to further punish property owners

who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county' This proposal' which will impact the

economy, public safety and property rights for margìnal gaìns, needs to be rejected and sent bacl( to the drawing board'

4 Èlame
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Batinica,

From:
Sent:
To:

Meiqhan

Donna Read <donnareadsemail@gmail.com>

Monday, October 08, 2018 8:47 PM

Long, Kelly; Batinica, Meighan; ClerkoftheBoard, ClerkoftheBoard

Re: UPDATE: New dates and information on the wildlife corridor issue...Subject:

Dear Supervisor Long

Thank you for sending out the update. This wildlife corridor will destroy our property values, let alone our right to use

of our own land. lf the county wants this corridor they should purchase the property for fair market value. I urge you to

vote against it. I know Lockwood Valley is not well populated and you don't get many votes but this project is just wrong.

There is so much National Forest around us the animals come and go as they please.

Donna Read
Mile High Properties
661-496-6818

Cal BRE #01744632

On Oct 8,2OL8, at 3:57 PM, Supervisor Kelly Long <Kellv.Lons@ventura'org> wrote:

1



PACIFIC LEGAL
FOUNDATION

October 9, 2018

Attn: Ms. Meighan Batinica
Planning Commission Staff
County of Ventura
Resource Management Agency
Planning Division
800 S. Victoria Ave., Suite 1740

Ventura, CA93OO9-L74O

VIA EMAIL: meighan.batinica@veritura.org

Re: Comments on Ventura CounQr's Draft Non-Coastal Zoning Ordinance to
Regulate Development within the Regional Habitat Linkages and the

To Whom It May Concern:

The following comments are submitted on behalf of Pacific Legal Foundation
(PLF) regarding Ventura County's Draft Non-Coastal Zoning Ordinance to Regulate

Development within the Regional Habitat Linkages and the Critical Wildlife Passage

Overlay Zones (Draft Ordinance).We are aware the Committee is working to revise the
Draft Ordinance in order to ensure it complies with the wishes of local property
o\Ã/'ners, goals of conservationists, and the law. As an advocate for property rights, PLF

would like to comment on several aspects of the Ordinance we believe the Committee
should consider as it redrafts the Ordinance.

Pacific Legal Foundation is the oldest donor-supported public interest law
foundation of its kind. Founded in 1973, PLF provides a voice for those who believe in
limited government, private property rights, balanced environmental regulation,
individual freedom, and free enterprise. Thousands of individuals across the country
support PLF, as do numerous organizations and associations nationwide.

Since 1973, PLF has litigated in support of property rights and has participated as

counsel in major property rights case heard by the United States Supreme Court in the
past three decades, including Knicll,v.Townshþ of Scott, No. 17-647 (2018); Koontzv.

930 G Street . Sacremefio, C495814 . ptf@pacificlegal.org . 916'419;1171 ' pacfìctegal.or.q



Ms. Meighan Batinica
October 9,2OI8
Page 2

St.JohnsRíverWater Mgmt. Disf., 133 S. Ct. 2586 (2013); Sackett u. U.S. Envtl.Prot. Agency,
566 U.S. L2O (2012);Palazzolov.RhodeIsland,533 U.S.606 (2001); and Nollønv.Caltfomía
Coastal Comm'n,483 U.S. 825 (1987).

PLF is particularly interested in preventing government overreach. We received
several inquiries from Ventura County residents who were concerned the Draft
Ordinance would take their property without just compensation. To avoid this issue
going forward, the County should pay particular attention to the following areas of
law: (1) the County should ensure that the Ordinance does not violate the Takings
Clause of the Fifth Amendment of the U.S. Constitution; and (2) the County should be
aware of the nexus and proportionality requirements that a government entity must
meet when it exacts properry rights in exchange for building permits.

The Fifth Amendment to the United States provides that "private property [shall
not] be taken for public use, without just compensation" and applies to the states
through the Fourteenth Amendment. Palazzolo,533 U.S. at617. This protection means
that state and local governments cannot encroach upon or interfere with propeqy
rights without paying just compensation to the landowner.

A taking of private property can occur in different vr¡ays. First, a physical
invasion on real properry categorically warrants compensation. Cf. Loretto v.Teleprompter
Manhattan CATV Corp.,458 U.S. 419, 42L (1982) (physical occupation of properry
requires compensation). Second, a taking can occur when a regulation substantially
interferes with the right to own or use property. This type of taking, a regulatory
taking, occurs when the economic impact of a regulation undermines the investment-
backed expectations of the property o\Mner at the time he acquired the property. Søø

Penn Cent.Transp. Co.v.NewYorþ, City, 438 U.S. 104, I24 (1978).

Here, the Draft Ordinance required property owners in the Critical Wildlife
Passage Areas to refrain from conducting certain activities on half of their land in order
to benefit wildlife. Sec. 8109 - 4.9.3 stated, "any proposed structure or use . . . shall be
sited exclusively in one of the two contiguous areas created by a line bisecting a single
lot into two sections of equal areas (halves)." Proposed Ordinance Sec. 8109 - 4.9.3.
Additionally, the Draft Ordinance restricted property o\ivners'ability to enhance the
safety and security of their property, like lighting and fencing. It is possible that as

drafted, the Ordinance could have imposed a regulatory taking on properry owners; as



Ms. Meighan Batinica
October 9, 2Ol8
Page 3

such, the County would have had to provide property o\Mners with just compensation
for the use of their properry.

Additionally, the Ordinance allowed the County to "exact" property rights from
a property owner seeking a permit. For example, it appears that the Draft Ordinance
required those who wish to build a ne\ i structure on their property to agree to only
build on half of their property in exchange for a building permit. Requests like these
must meet the "essential nexus" and "rough proportionality" requirements of Nollan
andDolan.SeeNollanv.Cal.CoastalCornm'n,483 U.S. 825,839 (1937); Dolanv.City of
Tígard,512 U.S. 374,39I (1994). The "essential nexus" requires that the County show
that a condition is related to the impact of a landowner's proposed development. See

Nollan,483 U.S. at 839. To satisfy the "rough proportion.lity" requirement, the County
must show the exaction is proportionally related to the harm caused by the
developmeît. See Dolan,5f2 U.S. at 391.

The County will have to show that the exaction of a wildlife corridor in
exchange for a building permit will satis$r the Nollan arrd Dolan requirements. That
means the County will have to demonstrate that an individual development does in
fact impact wildlife movement. And the County will have to show that the burden
placed on the landowner, unable to use one half of his property, is proportional to the
benefits of setting aside that amount of property for a wildlife corridor.

We hope that the Committee will consider these important property principles
as they continue forward with the development of this Ordinance.

M. Royer
Attorney



Protect Our Ventura County Communities Coalition

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

August 23,20L8

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restr¡cted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses wíll have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activ¡ties like lighting and securing their
propefi.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after L0 pm, the
County will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildfife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board

Sincere

Na

Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboa rd@ventura.org

I

City



From: Zack Schuler <zack@niniio.com>

Date: September 4, 2018 at 3:27:25 PM PDT

To: Jacqui lrwin <iacqui.v.irwin@g >

Cc: Zack Schuler <zack@niniio.com>

Subject: Powerpoint deck that outl¡nes everything they are planning on doing.

Hi Jacqui- Attached is the PowerPoint deck that lays out what they are proposing. Before forwarding,
please read the text in yellow

My rejections:

L. NO HOMEOWNER IN MY NEIGHBORHOOD RECEIVED ANY NOTICE ABOUT ANY OF THIS. WE
FOUND OUT ABOUT IT THROUGH THE GROUP OPPOSING IT. THAT'S NOT RIGHT!!!!

2. My home appears to be in the Critical Wildlife Passage Area. What this means, is that they are
going to cut my propefi in half, and forbid me from disturbing the other half. Here's the
million dollar issue. The property that they would take has a dirt bike track on it. Mv house is in

. Their main reason for him buying the home:
The dirt bike track (that would have to be knocked down flat so weeds can grow on it.) The
track was approved by the county back in 20LL. When I disclose thís to the buyer, which I have
to, my house will go from 3.7M (in escrow at that now), to a guy who backs out. My agent then
said the house value would be about 2.5M. This is a 1.2M loss for me. That simply isn't right

3. A 200ft clearance from a non-running water surface is crazy. lf it is running water all the time
then 200ft is fine. lf it is a dry creek and only serves as run off, there are no fish of water living
organisms in there. Forthat, 100ft is reasonable.

4. Making people change their lighting. Mine already complies, but if you look at the scope of the
Wildlife Corridor, it moves through neighborhoods, and farming and ranching
communities. Some of these people are living on little means. They have to pay forthese huge
lights for their arenas and such that shine straight down. How are these people going to afford
this? No help financially from the county.

Jacqui- ? l'm happy
to have some restrictions in the area so it doesn't become overdeveloped (those are already in place)

and additional restrictions would be fine,
. They are trying to slip this past all of us.

Thanks for reading

Zack



Dear Mr. Schuler,

This email is a follow-up to our phone call on September 11,2018 regarding the County
of Ventura's draft ordinance related to habitat connectivity and wildlife movement. You
had questions about the degree to which the proposed ordinance might impact your
property at 1590 Esperance Dr. in the Tierra Rejada Valley. l'm glad I was able to be of
assistance and address some of your concerns.

Following our conversation, I consulted with County management regarding your
additional request for a written summary. As I mentioned, the ordinance is still in draft
form and subject to revision by County staff as well as by the Ventura County Planning
Commission and Board of Supervisors. Unfortunately, I am unable to provide a written
summary of the ordinance provisions we discussed at this stage in the process.

As a property owner within the habitat connectivity and wildlife movement corridors, you
will receive a postcard notifying you of the hearing date and the website location for the
staff report, which will include the draft ordinance. Given that you are no longer residing
at this property, please provide me with your current mailing address so I can ensure
that you receive notification.

You mentioned that you had reviewed the draft ordinance that was available on the
project website in early August. lt has since been removed because it continues to be
revised. However, I have attached it here for your convenience.

Thank you.

Shelley Sussman



August L4,2OI8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
8OO S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Comm issioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Comm ission
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Superuisor Foy and Commissíoner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in oppositíon of the proposed Wildlife Corrídor ordinance. the regutation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safeÇ of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use
their property.

The draft ordínance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basíc activities like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limíts on securíty fencing and líghting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putt¡ng residents at rísk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most dÍsturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscapíng, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This ís essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplish the prioritíes of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a.public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should incf ude appropriate compensatíonto the propefi owner.

Wildlife already pass through counÇ, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. Thís proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

('r
J

Ò

Company

Cc: Me igha n Batinica, m eigha n. batin ica @ve ntura.o rg

Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboa rd@ventura,org

City



Protect Our Ventura County Gommunities Coalition August 23,24L8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair

Ventura County Board of Supervisors

800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 930æ

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez

Chair
Ventura Cou nty Planning Commission
8(þ S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposiüon to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic v¡tality of our county,

threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

the¡r property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlÌfe corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will hêve yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activ¡t¡es lÍke lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lþhting curfew after 10 prn, the
County will be puttÍng residents at r¡sk dur¡ng a time of increasing crime in the unìncorporated areas of the county.

What's rnore, the County will be denyÍng residen* their basic cMl rþht of enioying and being secure in the¡r property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas desþated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, incfuding a home or barn, or any new uses, [ike pook, corrals or even landscapinç on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review proeess.

This is essentially hijacking pr¡vate property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's propertry tike this for a publlc benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

W¡ldl-fe already pass through county, including through people's back yards, lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage¿ namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

who are just trying to live and work ín the unÍncorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy¡ public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Sincerely,

.id'u&'¿¿,4W^æ
Signature Name

de
Company

Cc: Meigha n Batinica, meigha n. batinica @ventu ra, org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@ventura.org

City



August L4, ZOLS

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 5. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richa rd Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposítion to proposed Wild¡¡fe Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a
dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of resídents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use
theír property.

The draft ordinance subjects 1.64,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wÎldlife corridors ínto an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activ¡t¡es like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lightíng curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putt¡ng resídents at risk during a time of increasíng crime ín the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denyíng residents their basic civil right of enjoying and beíng secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process-

This is essentially hijacking prívate property in order to accomplish the príorities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's propefi llke this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wíldlife already pass through county, íncluding through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are just tryíng to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for margínal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board

Sincere

î04 SrlUkaúS
re Name

fî{ò b o+A
Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoft heboa rd@ventura.org

City

¿h



August L4,2078

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Vîctoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

re

Commíssioner RÍchard RodrÍguez
Chair
Ventura Cou nty Planning Commission
800 5. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing thís letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitaliÇ of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

the¡r property-

The draft ordínance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restr¡cted and regulated ¡n the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic act¡v¡ties like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restríctive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a l¡ght¡ng curfew after L0 pm, the
County will be putt¡ng residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.

What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wifdlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills)to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

Thís is essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplish the prioríties of a small group of activists. A direct

taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusÍng on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, whích will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gaíns, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board

Sincere

lr,/r,^* E S/oklJ
¡frt"

,Ç/n*ru (û^,r[r-
Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meÍghan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@ventura.org

City



August 14,2OI8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervísors
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Commíssioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Com mission
80O 5- Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents ín the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property-

The draft ordínance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that ís already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small busÍnesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activ¡t¡es like lighting and securing their
property.

By placíng severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putting residents at r¡sk during a time of increasing crime ín the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their propefi
after dark.

Most disturbíngly, the County will require property owners in three areas desígnated as Critical Wlldlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process-

This is essentially hijacking pr¡vate property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's propefi like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner-

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. ThÍs proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board

Çþe.J
Name

c!-- axo¡sn Q*,
Company

Cc: Me igha n Batin ica, meigh a n.batin ica @ve ntu ra.org
Rosa Go nzalez, clerkoft heboard@ventura.org

City
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August t4,2OL8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed WildlÍfe Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in oppositíon of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulat¡ons by turning
regional wildlife corridors Ínto an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restr¡cted and regulated ¡n the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on securíty fencing and lighting, Íncluding a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbld them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplish the prioritíes of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wíldlífe already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawíng board

si

LÊ.ø t\t/ttìtJ g So14û t+H L
Signature Name

êl øta , AL (2

Company

Cc: Meigha n Batinica, meighan.bati nica @ventu ra.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@ventura.org

City



August 30,2018

Shelley Sussman

Senior Planner
Planning Division
Resource Management Agency
Ventura County
800 S. Victoria Ave. L #1740
Ventura, Ca %AO9-1740

Via email: shel ley.susqmanf4ventura.ors

RE: Regional Habitat Linkages Draft Ordinance

Dear Ms. Sussman,

This letter is submitted on behalf of Aera Energy LLC ("Aera") which holds vested rights to
conduct oil operations in the Ventura Oil Field located in Ventura County. We wish to provide
these comments to you, and request that they be considered proposed revisions to the draft
Regional Habitat Linkages Ordinance proposed by Planning staff.

As an oil operator in the County, Aera is very aware of the presence of wildlife in and around ou¡
properties. We peacefully co-exist wíth a number of species that enjoy the ability to roam freely
throughout the Ventura Oil Field and beyond. While we appreciate the County's efforts to
provide additional 'aÍeas of contiguous natu¡al habitat' for wildlife, we have significant concerns
with this ordinance in its current draft form.

We believe that the currently proposed ordinance creates significant inconsistences between
other regulatory programs. It also contradicts requirements, standards and general best
management practices currently in place through these very regulatory progmms. For instance
while your draft ordinance provides limited exemptions for regulatory requirements, the
Department of Oil, Gas and GeothermalThermal Resou¡ces (DOGGR) prognrm approach also
incorporates additional oil industry standards, best management practices, various notices to
operators, guidance, and policy materials ("standards") that operators are measured against. By
their very nature, these standards often incorporate an operator undertaking activities above and
beyond the minimums established in regulation (e.g. "conditions of approval'). Since these
"standards" are not regulations, yow very definition would not exempt them from the draft
ordinance and would potentially result in dangerous conhadictions with unintended
consequences,

Below is a summary of our current concems and initial recommendations. Aera's initial
recommendations outlined below are intended to provide a starting point for collaborative
discussions with staffin an effort to develop revised ordinance language that addresses Aera's
concerns while ensuring the intent of the draft ordinance is honored. In addition to our

Aero Eneçy LLC ' 3382 N.Veniuro Avenue . Venluro. CA 93001-l 237 . (805) ó48-8200
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comments, Aera agrees to and aligrs with the submitted comments made by lüestern States
Peholeum (WSPA) per their letter dated August. 31, 2018. Aera reserves the right to revise its
consems and offer additional recommendations based on continuing discussions with the County
on this important issue.

Proposed coridor boundarv concerns:
Aera requested a copy of the criteria used by County Planning and County GIS to create the
proposed corridor boundaries. Per County stafi the proposed conidor boundaries were obtained
directly from the 2005 South Coast Missing Linkages Report (Report), without modification or
update, and that no such criteria were used by County Planning in developing the draft ordinance
or in creating the corridor bounda¡ies. Based on a review of publicly available information
and/or discussions with County representatives, Aera offers the following concems:

l. It appears that the boundary lines developed by the Report were created through a

landscape permeability analysis, a GIS modeling effort, but were not subjected to a
thorough field verification effort. Instead it appears that aerial photographs from the late
1990's and early 2000's were used to develop the corridor maps provided in the
Report. When Aera staffdiscussed this with County Planning staff, it was explained that
the County did not "update" the 2005 Report maps with current land use or site
conditions. This is toubling because current land use, development, changes to the
landscape, and other potential impediments to the proposed corridor have not been
evaluated or considered in developing the draft ordinance and will not represent the
current, real time state of the habitats that are intended to be the focus ofthis very
ordinance.

2. The County Planning website provides links to two Missing Linkages design
reports: (l) Sierra Madre-Castaic and (2) Santa Monica-Siena Mad¡e. Data and/or maps
detailing the proposed Ventr¡ra River wildlife corridor could not be located in either of
these reports nor or in any other report available on the South Coast Wildlands website
(scwildlands.org). Furthermore, the proposed Ventura River wildlife conidor could not
be found in the Califomia Essential Habit Connectivity Project, which was
commissioned by California Departnent of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) and Caltrans in
2010 as a result of 482785 (2008) and SB85 (2007). You will recall both bills required
the CDFW to map essential wildlife corridors and habitat linkages.

3. [n June 2005, Ventu¡a County Planning Division issued the "Roads and Biodiversity
Project Guidelines for Safe Wildlife Passage". This guidance document provides
valuable information regarding the process for identiffing a wildlife corridor. The
following excerpts are provided for the County's consideration:

a. In order for an a¡ea to be considered to be "movement corridor"
i. The a¡ea must be "defined by a qualified biologist" (p. 4); and
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ii. *As required by the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines, a
qualified wildlife biologist will assess the project area to determine if a
wildlife movement conidor(s) exists within the project site and/or the
surrounding area" (p. 6). (emphasis added)

b. Pages 6-7:To be a wildlife movement conidor, an area must:
i. Link two or more patches of isolated habitat;
ii. Conduct animals to areas of suitable habitat without excessive risk of

directing them into a "mortality sink"; and

iii. Allow individuals of the target species to use the corridor frequently
enough to facilitate demographic and genetic exchange between
populations.

c. PageT: "a wildlife movement corridor rapid identification tool is being
developed. This tool will be used [to] assist conzulting biologists in determining
if [a] project will impact a corridor and to what degree."

Recommendations: Aera recommends that the County re-evaluate the conidor boundaries using
curTent land use and site information and provide answers in a public forum for interested parties

to promote better land owner r¡nderstanding. Moreover, to further evaluate the potential impacts
of the d¡aft ordinance, Aera requests that the County provide a clear explanation of:

l. How (e.g. what scientific/technically defensible approach was used) the wildlife co¡ridor
map bounda¡ies were developed;

2. Who within the County $,Íur responsible for developing the map boundaries;

3. What qualifications and/or naining such individuals responsible for developing the rnap
boundaries identified; and

4. What consultation, if any, the County had with other agencies concerning the proposed

boundaries.

Finally, Aera would request that the County provide the criteria and supporting data (such as, but
not limited to: úacking and population studies, biologist field notes, data modeling analysis, and
aerial photographs) used to develop the Ventura Ríver portion of the proposed corridor which
directly impacts our operations-

Outdoor lightins concems:
The draft ordinance does not exempt industiaUequipment operation and activities. OSHA
regulations (found at 29CFR 1926 Subpart D) and Title I of the California Code of Regulations
set minimum lighting requirements for worksite lighting. Work areas must be provided with a
minimum of 3-5 candle feet of lighg depending on task and location. For large, exterior work
areas, this greatly exceeds the allowed lumen restictions in the d¡aft ordinance. ln addition, the
draft ordinance only exempts temporary construction and emergency task lighting. It does not
address the lighting requirements of routine indusEial work and activities or the operational
needs of monitoring equipment that runs continuously. Similar lighting restrictions of driveways
and walkways in industrial or work areas does not comply with OSHA minimum s¡anda¡ds- The
draft ordinance appears to directly conflict with other existing regulations applicable to otu
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workforce and will create an unworkable situation whereby the very validity of the ordinance
concerns such conEadictory obligations may very well need to be challenged.

Recommendation: Based on Aera's cunent understanding of the dr¿ft ordinance and the
contadictory requirements, and to ensure the safety of our workers and the surrounding
community, Aera recommends that the County exempt all parcels with indust¡ial equipmenf
industrial work activities and areas wíth continuously operating equipment from the lighting
restrictions in the draft ordinance.

Ì'encing strnd¡rds:
Section gi[f,-5.6ñof the Ventura County Non-Coastal Zoning Ordinance (NCZO) states that
the oil industy must "securely fence" all active well sites, machinery, and "associated facilities"
and that "fences must meet all Division of Oil and Gas regulations."

The DOGGR regulations provide the following standards for "secure fencing":
l. Chain link fencing of not less than I l-gauge, not less than 5 feet high, not greater

than two-inch nominal mesh, topped with 3 strands of ba¡bed wire;
2- Posts must be strong enough to withstand both people and livestock from pushing the

fence over and must restrain entry ofwildlífe; and.

3. No gap in or under the fence large enough for a child to crawl through.

Recommendation: Aera recommends that all areas within the conidor map overlay that are also
identified as "oil and gas operating leases" by DOGGR be exempted from the fencing
requirements in the draft ordinance and be clearly noted throughout the ordinance as exempt
where appropriate.

Veeetation management:
Aera's review of the draft ordinance's vegetation management obligations identified a number of
potentially concerning requirements that require additional consideration and firfher revision:

l. Section 81094.8.1 of the draft ordinance exempts "vegetation removed by a public agency
as required by, or consistent with regulations to protect public heatth and safety" and
"includes but is not limited to vegetation removed to properly maintain vehicle sight
distances, drainage, or flood control facilities." The draft ordinance does not exempt the
exact same work when performed by private parties or land owners to achieve the exact same
objectives- The County relies on oil field operators to maintain access roads, maintain
drainage stn¡ctures, and protect downsteam locations from flood and erosion issues.
Maintenance of roads and drainage stnrctures on an operating oil field is not an infrequent
activity - it is a necessary part of daily oil field operaúons. Failure to maintain access roads
and drainage structures places equipment, facilities and our very landscape at significarrt risk.
By not exempting vegetation removal performed by oil and gas operators in fi.rtherance of
compliance with ongoing standards to maintain sites, ongoing operations will be significantly
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curtailed or restricted. Moreover, vital vegetation clea¡ance needed to maintain appropriate
buffer to minimize the likelihood of ignition sources may be delayed or curtailed.

Recommendation: To address these serious potential impacts and ensure worker and public
safety, Aera recommends that oil and gas operations on Leases recognized by DOGGR be

included in the exemption for work on access roads and drainage structures.

2. The draft ordinance will require land owners to obtain a "Planning Director-approved
planned development permit" (a discretionary permit) for "any vegetation removal conducted
within a surface water featr¡¡e 200-foot buffer area" that is in excess of tl¡at which is required
by the Ventu¡a County Fire Protection Distict (VCFPD) ordinance or any VCFPD approved
fuel modification plans.

In 2013, Aera and Vintage Production California LLC (now California Resources
Corporation) worked cooperatively with the VCFPD to create the Ready, Set, Go! (RSG)
lMildfue Action Plan for Oil and Natural Gas Operations (Plan). The Plan contains guidance
and recommendations to assist VCFPD meet their "strategic goal [ofJ protecting [oil and
natural gas] facilities and infrasüucture" and provides *indusry specific information...that
wíll help protect oil field workers." The Plan outlined VCFPD's expectations of the oil and
natural gas indusbry which include providing VCFPD with defensible space and maintaining
and upgrading roads and bridges.

The RSG Plan calls for "large, cleared areas around wells, tanks and other facilities" and
"eliminating weeds and brush a¡ound pipelines." It also requests that oil facilities create
"turnouts or tum around" areas on our access roads. Between 2013 and 2018, Aera has

worked cooperatively with VCFPD to create defensible s¡íaces and access roads around our
operations that exceed fire code minimums. As a result, during the Thomas Fire, several fire
responders credited the fact that the Fire did not spread into Ventura Avenue neighborhoods
between Seneca and Canada Larga directly due to Aera's diligence in maintaining large areas
of defensible space.

The guidance and recommendations in the RSG Plarr exceed the requirements of the VCFPD
ordinances, particularly in regard to creating defensible space and adequate equipment
access. Furthermore, not all areas where oil and natural gas operations occur are part of a
VCFPD fuel modification plan. As such the guidance and recommendations in the County's
own RSG Plan would not appear to meet the criteria for exemption urder the draft ordinance
as currently w¡itten.

Furthermore, vegetation removal within the Ventura River riparian corridor is already
regulated by CDFIü, Ventura County Watershed Protection Distict and, in many cases, by
the Army Corps of Engineers, and extensive permitting is required.
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Aera believes that the vegetation removal restrictions in the d¡aft ordinance will
unnecessarily increase risk to public safety and exposure to wildfire danger. \tt/e believe it is
unacceptable to disregard existing standards and programs (e.g. RSG Plan) in favor of draft
ordinance language that has the potential to th¡eaten the safety of our employees, oru
operations and that of our community-

Recommendation: With respect to the vegetation removal límitations and proposed exemption
discussed above, Aera recommends that "oil and gas operating leases" as designated by DOCGR
be exempted from the vegetation removal restrictions in the draft ordinance and be clearly noted
throughout the ordinance as exempt where appropriate.

Dirt Disturbance:
Section 8109-4.8.1 of the d¡aft ordinance states that any "grading or excavation that involves a

cumulative area" greater than 500 square feet must obtain discretionary permiuing. Portions of
the habitat connectivity and wildlife corridor (corridor) and surface water feature buffer area

overlap large areas of Aera's on-going operations and many of our existing facilities and

equipment. Requiring a discretionary permit to continue to conduct existing work and operations
within and between existing equipment and facilities is restrictive and Aera does not believe this
is the intent of County Planning Staffin drafting this ordinance.

Recommendation: To address these inadvertent impacts to businesses and land owners, Aera
recommends that the County exempt all parcels with active indusnial equipment, industial work
activities, and areas with continuously operating equipment from the dirt disnlrbance restrictions
in the d¡aft ordinance.

Surface Water Features :
It is unclea¡ whether the draft ordinance standards will apply within 200 feet of surface water
features as defined by the County's GIS layers or the NWI map overlay. To eliminate confi.¡sion
and to fully analyze potential impacts, Aera requests that the County provide maps ofthe surface
water features and buffers for all a¡eas of the proposed corridors.

The proposed corridor and the potential buffer area overlap many of Aera's existing, industrial
operating and active equipment working areÍ¡s. Indr¡snial activities occur 24-hours a day within
our working a¡eas. It is unclear how the proposed corridor and buffer area standards will be
applied in those areas where the conidor or buffer area encroaches upon an active industrial site,
existing parking or equipment staging area, and existing industrial sEuctures where daily work
occtus

In some locations, the potential buffer area extends well beyond the parcel located within the
proposed corridor. It is unclear how the County will apply the standards of the buffer Í¡rea to
parcels not included in the proposed corridor.
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Aera is dedicated to ensuring that its operations are performed in a manner that is protective of
the environment. We have volunta¡ily engaged in and funded efforts to improve the Ventura
River corridor, including a7-ac¡e Arundo removal project; participation in CFDW cowbird
reduction projects; restoring tributaries with native vegetation; revegetating idle areas of the
Lease with pollinator friendly native plarrts; increasing ground water recharge; and actively
reducing sediment loading to the Venhua River. We would be pleased to work with the County
to assist in more improvements within the proposed corridor - but such improvements must work
with oru current operations, rather than create unnecessary resûictions and hurdles.

Through its forerunner companies, Aera has been operating safely in the Ventnra Community for
more than 100 years and is committed to full compliance with all applicable local, state and
federal environmental requirements.

We appreciate the opporhnity to provide these comments and recommendations to you for this
d¡aft ordinance and look forwa¡d to further discussions with Planning staff. Should you or your
staffhave any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Sincerely,
Aera Energy LLC
Ventura Operations Unit

William Spear
Manager of Operations
80s-648-8438

Louise Lampara
Environmental Advisor
805-648-8382

:mln



Protect Our Ventura County Communities Coalition August 23,z0tg

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors

800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Pla nning Comm ission

800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Conidorordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

! am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,

threatens the safety of residents in the un¡ncorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning

regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their

property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the

County will be putt¡ng residents at r¡sk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.

What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from

building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of

their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct

taking of people's property like this for a public benefÍt should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropriate compensat¡on to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to

wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the

economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Sin

Name

5llnt
Company

Cc: Meigha n Batin ica, meigha n. batinica @ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoft heboa rd@ventu ra.org

re

'ciii'- J



Ar¡Eust 14,2018

Superuiror: Peter Fot¡

Chair
venturt C€untv Soand of Supervi¡orE

8OO S. V'r"borb Ave-

Ventura, CA93(m

RE: Ogpssil¡on u pmpu¡:d Wf¡dÍfu ConidorordiûürÊG

Oear Supervtsor Ëûy ¡nd Csmnüssfor¡s ßsd'rlgu€¿

S¡rtcerclY,

Conrmis¡foner Rlctrard Rodrigu€t

Chaír
Venture tot¡nty Plenn ittg Comr¡is$on

8005. VJctorleAve.
Vefitur¡, CAgffi

Name

I rm signîrg this ¡€'tt8r in opposlüon of thc troooËêd wndfifÊ corrlór orülnr¡rc" Thc rqr'rrlrtion æ ryrÈtÊn b ¡

dangerous and intru¡irc orâÌrr€adr W thc colJüìty go,lernment that sndemhes thc econor¡ric vitaEty of orr courty'

thil'*flens the safety of recdents in the unineorpo+eted area6 ¡r¡d víobtes the r¡gt4s of property ot'ners æ cn!9ç and usa

their propertV-

The draft ordlnÍilcÊ srbjects 164,m0 ærcs ef t¡nincorpof¡ted. €ountv brìds tt a nrpÈrd of rew re$taùhns by tumíw

regional wiHltfe ærrldof¡ i¡rta an overlay aona This ptaces vet ¡notter hyer of resu¡et¡oß aÛd eûnång rEquùrEmêÍtr on

lar¡d that È drËaó/ so'me of tfie fi¡ost r€stricted ard regulaæd 'Bn the säè' Loc'alV ownèd' srn¡E husirresles ì¡'tu have Yst

another rmop to iurnp tfnot4fr i¡r or#r to perfiorm €rJÊn the ñiôsf Mslc ectisÈ!ê5 like mgfÌtins and searíry tlæir

Prope¡'w-

úy phckg l{tvere and re¡tritfive lÛ¡its on ¡eruritv fencing arrd EshtifG, including a tþtÉirq d'trfuw ãfur lf} gn' lhe

coufrry wfll be püttirg rc¡ilentr Et ri* ü¡ñrE e tínne of increesirç e¡ine în the un{nearporaed ar¡es tf üG cÐúntÍ'

wbafs û|Qre' the coÜnty witl be &rqriru regideats thetr badc cMl rtefit of ÊRjÚÍlng and bei4 æcure Ër ft€fr Pmperty

after dark-

Most disü¡fbruJy, üre Eotmùy wfil require property aufÌefs in three aress dGsEnatett as crlüÈ¿¡wlts¡ft Fassage Af6

Fierra Reþda VaHey, oat vftArand Stmi runsito drawa tine donn tfie mlddl¿of the irproperry ard fÛfüid tfTefr frTm

buílúruq new struçÈums. íncludlng a l¡orne Of barn, orArry new t¡ses? lüe pools' corr¿ls orEven tandmplng' oa haff of

tfreir p,roæny unless thery pcr{crrn an ínsarely expensíve and tíme'consuming erwirorxnentzl reviens Pftr€sÌs-

This is essÊntiäfly hliacklng priuate prûse¡,tv in order to aeeomplish ú€ prbrities of a srnall gror'rp of rctivigg A dircct

t¡k'ns Ef peoglcs F,t ogf¡y llkc thúç fur a pub$c benaft should only be d o*e wften ¡ bscft¡æfr nêcEs3rï and e*crr tlr¿n

$üJld incjude aFroprr-eË cornænsete¡n tfl the pfu0crtï o'tn€r'

wlrdrife arready pass ü*ough æ,Ãîry, incftrdkg thmrigh peopre'r bad, yards- tuu*ead sf fûcr'¡rE on ttre r¿a* barrìnrs b

wírdtife gessâge, nameryfrerraçard busy Foad+ tfie countv haschosen inste¡d to frnthcr ptmsh rocertv o¡ümers

ufio are þt tryfng tn lñÆ ã.!d lErt in üe ÛnfftcÚfpor¿ted ¡reas of tûc caunB-Thí5 proFosd' rrttñû cfil ifE@tfre

ûcefiotr¡y, public safety and preperry ri6ftts f,or rnarginal gá¡fls, nceds Èo bê rcFcted anrd sent bacßto ütÊ drar*ing board'

' ono{t /}, ?;t+s - Sttqt tatt
$Enature

CoErpsnV

Cc Meigfnn Batinica, meighan-batirúca@vemura'org

Ræ Gortalez, cte*sfrteboard8ventura-orE

C¡ty

æt yl¿/¿,



Ausrrst 14 2018

Süpeß{sûr Peær Foy
Chair
Ventura Cotmty Board of Supe¡v{¡or
8O0 S. Victuri¡ Avc.
Ventura. CA9:IXEI

@rnmhsioner Ríchard Rodr{guez
ChaIr
Vcntun Caunty Pten ning C-omm ission

8m t VÏeþrla Ave-
Ventura, CA9:tm0

RE Opposlüoñ lo Fo9ôr¿d UlHlft Corrldorotfnar¡æ

tlear Superulsór Foy ¡¡rd Corntnlssloner Rodrlg¡nç

I am rignhg tñb kttÊr in op@trì,Dn øf the proposed lrlfild{¡fio Contlor ordin¡¡rce. The ægulatbn as rfittcÐ b ¡
dang€rüls and Èr¡tn¡rùre oærreaúr by the æilnty Ëpyernrrnnt üat undÈrm¡nes the caonomlc vita$ty of our county,

threaHrs tlre saHV sf ncddeüts in the unineorgorated areas and viahbs th€ righE of guprty oufters to e*iqy end '.ce
th-r popcrty.

The draft ardh¡næ ¡rblects 1É4ÆO aces of rmincorporirEd coürÌtv l'¿nds to a rryriad of ncw r¿gubtitrns b^f trrrfrtg
regional w¡Hlfe ærrùlors i¡rto ¡n o{erla.f zone This phcesVet ano$rer lzycr of regudatbns and ænlng requ¡remÊñtr on

lapd that ir ¡lrËedy some qf tûË rnost restrkled and regdated in th€ stête. tocallyowneÈ,s¡mfi busitæsses wilt haæyet
*rmtñer lþofl b ¡ur¡p throqh in order lo perfrarm eren the most h+çir a€tivit¡er Fte fefrtirñg tnd sü¡riftg ôê¡r
property-

By phcirq set€rc errd restriEtirc l-unlts oç seeurityfencûç aad lightirç, iocluding a lÇñting cwfrw tfter 1I} gm, th€

Cor,¡nty wltl þr FrttÌrr€ restfents at rfuk durit*¡ tínrc of incrcasln8 øime in ttre unincorporeÞd areas d tfrc eofftv-
I¡Jhfs more, th€ CorrrËy will be dÊr¡yÈU 

'Esid€nts 
üeir ðasic civil right of enjroyirq and befng securÊ tn thek prûpêrW

#ter dàrk

Mcst dishnbúngl* the C-oun?y r,¡{ì reqr.drc Fperry üÍneß in tñree areas desigrææd as C¡t'Ìicat WitdHft hmge A¡eÊs

ffTena ReÞda \Þlþy, Oat Vfew a¡rd Sirni Hiilsl to úaur ¡ $re dcwn the mlddle d their p¡qperty and fsrb¡d thcm from

building ne,ur strucgüÉçs" imlu;ding, a horne gr barn, or any rel u:ms, fike pools, corrah or even hnúscap{rg on half of
thclr property unless they perfurrn an insane{y expensive and tfuneconsuming erwirorrncntai rerrias proæss.

This is essent¡ôlÐ hliacking privatc grûFrty in order to accornplîstl the prhrities of a small Ersup of activists. A direct

¡¡ting of peoplds Bmpcrg lkc üis fur ¡ pub[c beoefit Croqld onÌy Þe done wben absofi¡tth r¡ccersary ¿nd çvcn tlren

should indde æpopr¡sÈe compenset¡on tD the pflrperty flfnc¿

Wfldnft aheady pssthruugf,r sormtÍ, ínchdiflgtfiru¡Bh people"s back yards. ¡nste¡d of foctslng oa tlm fee{ barriÊrs ts

wíldlife Fæ$?g€, nrrnely freorars ¿nd h¡sf roads" the Counry has chcsen lnstead to further pcn¡i*t froysÊV ourne?:

wfrq *re fsst ùg|rq b E rE md rrurl¡ in the unhcorporated areas of the county. Thisproposl, rÌrich wül SmpaC tfie
cro,norny, publtc safrty ard propÊrq ffiÈ hr marginal grins. needs to be rqts€ÎËd and sanÈ b*k tp tlæ draping Èoard.

S*nccruly, ,¡\4Udfu"a
I Lot$

lrlame

/-n"t-¿,zo¿il ntfry
Comperry

Ce Meíghan Eatini:a, rneighanbatÍrúca@ventutïl.org
ßoæ Gornatea derfuftÌæboad@ventucaorg

C¡tV



e
5777 Balcom CanYon Rd.

Somis Ca 93066
voice mail: (80Ð529-810t

celt: (EO5)432-4701

e.mail: debratash@gmail.com

October 10,2018

Ventura County Resource Management Agency

Planning Division
800 S. VictoriaAve., L #1740
Venhra CA 93009-1740
ATTN: SussmarL Senior Planner

Dear Ms. Sussman:

RE: Ventura County - Habitat Connectivity and Wildlife Corridor Project and Existing

Restrictive Biolo gical Easements

please be advised that I met with chief of ståffNfr- Pettit of the cEo's office and Ms. Hilton

Buebner, Assistant County Counsel regarding the preexisting biological easement recorded on

or:r property on October 8, 2018-

Here is the backgror¡nd ofthat easement-

We completed a parcel map for our property :rr_2012- This was after considerable time and funds

were expended còming up with u 
"o-ptir" 

to mitigate an¡ and all, impacts development would

have on local wildlife. An A B easement was created.

From the encloseüattached documents you can see the fi¡st proposed wildlife corridor map from

your planning department. It was 400 feet wide and ran the length of our properly,-taking out of

any der,,elop-"or t¡ acres of a 56 acrepiece and bifurcating Parcel 3 almost completely- We

went to the Resor¡rce Conservation District office in Somis for assistance in developing an

altemative- The second enclosed map is the result, reducing the easement from 400 feet to 100

feet and burdening three acres insteaã of 13- They also developed a plant palgtt? with floral

compatible with lócd wildlife. This proposal was included in the final recorded easement' That

easement overlays alt the parcels created by Parcel Map 5490. The easement was recorded on

each parcel, restricting th;. An example as been enclosed, the recorded docr¡ment for Pa¡cel 4'

ge advise¿ if we do *d".t t r alternative A (creating a fast channel next to the existing flood

way and planting according to the recorded palette) it will cost an estimated $100,000 to

complete.

I am asking, per my meeting \À'ith lvfr. Pettit and Ms. Buehner, that existing biological easements

be codified in the proposed wildlife ordinance now being drafted by your office- That properties

e øn[Øeúrøtasft



atready bwdened by such easements should be exempt from further developmental restictions

within the new ordinance. That these easements ur", i" fact, the required biological mitigation'

I ask that my proposal be part of the record and that it be considered for inclusion in the proposed

ordinance 
^¿ 

tr,"t it be inctuded in the Planning commission packel

If you have questions, please do contact me. I will be sending this out via email and snail mail to

all parties CC'ed below.

Thank you for yotu time and consideration.

Sincerely,
':--\ .\ -? tt'J--)*-: , t" 

-ar
Debra Tash

cc: Mike Pettit chief of staffcEo Michael Powers, charmaine HiltonBuehner county

Counsel, Kim Philhart planning Director, Supervisor Linda Pa¡ks, Supervisor Steve Bennett'

Supervisor Kelly Long, Superùsor JohnZnagoza" Supervisor Peter Foy, Supervisor-Elect Bob

Huber
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RECORDING REQUESTED BY:

FJS Land Consulting
594 Stoney Peak Court
Simi Valley, CA 93065
ATTN: Frank J. Sobecki
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RETURN TO:

VENTURA COUNTY PLANNING DIVISION
8OO S. VICTORIA AVENUE I#1740
VENTURA, CA 93009
ATTN: Michelle Glueckert D'Anna

ASSESSOR PARCEL NOS.: 500-0-392-015 and a portion of 500-0-392-085

CASE NO: SD08-0037

DATE OF PERMIT APPROVAL: MaY 27,2010

DECLARATION AND AGREEMENT TO RESTRIGT THE USE OF PROPERTY .

BIOLOGICAL RESTRICTIVE COVENANT (Parcel 4)

This Declaration and Agreement to Restrict the Use of Property with a BIOLOGICAL
RESTRtcTtvE coVENÃNl RESTRtcTtvE covENANT as hereinafter set forth
("RESTRICTIVE COVENANT') is made by the Property Owner: George Tash and Debra

à. Tash, Trustees of the George Tash and Debra B. Tash lnter Vivos Trust Agreement
dated 11t2511985 and Fully Reinstated 5/19/1999 ('OWNER"). OWNER promises and

agrees to restrict the use of the PROPERTY described below in accordance with the

teìms, conditions and restrictions of this RESTRICTIVE COVENANT.

1. PROPERTY: OWNER is the record owner of the following described real property

consisting of:

parcel 4, in the County-of Ventura, -S_tate-of California, as shown on parcel map No.

5490 fìted in Book b'l , Page 41'51 of Parcel Maps in the office of the County

Recorder of said CountY.

2. RESTRICTED AREA: OWNER agrees to restrict the use of a certain portion of the
pnOpenfy, tfre Oescription of which is attached as EXHIBIT A (TEXT) and EXHIBIT

B (MAP) (the "RESTRICTED AREA'), in accordance with the terms, conditions and

restrictions of this RESTRICTIVE COVENANT

RESTRICTIVE COVENANT Template - Part of Property Restricted
Case No, SD08-0037
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3. pROJECT: OWNER has applied to the County of Ventura, Planning Division,

("COUNTY") for a Parcel Map No, 5490 ("PROJECT'). The proposed PROJECT will

create four new parcels and a designated remainder parcel.

4. CON APPROVAL OF PROJECT: The PROJECT was tentatively and

conditionally approved by the Planning Director on May 27,2010, with Condition No. 13

that state(s) as follows:

The Property Owner must comply with Mitigation Measure BlOl (either Option 1 or

Option 2\ of the MND, and the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

prepared for this project (Staff Report Exhibit 6).

Mitigation Measure Option l: As a condition to the Parcel Map, a wildlife passage

ryÈ¡ snatt be protected from development and a buffer shall protect the WP from light,

noise and other disturbances as described below.

Wildlife Passage - The WP areas shall be 100 feet wide on both sides of the

Watershed Protection District's drainage easement along the length of the Arroyo

Santa Rosa through the Parcel Map (see Figure 1 - Biological Mitigation Measure

Option 1). ln these areas, all development is prohibited and only in-ground crop

production or landscaping/restoration with native plants is permitted. Fences and

walls are also prohibited within the WP. ln addition, outdoor lighting on the subject
properties shall not be projected into the WP areas.

Development is defined here as the construction, placement or erection of any solid

material or structure; and grading, paving, removing, dredging, or disposal of any

materials.

Buffers - There shall be Buffers 100 feet wide bordering the entire length of both sides

of the WP areas (see Figure 1 - Biological Mitigation Measure Option 1). lf
development occurs within a Buffer, a hedgerow of shrubs, native to Ventura County

and reaching at least I feet in height at maturiÇ, shall be planted along the entire

distance oi ine boundary between the WP and the Buffer on the parcel where the

development is occurring. (Note: Certain types of development within the buffers may

be prohibited by the Watershed Protection District, where the Buffers overlap the

floodway.) The plant palette for the hedgerow must consist of a selection from the

following shrubs or similar native shrubs: coyote brush (Baccharis pilularis), mulefat

(Bacchãris salicifolia), Califomia rose (Rosa califomica), elderberry (Sambucus

Mexicana), and various native species of willow (Salix spp.). Other trees, shrubs, or

herbs may be added to the plant palette, as long as the species selected are native to

Ventura iounty, and the overall design of the hedgerow effectively screens the WP.

Concurrent with recordation of the Parcel Map, a restrictive covenant approved by the

Planning Director stating the terms and conditions of Mitigation Measure Option 1

shall be recorded.

REÍRICIVE COVENANT Template - Part of Property Restricted
Case No. SD08-0037
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Mitigation Measure Option 2: Mitigation Measure Option 2 may be implemented (1) in

tieu-ot Mitigation Measure Option 1 prior to recordation of the Parcel Map or (2) after

the Parcel Map is recorded, to modify the conditions to the Parcel Map described

under Mitigation Measure Option 1 above. All of the following conditions must be

satisfied to implement Mitigation Measure Option 2:

(1) The property owner must provide to the Planning Division for approval a plan that

is in substañt¡al conformance with the Wildlife Habitat Development Plan (WHDP)

prepared by the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) as set forth in

Âttachments 1, 2, and 3 (the "Plan"). Specifically, the vegetated bank, riparian

buffer, and hedgerow in the Plan must be at least 45 feet in width on each side of

the finished chãnnel bottom along the length of the Arroyo Santa Rosa through

the Parcel Map and shall exclude any roads required by the Watershed Protection

District to access the channel (the "Protected Area"). ln addition, the plant palette

for the Protected Area must include only plants native to Ventura County.

(2) Prior to approval of the Plan, the property owner must obtain all necessary permits

to perform work within or near the channel and to implement the Plan, including

but not limited to a Ventura County Watershed Protection District Watercourse or

Encroachment Permit.

(3) To demonstrate to the Planning Division that the work to implement the Plan has

been completed, including widening the banks of the channel and planting the

vegetated bank, riparian buffer, and hedgerow, the property owner must provide

to ihe planning Division photo{ocumentation and as-built plans.

(a) The completed Protected Area must be maintained according to the approved

Plan.

(5) Development shall be prohibited in the Protected Area-

(6) A Restrictive Covenant approved by the Planning Division stating the terms and

conditions of Mitigation Measure Option 2 must be recorded. lf Mitigation

Measure Option 2 ìs implemented in lieu of Mitigation Measure Option 1, then the

Restrictive Covenant must record concurrently with the Parcel Map. lf Mitigation

Measure Option 2 is implemented after the Parcel Map and the Restrictive

Covenant requ¡red by Mitigation Measure Option t has recorded, then the

Restrictive Covenant required by Mitigation Measure Option 2 must record once

the Planning Division has confirmed that the Plan has been implemented
pursuant to iondition (3), above. Afrer the Restrictive Covenant for Mitigation

Measure Option 2 is recorded, the Restrictive Covenant for Mitigation Measure

Option 1 may be released.

(7) The terms and conditions of Mitigation Measure Option 2 must be made conditions

of the Parcel Map.

RESTRICIIVE COVENANT Template - Part of Property Restricted

Case No. SD08-0037
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5. RESTR ICTIONS ON USE OF PROPERTY:

Development is defined herein as the construction, placement or erection of any solid

material or structure; and grading, paving, removing, dredging, or disposal of any
materials.

Wildlife Passage WP) - Within the WP described in Exhibit A and illustrated in Exhibit B,

all development is prohibited and only in-ground crop production or
landscaping/restoration with native plants is permitted. Fences and walls are also
prohibited within the WP. ln additìon, outdoor lighting on the subject properties shall not
be projected into the WP areas.

Buffers - Prior to development within the Buffer described in Exhibit A and illustrated in

Exhibit B, the OWNER shall apply for a Zoning Clearance (Requiring Special Review)

and demonstrate to the satisfaction of the Planning Director that a hedgerow of shrubs,
native to Ventura County and reaching at least I feet in height at maturity, has been
planted along the entire distance of the boundary between the WP and the Buffer on the
parcel where the development is occuning. (Note: Certain types of development within
the buffers may be prohibited by the Watershed Protection District, where the Buffers
overlap the floodway.) The plant palette for the hedgerow must consist of a selection
from the following shrubs or similar native shrubs: coyote brush (Baccharis pilularis),

mulefat (Baccharis salicifolia), California rose (Rosa californica), elderberry (Sambucus
Mexicana), and various native species of willow (Salix spp.). Other trees, shrubs, or
herbs may be added to the plant palette, as long as the species selected are native to
Ventura County, and the overall design of the hedgerow effectively screens the WP.

The above-described terms and condition(s) shall be referred to herein as the
..RESTRICTIONS."

6.N ôTI(ìF ôF FIFSTR¡(ìTICINS ON IISE PRIIPFFITY' The recordation of thisOF
RESTRIGTIVE COVENANT is to inform the present and future owners of the
PROPERTY, in whole or in part, of the RESTRICTIONS which are binding and
enforceable upon them.

AGREEMENT

7. EFFECTIVE DATE: This RESTRICTIVE COVENANT is effective upon its recordation

RECO ON ôF RESTFI ICTIVE COVENANT REOUIRED FOR PROJECTI
APPROVAL: OWNER acknowledges and agrees that
RESTRICTIVE COVENANT, the PROJECT cannot be in

without the imposition of this
compliance with the California

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq. and

the CEQA Guidelines, 14 Cal. Code of Regs. Section 15000 et seq., specifically that the
Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared for the PROJECT could not have been certified
by the COUNTY and therefore, the PROJECT could not have been approved by the
COUNTY. Accordingly, this RESTRICTIVE COVENANT is a necessary prerequisite for
the COUNW'S approval of the PROJECT.

RESTRICEVE COVENANT Template - Part of Property Restricted
Case No. SD08-0037
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o ANCE
agrees to comply with each and every RESTRICTION set
stated above.

MODIFICATIONS. CHAN GES. AMENDME

OWNER

RESTRICTIVE COVENANT, including
be modified, amended, terminated, or

a tÂrl?u êEarTlallt t¡^ t ,E¡^Ã+'i^+i^^o an I loa El-^ ^^ír¡ìof
forth in Section No. 5 as

AND TERMINATION OF10.
RESTRICTIVE COVENANT: The terms of this
but not limited to the RESTRICTIONS, may only
revoked by the prior written authorization and consent of the COUNTY Planning
Director ('CONSENT TO AMEND OR TERMINATE"). To be effective, a CONSENT
TO AMEND OR TERMINATE must be executed by the COUNTY Planning Director or
his/her designee and recorded in the Official Records of the COUNTY. Any attempt to
modify, amend, terminate, or revoke any the RESTRICTIVE COVENANT or the terms
thereof without an effective CONSENT TO AMEND OR TERMINATE shall be deemed

a violation and material breach of this RESTRICTIVE COVENANT subject to the
provisions of Section 14 below.

11 ,r^¡tltT\., 
^ê 

ÈtEtl
^t^E 

v rìtr E EClÞil Ît\rtr f-rì\/trN^NT' The OWNER herebyEF¡
desig nates COUNTY as a beneficiary of this RESTRICTIVE COVENANT with all legal

and eq uitable rights to enforce the terms of this RESTRICT¡VE COVENANT as well as

any ag reement made with OWNER to remedy a violation. The COUNTY may use any

legal and/or eq uitable means available to it to enforce the terms and conditions of this
RESTRICTIVE COVENANT including but not limited to those means authorized
herein. The OWNERS also agrees that the COUNTY may also recover its costs of
enforcement of any violation of this RESTRICTIVE COVENANT from the OWNER.

12. PROPERTY ACCESS: To ensure ongoing compliance with this RESTRICTIVE
COVgrunruf, the OWNER hereby authorizes and gives permission to the COUNTY,
as well as its employees, contractors, and agents, to enter upon the PROPERTY in a
reasonable manner and at reasonable times with notice to the OWNER. ln order to
prevent, terminate, or mitigate e violation of the terms of this RESTRICTIVE
COVENANT, the COUNTY, as well as its employees, contractors, and agents, may

enter upon the PROPERTY in a reasonable manner and at reasonable times without
prior notice to the OWNER where such entry is necessary as reasonably determined
by the COUNTY.

13. All terms and conditions set forth in
covenants, equitable servitudes, andthis RESTRICTIVE COVENANT shall constitute

restrictions which shall run with the land, and shall be binding and enforceable upon
the OWNER and all his/her/its heirs, successors in interest and assigns of the
PROPERTY forever. The RESTRICTIVE COVENANT shall be enforceable by

COUNW. The term "OWNER' as used herein shall include OWNER'S heirs,

successors in interest and assigns of the PROPERTY.

RESTRICTIVE COVENANT Template - Part of ProperÇ Restricted
Case No. SD08-0037
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14. Any violation of any term or condition of
med a breach thereof and a violation of

the Ventura County Ordinance Code ('COUNTY CODE") and of the PROJECT'S

terms and conditions. Any rights, remedies, and sanctions provided by the COUNTY

CODE for violations of the COUNTY CODE, including but not limited to possible

criminal prosecution, shall apply to violations of this RESTRICTIVE COVENANT at the

discretion of the COUNTY. Each day a violation occurs shall be deemed a separate

violation.

OWNER, including any heir, successor and assignee, is responsible for any and all

violations of the nÉsrhlcÏvE covENANT regardless of who caused the violation or

how it was caused.

OWNER has the affirmative duty to notify the COUNTY of any violation of this

RESTRTCTIVE COVENANT within 3 business days of OWNER's discovery of a

violation.

15. lf the CountY has reasonable
RICTIVE COVENANT, COUNTY

of the violation ("NOT|CE"). OWNER shall

NOTICE to either: (1) completely remedy the
Director; (2) formulate a remedY

time line to comPlete the remedY,

aPProval ("REMEDY PI-AN"); or

(3) file an appeal of such NOTICE in accordance with the Appeals procedures in the

Non-Coastal Zoning Ordinance section 8111-7 et seq, as amended from time to time'

ln the event the violation(s) is not be remedied or if the PROPERTY is not restored to

its original, pre-violation'condition, the COUNTY may require OWNER to offset the

damage caused by the violation(s) by making in-lieu monetary payments, which are to

be determined by ifre County, to'a Cãunty adhinistered property restoration fund or by

agreeing to placê a RESTF{ICTIVE COúENANT on other property he/she/it owns in

th'e Cou-nty or by undertaking and completing any other reasonable means to offset the

damage ."r."á by the violãtion(s), including but not limited to those set forth in the

COUñTy CODE, or any combination of these remedial actions.

lf the violation is not completely remedied within thirty (30) days of the NOTICE, or in

d te set forth in the County-approved REMEDY

d s of a denial of his/her/its initial appeal' then

, undertake to enforce this RESTRICTIVE

¡ âny legal and equitable means available

including, but not limited to the following;

a. Filing a civil action seeking to enjoin the violation, enforce the terms of this

RESTRICTTVE COVENANT ór REMEDY PLAN, enjoin any activity on, or use of the

RESTRICTIVE COVENANT Template - Part of ProPerty Restricted
Case No. SD08-0037
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pROPERTY that is inconsistent with the purpose of this RESTRICTIVE

COVENANT, compel full restoration of the PROPERTY and/or compel compliance

With thc RESTRICTIVE COVENANT, REMEDY PI-AN, COUNTY CODE OT ANY

applicable law;
b. ievoking any related COUNry issued permits or land use entitlements if

applicable;
c. S'eeking an abatement order pursuant to the COUNTY CODE or any other

applicable administrative proceeding ;

d. iecording a Notice of Non-Compliance in accordance with the COUNTY CODE;

e. lmposing civil penalties and fines as authorized by state law and/or COUNTY

CODE, including recordation of a lien against the PROPERTY;

f. Referring the viólation to the District Attorney for criminal prosecution;

g. Recoveiing COUNTY costs of enforcement of the violation, including recordation of

a lien against the PROPERTY for those costs; andior
h. Seeking any other legal or equitable causes of action, remedies and/or sanctions

authoriãed 
-by 

law, iñduding but not limited to those provided in the COUNTY

CODE.

Any forbearance by COUNTY to exercise its rights hereunder in the event of any

violation of this RESTRICTIVE COVENANT shall not be deemed or construed to be a

waiver of the couNTy's rights to enforce that violation or any subsequent violation.

This anti-waiver provision s--hall apply regardless of the number of violations of this

RESTRICTIVE CþVENANT which occur, or the length of time the violation remains un-

enforced.

16. ln addition to being recorded' the
NANT shall be explicitly included in

any instrument of transfer, conveyance, or encumbrance of the PROPERTY or any

part thereof.

lZ. NOTICES: All notices given pursuant to this RESTRICTIVE COVENANT shall be in

writ¡ng -anO given by [¡ personal delivery, (ii) registered or certified mail, postage

pr"pa'íd, retuin receipt iéquesteO, or (iii) overnight delivery or facsimile to the parties at

the addresses set forth below:

To OWNER:
George Tash and Debra B. Tash
5777 Balcom Canyon Road
Somis, CA 93066

To COUNTY: VENTURA COUNTY PLANNING DIVISION

800 S. Victoria Avenue L#1740
Ventura, CA 93009
Attn: Planning Director
FAX: 805-654-2509

RESTRICIVE COVENANT Template - Part of Property Restricted

Case No' SD08-0037
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Any party may, from time to time, by written notice to the other, designate a
different address, which shall be'substituted for the one specified above.

18. KNOWING. VOLUNTARY AGREEMENT: Each party to this RESTRICTIVE
COVENANT acknowledges that it has been represented by legal counsel, and that
each party has read, reviewed, understood, accepted, and has had the benefit of legal
counsel's advice concerning, all the terms and conditions of this RESTRICTIVE
COVENANT.

19. AUTHORITY TO EXECUTE: Each party to this RESTRICTIVE COVENANT
represents and warrants that the person who has signed this RESTRICTIVE
COVENANT on its behalf is duly authorized to enter into this Agreement, and to bind
that party to the terms and conditions of this RESTRICTIVE COVENANT.

Attachments:
Exhibit A - Legal Description of PROPERTY
Exhibit B - Map of RESTRICTED AREA (SD08-0037)
Attachment 2 -WHDP Cross Section
Attachment 3 - Plant Palette for the WHDP, prepared by NRCS

References (NOTE: Documents are on file with the Planning Division, Case No. SD08-0037):
Figure 1 - Biological Mitigation Measure Option 1

Attachment 1 - Biological Mitigation Measure Option 2

1-L4 1t-
Prillhart, Director Date

Ventura County Planning Division

STATE OF CALTFORNTA)
couNTY oF VENTURA)

on Ju\ul 2 f ,2or 2. , before me, Denise L. Susi, Notary Public, personally
appeared Kiin L. Prillhart, who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the
person whose name is subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that
she executed the same in her authorized capacity, and that by her signature on the
instrument the person or the entity upon behalf of which the person acted, executed the
instrument.

I certify under PENALry OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing paragraph is true and correct.

WITNESS my hand and officialseal.

Ð.<. l^"d- (Seal)
Signature of the Notary Public

RESTRICTIVE COVENANT Template - Part of Property Restricted
Case No. SD08-0037
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t

Dated 1
George
Trustee of George Tash and Debra B. Tash lnterVivos Trust

Agreement dated 111251 1985 and Fully Reinstated 5/19/1999

Dated

Debra B. Tash
Trustee of the George Tash and Debra B. Tash lnter Vivos Trust

Agreement dated 11t25t1985 and Fully Reinstated 5/19/1999

STATE OF CALIFORNIA)

couNTY OF VENTURA)

On

evidence to be the Person
nowledged to me that he/she

same in his/her authorized capacity, and that by his/her signature on the

whose name is
executed the
instrument the
instrument.person or the entity upon behalf of which the person acted, executed the

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURy under the laws of the state of california that the

foregoing paragraph is true and correct.

WITNESS my n

Signature (Seal)

Notary Publ

RESTRICilVE COVENANT Template - Part of Property Restricted
Case No. SD08-0037
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EXHIBIT "A"

PARCEL MAP No.5490
BIOLOGICAL RESTRICTED AREA

EASEttIENT (OPTION 1)

PARCEL "A" (SAFE WILDLIFE PASSAGE)

DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

A STRIP OF LAND 230 FEET WIDE, LYING 115 FEET ON EACH SIDE OF THE
FOLLOWING DESCRIBED LINE:

COMMENCING AT THE WESTERLY COMMON CORNER OF SAID PARCELS 3 AND 4,

SAID POINT BEING THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING, THENCE, NORTHFÁSTERLY
ALONG SAID COMMON LINE AND THE PROLOGATION THEREOF THE FOLLOWING

COURSE;

1ST NoRTH 79"17,28" EAST 1477.16 FEET To THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID

DESIGNATED REMAINDER BEING SOUTH 89"58'24' WEST 401.42 FEET FROM THE
NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID DESIGNATED REMAINDER.

THE SIDELINES OF SAID STRIP SHALL TERMINATE WESTERLY ON THE
WESTERLY LINES OF SAID PARCELS 3 AND 4 AND EASTERLY ON THE EASTERLY
LINE OF SAID PARCEL 1 AND EASTERLY ON THE EASTERLY LINE OF SAID
DESIGNATED REMAINDER.

CONTAINING:

SUBJECT TO:

EXHIBIT "B':

335,940 sq. ft. or 7.71ACRES, MORE OR LESS-

ALL COVENANTS, RIGHTS, RIGHT.OF-WAYS AND EASEMENTS
OF RECORD.

ATTACHED AND BY THIS REFERENCE MADE A PART HEREOF.

PARCEL "8" (BUFFER ZONE)

THOSE PORTIONS OF PARCELS 1, 2, 3, 4 AND THAT PORTION OF THAT CERTAIN
PARCEL OF LAND DESCRIBED lN DOCUMENT No.20050906-0221115, OF OFFICIAL
RECORDS (ALSO SHOWN AS "DESIGNATED REMAINER") PER PARCEL MAP No.

1 ol2



3å'S,il¿El'J[E'=3?ry#à3JåI-ätFËil&iüEF5i-:iilË-
õFñôrreFt-nÉcoÚÑw-ffi noenorsÃiDTbuNrY,MoREPARrlcul-ARLY
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

A STRIP OF I.AND 430 FEET WIDE, LYING 215 FEE'I ON EACH SIDE OF THE
FOLLOWING DESCRIBED LINE:

COMMENCING AT THE WESTERLY COMMON CORNER OF SAID PARCELS 3 AND 4,

SAID POINT BEING THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING, THENCE, NORTHEASTERLY

ALONG SAID COMMON LINE AND THE PROLOGATION THEREOF THE FOLLOWING

COURSE;

1ST NORTH 79"17'28^ EAST 1477.16 FEET TO THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID

DESIGNATED REMAINDER BEING SOUTH 89'58'24' WEST 401.42 FEET FROM THE

NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID DESIGNATED REMAINDER'

THE SIDELINES OF SAID STRIP SHALL TERMINATE WESTERLY 9\ IHE
WESTERLY LTNES OF SAID PARCELS 3 AND 4 AND EASTERLY ON THE EASTERLY

LINE OF SAID PARCEL 1 AND EASTERLY ON THE EASTERLY LINE OF SAID

DESIGNATED REMAINDER.

EXCEPT ALL OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED PARGEL "A'.

CONTAINING:

SUBJECT TO:

EXHIBIT "8":

z--
FRANK J. SOBECKI
PLS 5975

282,307 sq. ft. or 6.48 ACRES, MORE OR LESS.

ALL COVENANTS, RIGHTS, RIGHT-OF-WAYS AND EASEMENTS

OF RECORD.

ATTACHED AND BY THIS REFERENCE MADE A PART HEREOF.

8t812012

FR¡.r\!f<.J.s(í
59,5
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An easemsnt ln favor of ûre State of Califomia for drainage and incidental purposes in the

doct¡ment recorded August 1'1, '1967 as in Book 3180, Page 2E3 of Offcial Records.
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EXHIBIT "A"

PARCEL MAP No.5490
BIOLOGICAL RESTRICTED AREA

EASEMENT (OPTION 2)

PARCEL "A" (WILDLIFE HABITAT DEVELOPMENT AREA)

DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

A STRIP OF LAND 1OO FEETWIDE, LYTNG 50 FEET ON EACH SIDE OF THE
FOLLOWING DESCRIBED LINE:

COMMENCING AT THE WESTERLY COMMON CORNER OF SAID PARCELS 3 AND 4,

SAID POINT BEING THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING, THENCE, NORTHEASTERLY

ALONG SA¡D COMMON LINE AND THE PROLOGATION THEREOF THE FOLLOWING

COURSE;

1sr NORTH Tg'17'28" EAST 1477.16 FEET TO THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID

DESIGNATED REMAINDER BEING SOUTH 89"58'24" WEST 401.42 FEET FROM THE

NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID DESIGNATED REMAINDER.

THE SIDELINES OF SAID STRIP SHALL TERMINATE WESTERLY ON THE

WESTERLY L¡NES OF SAID PARCELS 3 AND 4 AND EASTERLY ON THE

NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID PARCEL 2 AND EASTERLY ON THE NORTHERLY LINE

OF SAID DESIGNATED REMA¡NDER.

I of}



CONTAINING:

SUBJECT TO:

EXHIBIT "B":

FRANK J. SOBECKI
PLS 5975

D

147,715 sq.ft. or 3.39 ACRES, MORE OR LESS.

ALL COVENANTS, RIGHTS, RIGHT.OF-WAYS AND EASEMENTS
OF RECORD.

ATTACHED AND BY THIS REFERENCE MADE A PART HEREOF.

8r8nu2

< F

*

FRÂNIK J.
SO'::':iKl

5975

2 ofZ
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Plan subject to change based on engineering analyis and subject to local, state, and federal laws

Plan View - Existing

Minimum Widths
20ft 10ft

Plan View - Draft Plan

Crops

Scales approx

Draft Cross Section

1 1ofr

Mirror image on other side, Total
minimum of 100ft wide. Plant species
would be locally native. Specific
species, to be determined in
consultation with NRCS biologist1sfr

Dirt Road
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Plant Palette for the George Tash
\ilildlife Habitat Development Plan (IVHDP)

Sept 2009

Potential plant species by zone (See Plan View below):

Vesetated Bank

Rioadan Buffer

3

3

5

5

Cutting

Cutting

Cutting

Cutting

Baccharís sølicifolia

Salìx exígua

Salîx lasiolepís

SalÌx laevígata

Mulefat

Narrowleaf Willow

Anoyo Willow

Red rù/illow

l0

tn
10

0I

t0

l0
7

7

7

3

2

2

3

8

Cutting or
Container

lìrrtti¡ o nr

Container

Container

Container

Container

Container

Container

Container

Seed or Sod

Contailer

Seed or Container

Container

Containe¡

Container

Populusfremontii

Pnn¡¿ltrc 1rìehnnn¿¿a

Platanus racemosa

Juglans californíca

Quercus agriþlia

Quercus lobatø

Sambucus macicana

ß.hanmus caliþrníca

He t er ome Ie s ør butíþl ia

tríticoides

Muhlenbergia rigens

Artemisía dougløsìana

Rubus ursiruts

Leytmts condensafus

Vitis girdíana

Fremont
Cottonwood

Flla¡l¿ ôa+tn-"^^.|

Califomia Sycaurore

California Walnut

Coast Live Oak

Valley Oak

Mexican Elderberry

Coffecberry

Toyon

Creeping ïVild Rye

Deergrass

Mugwort

CA Blackberry

Giant rüild Rye

CA Grape

Hedgerow

Al-{-a,c}- '^r^e+^+ 3



5

4

7

4

5

7

7

3

7

4

4

Cutting or
Container

Container

Cont¿iner

Container

Seed

Seed

Sbed

Container

Container

Container

Container

Container

Container

Container

Encelia caliþrnica

Het er o mele s ar bøìfol ì ø

Isomeris arborea

Bacclaris sallcifolia

Ceanothtts spp.

Rhw integrifolia

Muhlenbergia rigens

Lupirus W.
h c lu c lto lz ia cal lþrni c a

Achillea milleþIium

Baccharis pilularis

Salvia mellifera

Salvia leaucophylla

Er io gonum fa s c i cul atum

Coas Sunflowe¡

Toyon

Bladderpod

Mulefat

Ceanothus

Lemonadeberry

Deergrass

Lupine

Poppy

Yarrow

Coyote Bush

Black Sage

Purple Sage

Caüforuia
Buchñ'heat

Note there will be no planting in thc chan¡rel bonom.

Spacing of plants will be determined once the final plant palette is selected. Planting should be

done Nov-Jan. Ptant following weed control. Esøblish and iuigation system prior to planting.



August I4,20L8

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Víctoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

0
Name

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated ¡n the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basíc activities líke lighting and securing theír
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 1-0 pm, the
County will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their bas¡c cîvil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners ¡n three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplish the prioritíes of a small group of activists. A direct
taking of people's property lîke this for a publíc benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildllfe already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for margÍnal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Sincerely,

&^t,flno^^ EAArc
Signature [ 

'"

th"c'l n dlrlt,t Qø \
Company U

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batin¡ca@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@ventura.org

City



August L4,2OtB

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
80O S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economÍc vitality of our.county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use
their property-

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities líke lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlífe Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consumíng environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplish the prioríties of a small group of activísts. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gaíns, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board-

Sincerely,

5us
Signature

L 6S
Name

,Jo^*^^
Company

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoft heboard @ventura.org

City



August L4,2Ot8

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am signing this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,

threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning

regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regu¡ations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the

CounÇ will be putt¡ng residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.

What s more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property

after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require propefi owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from

building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of

the¡r property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A direct

taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then

should include appropr¡ate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to

wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners

who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the

economy, public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors

800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Signatu

híî) lpt

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@ventura.org

Commissioner Richa rd Rodriguez

Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission

800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 9300f)

/1 ,-
V^ h,J, * q) --.

Name

City
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Supervisor Peter FoY

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors

800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

élt t

CompanY

Commíssioner Richard Rodriguez

Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission

S00 S- Victoria Ave-

Ventura, CA 93009

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

I am sígning this letter in opposition of the proposed wildlife corridor ordinance- The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county'

threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their proPertY.

The draft ordinance subjects 1-64,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning

regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on

land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet

another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their

property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 1-0 pm' the

county will be putting residents at risk during a t¡me of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county'

what,s more, the county will be denyíng residents their basic civil right of enjoying and beíng secure in their property

after dark.

Most disturbingry, the county wirr require property owners in three areas designated as criticar wildlife Passage Areas

(Tierra Rejada Valley, oak view and simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from

building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscapíng, on half of

their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming envíronmental review process'

This is essent¡aily hijacking private property in order to accomprish the priorities of a small group of activists- A direct

taking of peopre,s property rike this tor a puntic benefit shourd onry þe done when aþsorurery necessary and ewen then

should inctude appropriate compensation to the property owner'

wirdrife arready pass through county, incruding through peopre's back yards- rnstead of focusing on the real barriers to

wirdrife passage¿ namery freeways and busy roads, the county has chosen instead to further punish propefi owners

who are just trying to rive and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the

economy, pubric safeÇ and property rÍghts for marginar gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawíng board

Sincerely,

D i¿ V*n ant
Name

Signature

' hore, < s

Cc: Meighan Batinica, meighan'batinica@ventura'org

Rosa Gonza lez, clerkoftheboa rd @ventura'org

City



August 14, 2018

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlífe Gorridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodríguez,

I arn signíng this letter in opposition of the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a
dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government thet undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents ín the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and usethe¡r property-

The draft ordinance subjecrs 164,000 acres of uníncorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regiona I wildlife corridors ínto an overlay zone- This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already sorne of the most restrÍcted and regulated ¡n the state- Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jurnp through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing theÍr
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fenclng and líghting, includíng a líghting curfew after 10 pm, the
county will be putÈing residents at risk during a t¡me of increasing crime in the uníncorporated areas of the county-
What's more, the County wíll be denyíng residentstheir basic civíl right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark-

Most disturbingJ¡ the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical w¡ldlife passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, oak View and Simi Hillslto draw a lìne down the middte of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or bam, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscapíng, on hatf of
their property unless they perforrn an insanely expensive and tir¡e-consuming environmental revíew process.

Thìs ìs essentially hijacking private property in order to accornplish the priorit¡es of a small group of activists, A direct
taking of people's property like thisfor a public benef¡t should only be done when absotutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

wldlife already pass through county, íncluding through people's back yards. lnstead of focusíng on rhe real barriers to
wildlife passage, namefy freeways and busy roadl the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are ¡usttrying to live a¡d work in the unincorporated areas of the county. This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property righB for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board-

Sincerely,

Supervisor Peter Foy
ChaÍr
Ventura County Board of SupervÍsors
8OO 5- Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93OOg

Commissioner Ríchard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventu ra Cou nty planning Commissio n

800 S. Victoria Ave-
Ventun, CA 93009

Shq 44Ott t

f

$r\ \nY, Cnutc,
me

Co pany

Cc M eighan Batinica, m eigha n.batin ica @ve ntura.org
Rosa G onzalez, clerkoft heboard @ve ntura.org

Ciry



August L4,2018

Supervísor Peter Foy
Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoría Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Rr. s ¡hr¿rBeì\^ Vts {-a

Commíssioner Rícha rd Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

So cn

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Commissioner Rodriguez,

lam signingthis letter in oppositíon of the proposed Wildlife Corridorordinance. The regulation as written is a
dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use
their property-

The draft ordínance subjects 1'64,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turníng
regional wíldlife corrídors ínto an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locafly owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lÍghting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencíng and lighting, Íncluding a lighting curfew after LO pm, the
County will be puttíng residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denyÍng residents their basic civíl right of enjoying and being secure in theír property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County wíll require property owners in three areas designated as Crítical Wildlife passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process.

This is essentially hijacking prívate property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of activists. A dírect
taking of people's property l¡ke th¡s for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the CounÇ has chosen instead to further punísh property owners
who are just trying to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county. Thís proposal, which will impact the
economy,'public safety and property rights for marginal gains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board

Sincerely,

a-^
^tSignature Name

Company

Cc: Meigha n Batin íca, meigha n. batin ica @ventu ra.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@ventura.org

City

\-5



August 14,2018

Sugewisor Peter Foy
Chair
Ventura County Board of Superv|sors
8OO5. Vicbria Ave.
Venturä, CA93m9

C¡m nússioner Richard Rodriguez
Chalr
Ventt¡ra Coqnty Plannlng Commissbn
8005. victorla Aìre.

Veritura, CA93mç

RE: Oppor¡tbn to propæcd tirlHft Gorridor orünance

Dear Supervlrcr Foy and Ço¡nrnls¡ioner ftodrþræ4

I arn sþirq this letterin opposltion of the prcposed W¡ldl¡fÊ Eonfdorordlnanae. The regulatbn as n¡rfnen b a
dangerous and lntrusil¡æ oræneadr by the cormty gur¿€rnrn€nt that undermines dte economtc vitatity of our courty,
threatens the safrty of resldents in the unlnmrporätÊd areas and viotates the flghs of property owners to enþy and use
tbir property.

rhe dreft ordFrnnce suùjects 164,0ff) acres of rmi*corporated county lards to a rrryriad of nal reguladons by tumhg
reglonal 'rrfldlift mrrÛdoß lrlto an <nrerlay zone. This pfaces yet another hler of regulations and eoning requirements on
tar¡d that b already some of th€ r¡ost restricEd and reguleted ¡n th€ state. tocalÍy.orrned, smalt br¡sinesses wilt have yet
another hoop to iump tlrrouglr Ín order to perfurm eræn the rnôsf brst actiuitbs lîke lffiting and sealring ttæir
property.

Ey placÎ,r¡e sÊvere and restrictiue lirnits on security fencing and ¡íghtírg, Índuding a lþhting curfuir after 1O pm, úre
Countywlll be $fit¡ng re¡ftlentsatrEkdurirqatimeof increasirq øime înthe unlircorporated areesof theæünty-
What's rnorg the Couaty wlll be danyirrg resideats their basic civtl right of enjoylrg and being secure ln thef property
aftrerdark,

Most dishrbhgly, the Cor¡f¡tl, wlfl require pruperty ourflers in thrce arcas designated as Cn'tiral rffildlÍþ Parsage A¡reas

ffierre Reþda lhllèy, OaI VÞw and 5*n¡ H¡ils] þ draw a ti,ne dcwr the rriddþ of 6eirproperty and frrb'¡d them ftom
building ner,¡n strrrtures, includ3ng a horne or bar$, or any new r¡ses, like pooþ corrals or elen hndscaplnç on half of
the¡r property unless tftey perfunn an insanely expemive and ti¡ae-consum¡ng ÊrwirurrneÍtal revþw pnocess.

This is essentialþ hfacklng prûyale prçp€rty ln oder to acmmplísh the priorlties of a srnallgnrup of activists. A direct
takfûE of peoplds property like this fur a pEblic benefit sfiould only be do¡re wtren ahsolrnely necelsßary anà errcn then
should lnclude äppropriÈte corrpensation to the Bfoperty tnlrner.

Wifdlih already Pæs thrcugh county, tncludtrqg throqh people's backyards. lnste¿d of focuslng on the real barriers to
wíldlife pasagÊ. namely freeways and busy roads, the Gounty has chosen lûstead to Rrrther punish property orüners
who are fust try'fng Èo lirc and work in the unincorporated ðr€as of the county. This pmpsal, wtrich witl lmpact tlre
ecor¡orrry, public safety and property rfihts for marginel gains, heeds ìo be reþcted and serrt back to the drdw"rlÊ board.

Sincerely,

/:*^-" ¿z,u,r/r*H ,/- f,/^" 4

(7Àn-,,-,
ffiry* -L*d*t

Cc: Meüghan Batinlca, meigfran-batinica@venturä.org
Ro¡a Gonzalez, clerkoftl¡ehoard@venn¡ra.orB

Name

7/a/JcVt-,



Protect Our Ventura County C-ommunities Coalition

GÍ t2ilt0

August 23,2OL8

RE: Opposition to proposed W¡ldl¡fe Corridorordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy

I am signing this letter in ofpos$g_of the proposed W¡ldlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as written is a

dangerous and intrusívgoverreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requirements on
land that is already some of the most restricted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their
property.

8y placing severe and rsg!¡iglElirniq-on security fencing and lighting includíng a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putting residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county-
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic cMl right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas desþnated as CriticalWildlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak Vìew and Simi Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on half of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review proc€ss-

This is essent¡ally lllggllng pr¡vale property in order to accomplish the pr'orities of a small group of activists. A direæ
taking of people'slroffiÎile th¡s foT-a puUl¡c benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensat¡on to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen ¡nstead to further punish property owners
who are just try¡ng to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county- This proposal, which will impact the
economy, publíc safety and property rights for marginalgains, needs to be rejected and sent backto the drawing board.

Supervisor Peter Foy
Chair
Ventura Cou nty Board of Supervisors
800 S. Vìctoria Ave-
Ventura, CA 93009

Cc Meighan Batinica, meighan.batinica@ventura.org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoft heboard@ventura.org

Commissioner Richa rd Rodriguez
Chair
Ventura County Planning Commission
8ü) S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

ttaml
0¿/¡u 'l//o.k-

?-"

Commissioner

City
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Protect Our Ventura County Communities Coalition

Supervisor Peter Foy

Chair
Ventura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Commissioner Richard Rodriguez
Chair
Ventu ra County Pla nning Commíssíon
800 S. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93mg

August 23,2078

RE: Opposition to proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance

Dear Supervisor Foy

I am signing this letter in oppos n the proposed Wildlife Corridor ordinance. The regulation as wr¡tten ¡s a

dangerous and intrusive overreach by the county government that undermines the economic vitality of our county,
threatens the safety of residents in the unincorporated areas and violates the rights of property owners to enjoy and use

their property.

The draft ordinance subjects 164,000 acres of unincorporated county lands to a myriad of new regulations by turning
regional wildlife corridors into an overlay zone. This places yet another layer of regulations and zoning requ¡rements on
land that is already some of the most restr¡cted and regulated in the state. Locally owned, small businesses will have yet
another hoop to jump through in order to perform even the most basic activities like lighting and securing their
property.

By placing severe and restrictive limits on security fencing and lighting, including a lighting curfew after 10 pm, the
County will be putt¡ng residents at risk during a time of increasing crime in the unincorporated areas of the county.
What's more, the County will be denying residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure in their property
after dark.

Most disturbingly, the County will require property owners in three areas designated as Critical Wildlife Passage Areas
(Tierra Rejada Valley, Oak View and S¡m¡ Hills) to draw a line down the middle of their property and forbid them from
building new structures, including a home or barn, or any new uses, like pools, corrals or even landscaping, on haÌf of
their property unless they perform an insanely expensive and time-consuming environmental review process-

This is essentially h-rjacking private property in order to accomplish the priorities of a small group of act¡vists. A direct
taking of people's property like this for a public benefit should only be done when absolutely necessary and even then
should include appropriate compensation to the property owner.

Wildlife already pass through county, including through people's back yards. lnstead of focusing on the real barriers to
wildlife passage, namely freeways and busy roads, the County has chosen instead to further punish property owners
who are just try¡ng to live and work in the unincorporated areas of the county- This proposal, which will impact the
economy, public safety and property rights for marginalgains, needs to be rejected and sent back to the drawing board.

Sincerely,

re Name

Company

Cc: Meigha n Batinica, meigha n. batinica @ventu ra. org
Rosa Gonzalez, clerkoftheboard@ventura.org

5¿nçTcnff€Pd
larz-(, CA %22{13q13 ø61

Fra>eø

Commissioner

City
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November 14,2018

Supelisor Peter Foy
980 Enchanted Way #2Gì
SimiValley, CA 93065

Supervisor Foy:

My wife and I have lived in \l\tesüake Mllage, Ventura County, for the last 30 years. Our
daughter and son-in-law bought property on Boy Scout Camp, Lockwood Valley, 25 years ago.
They have worked hard to maintain and improve the property. We have seen our
grandclaughter enjoy her horse and the wonderfuf people.

The proposed W¡ld Life Trail boundary line goes right through the center of their house. This
causes serious problems-

It endangers the fire hazard when native plants can be closers to the house than the
county fire department allows.

Endangers the farm anirnals when lighting is limited. lt also would not be safe for
individuals to check on farm animals at night, or coming horne in the dark.

Repairs and improvernents are limited. Reducing value of the property'.

lf a fire would burn their house, they probably could not rebuild.

This corridor makes no sense, when the National Fonest is one quarter a mile away. This
effects dozens of people. lt substantially reduces the value of their property.

My so-in-law is a retircd deputy, as wellas Doug across the road. There are other retired
deputies, firemen and paramedics that live close. They risked their lives to protect your
property and you take theirs away.

We and others who have made investment in property are directly effected stand to lose.

This proposal is criminal!

Thank you,

4
Martha Watkins and B¡ll Watkins
1653 Elrnsford Place
Westlake Village, CA 91361
(805) 4e5-6058



S/ñ/E Oprx
Spncr

SANTA M()NICA Mt)UNTAINS

September 13,2018

Ventura County Govemment Center Administration Building - 3rd Floor
Resource Management Agency
Planning Division
c/o Shelley Sussman
800 VictoriaAve.,
Ventura, CA 93009-1740

[emailed to shelþ.sussman@ventura.org ]

Subject Regional Habitat Linkages and Critical Wildlife Passage Areas Overlay Zones;

Proposed Ordinance and County mapping

Dear Ms. Sussman,

Supervisor Parks office notified Save Open Space/Santa Monica Mountains, a recognized non-

profit Conservation Organization, regarding a meeting that occurred at yow offices in August

regarding a proposed ordinance pertaining to Regional Habitat Linkages and Critical Wildlife
Passage Areas Overlay Zones- Due to the short notice, I was unable to attend. SOS is therefore

submitting these written comments for the County's consideration and hopefirlly modification of
the proposal. Please make sure that this letter and attachments are provided to all Planning

Commissioners prior to the October 25,2018 hearing. I would also appreciate your following up

with me before the hearing regarding the content of this letter and any possible changes that you

may be making to your presentation to the Commission based on the material we ¿re providing
to you and/or to answer any questions you may have.

I understand that attorrey Alyse Laza4 who often represents SOS, submitted a letter to the Board

of Supervisors regarding this issue when it was first considered by the Board in January 2017

specifically requesting that portions of the Lake SherwoodÆIidden Valley are4 which are

currently undeveloped, be studied for inclusion in these overlay zones. Since that time, it appears

that no efforts have been made by the Cotrnty to even consider much less include any of the Lake

Sherwood/tlidden Valley undeveloped lands for these ¡s\¡¡ 2qning overþ designations- We
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request that this omission be rectified. Similarly, land that is located on the site of the fonner
Santa Susana Field Laboratory land must also be included in the County's mapped areas-

The County's identification of its significant and critical wildlife corridors/passages only
includes a portions of the fomrer Santa Susana Field Laboratory, when the ènti¡e site should be
included on the County's maps- The entire area provides thriving and important habitat not only
for mountain lions but an abundance of wildlife that require this additional protection from the
County. This area provides undeveloped land linking inland Los Padres Naiional Forest land to
the Santa Monica Mountains. Any funue development in the area must be covered by the
County's proposed ordinance. In the 2006 South Coast Wildlands Report, this land was
identified as a "habitat linkage" area and continues to serye in this capacity.

Portions of the Lake Sherwood/Hidden Valtey area are within the bounda¡ies of the Santa
Monica Mountains National Recreation Area and/or its Comprehensive Plan Are4 including the
western hillside parcels of Lake Sherwood which have not yet been developed. Even though the
Lake Sherwood development was approved by the County despite its inconsistency with the
Santa Monica Mountains Comprehensive Plan, wildlife monitoring in this area which has
occurred for decades provides compelling evidence that this area be provided with greater
protection by the County prior to any grading or construction of any new housing and
appurtenant structures requiring County approval. Please see atúached tracking maps prepared by
the National Park Service- Map 1 clearly show that mountain lions Pl0,12,l3,l4,and possibly
P I 5 have all been tracked as using the undeveloped areas of Lake Sherwood as their "home
ranges" þlease see enlarged portion of this map with the Sherwood area circled in white). Mrap 2
shows use of this land as well as the Santa Susana Field Laboratory land by many of the other
mount¿in lions being tracked by the National Park Service.

The SSFL land and the Sherwood land as well as various adjacent parcels to the west in Hidden
Valley meet the criteria specified in the proposed ordinance's definition of "Critical Wildlife
Passage Areas". They are within a "regional habitat linkages area" namely the Santa Monica
Mountains National Recreation Area where mountain lions, deer, foxes, hawks and a plethora of
other wildlife forage and habitat. There is a'þresence of undeveloped lands within this
geographical location that connects to core habitats at a regional scale". There is a proximity to
ridgelines that dominate these areas. While much of the native habitat area that existed on Lake
Sherwood has been destroyed/displaced by the existing development, the undeveloped hillside
ileas are still virtually intact as no grading/construction activities have yet commenced.

Mountain lions are known to require a large habitat area which is natrnally expanded when new

mountain lions enter the area and compete for territory. The Lake Sherwood area is included in
mapped widely-used mountain lion corridors and is necessary for the ongoing existence of
moturtain lions who frequent this area. Without such protectiori, more mor¡ntain lions such as the

recently deceased P55 spotted in both V/estlake Village and Newbury Park with this land on the

direct connectivity path, will certainly perish.

Excluding both of these areas from designated critical v/ildlife passage areas will foreseeably

shrink the existing wildlife habitat and movement conidors to the detriment of protected species-

Page 2 of5



save open Space therefore requests that the county add these two areas to its official RMA/GIS
maps to showthem as regional habitat linkages.

If you require additional infonnation and would like to discuss this filther, please feel free to
contact me.

Very truly yours,

'th /,,rþ t),á-l-..-- k ;
Mary Wiesbrock

Cc: Ventura County Supervisor Linda parks
Attorney Alyse M.Lazar
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August 14,2018

Supervísor Peter Foy
Chair
Ventura County Board ofSupervÈons
800S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura. CAS¡G)9

8i, *-- l¡l.t-

Commissioner Ricl¡and Rodriguez
Chãir
Ventura County Planning Commission
SCXIS- Victorla Ave
VertuË, C4930û9

RE: Opposifion to prcryæed ÏU¡ldftfu ffior ordlnance

Dear Supervisor Foy and Oornmissioner flodrþuez,

I am signîng this letterin opposi&bn of the proposed W¡ldlifu Corridorordinance- The regulation as u¡ritten is a
dangerous ar¡d int¡usi¡rewerreach bythe ountygouemrnenttàat undgmines the economicvitatityof ourcouûty,
threaÞns the safefy of residents in the unincorporated areas and viobtes the nthts of property onffiers to enjoy and use
their property.

The draft ordfnaoce subjects 154'(xx) acres of anincorporat€d coultty lands to a rrryriad of new regulations by twnlng
regional witdlife corrirlors into an o¡erlay zone. rhis places yet another layer of regulations and zonirg requirements on
land that is ¿lready some of the most restritrd and regulðt€d ¡n th€ state. Locally.onned, sman Uuslnesses will have yet
anotfier hoop to jump through ia orderto perfurm even the rnóst hsic activities like lffingandsecrrningtheir
property-

Eyplacing severe and festrictiue límits on securityfencírEand tþhtirg; induding a lighting curfew after 1o pm, the
Coumy wlll be putting residentsat risk duriq a tîme of increasing oime in the unincorpor?ìted âreas of the munty-
What's rprg the County will be denyirng residents their basic civil right of enjoying and being secure In theÍr pmperty
afterdark.

Most disu¡IbinElç tùe cour¡ty will require property alvrrers in three areas desþnated as crÌtiBI wildFfe passage Areas
fiierra Reþda Valle% oakView and SimÍ X¡llslto drar¡tr¿ ilne down the míddle of theirpropertyand forbid them frorn
ttuildiry new structürEs, includi'ng a lrome or bam, or any new uses, Eke pooþ corrals or even ¡andscapín* on half of
their property unless they perfiorm an insaneiy epensiue and tirne-consurning ern¡ir¡nrnental rev¡.ew pr€cess.

This is essentiaÌþ hliacklng priyate property in order to acromplish the priorìties of a small group of activistr A direct
tak¡ng of peopÞ's prqperty tike thisfura public benefitshould onty be done when absolutely neæssary and even then
should lnclude appropr¡ate compensation b the property own€r-

Tl/ildrê already pasthrough couÍty, includlrçtftrough people's bact<1ards. lnsteäd offocusing on the real barriersto
wíldlife pastage' namely freer,rays ard busr roads, the county has chosen irstead to furfier punish property owners
who are iust trying to llve and u¡or'* in the uninmrponted areas of the county- This proposal, which wi4 impact the
econornY¡ public saftty and property rights for marginal g:ains, Írceds to be reþcted and sent back to the drawirç board.

5íncerely,

Jaø ¿f q Wo IF
filame

n t* öJo,
Compny

Qno f " "t //
Cc Meighan Batiníca, rneighanåatinica@venftna-org

Rosa Gonzalez, clerftsftfreboard@r¡enn¡¡a-org
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