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The County of Ventura Resource Management Agency (RMA) Planning Division, as the

designated Lead Agency, has reviewed the following project:

Entittement: Conditional Use Permit Case No' Pl,14'0128

Applicant: Verizon Wireless PDSTED
Locatiön: 8320 Bates Road, Rincon Point

Assessor's Parcel Noç.: 008-0-1 60-450

Parcel Siz*e: 10.05 acres

General Plan Desiqnatign: Open Space

Zoninq Desiqnation: CA 40 aclsdf (Coastal Agricultural 40 acres mínimum lot

size / slope densitY formula

Res¿oEsible and/or Trustee Aqencies: None

prolect Description: The applicant requests that a Conditional Use Permit be

@tneconstruction,operationandmaintenanceofan
unmanned wirefess communication facility.

The proposed wireless communications facility would include the following

components:

. A 45-foot tall faux palm tree (í.e, mono-palrn) antenna structure with a
RAD center (radiation center, or the center line of the antenna mounting

height) placed at 38 feet aþove the ground'

. An equipment shelter that encompasses approximately 186 square feet.

. Six panel antennas installed on the mono-palm, Three antennas would be

locaied at the 36-foot level of the mono-palm. Three antennas would be

located at the Z1'foot levelof the mono-palm'

. Six remote radio units installed on the mono-palm. Three remote radio

units would be located at the 2O-foot, 3-inch level of the mono-palm.

Three remote radio units would be located at the 1 -foot, f-inch level of

,nun.'one_palm.
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.' Two ray cap surge protectors installed on the mono-palm. One would be
installed atthe 14-foot, f-inch level of the mono-palm and one would be
located in the equipment shelter.

Two GPS antennas installed on the roof of the proposed equipment
shelter.

A 30 kilowatt emergency backup generator.

All of the above components of the proposed wireless communications facility
would be located within a 1,225 square foot lease area and installed on a
concrete pad. A 6-foot tall chain link fence with green slats would be erected at
the perimeter of the lease area.

About 0.29 acres of existing native brush and vegetation is required to be
removed to accommodate the new facility, No grading is proposed. Water is not
required to operate the unrnanned facility. Ac.cess to the site is provided by a
private unpaved driveway (Bates Ranch Road)that connects to Bates Road.

ln accordánce with Section 15070 of the California Code of Regulations, the RMA
Planning Division determined that this proposed project may have a significant etfect on
the environment, however mitigation measures are available that would reduce the
impacts to less than significant levels. As such, a Mitigated Negative Declaration has
been prepared and the applicant has agreed to implement the mitigation measures.

. ltem 4.a (Species). Mitigation Measure requires avoidance of Monarch ButteÍly
Winter Roost Sites.

Item 4,a (Specíes). Mitigation Measure requires pre-construction surveys for
Nesting Birds.

Item 4.b (Ecological Communities - Sensitive Plant Gommunities). Mitigation
Measure requires a Fuel Modification Plan.

Item B.a (Cultural Resources Archeological Resources). Mitigation Measure
requires fencing for protection of Archaeological Resources.

The public review period is from April 1,2016 to May 2,2016. The lnitial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration is available for public review on-f ine at
wr¡n¡r.ventura.orglrmalplanning (select "CEQA Environmental Review") or at the County
of Ventura, RMA, Planning Division, 800 South Victoria Avenue, Ventura, California
from 8:00 am to 5:00 pm Monday through Fríday, The public is encouraged to submit
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, 2016 to the
) 654-2509 or

written comments to Kristina Boero, no later than 5:00 p.m. on April 2

address listed above, Alternatively, you may fax your comments to (805
e-mail the case planner at kristina.boero@ventura,org.

3-zf -/L
R. Baca, Manager

Commercial & lndustrial Permít Section
Date
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MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

A. PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Entitlement: Conditional Use Permit Case No. PL14-0128

Applicant: Verizon Wíreless

Location: B320 Bates Road, Rincon Point

âssessor's Pa-rcel No. : 008-0-1 60-450

Parcel Size: 10.05 acres

General Plan Desiqnation: Open Space

Zoninq Desiqnqtlon: CA 40 aclsdf (Coastal Agricultural 40 acres minimum lot size /
slope density formula

Responsible and/or Trustee Aqencieg: None

Proiect Description: The applicant requests that a Conditional Use Permit be
granted to authoríze the construction, operation and maintenance of an unmanned
wirefess communication facility.

The proposed wireless communications facility would include the following
components:

. A 4S-foot tall faux palm tree (i.e. mono-palm) antenna structure with a RAD
center (radiation center, or the center line of the antenna mounting helght)
placed at 38 feet above the ground.

An equipment shelter that encompasses approximately 186 square feet.

Six panel antennas installed on the mono-palm. Three antennas would be
located at the 38-foot level of the mono-palm. Three antennas would be
located at the 28-foot level of the mono-palm.

Six remote radio units installed on the mono-palm, Three remote radio units
would be located at the 2O-foot, 3-inch level of the mono-palm. Three remote
radio unitb would be located at the 14'foot, 9-inch level of the mono-palm,

Two ray cap surge protectors installed on the mono-palm. One would be
installed at the 14-foot,9-inch level of the mono-palm and one would be
located in the equipment shelter,

Two GPS antennas installed on the roof of the proposed equipment shelter,

A 30 kilowatt emergency backup generator,

800 South Victoria Avenue, L# 1740, Ventura, CA 93009 (805) 654-248f Fax (805) 654-2509

Pr¡nted on RÙcyclad Paper
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All of the above components of the proposed wireless communications facility would

be located within a 1 ,225 square foot lease area and installed on a concrete pad. A

6-foot tall chain link fence with green slats would be erected at the perimeter of the

lease area.

About 0.29 acres of existing native brush and vegetation is required to be removed

to accommodate the new facility. No grading is proposed, Water is not required to

operate the unmanned facility. Access to the site is provided by a private unpaved

driveway (Bates Ranch Road)that connects to Bates Road'

Planning Division, as the lead

agency for the proposed project, to prepa tudy (environmental analysis)

tJ determine íf the proposed project could significantly affect the environment.
Based on the findings contained in the attached lnitial Study, it has been determined

that the proposed project may have a significant effect on the environment; however,

mitigation measures are available that would reduce the impacts to less than

signìficant levels. Therefore, a Mitigated Negative Declaration has been prepared

and the applicant has agreed to implement the mitigation measures.

IDENTIFIED:

' ltem 4.a (Species). Mitigation Measure requires avoidance of Monarch Butterfly

Winter Roost Sites.

. ltem 4.a (Species). Mitigation Measure requires pre-construction surveys for

Nesting Birds.

' ltem 4.b (Ecological Communities - Sensitive Plant Communities). Mitigation

Measure requires a Fuel Modification Plan.

, ltem B.a (Cultural Resources Archeological Resources). Mitigation Measure
requires fencing for protection of Archaeological Resources.

D PUBLTC REYIEW:

Leqal Notice.Methgd: Direct mailing to property owners within 300 feet of the
pr"p"rty r" which thã proposed project is located, and a legal notice in lhe Ventura

County Star.

Document Postinq Period: April 1,20'16 through ltfiay2,2Q16

Public ew: The lnitial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration is available for

public review on-line at www,ve
Review") or at the CountY of

ntura,org/rma/planning (select "CEQA Environmental
Ventura, Resource Management Agency, Planning
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Division, 800 South Victoria Avenue, Ventura, California, from B:00 am to S:00 pm,
Monday through Friday.

Comments: The public is encouraged to submit written comments regarding this
lnitial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration no later than 5:00 p.m. on the last day of
the document posting period to Kristína Boero, the case planner, at the County of
Ventura Resource Management Agency, Planning Division, 900 South Victoria
Avenue L#1740, Ventura, CA 93009, The Planning Division's FAX number is (g0S)
654-2509, You may also e-mail the case planner at kristina.boero@ventura.org.

coNstDERATtO{, ANp AppRqV,AL çF, THE MtTtcATEp NEGATTVE
DECLARATION:

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

D.

Prepared by:

stina Boero, Associate Planner
(805) 654-2467

Recommended for Approval by
Lead Agency by:

Kim L. Prillhart, Director
Ventura County Planning Division

Reviewed for Release to the Public by:

Brian R. Baca, Manager
Commercial & f ndustrial Permits Section
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County of Ventura Planning Division
800 South Victoria Avenue, Venlura, CA 93009-1740 . (805) 654-2488 . htlp:/lwww.vcntura.org/rma/planning

REV¡SED lnitial Study for
Verizon Wireless Communications Facility, Rincon Point

Gonditional Use Permit Case No. PL14-0128

Section A - Project Description

1. Project Case Number: Conditional Use Permit (CUP) Case No. PL14-0128

Name of Applicant: Verizon Wireless

Project Location and Assessor's Parcel Number: The proposed wireless
communications lease area is located at 8320 Bates Road in the Ventura County
Unincorporated community of Carpentaria I Rincon Point. The lease area is
located about 1,003 feet southwest of the existing single family dwelling that is
located on the subject parcel and about 20 feet from the southern property line of
the subject parcel. The Assessor Parcel Number that constitutes the project site
is 008-0-160-450.

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

General Plan Land Use Designation: Open Space

Coastal Area Plan Land Use Designation: Agriculture

5.

c. Zoning Designation: CA 40 aclsdf (Coastal Agricultural 40 acres
minimum lot size / slope density formula

Description of the Environmental Setting: The project site lease are is located
on a 10.05 acre parcel above Rincon Point, and more than 1,000-feet from the
Santa Barbara County line. The project site is located about 353 feet north of
United States (U.S.) Highway 101 and 297 feet north of the Southern Pacific
railroad tracks. An offsite single family dwelling is located about 397 feet
northwest of the proposed project lease area. Open space and agricultural uses
surround the project site. The nearest oflsite single family residences are located
397 feet west and about 713feeI south of the project site on the seaward side of
U.S. Highway 101. The principal use of the property consists of a residential use
that includes a single family residence about 1,003 feet northeast of the lease
area and a barn about 602 feet northeast of the lease area. The remaining
portion of the subject parcel is currently in agricultural production with lemon and
cherimoya trees, An existing row of palm trees are located along the southern
propeÍy line and along Bates Ranch Road. These palm trees range between 27
feet to 17 f eet, 7 inches in heig ht a nd are located south and west of the proposed

a
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lease area. The proposed wireless communications facility would be located

about 20 feet from the southern property line, The entire subject parcel is located

on a steep terraced cliff that overlooks the Pacific ocean.

Project DescriPtion: The aPP a

granted to authorize the co n

unmanned wireless comm

communications facility would be disguis T

mono-palm), with a RAD center (r

antenna mounting height) at the 38

palm would be predominantly screened
currently planted along the southern pro

located at the southwest corner of the

southern properly line and adjacent to

Road,

The proposed wireless communications facility would include the following

components:

. construction of an approximately 186 square foot equipment shelter

surrounded by a 6 foot'high chain link perimeter fence with green slats.

. lnstallation of six panel antennas on the mono-palm' Three antennas

would be located at the 38-foot level of the mono-palm. Three antennas

wouldbelocatedatthe2S-footlevelofthemono-palm'
. lnstallation of six remote radio units on the mono-palm. Three remote

radio units would be located at about the 2O-foot, 3-inch level of the mono-

palm. Three remote radio units would be located at about the '14-foot, 9-

inch level of the mono-Palm.

. lnstallation of two ray cap surge protectors on the mono-palm' one would

be installed at aboui the 14-fóot, 9-inch level of the mono-palm and one

wouldbelocatedwithintheproposedequipmentarea,

. lnstallation of two GPS antennas on the roof of the proposed shelter that

wouldbelocatedwithintheproposedequipmentarea.

. lnstallation of a 30 kilowalt I132 gallon emergency backup generator

within the proposed equipment area'

The entire wireless communications fa

1,225 square foot lease area. The

would be installed on toP of a conc
chain link fence. Green slats are propo

the chain link fence.

Minimal qlound disturbance is

latio
tn

SS CO icatio ci
of the soil to accomm the

ent
0.29 acres of existing native

lnitial Study for PL14-0128
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brush and vegetation is proposed to be removed to accommodate the new

facility. Wateiis not necessary to operate the unmanned facility. Access to the

site ié provided by a private did driveway (Bates Ranch Road) that connects to

Bates Road.

7. List of Responsible and Trustee Agencies: None

B. Methodology for Evaluating Gumulative lmpacts: To evaluate the cumulative

impacts of iñe proposed project, the following pending and recently approved

projects that are located within a five-mile radius of the proposed project have

been evaluated (Attachment 3, Map of Projects):

Table 1- Pendin and Rec P cts Within 5 Mile Radius

J

Planned DeveloPment reconstruction of an unPermitted
an

Permit for
second dwelli unit

PL13-0141

foot tall wireless communication

facility located on Rincon Peak that houses 11 antennas; 6 panel and 5

dish antennas

Conditional Use Permit for an existing 60PL14-0'1 93

Site Plan Adjustment to change the pa rking plan for the parking area at

of CUP Case No. LU09-0085,Punta Gu
PL1 5-01 86

PL15-0153 Minor Modification to Planned Development
proposed demolition of an existing 2,216 square feet single-family

dwelling and 442 square foot garage and the proposed construction of a
ne* reþlacement 4,446 square foot two-story, single-family dwelling and

uare foot685

Permit No. '1862 for the

concrete masonry wall along nofthern properly line within easement area
Permit No. '1016 to addMinor Modification to Planned Development

to accommodate a raised wal for the a owner

LU12-00'18

nremat lnthr demolô t¡ no theofPeent rm fo g portiontP nedan Develo pm
ofdwel nda rethe constructione-famft. SI le-sto ng634of ry tng ilyngsq

dwe li anwith ttachedaSI le-famiau footre ht ngree47 story ng v1a Á sq
1 uare foot tandem stac two-car

PL14-0164

Reasona b Acco odat fo 5 emotir no d SUe mm onPL'15-0026
Adjustment for an attic

single-famìly dwelling
conversion to living sPace for a

originally approved via Planned
Site lan

Permit No. '1736
beaihfront
Devel

PL15-0012

lnitial StudY for PL14-0128



Section B - Initial Study Checklist and Discussion of Responsesl

lmpact Discussion:

1a. Based on information provided by the applicant, air quality impacts will be below the
25 pounds per day threshold for reactive organic compounds and oxides of nitrogen as
described in the Ventura County Air Quality Assessment Guidelines. Therefore, the
project will not have a significant impact on regional air quality.

Based on information in the project application, the subject project will generate local air
quality impacts but those impacts are not likely to be significant. Although the project is
not expected to result in any significant local air quality impacts, the VCAPCD
recommends the following condition be placed on the permit to help minimize fugitive
dust, padiculate matter and creation of ozone precursor emissions that may result from
construction of the facility:

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

1b. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 1 of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

l The threshold criteria in this lnitial Study are derived from the Ventura County lnitíal Study Assessmenf
Guidelines (April 26, 2011). For additional information on the threshold criteria (e.9., definitions of issues
and technical terms, and the methodology for analyzing each impact), please see the Ventura County
lnitial Study Assessmenf G uidelines.

4

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact
lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

RESOURCES

1. Air Quality (VCAPCD)

Will the proposed project:

X

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

X

b) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 1 of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X

lnitial Study for PL14-0128



Therefore, project-specific and cumulative irnpacts related to air quality impacts are

considered less than significant.

Mitigation/Residua I lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant,

lmpact Discussion:

2A-1 to2A-4.The proposed project consists of the operation and maintenance of an

unmanned wireless communications facility. There is no water demand associated with

Ã

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

lssue (Responsible Department)*

2A. Water Resources - Groundwater Quantity (WPD)

Will the proposed project:

XX

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

XX

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

X X

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

XX
4) Regardless of items 1-3 above, result in 1.0

acre-feet, or less, of net annual increase in

groundwater extraction?

X X
5) Be consistent with the applicable General

Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 2A of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

lnitial Study for PL14-0128



the operation of the proposed facility. Therefore, no adverse effect on groundwater
quantity would result from the proposed project.

2A-5. Given that no effect on groundwater quantity would occur, the project will be

consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 2A of the lnitial

Study Assessment Guidelines.

Based on the above discussion, there would not be any project-specific or curnulative
impacts on groundwater quantitY.

Mitigation/Resid ual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant.

lmpact Discussion:

2B-1 and 2B-2. The proposed project includes of the installation of an emergency
generator on the proposed 7-inch by 7-inch concrete pad. Spillage/leakage of stored

fuel that would be used for the emergency generator has the potential to degrade
groundwater quality. To ensure that groundwater quality would not be adversely
impacted, the applicant will be required to construct the diesel fuel tank area with a

o

Cumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect**

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect*"

PS N LS PS-M PSl{ LS

lssue (Responsible DePartment)*

28. Water Resources - Groundwater Quality (WPD)

Will the proposed project:

XX

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

XX
2) Cause the quality of groundwater to fail to

meet the groundwater quality objectives set
by the Basin Plan?

X Y

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

X
4) Be consistent with the applicable General

Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 28 of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

lnitial Study for PL14-0128



covered (roof or canopy) concrete pad with berm designed to prevent runofl and to
collect all spilled liquids into a sump for legal disposal off site. The concrete pad shall
be underlain by a cemented and lapped 80-mil high-density polyethylene (HDPE) liner
turned up on the edges to prevent leakage. This design would reduce the potential for
groundwater quality impacts to a less than significant level.

2B-3. The proposed facility does not require water to operate. Therefore, no
groundwater will be consumed as a result of the proposed project.

2B-4. The projectwill be consistentwith the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 28 of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines

Therefore, project-specific and cumulative impacts on groundwater quality will be less
than significant.

Mitigation/Residua I lmpact(s)
No mitigation required, Residual impacts will be less than significant.

lmpact Discussion:

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

lmpact

PS,N PS N LS

lssue (Responsible Department)"

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

Will the proposed project:

X X

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

X X

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

3) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 2C of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines? ^

X

lnitial Study for PL14-0128



2C-1 and 2: The project consists of the operation and maintenance of an unmanned
wireless communications facility. There is no water demand associated with the
operation of the proposed facility. The project does not involve the installation of a

substantial area of impervious sudaces. Thus, no adverse effect on suíace water
quantity would result from the proposed project.

2C-3. The projectwill be consistentwith the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 2C of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Based on the above discussion, there would not be any project-specific or cumulative
impacts on sudace water quantity.

Mitigation/Resid ual lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant

lmpact Discussion:

2D-1. The proposed project consists of a small communication facility contained within a
1,225 square foot lease area. The proposed facility does not have the potential to
degrade the quality of surface water such that water quality objectives (as contained in

Chapter 3 of the Los Angeles Basin Plan) are not met. The proposed project is not
expected to result in a violation of any surface water quality standards as defined in the
Los Angeles Basin Plan.

a

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect**

LS PS-M PS N LS PS

lssue (Responsiþle Department)"

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

Will the proposed project:

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

X X

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

X

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

X X

lnitial Study for PL14-0128



2D-.2 This project is Iocated on APN 008-0-160-450, approximately 353-feet nofth of
U.S. Highway 101 A new wireless telecommunication facility is proposed on an

existing pad. Thus, the proposed project is not subject to any NPDES Permit
requirements.

2D-3. The projectwill be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 2D of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Projeci-specific and cumulative impacts related to surface water quality will be less than
sig nificant.

M iti gation/Residua I lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant"

lmpact Discussion:

3A-1 & 3A-2. The project site is not located on or immediately adjacent to land zoned
with a Mineral Resource Protection (MRP) overlay, or adjacent to a principal access
road used for a mining facility. There are also no other projects in the vicinity, either
pending or recently approved, that would affect the extraction of or access o aggregate

ô

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact

PS-MN LS PS-M FS N LS PS

lssue (Responsible Department)*

34. Mineral Resources - Aggregate (Plng.)

Will the proposed projectr

X

1) Be located on or immediately adjacent to
land zoned lVineral Resource Protection
(MRP) overlay zone, or adjacent to a
principal access road for a site that is the
subject of an existing aggregate Conditional
Use Permit (CUP), and have the potential to
hamper or preclude extraction of or access
to the aggregate resources?

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

X
3) Be consìstent with the applicable General

Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 3A of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

lnitial Study for PL14-0128



resources. Thus, the project does not have the potential to hamper or preclude
extraction of or access to the aggregate resources

3A-3. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 3A of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Based on the above discussion, there would not be any project-specific or cumulative
impacts on aggregate mineral resources.

Mitigation/Resid ual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant

lmpact Discussion:

38-1. There is an existing oil and gas operation (CUP No.3187) associated with the
project site. ln addition, major and minor pipelines are located about 308 feet south of
the project lease area and adjacent to U,S. Highway 101. These existing oil and gas
facilities will not affect the project site, as there is no active oil and gas exploration (i.e.
oil and gas wells) located within 300 feet off the project lease area. Thus, the project
does not have the potential to hamper or preclude extraction of or access to the
aggregate resources

3B-2. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 3B of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Therefore, project-specific and cumulative impacts related to petroleum resources are
considered less than significant.

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect'*

Gumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact

N LS LS FS,

lssue (Responsible Depañment)"

Ps.,M PS N PS-M

38. Mineral Resources - Petroleum (Plng.)

Will the proposed project:

X

1) Be located on or rmmediately adjacent to
any known petroleum resource area, or
adjacent to a principal access road for a site
that is the subject of an existing petroleum
CUP, and have the potential to hamper or
preclude access to petroleum resources?

X

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 38 of the
lnltial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X

lnitial Study for PL14-0128 '10



Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect"*

lmpact

N LS PS-M PS N

lssue (Responslble Department).

LS PS-M PS

4. Biological Resources

4A. Species

Will the proposed project, directly or

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

2) lmpact one or more animal species by
reducing the species' population, reducing
the species' habitat, fragmenting its habitat,
or restricting its reproductive capacity?

M itigation/Resid ua I I mpact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant

lmpact Discussion:

4A-1. The proposed project site is unlikely to suppott rare plant species since it primarily
consists of disturbed areas that have been cleared and/or currently support orchards or
ornamental vegetation such as palm trees (71lashingtonia sp.). The proposed project
site, including fuel modification areas, also suppods approximately 0.29 acres of native
vegetation, including coyote brush scrub (Baccharis pilularis Shrubland Alliance),
Although this area of native vegetation would be more likely to suppod rare species, it is
unlikely to support rare plants because much of this area was disturbed historically
when the right of way for the railroad and Highway 101 was graded and benched,
causing heavy disturbance to native soils. The sloped areas in the right of way that
support native vegetation were likely seeded or planted for erosion control, were
colonized by dispersing native seed from nearby shrublands, or are a small remenant
patch of a formerly intact native vegetation community. Because of historic heavy
disturbance to soils, a rare plant seed bank is unlikely to occur. Additionally, areas of
native vegetation adjacent to the access driveway that support coyote brush scrub and
California sagebrush scrub (Aftemisia californicia Shrubland Alliance) will not be
disturbed. The California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) contains a rare plant
occurrence near Rincon Creek, the white-veined monardella (Monardella hypoleuca).
This occurrence is within approximately 600 feet of the impact areas associated with the
proposed project site. However, the species is typically associated with chaparral and
cis-montane woodlands which do not occur within the impact areas, thus white-veined
monardella is unlikely to occur within the project impact areas and impacts to this
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species are not anticipated. Consequently, direct, indirect, and cumulatively
considerable impacts to special-status plants would be less than significant.

4A-2. No special status species were observed during surveys conducted by a qualified

biologists for the preparation of the lnitial Study Biological Assessment (ISBA). A winter
roost site for ovenruintering Monarch butterflies (Danaus plexippus) is known to occur at
the proposed project site. Although the project will involve no direct impacts to the trees
or permanent above-ground development, the installation of the power and telco lines in
the road beneath the tree canopies could cause significant indirect impacts to monarch
butterflies roosting in the trees. With the implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-1

which requires avoidance of the monarch overwintering period or pre-construction
suryeys, impacts to monarch buttedlies would be less than significant.

Nesting habitat exists within the project site and within surrounding areas. Nesting birds
are protected by the Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act and the California Fish and
Game Code 3503. Nesting activity may occur on or adjacent to the project site which
may result in potentially significant impacts as a result of construction and fuel
modification. Mitigation measure that requires avoidance of the nesting season or pre-

construction nesting bird surveys will mitigate potential impacts to nesting birds to a less
than significant level. ln addition, nesting bird surveys will mitigate any cumulatively
considerable impacts to special status wildlife to a less than significant level,

Mitigation/Residual lm pact(s)

Purpose: To minimize indirect project impacts to monarch butterfly roosts.

Requirement: The Permittee shall avoid monarch butterfly roosts during all
construction activities related to the proposed development. This can be accomplished
by implementing either one of the following options:

a. Timinq of construction: Prohibit construction activities during the monarch
wintering season (October 1 through March 1); or,

Survevs and avoidance: Conduct site-specific surveys prior to construction
activities during the monarch wintering season (October 1 through March 1) and
avoid monarch roosts.

Surveys shall be conducted to identify any monarch roosts in the area proposed
for disturbance. Monarch roosts shall be avoided during the wintering season by
establishing a 100-foot buffer between construction activity and the roost. All
surveys shall be conducted by a County-approved biologist with a CDFW
Scientific Collecting Permit.

An initial monarch survey shall be conducted 30 days prior to the initiation of
construction activities. The project site must continue to be surveyed on a weekly
basis with the last survey completed no more than 5 days prior to the initiation of
construction activities. The monarch butterfly survey must cover monarch
wintering habitat within the footprint of the WCF, including utility lines, and 100

b
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feet from the footprint including all construction areas. lf monarch roosts are
found, construction activities within 100 feet surrounding the roost shall be
postponed or halted while the monarchs are present (typically October 1 through
March '1). Construction activities can occur outside of the 1OO-foot setback areas.

Documentation: The Permittee shall provide to the Planning Division a Survey Report
from a County-approved biologist documenting the results of the initial monarch survey
and a plan for continued surveys and avoidance of roosts in accordance with the
requirements above. Along with the Survey Report, the Permittee shall provide a copy
of a signed contract (financial information redacted) with a County-approved biologist
responsible for the surveys and monitoring of any monarch roosts that are discovered.
The Permittee shall submit to the Planning Division a Mitigation Monitoring Repofi from
a County-approved biologist following construction activlties that documents the results
of subsequent surveys and actions taken to avoid monarch roosts. All observations of
monarchs should be noted, including location, within the Survey Report

Timing: lf construction activities will occur between October 1 and March 1, monarch
surveys shall be conducted 30 days prior to initiation of construction activities, and
weekly thereafter, and the last survey for monarchs shall be conducted no more than 7
days prior to initiation of construction activities. The Survey Report documenting the
results of the first monarch survey and the signed contract shall be provided to the
Planning Division prior to issuance of a Zoning Clearance for construction. The
Mitigation Monitoring Report shall be submitted within 14 days of completion of the
construction activities.

Monitoring and RepoÉing: The Planning Division shall review for adequacy the
Survey Report and signed contract prior to issuance of a Zoning Clearance for
construction. The Planning Division maintains copies of the signed contract, Survey
Report, and Mitigation Monitoring Report in the project file.

Purpose: To avoid potential impacts to birds protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty
Act which could occur during the nesting season.

Requirement: The Permittee shall conduct all demolition, tree removal/trimming,
vegetation clearing, construction activities, and grading activities (collectively,
"development activities") in such a way as to avoid nesting native birds. No
development activities shall occur on the project site during the breeding and nesting
season (January 1 - August 31), or if development activities must be conducted during
the nesting season, by conducting a pre-development activities survey for active bird
nests and avoiding nests untiljuvenile birds have vacated the nest.

For any development activities that are planned between January 1 and August 31, the
Permittee shall retain a County-approved qualified biologist with a CDFG Scientific
Collecting Permit to conduct a breeding and nesting bird survey within 7 days prior to
the development activities. The nesting bird survey must cover the development
footprint and a buffer of 500 feet from the development footprint. lf active nests are
found, development activities within 300 feet of the nest (500 feet for raptors) shall be
postponed or halted until the nest is vacated and juveniles have fledged and there is no
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evidence of a second attempt at nesting, as determined by the qualified biologist. lf the
development is outside of the buffered nesting bird area(s) then development activities
can commence outside the restricted area(s). lf development activities are delayed after
the survey has been conducted, then the qualified biologist shall conduct an additional
nesting bird survey such that no more than 7 days have elapsed between the last
survey and the commencement of development activities.

Documentation: The Permittee shall provide a signed contract with a County-
approved qualified biologist to the Planning Division that ensures that a nesting bird
survey will be conducted 7 days prior to any land disturbing activities. The Permittee
shall submit a memorandum to the Planning Division within 14 days of the nesting bird
surveys, notifying the Planning Division of the results of the surveys and measures
taken to avoid nesting birds.

Timing: Prior to the issuance of a Zoning Clearance for construction, the Permittee
shall provide the signed contract to the Planning Division for review and approval.
Within 14 days of the nesting bird surveys, the Permittee shall provide a memorandum
reporting the results.

Monitoring and Reporting: The Permittee shall confirm with the Planning Division that
he has contracted with a County-approved qualified biologist to implement the
requirements of this condition prior to issuance of a Zoning Clearance for construction.
The Planning Division maintains copies of the signed contract and the nesting bird
survey reports provided by the Permittee in the project file. (PL-47)

With the implementation of these mitigation measures, impacts to special-status species
would be mitigated to a less than significant level.

lmpact Discussion:

4B-1. and 4B-2. The proposed project site, including fuel modification areas, also
supporls approximately 0.29 acres of native vegetation, including coyote brush scrub
(Baccharis pilularis Shrubland Alliance). Although this area of native vegetation is a

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect"*

N LS PS-M PS NI LS PS-M PS

lssue (Responsible Department)*

48. Ecological Communities - Sensitive Plant Communities

Will the proposed project:

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

2) Result in ind jrect impacts from project
operatíon at levels that will degrade the
health of a sensitive plant community?
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coastal sage scrub community typically capable of supporting special-status species, it

is extremely unlikely because much of this area was disturbed historicallywhen the right
of way for the railroad and Highway 101 was graded and benched, causing heavy
disturbance to any native soils. The sloped areas in the right of way that support native
vegetation were likely seeded or planted for erosion control, were colonized by

dispersing native seed from nearby shrublands, or are the remnants of larger
shrublands prior to disturbance. Additionally, areas of native vegetation adjacent to the

access driveway that support coyote brush scrub and California sagebrush scrub
(Arlemisia californicia Shrubland Alliance) will not be disturbed.

The proposed project would result in the removal of approximately 0.29 acres of
Baccharis pilutaris Shrubland Alliance coastal sage scrub (G5/S5). The direct and

indírect impacts associated with the removal of coastal sage scrub in the Coastal Zone
and the further degradation of nearby native vegetation due to edge effects could result

in potentially significant impacts to special-status plant communities. lndirect impacts
have the potential to occur through the introduction of invasive weeds in areas cleared
for construction and fuel modification in addition to erosion and sedimentation of areas
downslope, due to the removal of vegetation for fuel modification. These impacts are
potentially significant; however, a mitigation measure has been included to develop a

Fuel Modification Plan that will incorporate selective thinning of fuels instead of

complete clearing and the planting of native non-flammable vegetation that will minimize
invasion of non-native weeds in bare areas. With the implementation of a Fuel
Modification Plan, impacts to sensitive plant communities would mitigate impacts to a
less than significant level. ln addition, cumulatively considerable impacts to sensitive
vegetation communities would be less than significant with the implementation of the

aforementioned mitigation measure.

Mitisation Measure BIO-3 Fuel Modification Plan
Purpose: To mitigate potentially significant impacts to coastal sage scrub from fuel
mod ificati on activities.

Requirement: The Permittee shall use a County-approved qualified biologist to
prepare a Fuel Modification Plan for the Planning Division's review and approval that
minimizes impacts to coastal sage scrub and meets the Ventura County Fire Protection
District's requirements to modify fuels surrounding structures. The Fuel Modification
Plan shall specify the methods of modifying vegetation surrounding structures that will

avoid impacts to coastal sage scrub (e.g,, use of hand tools to prune vegetation,
thinning shrubs rather than clear-cutting, avoiding rare plants, avoiding nesting birds).
Because a portion of the fuel modification area is on or near a slope, the Fuel

Modification Plan shall incorporate erosion control measures, as necessary, e.g. straw
waddles, silt fencing, hydroseeding, erosion control blankets, etc. The Fuel Modification
Plan shall include native, drought tolerant ground cover and shrubs that VCFPD deems
not to pose a flammability risk as well as a figure demonstrating areas of selective
thinning, plantings, and erosion control. Seed or plantings shall be sourced from within
Ventura County, and the providence of seed shall be stated in the Fuel Modification
Plan. A County-approved qualified biologist shall monitor all fuel modification activities.
The fuel modification area shall be maintained by the Permittee to be consistent with the
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provisions of the approved Fuel Modification Plan for the duration of the CUP and life of
the WCF

Documentation: A Fuel Modification Plan prepared by a County-approved qualified
biologist. Following all fuel modification activities, a County-approved biologist shall
submit to the Planning Division an annual report that confirms that vegetation
modification activities avoided disturbance to coastal sage scrub.

Timing: The Permittee shall submit a Fuel Modification Plan prior to issuance of a

Zoning Clearance for construction, A County-approved biologist shall submit an annual
report on fuel modification activities to the Planning Division by July 1 of that year (June
'l is the deadline for fuel modification).

Monitoring and Reporting: The Permittee shall submit the Fuel Modificatron Plan to
Planning Division and the Fire Depadment for review and approval to assure
compliance with the requirements of this condition prior to issuance of a Zoning
Clearance for construction. The Permittee shall submit the annual reports to the
Planning Division to assure compliance with the requirements of this condition. The
Planning Division maintains copies of the Fuel Modification Plan and the annual repods
provided by the Permittee in the project file. (PL-46)

With the implementation of these mitigation measures, impacts to special-status species
would be mitigated to a less than significant level.

Froject lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

PS

lssue (Responsible DepaÉment)^

N LS PS-M PS LS

4C. Ecological Communities - Waters and Wetlands

Will the proposed project:
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect"

Gumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact

N LS PS N LS PS.M PS

lssue ( Responsible Depa rtment)*

X X

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

2) Result in disruptions to wetland or riparian
plant communities that will isolate or
substantially interrupt contiguous habitats,
block seed dispersal routes, or increase
vulnerability of wetland species to exotic
weed invasion or local extirpation?

X

3) lnterfere with ongoing
hydrological conditions
wetland?

maintenance of
in a water or X X

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

X X

lmpact Discussion:

4C-1, 4C-2, 4C-3, and 4C-4

There are no waters or wetlands that occur on or near the proposed project site. The
nearest water feature is Rincon Creek, located over 900 feet to the west of the WCF. No
direct or indirect impacts are anticipated as a result of the proposed project nor any
cumulatively considerable contribution to a cumulative impact.

Mitigation/Resid ual lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant.

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lffipåct
lssue (Responsible Depa rtment)"

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

4D. Ecological Communities - ESHA (Applies to Coastal Zone Only)
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect**

PSN LS FS N LS

lssue (Responsible DePa rtment)*

Will the proposed Project:

X X

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

X X
2) Result in indirect impacts from project

operation at levels that will degrade the
health of an ESHA?

lmpact Discussion:

4d-1 and 4d-2. The project site is located in the Coastal Zone. Environmentally
Sensitive Habitat Areas (ESHA) are defined in the California Coastal Act as "any area in

which plant or animal life or their habitats are either rare or especially valuable because
of their special nature or role in an ecosystem and which could be easily disturbed or

degraded by human activities and developments" (California Coastal Act Sec. 30107.5).

fnè ruorttr Coast Section of Ventura County's Coastal Area Plan describes ESHA as

including tidepools, beaches, and creek corr¡dors, and the project site does not contain
any of these features, nor will it indirectly impact any of these features nearby. However,

forthe purposes of project analysis, the broader definition of ESHA found in the Coastal

Act referenced above is used for the determination of whether or not the site contains
ESHA.

The definition of ESHA was clarified in a memo to Ventura County from the California
Coastal Commission in 2003 to include upland habitats such as coastal sage scrub and

chaparral in the Santa Monica Mountains (Dixon, 2003). Although the project occurs
outside the Santa Monica Mountains, the three site-specific test criteria were applied to

this site in order to determine whether or not the coastal sage scrub present could
qualify as ESHA. First, the native vegetatÍon has been properly identified to the alliance
level as coastal sage scrub in the ISBA. The second test is whether or not the habitat is

largely undeveloped and othen¡uise relatively pristine. As stated previously, the native

vegetation on the project site include areas that were historically disturbed when the
right of way for the railroad and Highway 101 was graded and benched. The sloped

aieas in the right of way that support native vegetat¡on were likely seeded or planted for
erosion control, were colonized by dispersing native seed from nearby shrublands, or

are the remnants of larger shrublands prior to disturbance. Thus, it does not meet the

requirement of pristine or undeveloped. The third test is whether or not the habitat is a
part of a large contiguous block of relatively pristine native vegetation. The coastal sage

scrub in the project area is sparse, likely due to the steep slope and other factors, and is

somewhat contiguous with a strip of coastal sage scrub that resides along the ridgeline
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of the right of way. However, this vegetation is not a paft of a large contiguous block of
relatively pristine native vegetation which is characteristic of the vegetation found on the
slope to the east of the project site, Finally, the project will incorporate a mitigation
measure (MM BIO-4) that will provide for the thinning of vegetation, selective retention
of some shrubs, and the planting of non-flammable native species to minimize indirect
impacts to coastal sage scrub. As a result, the proposed project will not result in direct
impacts to ESHA, and any indirect impacts to ESHA would be less than significant.

Mitigation/Resid ual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant.

lmpact Discussion:

4E-1 4E-2, 4E-3, and 4E-4. The project site is not located within a mapped wildlife
linkage. ln addition, the fencing for the project will not isolate habitat nor will vegetation
clearance for the project create a gap in contiguous habitat. The proposed CUP
boundary is within a large parcel containing one residence and abundant open space
consisting of orchards and other agricultural activities that will continue to support some
wildlife movement and habitat connectivity. No lighting is proposed, and any noise and
additional human presence will be the result of temporary construction activities and will

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Gumulative
Degree Of Effect**

N LS PS-I\4 PS N LS F$

lssue (Responsible DepaÉment)*

4E. Habitat Connectivity

Will the proposed project:

X X1) Remove habitat within a wildlife movement
corridor?

X X2) lsolate habitat?

X X

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

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

X X
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generate an ongoing impact. As a result, the proposed project will not impact fish or
wildlife movement nor contribute to a measurable cumulatively considerable impact.

Mitigation/Resid ual lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant,

lmpact Discussion

4F. The Proposed Project is consistent with the General Plan Goals and Policies and
the policies of the Coastal Area Plan. The proposed project is more than 300 feet from
any waters or wetlands. The proposed project is also consistent with the California
Coastal Act and the Ventura County Coastal Area Plan's policies regarding ESHA and
commercial development. As a result, the project is consistent with all relevant General
Plan and Coastal Area Plan policies governing biological resources.

Mitigation/Resid ual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant.

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect*'

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

N LS

lssue (Responsible Department)*

PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

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

X X

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effectr^

Gumulative
Degree Of Effect**lssue (Responsíble Department)*

N LS PS.M PS N LS PS-M PS

54. Agricultural Resources - Soils (Plng.)

Will the proposed project:
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect**

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS

lssue (Responsible Department)*

PS-M

X X

1) Result in the direct and/or indirect loss of
soils designated Prime, Statewide
lnrportance, Unique or Local lmportance,
beyond the threshold amounts set forth in
Section 5a,C of the lnìtial Study Assessment
Guidelines?

X Xz) lnvolve a General Plan amendment that will
result in the Ioss of agricultural soils?

3) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 5A of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X

lmpact Discussion:

5A-1. According to the State lmportant Farmland lnventory Maps, the project site has a

soil designation of grazing land. Therefore, there would be no direct or indirect loss of
soils designated as Prime, Statewide lmpodance, Unique or Local lmportance.

5A-2. The proposed project does not involve a General Plan Amendment that will result
in the loss of agricultural soils.

5A-3. The project would be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for ltem 5A of the lnitial Study Assessment Guideltnes.

Based on the above discussion, there would not be any project-specific or cumulative
impacts on the loss of agricultural soils.

Mitigation/Resid ual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Gumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect**

N LS PS N LS I pS-wl PS

lssue (Responsible Depa rtment)*

58. Agricultural Resources - Land Use lncompatibility (AG,)

Will the proposed project:
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect**lssue (Responsible DepaÉment)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS_M PS

1) lf not defined as Agriculture or Agricultural
Operations in the zoning ordinances, be
closer than the threshold distances set fotlh
in Section 5b C of the lnitial Study
Assessment Gu idelines?

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 5b of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X

lmpact Discussion:

5B-1. The proposed project is not an agricultural use. However, the project site is
located on land currently in agricultural production. Although, the proposed project lease
area rs located about 7O-feet from existing orchards and about 0.29 acres of native
vegetation and brush would be removed to accommodate the installation of the wireless
communications facility, the proposed facility is not expected to adversely affect
agricultural resources. The proposed facility would only encompass '1 ,225 square feet
of the ex¡sting soil on the project site. All equipment would be located on a proposed 7-
inch by 7-inch concrete pad and completely surrounded by a 6-foot high chain-link fence
with green slats around the fence. Finally, there would not be any existing orchards that
would be removed or affected by the installation of the proposed facility. Thus, the
proposed project would have a less than significant adverse effect on agricultural
resources. ln addition,

5B-2. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 5b of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Project-specific and cumulative impacts on agricultural resources are considered less
than significant.

Mitigation/Residual lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Gumulatlve
Degree Of Effect**

N LS PS-M PS N PS

lssue (Responsible Depa rtment)*

6, Scenic Resources (Plng.)

Will the proposed project:
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact
lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS N LS PS-M PS

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

X X

X X

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

c) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 6 of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X

lmpact Discussion:

6a & 6b. The project site is located within lzmile of U.S. Highway 101, which is a state
eligible scenic highway. The southern perimeter of the property is visible from U.S.
Highway 101 at an elevation of 100 feet above the freeway, The proposed 45 foot high
faux mono-palm would be located on a flat portion of the property, about 20 feet from
the property line. The proposed project lease area will be located about 47 feet north of
an existing row of palm trees that range in size from 17 feet, 7 inches to 27 feet in
height. These trees are located along the edge of the steep terraced cliff on the subject
propedy and will predom¡nantly screen the proposed faux palm tree from public view
along U.S, Highway 101 and the public beach located south of the project site at Rincon
Point. Although about 15 feet of the proposed mono-palm will be visible above the tree-
line of the existing palm trees just south the of the proposed lease area, the proposed
stealth design of the facility (i.e. a faux palm tree) will soften the visual impact of the tree
on public views. Due to the existing topography, landscaping and proposed design of
the wireless communications facility, the project would not substantially alter existing
views from U.S. Highway 101.

The proposed wireless communications facility shelter and equipment area would not
be visible from a public viewing location due to the topography of the site, the overall
height of the shelter, equipment area, proposed equipment (i.e. about 7 feet in height)
and the location of the shelter and equipment area on the parcel. The existing
vegetation adjacent to the proposed facility would continue to be screen the structure
from public views.
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The proposed mono-palm will be visible from portions of U.S. Highway 101, The
proposed panel antennas will not be visible from these roads as they would be
screened by the faux palm tree's foliage. ln addition, the required 30 feet of vegetation
clearance, as required by the Ventura County Fire Protection District for fuel
modification setback purposes would fufther blend the proposed facility into the
surrounding landscape. This is because the applicant would be required to plant and

maintain drought tolerant ground cover and shrubs within the 30 foot fuel modification
setback from the proposed mono-palm. The planting of non-invasive, non-flammable
shrubs and ground cover within the setback area will restore the vegetation that would
be eliminated as a result fuel modification requirements noted in mitigation measure
BIO-3 of item 4b of this initial study. As a result, the visual impact of the proposed
mono-palm on public viewing locations would be minimized.

Therefore, a substantial change in the view from U.S. Highway 101 is not expected to
occur, and adverse project-specific or cumulative impacts to scenic resources would be

less than significant.

6c. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 6 of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual lmpact(s)
Therefore, project-specific and cumulative impacts are considered less than significant
on scenrc resources.

Mitigation/Residual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant.

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect*'

N LS PS N LS PS-M PS

lssue (Responsible Department)*

7. Paleontological Resources

Will the proposed project:
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Gumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact
lssue (Responsible DepaÉment)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS_M PS

X

a) For the area of the property that is disturbed
by or during the construction of the
proposed project result in a direct or
indirect impact to areas of paleontological
sig nificance?

X

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

X X

c) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 7 of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X

lmpact Discussion:

7a & 7b. The subject propedy is underlain by the Pleistocene Older Alluvium.
According to the Ventura County lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines (VCISAG), the
Pleistocene Older Alluvium is given a paleontological importance ranking of
"undetermined" for the occurrence of paleontological resources. The project site would
consíst of a 1,225 square foot lease area in a prev¡ously disturbed area on the property.
About 0.29 acres of native vegetation and brush would be removed to accommodate
the installation of the proposed project and the required 30 foot fuel modification
setback requirement of the Ventura County Fire Protection District. Ne grading is
pfêp€6êd.
proiect, Given this small amount of vegetation removal that would occur as a result of
the proposed project, impacts on paleontological resources is not considered significant.
ln the unlikely event that paleontological resources are uncovered during ground
disturbance activities, the proposed project will be conditioned to require that
construction be suspended until the find can be evaluated, recovered, and curated. This
standard condition will cause a temporary cessation of all ground disturbance activities,
notification of the Planning Director, and assessment of the find by a paleontological
consultant or professional geologist. The Planning Director will review the
recommendations of the consultant and decide on the disposition of the resources. With
this standard condition of approval, the proposed project will not result in significant
impacts on paleontological resources.

7c. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 7 of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Therefore, project-specific and cumulative impacts are considered less than significant
on paleontological resources,
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M itigation/Resid ual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant

lmpact Discussion:

8A-'1 & 8A-2. The project site is located within the vicinity of a known archaeological
site. A Phase I archaeological study (MacFarlane Archaeological Consultants, 2011)
was prepared when the construction of the existing single family dwelling was proposed
on the project site. The study was prepared in order to assess the single family
dwelling's potential to adversely affect archaeological resources that might exist on-site.
A cultural resources survey (EBl Consulting, April 10,2014) was also prepared in order
to assess the proposed wireless communication's facility impact on archeological
resources,

The cultural resources survey did not reveal the presence of any archaeological
resources within the areas that will be subject to ground-disturbance activities
associated with the proposed wireless communications facility. Although it is unlikely
that ground disturbance activities will encounter currently unknown subsuface
archaeological resources, the proposed project will be subject to a standard condition

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect*"

lmpact
lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS N LS PS-M PS

84, Cultural Resources - Archaeological

Will the proposed projectr

1) Demolish or materially alter in an adverse
manner those physical characteristics that
account for the inclusion of the resource in a
local register of historical resources
pursuant to Section 5020,1(k) requirements
of Section 5024.1(9) of the Public
Resources Code?

X

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

X X

3) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem BA of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X
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such that, in the event that resources are encountered during ground disturbance
activities, the applicant will be required to halt all ground disturbance activities, secure

the area of the find, retain an archaeological consultant' and, if required, Native

American Consultant, and contact the coroner to evaluate the find; develop a program

to preserve and curate the resources; and, resume work after the successful

implementation of the preservation and curation program.

The Phase I archaeological study identified an area of the subject properly that exhibits
qualities that indicate the presence of archaeological resources. Ground disturbance

activities within this area have the potential to adversely affect subsurface resources

that might exist within this area. Therefore, the proposed project will result in a

potentially significant, but mitigable project-specific impact to archaeological resources.

Other recently approved, pending, and reasonably foreseeable projects that involve
ground disturbance activities have the potential to result in the cumulative loss of

information regarding archaeological resources. The proposed project has the potential

to contribute to this cumulative loss of information, due the project's potential to
adversely affect subsudace resources that might exist within the project site. Therefore,
the proposed project will result in a potentially significant, but mitigable contribution to

cumulative impacts to archaeological resources'

The project-specific impact, as well as the project's contribution to cumulative impacts,

to archaeological resources would be reduced to a less-than-significant level with the
implementation of a mitigation measure that requires the installation of temporary
fencing to protect archeological resources (Mitigation Measure AR-1) during ground

disturbance activities, After the implementation of Mitigation Measure AR-1, residual

project-specific and cumulative impacts to archaeological resources will be less than

significant.

Construction of the wireless communications facility is anticipated to be no longer than

Og-days. lf archeological resources are inadverlently discovered during construction of

the wireless communications facility, the applicant will be required to suspended

construction until the find can be evaluated, recovered, and curated. This condition will

cause a temporary cessation of all ground disturbances, notification of the Planning

Director, and assessment of the find by an archeological consultant or professional

archeologist. The Planning Director will review the recommendations of the consultant
and decide on the disposition of the resources.

W¡th this standard condition of approval, the proposed project will not result in

significant impacts on archeological resources'

BA-3. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies

for ltem 8A of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual lm Pact(s) :

Mitigation Measure AR-1: Fencing for Protection of Archaeological Resources
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Purpose: The purpose of this mitigation measure is to ensure the protection of
archaeological resources that exist near to the project site.

Requirement: The Permitee shall temporarily fence the area identified in the Phase I

Archaeological study (MacFarlane Archaeological Consultants 2011) that has the
potential for archaeological resources, in order to prevent the illicit collection of
archaeological resources The Permittee shall install temporary protective fencing
around the area identified in the Phase I Archaeological study in order to delineate the
area within which human encroachment is prohibited. (Attachment 5, Archeological
Resources Fencing Area). The fencing materials must consist of typical ranch wire or
orange construction fence material.

Documentation: The Permittee shall provide photographic evidence to the Planning
Division which demonstrates that the Permittee installed the fencing in compliance with
the requirements of this mitigation measure.

Timing: The Permittee shall submit the photographic evidence of the fencing to the
Planning Division for review and approval, prior to conducting any vegetation removal,
ground disturbance activities, or construction activities.

Monitoring and Reporting: The Planning Division maintains the photographic
evidence provided by the Permittee in the project file, The Planning Division has the
authority to inspect the site to confirm that the fencing has been installed in compliance
with, and remains in place throughout, all ground disturbance and construction activities
of the project.

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact
lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS N LS PS-M PS

88, Cultural Resources - Historic (Plng.)

Will the proposed project:

lnitial Study for PL14-0128 28



Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect**

N LS PS-M PS

lssue (Responsible Depaftment)*

N LS PS-M PS

X X

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

2) Demolish or materially alter in an adverse
manner those physical characteristics that
account for its inclusion in a local register of
historical resources pursuant to Section
50201(k) of the Public Resources Code or
its identification in a historical resources
survey meeting the requirements of Section
502a 1ß) of the Public Resources Code?

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

X X

X

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

X

lmpact Discussion:

8B-1 to 8B-4. The project site is includes an existing single family dwelling and barn.
These structures are not known to contain any historic resources. Moreover, the Phase
I archaeological survey of the project site did not indicate that further investigation
regarding historical resources is warranted (MacFarlane Archaeological Consultants
2011). Therefore, no adverse project-specific or cumulative impacts to historical
resources are anticipated.

Based on the above discussion, there would not be any project-specific or cumulative
impacts on historic resources.

Mitigation/Residual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

lssue (Responsible Department)*

9. Coastal Beaches and Sand Dunes

Will the proposed project:

X
^

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

X

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

X
c) Be consistent with the applicable General

Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 9 of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

lmpact Discussion:

9a & 9b. The proposed lease area is located on a steep cliff adjacent to U.S. Highway
'101 and about 746feet nodh of the Pacific Ocean. Based on the topography of the site
and the distance between the lease area and the coastline, the proposed project would
not create a direct or indirect physical change to the coastal beach or a sand dune.

9c. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 9 of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines

Project-specific and cumulative impacts on coastal beaches and sand dunes are
considered less than significant.

M itigation/Resid ua I lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact

N LS PS N LS PS-M PSPS-M

lssue (Responsible Department)*
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect**

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

lssue (Responsible Department)*

10. Fault Rupture Hazard (PWA)

Will the proposed project

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

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

X

c) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem '10 of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X

lmpact Discussion:

There is no known cumulative fault rupture hazard that would occur as a result of other
projects.

1 0a & 10b. Any discussion of potential impacts of seismic and geologic hazards to the
proposed project is provided for informational purposes only and is neither required by
CEQA nor subject to its requirements. There are no known act¡ve or potentially active
faults extending through the proposed project based on State of California Earthquake
Fault Zones in accordance with the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act, and
Ventura County General Plan Hazards Appendix -Figure 2.2.3b. Fufihermore, there
are no proposed habitable structures within S0-feet of a mapped trace of an active fault.

10c. Therefore, the pro1ect will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals
and Policies for ltem 10 of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Based on the above discussion, there would not be any project-specific or cumulative
impacts on fault rupture hazard.

Mitigation/Residual lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant,

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

LS PS N PS

lssue (Responsible Depa rtment)*
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact
lssue (Respons ible Depa rtment)*

N LS PS-M PS N tc PS-M PS

11. Ground Shaking Hazard (PWA)

Will the proposed project:

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

b) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem '11 of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X

lmpact Discussion:

11a. Any discussion of potential impacts of seismic and geologic hazards to the
proposed project is provided for informational purposes only and is neither required by
CEQA nor subject to its requirements. The property will be subject to moderate to
strong ground shaking from seismic events on local and regional fault systems. The
present County of Ventura Building code adopted from the California Building Code,
dated 2013, Chapter 16, Section 1613 requires the structures be designed to withstand
this ground shaking. These parameters may need to be updated to the building code in
effect at the time the application for building permit is submitted. The Geotechnical
Engineering lnvestigation, prepared by Salem Engineering group, repod dated August
18, 2014 (Attachment 6), indicates a peak ground acceleration of 1.084 g for a 2
percent probability of being exceeded in 50 years.

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

11b. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 1'1 of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Project-specific and cumulative impacts on ground shaking are considered less than
significant.

Mitigation/Residual lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect'*

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact
lssue (Responsible Depa rtment)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect--

PS N LS PS-fVI PS

lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS.M

12. Liquefaction Hazards (PWA)

Will the proposed project

a) Expose people or structures to potential
adverse effects, including the risk of loss,
injury, or death involving liquefaction
because it is located within a Seismic
l,azards Zone?

X

X
b) Be consistent with the applicable General

Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 12 of the
lnitial Stirdy Assessment Guidelines?

lmpact Discussion:

12a. The site is not located within a potential liquefaction zone based on the Ventura
County General Plan Hazards Appendix - Figure 2.4b. This map is a compilation of the
State of California Seismic Hazards Maps for the County of Ventura and is used as the
basis for delineating the potential liquefaction hazards within the County. The project
Geotechnical Engineering Repofi, prepared by Salem Engineering Group, dated August
18,2014 indicates bedrock is at a depth of 8 feet and did not encounter groundwater to
depths of 35 feet. Consequently, liquefaction ìs not a factor for the proposed project
and the site is notwithin a State of California Seismic Hazards zonefor liquefaction.

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

12b. The projectwill be consistentwith the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem '12 of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines

Based on the above discussion, there would not be any project-specific or cumulative
impacts on liquefaction hazard.

Mitigation/Residual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant,

lssue (Responsible Department)*

LS

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect.*

Cumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect**

PSN LS PS.M N lLs les-v PS
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect**lssue (Responsible Department)*

N N LS PS-M PS

13. Seiche and Tsunami Hazards (PWA)

Will the proposed project;

X
a) Be located within about 10 to 20 feet of

vertical elevation from an enclosed body of
water such as a lake or reservoir?

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

X

c) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 13 of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X

lmpact Discussion:

13a. The site is not located adjacent to a closed or re.stricted body of water based on
aerial imagery review (photos dated December 2013, aerial imagery is under the
copyrights of Pictometry, Source: Pictometry@, December 2013) and is not subject to
seiche hazard.

13b. The project is not mapped within a tsunami inundation zone based on theVentura
County General Plan, Hazards Appendix Figure 2.6.

13c. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Polícies
for ltem 13 of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Based on the above'discussion, the proposed project will have no project-specif¡c or
cumulative impacts on seiche and tsunami hazards.

Mitigation/Resid ual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. No impact identified.

14. Landslide/Mudflow Haza¡d (PWA)

Will the proposed project;
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact
lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS-M N LS PS_IV] PS

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

X

PS

b) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 14 of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

lmpact Discussion;

14a. The site is located in a hillside area of Ventura County and about 40 feet from an
existing cul slope that descends to Highway 101. The project involves a non-essential,
non-habitable communication facility that may be subject to damage from potential
seismically induced landslides or landslides from the existing road cuts along Pacific
Coast Highway. The risks associated with a potential seismically induced landslide
range from complete destruction to m¡nor impact to the access or improvements. The
facility will not have an impact on the present landslide potential for the adjacent slopes.

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

14b. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 14 of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Project-specific and cumulative impacts on landslideimudslide are considered less than
significant.

M iti gation/Resid ua I lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. No impact identified.

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect**

N lcLO PS-M PS PS-M PS

lssue (Responsible Department)"

N LS

15. Expansive Soils Hazards (PWA)

Will the proposed project:
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

lssue (Responsible Department)*

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

X

b) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 15 of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X

lmpact Discussion:

15a. The geotechnical repoÌ1 prepared by Salem Engineering Group, dated August 18,
2014, indicates the near surface soils are not considered expansive. Thus, the
proposed project would not create or contr¡bute to potential adverse effects, including
the risk of loss, injury, or death involving soil expansion

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

'15b. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 15 of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines

Therefore, there will not be any project-specific or cumulative impacts related to
expansive soils.

Mitigation/Residual lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. No impact identified.

Will the proposed project:

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact

N LS PS N LS PS-M PS

lssue (Responsible Department)*

16. Subsidence Hazard (PWA)
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact
lssue (Responsible Depa rtment)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

X

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

b) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 16 of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X

lmpact Discussion:

16a. The subject property is not within the probable subsidence hazard zone as
delineated on the Ventura County General Plan Hazards Appendix Figure 2.8 (January
27,2004).ln addition, the project does not include oil, gas or groundwater withdrawal.

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

16b. The projectwill be consistentwith the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 16 of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines

Based on the above discussion, the proposed project will have no project-specific or
cumulative impacts on subsidence hazard.

Mitigation/Residual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. No impact identified.

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

N LS PS

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

Wíllthe project
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Gumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect**lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

1) Result in a potential erosion/siltation hazard
and flooding hazard pursuant to any of the
following documents (individually
collectively, or in combination with one
another):
. 2007 Ventura County Building Code

Ordinance No 4369
. Ventura County Land Developmeni

Manual
. Ventura County Subdivision Ordinance
. Veniura County Coastal Zoning

Ordinance

' Ventura County Non-Coastal Zoning
Ordinance

. Ventura County Standard Land
Development Specifications

. Ventura County Road Standards
o Ventura County Watershed Protection

District Hydrology Manual
. County of Ventura Stormwater Quality

Ordinance, Ordinance No. 4142

' Ventura County Hillside Erosion Control
Ordinance, Ordinance No 3539 and
Ordinance No. 3683

. Ventura County Municipal Storm Water
NPDES Permit

. State General Construction Permit

. State General lndustrial Permit

. National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES)?

X X

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 174 of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X

lmpact Discussion:

17A-1. Less than 0.02 acres of impervious area will be added within the project area as
a result of the proposed construction of the wireless communications facility. The
additional runoff will be by sheet flow and attenuated by the existing drainage
improvements constructed as part of the grading for Highway 101 I ratlroad.
Construction will be completed according current codes and standards. Thus, there
would be no measurable increase in flooding hazard or potential for erosion or siltation
will occur as a result of the communication facility.
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17A-2. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for ltem 17 A o'f the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Based on the above discussion, the proposed project will have no project-specific or
cumulative impacts on hydraulic hazards.

Mitigation/Residual lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. No impact identified,

lmpact Discussion:

178-1 Io 178-4. The proposed site is located approximately 740 feet norlherly of Rincon
Creek and the Pacific O.cean, which are 1o/o annual chance (100-year) floodplains as
mapped by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). Given the location of
the project site to the nearest floodplains, the proposed project will not result in

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect""

Cumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect**lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS_M PS

17b, Hydraulic Hazards - FEMA (WPD)

Will the proposed project:

'1 ) Be located outside of the boundaries of a
Special Flood Hazard Area and entirely
within a FEIVIA-determined'X-Unshaded'
flood zone (beyond lhe 0.2% annual chance
floodplain: beyond the 50O-year floodplain)?

X

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

3) Be located, in part or in whole, within the
boundaries of a Special Flood Hazard Area
(1% annual chance floodplain: '1OO-year),

but located entirely outside of the
boundaries of the Regulatory Floodway?

X X

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

X

5) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 178 of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X
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project-related impacts related to flooding, or contribute to cumulative impacts related to
f looding.

178-5. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for ltem 17B- of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Project-specific and cumulative impacts on hydraulic hazards are considered less than
significant.

MitigationiResidual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. No ìmpact identified,

lmpact Discussion:

18A. The project site is located within a high fire hazard area. The applicant will be
required to remove all grass and brush within 30 feet of facility cornponents in

accordance with the Ventura County Fire Protection District's Fire Hazard Reduction
Program Guidelines. With this ordinance requirement, impacts related to fire hazards
will be less than significant.

18b. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 18 of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Therefore, project-specific and cumulative impacts on fire hazards will be less than
significant.

Mitigati on/Residual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant.

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

NN LS PS-M PS LS PS-M PS

lssue (Responsible DepaÉment)*

18, Fire Hazards (VCFPD)

Will the proposed project:

X X
a) Be located within High Fire Nazard

Areas/Fire Nazard Severity Zones or
Hazardous Watershed Fire Areas?

b) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 18 of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact
lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

19. Aviation Hazards (Airports)

Wíll the proposed project

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

X

b) W¡ll the proposed project result in residential
development, a church, a school, or high
commercial business located within a
sphere of influence of a County airport?

X

c) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 19 of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X

lmpact Discussion:

19a. The proposed project is not located within the sphere of influence of Oxnard,
Camarillo, Santa Paula or Naval Base Ventura County airports. Therefore, the proposed
project will be in compliance with the County's Airpoft Comprehensive Land Use Plan
and Federal Aviation Regulation Part77.

19b. The proposed project is not located within the sphere of influence of Oxnard,
Camarillo, Santa Paula or Naval Base Ventura County airports. Also, the proposed
project will not result in residential development, a church, a school or a high
commercial purpose buildings within the same sphere of influence,

'19c. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 19 of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Based on the above discussion, the proposed project will have no project-specific or
cumulative impacts on aviation hazards.

Mitigatio n/Residual lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. No impact identified

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect'nlssue (Responsible Department)"

N LS PS N LS PS-M PS
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact

N LS PS_M PS N LS PS-M PS

lssue (Responsible Department)*

20a. Haza¡dous Materials/Waste - Materials (EHDi Fire)

W¡ll the proposed project

1) Utilize hazardous materials in compliance
with applicable state and local requirements
as set forth ìn Section 20a of the lnitial
Study Assessment Guidelines?

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 20a of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X

lmpact Discussion:

20A-1. The proposed project includes the use of hazardous materials typically
associated with back-up power supply for communication facilities. lmproper storage,
handling, and disposal of these material(s) could result in the creat¡on of adverse
impacts to the environment. Compliance with applicable state and local regulations will
reduce potential project-specific and cumulative impacts to a level considered less than
significant.

20A-2. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for ltem 20a of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines

Project-specific and cumulative impacts related to hazardous materials/waste are
considered less than significant.

Mitigation/Residual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. No impact identified

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect**lssue (Responsible Department)"

N LS PS_M PS N LS PS-M PS

20b. Hazardous MaterialsM/aste - Waste (EHD)

Will the proposed project:
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Gumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

lssue (Respohsible Department)*

X
1) Comply with applicable state and local

requirements as set forth in Section 20b of
the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X
2) Be consistent with the applicable General

Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 20b of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

lmpact Discussion:

20b-1. The proposed project is not considered an act¡vity that generates hazardous
waste. The project will not have any project-specific or cumulative impacts relative to
hazardous wastes.

20b-2. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for ltem 20b of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Based on the above discussion, the proposed project will have no project-specific or
cumulative impacts on hazardous waste.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s)
No mitigation required, No impacts identified.

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

N LS PS-M PS

lssue (Responsible Department)*

21. Noise and Vibration

Will the proposed project:
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect"*

Gumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact
lssue (Responsible DepaÉment)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

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

X X

b) Either individually or when combined with
other recently approved, pending, and
probable future projects, include
construction activities involving blasting,
pile-driving, vibratory compaction,
demolition, and drilling or excavation which
exceed the threshold criteria provided in the
Transit Noise and Vibration lmpact
Assessment (Section 1 2.2)?

X X

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

X X

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

X X

e) lnvolve blasting pile-driving, vibratory
compaction, demolition, drilling, excavation,
or other similar types of vibration-generating
activities which have the potential to either
individually or when combined with other
recently approved, pending, and probable
future projects, exceed the threshold criteria
provided in the Transit Noise and Vibration
lmpact Assessment [Hanson, Carl E , David
A. Towers, and Lance D. Meister. (May
2006) Section 12,21?

X X
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact
lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

f) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 21 of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X

lmpact Discussion:

21a, 21b & 21c. The nearest sensitive receptor is an existing single family dwelling
located about 397 feet northwest of the proposed wireless communication facility's
lease area. The facility is expected to produce minimal electronic noise with the
operation of the proposed electrical equipment located inside the equipment area. The
equipment area would be surrounded by a 6-foot high chain link fence with green slats
around the fence. However, the amount of noise emitted from the operation and
maintenance of the facility will not exceed the ambient noise level thresholds for noise
generating uses as established in the Ventura County General Plan Noise Policy (Policy
2.16.2-1), or the conclusions identified in the Noise Assessment Study (Advanced
Engineering Acoustics, March 21, 2011) that was prepared in 2011 when the
construction of the existing singly family dwelling was proposed onsite. The proposed
facility would be located about 20 feet from the edge of a clifl on the project parcel. The
noise emitted from the facility equipment would be partially attenuated by the existing
row of trees that screen the eastern podion of the existing single family dwelling that is
located about 397 feet from the proposed lease area. Proposed facility noise will further
be padially attenuated by the agricultural crops and palm trees that surround the
proposed lease area. Based on the existing conditions, the distance to the nearest
sensitive receptor, and design of the facility, project-specific and cumulative impacts
relative to noise/vibration will be less than significant.

During the construction phase of the proposed project, noise is expected to be
produced. However, the construction phase will be temporary in nature, lasting
approximately 60 days. By restricting the noise-generating activities to the days and
times during which residential uses are not "noise-sensitive", noise impacts would be
less than significant, To ensure this, the applicant will be required to limit noise-
generating construction activities to the daytime (i.e.,7:00 AM to 7:00 PM, Monday
through Friday, and 9:00 AM to 7:00 PM, Saturday, Sunday, and local holidays), which
is the time during which residential uses typically are not noise sensitive (County of
Ventura Construction Noise Threshold Criteria and Control Plan, July 2010, page 5,
Figure 3).

21c. The proposed project does not include any transit use.

21d. The proposed project would not generate new heavy vehicle (e.g., semi-truck or
bus) trips on the private roads leading to the project lease area. Traffic will be limited to
construction activity and occasional maintenance work.
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21e The proposed project will include construction activities. However they will be
temporary in nature. By restricting the noise-generating activities to the days and times
during which residential uses (such as the residential development south of the project
site) are not "noise-sensitive", noise impacts would be less than significant. To ensure
this, the project will be subject to standard conditions of approval that limit noise-
generating construction activities to the daytime (i.e., 7:00 AM to 7:00 PM, Monday
through Friday, and 9:00 AM to 7:00 PM, Saturday, Sunday, and local holidays), which
is the time during which residential uses typically are not noise sensitive (County of
Ventura Construction Noise Threshold Criteria and Control Plan, July 20'10, page 5,

Figure 3).

21f .The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 21 of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Therefore, project-specific and cumulative impacts on noise/vibration will be less than
significant.

Mitigation/Residua I lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant.

lmpact Discussion:

22a, The proposed project includes the construction of a wireless communications
facility within a 1,225 square foot lease area. The proposed faux mono-palm will be
visible from public viewing locations, such as U.S. Highway 101. The proposed
accessory equipment area will not be visible from these public viewing locations, due to
the facility's location on the project site (i.e. 20 feet from the edge of the cliff). The

Project lrnpact Degree
Of Effect**

lmpact

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS

lssue (Responsible Department)*

22. Daytime Glare

Will the proposed project

X X

a) Create a new source of disability glare or
discomfort glare for motorists travelling
along any road of the County Regional
Road Network?

X
b) Be consistent with the applicable General

Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 22 of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?
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design of the facility will not include any components that would cause a glare to
motorists traveling along these roadways, as the proposed panel antennas will be
screened by the palm tree's foliage. Thus, a new source of disability glare or discomfod
glare would not be created as a result of the proposed project.

22b'. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 22 of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Based on the above discussion, the proposed project will not have any project-specific
or cumulative impacts on daytime glare,

Mitigation/Residual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant

lmpact Discussion:

23a. The proposed project may have impacts to public health associated with
hazardous materials. Compliance with applicable state and local regulations will reduce
potential project-specific and cumulative impacts to a level considered less than
significant.

23b. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 23 of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Therefore, project-specific and cumulative impacts related to public health are
considered less than significant.

Mitigation/Resid ual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant.

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect*'lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

23. Public Health (EHD)

Will the proposed project:

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

X

b) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 23 of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact
lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

24. Greenhouse Gases (VCAPCD)

Will the proposed project:

a) Result in environmental impacts from
greenhouse gas emissions, either project
specifically or cumulatively, as set forth in

CEQA Guidelines SS 15064(h)(3), 15064.4,
15130(b)(1XB) and -(d), and 15183.5?

X

lmpact Discussion:

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

Therefore, project-specific and cumulative impacts related to greenhouse gases are
considered less than signlficant.

Mitigation/Resid ual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant.

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

lmpact
lssue (Responsible Depa rtment)*

LS N LS PS

25. Community Character (Plng.)

Will the proposed project:
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Gumulative
Degree Of Effect**

PS-M PS

lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS N LS PS-M PS

X X

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

located?

X X
b) Be consistent with the applicable General

Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 25 of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

lmpact Discussion:

25a. The proposed project will not be out of character with the open space and
agr¡cultural uses surrounding the site. The proposed 1,225 square foot lease area
includes the installation of a 45-foot tall wireless communication facility (i.e. mono-
palm), accessory equ¡pment and a 189 square foot shelter that would be surrounded by
a 6 foot high chain link fence with green slats around the perimeter of the fence.

The project site is located in a sparsely populated residential community located along
BatesRoad,nofthof U.S. 101 intheCarpentaria/RinconPointareaof VenturaCounty.
The proposed project lease is located on a 10.05 acre parcel above Rincon Point, and
more than 1,000 feet from the Santa Barbara County line. The community includes two
single family dwellings, a barn and several hundreds of acres of agriculture. Parcels in
the community rage in size from one acre to 600 acres. The wireless communications
facility would be located just norlh of a steep cliff in the southwestern portion of the
subject propeñy and will be predominantly screened by existing palm trees as well as
theproposedstealthdesignofthefacility(i.e.afauxpalmtree).@

Minor removal and recompaction of the soil is required to
develo.pment the project. About 0.29 acres of native vegetation would be removed to
accommodate the installation of the proposed facility,

About 38 single family dwellings are located within a private community on Rincon
Point. This private community is located about 692 feet south of the project lease area,
across U.S. Highway 101 and adjacent to the Pacific Ocean. Rincon Beach public
parking area and access to the public beach is located immediately nofih of this private
community. As demonstrated in the photo-simulations prepared by the SEC Wireless
Engineering Group, dated February 19, 2015 (Attachment 2), the stealth design of the
wireless communications facility and the existing row of palm trees will soften the view
of the facility from the public. As discussed in item 6 of this initial study, the required 30
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feet of vegetation clearance, as required by the Ventura County Fire Protection District
for fuel modification setback purposes, woLtld furlher blend the proposed facility into the
surround landscape. This is because the applicant would be required to plant and
maintain drought tolerant ground cover and shrubs within the 3O-foot fuel modification
setback from the proposed mono-palm. The planting of non-invasive, non-flammable
shrubs and ground cover within the setback area will restore the vegetation that would
be eliminated as a result fuel modification requirements noted in mitigation measure
BIO-3, as discussed in item 4b of this initial study.

Given the distance from the public viewpoints to the project area, the limited height (45
feet) of the facility, the lack of public v¡ews of the equipment enclosure, and the blending
of the mono-palm into the surrounding landscape, impacts on community character
resulting from project implementation will be less than significant.

25b. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 25 of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Therefore, project-specific and cumulative impacts on community character will be less
than significant.

Mitigation/Residual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant.

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**lssue (Res ponsible Department)*

t_s PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

26. Housing (Plng.)

Will the proposed project:
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect**

N LS PS-M PS

lssue (Responsible DepaÉment)*

N LS PS-M PS

a) Eliminate three or more dwelling units that
are affordable to:
. moderate-income households that are

located within the Coastal Zone,
and/or,

. lower-incomehouseholds?

X

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

X

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

X

d) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 26 of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X

lmpact Discussion:

26a: The project does not include the elimination of any existing dwelling units, The
project will not create a demand for new housing, as the facility would be unmanned.

26b: As stated in the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines (146), any project that
involves construction has an impact on the demand for additional housing due to
potential housing demand created by construction workers. However, construction
worker demand is a less than significant project-specific and cumulative impact because
construction work is shorl-term and there is a sufficient pool of construction workers
within Ventura County and the Los Angeles metropolitan regions.

26c. The project will not result in 30 or more new "full time equivalent" lower income
employees. Therefore, the proposed project will have no impact on housing.

26d: The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 26 of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines regarding housing.

Based on the above discussion, the proposed project will not have any project-specific
or cumulative impacts on housing.

Mitigation/Resid ua I lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. No imþact identified,
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect**lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

27a(11. Transportation & Circulation - Roads and Highways - Level of Service (LOS)(PWA)

Will the proposed project:

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

X X

lmpact Discussion

27a(l)-a. The project is an unmanned wireless communication facility. The project will
not generate additional traffic on the Regional Road Network and local public roads.
The current level of maintenance traffic associated with the existing facility would not
change with the installation of the proposed facility. Therefore, the project does not have
the potential to alter the level of service (LOS) of County roads near the project. Thus,
project-specific and cumulative impacts related to level of service will be less than
significant.

Therefore, project-specific and cumulative impacts on level of service will be less than
significant.

Mitigation/Residual lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual irnpacts will be less than significant

Impact Discussion

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Gumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect**lssue (Responsible Department)"

N LS PS_M PS N LS PË

27a(21. Transportation & Circulation - Roads and Highways - Safety and Design of Public Roads
(PWA)

Will the proposed project:

a) Have an Adverse, Significant Project-Specific
or Cumulative lmpact to the Safety and Design
of Roads or lnlersections within the Regional
Road Network (RRN) or Local Road Network
(LRN)?
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27a(2)-a. The project already has adequate access Therefore the proposed project
will not result in any project-specific impacts related to private access, or contribute to
cumulative impacts related to private access.

Thus, project-specific and cumulative impacts related to level of service will be less than
significant.

Mitigation/Residual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant

lmpact Discussion:

27a(3)-a. The proposed access road to the proposed lease area meets current Fire
District Access standards and Ventura County Public Roads Standards. As a result, the
proposed project would result in less than significant project-specific and cumulative
adverse impacts relating to safety and design of private access.

27a(s)-b. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for ltem 27a(3) of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines

Therefore, project-specific and cumulative impacts on safety and design of private
access roads will be less than significant.

MitigationiResidua I lm pact(s)

No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect.*

lmpact

N

lss ue (Responsible Department)*

LS PS-M PS N LS PS

27a(31. Transportation & Circulation - Roads & Highways - Safety & Design of Private Access
(vcFPD)

a) lf a private road or private access is
proposed, will the design of the private road
meet the adopted Private Road Guidelines
and access standards of the VCFPD as
listed in the lnitial Study Assessment
Guidelines?

X X

b) Will the project be consistent with the
applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 27a(3) of the lnitial Study
Assessment Guidelines?

X X
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

lmpactCumulative
Degree Of Effect**lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M

27a(41. Transportation & circulation - Roads & Highways - Tactical Access (vcFPD)

PS

Will the proposed project:

a) lnvolve a road or access, public or private,
that complies with VCFPD adopted Private
Road Guidelines?

X X

b) Be consistent wjth the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 27a(4) of
the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X

lmpact Discussion:

27a(4)-a The access road to the proposed lease area meets current Fire DistrictAccess
standards and Ventura County Public Roads Standards. As a result, the proposed
project would result in less than significant project-specific and cumulative adverse
impacts relating to safety and design of private access,

27a(4)-b. The project will be consistent with the appl¡cable General Plan Goals and
Policies for ltem 27a(4) of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines

Therefore, project-specific and cumulative impacts on tactical access will be less than
significant.

Mitigation/Residual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant,

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact
lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS

27b. Transportation & Girculation - Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities (PWA/Plng.)

Will the proposed project
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact

PS_M PS N LS PS-M PS

lssue (Responsible Department)"

N LS

X X

1) Will the Project have an Adverse, Significant
Project-Specific or Cumulative lmpact to
Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities within the
Regional Road Network (RRN) or Local Road
Network (LRN)?

2) Generate or attract pedestrian/bicycle traffic
volumes meeting requirements for protected
highway crossings or pedestrian and bicycle
facilities?

X

3) Be consistent with the applicable General Plan
Goals and Policies for ltem 27b of the lnitial
Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X

lmpact Discussion:

27b-1 & 27b-2. The proposed project includes the installation of a 45-foot tall wireless
communication facility (i.e. mono-palm), accessory equipment and a 189 square foot
shelter that would be surrounded by a 6 foot high chain link fence with green slats
around the perimeter of the fence. The Transportation Department comments that the
proposed project will not generate significant pedestrian and bicycle traffic on the local
public roads. Therefore, project-specific and cumulative impacts to pedestrian/bicycle
use are considered less than significant.

27b-3. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for ltem 27b o'f the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines

Therefore, project-specific and cumulative impacts on pedestrian/bicycle facilities will be
less than significant.

Mitigation/Residual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant.

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect*"

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

lssue (Responsible DepaÉment)*

27c. Transportation & Circulation - Bus Transit
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

N LS PS

lssue (Responsible Department)*

PS-M LS PS-M

Cumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect**

N PS

Will the proposed project:

1) Substantially interfere with existing bus
transit facilities or routes, or create a

substantial increase in demand for
additional or new bus transit
facilitie s/se rvices?

X X

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 27c of lhe
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X

lmpact Discussion:

27c-1. The project site is not located near any bus transit facilities. The nearest bus
route is the Gold Coast Transit line stop on Main Street adjacent to the San Buena
Ventura Mission in Ventura. The proposed wireless communications facility is not a use
that will generate new demand for bus transit. The wireless communications facility
would be unmanned, aside from occasional maintenance.

27c-2. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for ltem 27c of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines

Therefore, project-specific and cumulative impacts on bus transit will be less than
significant.

Mitigation/Resid ual lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect"*lssue (Responsible Depa rtment)n

N LS N LS PS-M PS

27d. Transportation & Circulation - Railroads

Will the proposed project:
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect.*

Cumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect**lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

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

X

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 27d of lhe
lnítial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X

lmpact Discussion

27d-\. The construction, operation and ma¡ntenance of the proposed wireless
communications facility will not intedere ex¡sting railroad facility located 297 'feet south
of the proposed lease area, The proposed wireless facility is not a use that will generate
new demand for rail usage. The wireless communications facility would also be
unmanned. Thus, there would be no increase in the demand for rail usage.

27d-2. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for ltem 27d of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines

Therefore, project-specific and cumulative impacts on railroads will be less than
significant.

Mitigation/Residual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**lss ue (Responsible Depa rtment)*

N LS PS-M I ps N ta PS

27e. TranspoÍation & Circulation - Airports (Airports)

Will the proposed project:
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact
lss ue (Responsible Depa rtment)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

1) Have the potential to generate complaints
and concerns regarding interference with
airports?

X
2) Be located within the sphere of influence of

either County operated airport?

3) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 27e of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X

lmpact Discussion:

27e-1. & 27e-2, The proposed project is not located within two miles of any public
airport. ln addition, the proposed wireless communications facility is not a use that will
generate new demand for airports. The wireless communications facility would be
unmanned, aside from occasional maintenance.

27e-3. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for ltem 27e of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Therefore, there will not be any project-specific impact or cumulative impacts related to
air traffic safety.

Mitigation/Residual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant.

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS.M PS

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

Will the proposed project;
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact
lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

V

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

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 27f of lhe
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X

lmpact Discussion;

27f-1. The proposed project is not adjacent to any harbor, will not affect the operations
of a harbor, and will not increase the demands on harbor facilities. Therefore, the
proposed project has no project-specific impact, and will not contribute to cumulative
impacts, related to harbors.

27f-2. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 27f of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Therefore, there will not be any project-specific impact or cumulative impacts related to
harbor facilities

Miti gation/Resid ua I lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant.

lmpact Discussion:

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

lmpact
lssue (Responsible Department)*

PS PS-M PS

279. Transportation & Circulation - Pipelines

Will the proposed project:

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

X

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 279 of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X
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279-1. The installation, construction and operation of the unmanned wireless
communications facility will not affect the operation of an existing pipeline, as no
pipelines located directly beneath the facility lease area. Therefore, the proposed
project has no project-specific impact, and will not contribute to cumulative impacts,
related to pipelines,

279-2. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for ltem 279 of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Therefore, there will not be any project-specific impact or cumulative impacts related to
pipelines.

Mitigation/Residual lm pact(s)
No mitigation required, Residual impacts will be less than significant.

lmpact Discussion:

28a-1. The proposed project will not require a supply of domestic water. Thus, the
proposed project will not have any project-specific or cumulative impacts on water
quality.

28a-2. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for ltem 28a of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Therefore, there will not have any project-specific or cumulative impacts related to water
supply quality.

Miti gation/Residual lm pact(s)

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

28a. Water Supply - Quality (EHD)

Will the proposed project:

1) Comply with applicable state and local
requirements as set forth in Section 28a of
the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 28a of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect*"

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

lssue (Responsible Department)*

28b. Water Supply - Quantity (WPD)

Will the proposed project:

1) Have a permanent supply of water?

X X

2) Either individually or cumulatively when
combined with recently approved, current,
and reasonably foreseeable probable future
projects, introduce physical development
that will adversely affect the water supply -

quantity of the hydrologic unit in which the
project site is located?

X X
3) Be consistent with the applicable General

Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 28b of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidellnes?

No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant

lmpact Discussion:

28b-1 & 28b-2. The project consists of the operation and maintenance of an unmanned
wireless communications facility. There is no water demand for the proposed project.
Thus, the project will not affect the quantity of water resources.

2Bb-3. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for ltem 28b of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines

Therefore, there will not be any project-specific or cumulative impacts related to water
supply quantity.

M itigation/Resid ual lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant.

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect"*

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lrnpact

PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS
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Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact

N LS

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect*-

PS-M PS N LS PS_M PS

lssue (Responsible Department)*

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

Will the proposed project:

1) Meet the required fire flow? X

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 28c of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X

lmpact Discussion:

28c-1. The project site consists of the installation, operation and maintenance of a
wireless communications facility. The communication facility does not require water for
fire suppression and can be adequately protected from the nearest fire station.

2Bc-2. The proposed project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals
and Policies for ltem 28c of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines

Therefore, there will not be any project-specific or cumulative impacts related to water
supply quantity.

Mitigation/Resid ual lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

N LS

lssue (Responsible Depa rtment)'
PS N LS PS

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

Will the proposed project:
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lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS-M

Project fmpact Degree
Of Effect**

PS N LS PS-M

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact

PS

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

X X

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 29a of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

lmpact Discussion

29a-1. The proposed project will not require the use of an individual sewage disposal
system. The proposed project will not create any project-specific or cumulative impacts
relative to individual sewage disposal.

29a-2, The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for ltem 29a of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Therefore, there will not be any project-specific or cumulative impacts related to
individual sewage disposal systems.

Mitigation/Residual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant

lmpact Discussion:

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Gumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact
lss ue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M

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

Will the proposed project:

1) Comply with applicable state and local
requirements as set forth in Section 29b of
the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 29b of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X
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29b-1. The proposed project will not require sewage disposal,

29b-2. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for ltem 29b of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines

Therefore, there will not be any project-specific or cumulative impacts related to sewage
collection facilities.

Miti gation/Resid ual lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant.

lmpact Discussion:

29c-1. As required by California Public Resources Code (PRC) 41701, Ventura
County's Countywide Siting Element (CSE), adopted in June 2001 and updated
annually, confirms Ventura County has at least 15 years of disposal capacity available
for waste generated by in-County projects. Because the County currently exceeds the
minimum disposal capacity required by state PRC, the proposed project will have less
than significant project-specific impacts, and will not make a cumulatively considerable
contribution to significant cumulative impacts related to Ventura County's solid waste
disposal capacity.

29c-2. Ventura County Ordinance 4421 requires all discretionary permit applicants
whose proposed project includes construction and/or demolition activities to reuse,
salvage, recycle, or compost a minimum of 60% of the solid waste generated by their
project. The IWMD's waste diversion program (Form B Recycling Plan/Form C Report)
ensures this 60% diversion goal is met prior to issuance of a final zoning clearance for
use inauguration or occupancy, consistent with the Ventura County General Plan's

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect*'

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect'*

lmpact
lssue (Responsible Department)-

N LS PS N LS PS_M PS

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

Will the proposed project

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

X

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

X X
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Waste Treatment & Disposal Facility Goals 4.4.1-1 and -2 and Policies 4.4.2-1, -2, -4,
and -6. ln addition, the proposed project will be consistent with the Ojai Valley Area
Plan's Waste Treatment & Disposal Facilities Goals 4.3.1-1 and -2, and Policy 4.3.2-3.
Therefore, the proposed project will have less than significant project-specific impacts,
and will not make a cumulatively considerable contribution to significant cumulative
impacts, related to the Ventura County's General Plan goals and policies for solid waste
disposal capacity.

Therefore, project-specific and cumulative impacts related to solid waste management
are considered less than significant.

M iti gation/Residua I lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant.

lmpact Discussion:

29d-1. The proposed project does not include a solid waste facility,

29d-2. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for ltem 29d of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Therefore, there will not be any project-specific or cumulative impacts related to solid
waste facilities.

Mitigation/Resid ual lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact
lssue (Responsible Department)'

N LS PS N LS PS.M PS

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

Will the proposed project;

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

X X

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 29d of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact
lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

30. Utilities

Will the proposed project:

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

X

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

X

c) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 30 of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X

lmpact Discussion:

30a. & 30b. The project site is located in an area in which adequate electrical service is
available. No facility will need to be re-routed or expanded to serve the proposed
project. Thus, the proposed project will not cause a disruption or re-routing of an
ex¡sting utility facility or cause substantially increased demand on an electrical
generating utility,

30c. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 30 of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Therefore, there will not be any project-specific or cumulative impacts related to utilities.

Mitigation/Res idual lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect*'

lmpact
lssue (Responsible Department).

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

31a. Flood Control FacilitiesMatercourses - Watershed Protection District (WPD)

Will the proposed project:
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect**lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

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

X

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

X

lmpact Discussion:

31a-1. The proposed site is located approximately 970-feet easterly of Rincon Creek,
which is a Ventura County Watershed Protection District (District) jurisdictional red line
channel. No direct drainage connections to District jurisdictional red line channels are
indicated as part of the application. District staff determined that the project location
mitigates the direct and indirect project-specific and cumulative impacts to flood control
facilities and watercourses. Thus, the project design will not result in adverse impacts
on flood controlfacilities and watercourses.

31a-2. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for ltem 31a of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Therefore, projeclspecific and cumulative impacts related to red line channels under
the jurisdiction of the Watershed Protection District are considered less than significant.

Mitigation/Residual lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant.

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**lssue (Responsible Depa rtment)*

N LS PS_M PS N LS PS-M PS

31b. Flood Control FacilitiesMatercourses - Other Facilities (PWA)

Will the proposed project
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect*É

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

N LS PS-M PS N

lssue (Responsible Department)*

LS PS_M PS

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

X X

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

X

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

X X

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

X

5) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 3'1b of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X

lmpact Discussion:

31b-1 & 31b-2. Project runoff will flow from impervious surfaces. However the runoff will
not create an obstruction of flow in ex¡stíng drainage improvements. This is due to the
small area of the new impervious surfaces (less than 0.02 acres) resulting from the
project, and the fact that runoff will be returned to sheet flow conditions which will not
concentrate flow and allow erosion and subsequent deposition within existing channels.
ln addition, the proposed project will not impact the capacity of the existing drainage
improvements on the 10.O5-acre site and overall drainage patterns will be unaltered.

31b-3. Project runoff will be returned to existing natural conditions thatwill be similarto
the present offsite flow. Thus, there will not be an increase in effects on Areas of
Special Flood Hazard than the pre-project condition.

31b-4.The project may result in a slight increase in flow due to the impervious surface
area (less than 0.02 acres) proposed by this project. As a result, runoff will be returned
to natural sheet flow conditions prior to entering the existing drainages. Due the small
area of impervious surface and return of runoff to natural sheet flow conditions, the
impact to the natural and man-made channels and facilities will be less than significant.

31b 5.The proposed project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals
and Policies for ltem 31b of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines,
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Based on the above discussion, the proposed project will have less than significant
project-specific or cumulative impacts on flood control facilities

Mitigatíon/Residual lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. lmpacts will be less than significant.

lmpact Discussion:

32a. According the lSAGs, the proposed wireless communication facility is not a use
that is considered to increase the potential need for law enforcement or emergency
services. To deter the possibility of theft or vandalism, the equipment area will continue
to be surrounded by fencing. The applicant will also be required to construct and
maintain the exterior sudaces of all structures of the communication facility for the life of
the permit. Thus, there will not be any project-specific or cumulative impacts related to
law enforcement or emergency services.

32b. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 32 of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Based on the above discussion, the proposed project will have no project-specific or
cumulative impacts on law enforcernent/emergency services.

Mitigation/Resid ua I lmpact(s)
No mitigation required, No impact identified.

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact
lssue (Responsible Department)-

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

32. Law Enforcem ent/Em ergen cy Se rv i ces (Sh eriff)

Will the proposed project:

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

X

b) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 32 of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact
lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect*t

Cumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect'*lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

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

Will the proposed project;

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

X

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

X

3) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 33a of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X

lmpact Discussion:

33a-1: The nearest fire station to the project site is Fire Station No. 25 in Mussel Shoals.
The proposed project will not be located in excess of five miles, measured from the
apron of the fire station to the structure or pad of the proposed structure, from a full-time
paid fire department.

33a-2'. The proposed project will not require additional fire stations and personnel, given
the estimated response time from the nearest fulllime paid fire depadment to the
project site.

33a-3: The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for ltem 33a of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Therefore, projeclspecific and cumulative impacts on fire protection services will be
less than significant.

Mitigation/Resid ual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. No impact identified.

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact
lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Gumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect**lssue (Responsible Department)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

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

Will the proposed project;

1) Result in the need for additional personnel? X V

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

X

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

X X

lmpact Discussion:

33b-1: The proposed unmanned communications facility will not result in the need for
add itional VCFPD personnel.

33b-2: The proximity of the project site to the existing fire department facilities is
adequate to provide service. Thus, a new facility or additional equipment will not be
required.

33b-3: The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for ltem 33b of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Therefore, project-specific and cumulative impacts on fire personnel, equipment and
facilities will be less than significant.

Mitigation/Resid ual lmpact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant.

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Gumulative
Degree Of Effect..

lmpact
lssue (Responsible DepaÉment)*

N LS PS N LS PS-M PS

34a. Education - Schools

Will the proposed project:
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative
Degree Of Effect**

lmpact
lssue (Responsible Depaftment)*

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

1) Substantially interfere with the operations of
an existing school facility? ^

X

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 34a of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X

lmpact Discussion;

34a-1: The Ventura Unified School District serves the project area. The proposed
project does not involve a residential use. Thus, the proposed use will not substantially
interfere with the operat¡ons of an existing school facility. Thus, there will not be any
project-specific or cumulative impacts related to schools.

34a-2. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for ltem 34a of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Therefore, there will not be any project-specific or cumulative impacts related to
schools.

Mitigation/Resid ual lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant.

Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**lssue (Responsible Department)*

N PS N LS PS

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

Will the proposed project:
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative lmpact
Degree Of Effect**

N

lssue (Responsible Department)*

LS PS-M PS N LS PS-IM PS

X

X

1) Substantially intedere with the operations of
an existing public library facility?

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

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

4) ln combination with other approved projects
in its vícinity, cause a public library facility to
become overcrowded?

5) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 34b of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X

lmpact Discussion

34b-1: The closest County Library is the Avenue Library, which is located more than 5

miles from the project site. The proposed project does not involve a residential use. As a
result, the proposed use will not substantially intedere with the operations of an existing
public library facility.

34b-2'. The proposed project will not put additional demands on a public library facility
which is currently deemed overcrowded.

34b-3: The proposed project will not limit the ability of individuals to access public library
facilities by private vehicle or alternative transpoftation modes.

34b-4: The proposed project will not limit the ability of individuals to access public library
facilities by private vehicle or alternative transportation modes.

34b-5. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for ltem 34b of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Therefore, there will not be any project-specific or cumulative impacls related to
libraries.

Mitigation/Resid ua I lm pact(s)
No mitigation required. Residual impacts will be less than significant.
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Project lmpact Degree
Of Effect**

lmpactCumulative
Degree Of Effect**

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M PS

Will the proposed project:

lssue (Responsible Department)*

35. Recreation Facilities (GSA)

a) Cause an
recreation,
corridors?

lncrease
parks,

in the
and/or

demand for
trails and X X

b) Cause a decrease in recreation, parks,
and/or trails or corridors when measured
against the following standards:
. Local ParkslEacilities - 5 acres of

developable land (less than 15% slope)
per 1 000 population;

o Reqional Parks/Facilities - 5 acres of
developable land per 1 000 population,
or,

. Reqional Trails/Corridors - 2.5 miles per
1 ,000 population ?

X X

c) lmpede future development of Recreation
Parks/Facilities and/or Regional
Trails/Corridors?

X X

d) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for ltem 35 of the
lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines?

X X

lmpact Discussion;

35a to 35c: The proposed wireless communications facility would not result in an
increase in population within the Rincon Point area, thereby creat¡ng a new demand for
parks, trails, or other recreational facilities. The proposed wireless communications
facility does not involve development that could adversely intedere with the use or
development of the parks. Finally, there are no trails located within the vicinity of the
project site with which the proposed project could interJere. Therefore, project-specific
and cumulative impacts on recreat¡onal uses are considered less than significant.

35d. The project will be consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for ltem 35 of the lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Therefore, project-specific and cumulative impacts on recreation facilities will be less
than significant.
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Miti gationiResidua I lm pact(s)
No mitigation required, Residual impacts will be less than significant

*Key to the agenciesidepartments that are responsible for the analysis of the items above:
Airports - Department Of Airports AG. - Agricultural Department VCAPCD - Air Pollut¡on Control D¡str¡ct
EHD - Environmental Health Division VCFPD - Fire Protection District GSA - General Serv¡ces Agency
Harbors - Harbor Departmenl Lib Agency - Library Services Agency Plng, - Planning Division
PWA - Public Works Agency Sheriff - Sheriff s Department WPD - Watershed Protection District

**Key to lmpact Degree of Effect:
N - No lmpact
LS - Less than Significant lmpact
PS-M - Potentially Significant but Mitigable lmpact
PS - Potentially Signif¡cant lmpâct

Section C - Mandatory Findings of Significance

Based on the information contained within Section B

Yes No

Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of
the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of
a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate important
examples of the major periods of California history or
prehistory?

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

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

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

Findings Discussion:

1. As stated above in Section B, item 4b and item 8a the proposed project may cause
potentially significant impacts on biological resources and archeological resources.
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However, mitigation measures have been identified that would avoid or reduce those
impacts to less than significant levels. Therefore, the proposed project will not pose any
threat to fish and wildlife, degrade the quality of the environment, nor will it cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly, The proposed
project will also not pose any threat to archeological resources, degrade the quality of
the environment, nor will it cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly.

2, As stated above in Section A, the proposed project site is located on an 10.05 acre
properly in the unincorporated area of Ojai. The proposed construction, operation
and maintenance of the wireless communications facility will not create any
significant impacts that would affect long term environmental goals.

3. As stated in Sections A and B, the proposed project will not create any impacts that
are individually limited but cumulatively considerable.

4. As stated in Section B, the proposed project does involve the use of hazardous
materials. However, the applicant will be required to properly store, handle and
dispose of these materials per state law. The proposed project does not involve
noise that will interfere with surrounding uses, traffic hazards, or adverse impacts to
water bodies located on or around the project site. Therefore, the proposed project
will not create any environmental effects that will cause substantial adverse effects,
either directly or indirectly on human beings.

Section D - Determination of Environmental Document

Based on this initial evaluation:

tl I find the proposed project could not have a significant effect on the environment, and
a Neqative Declaration should be prepared.

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

t1 I find the proposed project, individually and/or cumulatively, MAY have a significant
effect on the environment and an Environmental lmpact Report (ElR) is required."

tl I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or
"potentially significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one
effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable
legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the
earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An Environmental lmpact Report is

required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.*

t1 I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed
adequately in an earlier EIR or Negative Declaration pursuant to applicable standards,
and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or Negative
Declaration, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed ,upon the
proposed project, nothing further is required.
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Krist na Boe ro, Associate Planner Date

Attachments:

Attachment 1 - Aerial Location Map
Attachment 2 - Project Plans and Photo Simulations
Attachment 3 - List and Map of Past, Present, and Reasonably Foreseeable Future

Projects Used in the Cumulative lmpacts Analysis
Attachment 4 - lnitial Study Biological Assessment prepared for PL14-0128
Attachment 5 - Map of Cultural Resources Fencing area
Attachment 6 - Geotechnical Engineering lnvestigation, prepared by Salem Engineering

group, report dated August 18,2014
Attachment 7 - Works Cited
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lnitiai Study BIólo0icel Assessmenl Report For R¡ncon Po¡nt Verizon Wireless Unmanned Telecommunícation Wireless Ëaclllty

lnitial Study Biological Assessment

Orlginal ISBA report date: December 1 1, 2015

Revlslon report date(s!: Decembar 15,2O'15

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

Permll typo:

Appllcant: SAC Wireless, LLC

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

Total parcel(s) size: 596.66 acres

Asseggor Parcel Number(s): 008-0160-45 and 008-0160-44

Development proposal description: The proposed action consists of installing a total of six panel antennas (three

sectors, two antennas per sector) on a proposect 4S-foot stealth structure/palm tree. ln addition. Verizon Wireless
proposes to install equlpment cabinets and a standby generaior adjacent to the stealth structure/palm tree in a 35-

foot by 3s-fool fenced area. The proposed lease area will be locatêd in a cleared land portion of 008-0160-45,
Underground power and telco wilf run west from the proposed lease area to Bates Ranch Road and then beneath
the road 1o Bates Road and an existing utility source. Ground surfac€ disturbance consfsts primarlly of asphalt
pavement and cleared land areas is expected to occur as a result of th€ proposed action, with some native
vegeiation being impacted by a 1O0-foot fuel modificalion zone around the lease area.

Prepared for Ventura County Planning Divlsion by:
As a Qualified Biologist, approved by the Ventura County Plann¡ng Division, I hereby certlfy that this lnitial Study
Biological Assessment was prepared according to the Planning Division's requirements and that the slatements
furnished in the report and associated maps are true and correct to the best of my knowledge,

fvlND for PL14-0128
At¡aÒhr¡€nt 4 - initiai Study Biological

Assessmdnt PreParerl for ?L.1+0128

Dale 12115i2O15

Title: Senior Biologist Oompany: SWCA EnvlronnenialName (printed): Mìchael Cady

Phone: 626-240-0587 email: mcadY@swca,com

Date:

Title: Company:Narne (printed):

Phone: emailr

Role:



lnitial Study Biological AsB€ssmant Reporl For Rincon Point Varizon S/ireless [Jnmanned lelecorñmun¡cation Wireless Facility

lnitial Study Checklist

This Biological Assessment DID provide adequate information to make recommended CEOA findings
regarding potentially significant impacts,

t'fQl€Cl rrrryav
l-lÊ¡r"aa ñt FtlFl

üurrtrianre lfilpãOl

l_
N: No impact

Ður rueclivil¡ L_llX

LS: LËss than significant impact
PS-M: Potentially significant unless mltigation lncorporated.
PS: Potentiallysignlfìcant
' DO NOT check this box unless the Biologlcal Assessment provided information adequate enough to
develop mitigation m€asures that reduce the level of impact to less than signfficant,

,l'; r t-..\.M- r PS N LAt
[;--.rceg X

z



lnltial Study Biological Assessment Report Ëor Rincon Poinl Verlzon Wiroless Unmanned Telecommunication Wireless Faoility
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lnllial Study Bìologicel Asssssñent Repod For R¡ncon Po¡nt Vsrizon Wireless Unrncnned Telecommunicatrcn Wiraless Facility

Summary

The proposed projecl consists of the development of an unmanned telecommunication wireless facility
wíthin an area that has already been disturbed or developed, with the proposed telco and power route
being almost entirely constructed beneath existing roads. No natural plant communities will be directly
irnpacted. The sunounding areas have been altered by agriculture, residential development, and
transportation infrast¡ucture, which has fragmented and diminished the qualily of the remaining natural
habitat. No direct ímpacts to special-status species are expected due to project implementation. lndirect
impact could occur to monarch butter{ly (winter roost areas) and nesting birds, but the provided
mitigation meãsures would reduce the risk to less than significant,

Section I : Construct;on Footprint Description

Construction Footprint Definition (per the Ventura County Planning Division): The
construction footprint íncludes the proposed maximum limits of temporary or perrnanent
direct land or vegetation disturbance for a project including such things as the building
pad(s), roads/road improvements, grading, sepfic syslems, wel/s, drainage
improvements, fire hazard brush clearance area(s), tennÌs courls, poolsispas,
landscaping, storage/stockpile areas, construction staging areas, fire deparl.ment
tur¡tarounds, utility trenching and other grading areas. The construction footprìnt on
some types of projects, such as mining, oil and gas exploralion or agricultural
operations, may be quite different than the above.

Developrne nt Proposal Description :

The proposed lease area (''equipment and antenna area") wíll be located in a cleared land portion of
APN 008-0160-45. The proposed action consists of installing a total of six panel antennas (three sectors,
two antennas per sector) on a proposed 45-foot stealth structure/palrn tree. ln addition, Verizon Wireless
proposês to install equipment cabinets and a standby generator (30kwh / 132 gallon) adjacent to the
steafth structure/palm tree, which will be set on 2J-foot by 35-foot cell blockfoundation within in a 3S-foot
by 35{oot area that will be fenced (six foot high chain link fence with green slats), A Southern California
Édison transformer will be installed on a concrete pad within the fenced in area. A 1O0-foot fuel
modification zone will be maintained around the equipment and antenna area.

The equipment and antenna area will be accessed from Bates Ranch Road via a 12-foot wide and
approximately 160-foot long graded access route. Underground power and telco will be placed within a
two foot wide trench that wili run west from the proposed lease area within the access route to Bates
Ranch Road, and then within the roadway to Bates Road and an existing utility source. Ground surface
disturbance of asphalt pavement and cleared land areas is expected to occur as a result of the proposed
action,

Construction Footprint Size
Grading will be limited to the 35Joot by 3S-foot area and 12-foot wide and approximately 160-îoot long
access route, totaling 3,145 square-feet (0.07 acres). The underground power and telco will be within a
2-foot by 1,245-loal trench for 2,490 square-feet (0 06 acres). The total project footprint is 5,635 square-
feet (0.13 acres). A 10O-foot fuel modification zone willbe maintained around the equipmeni and
antenna area.

4



lní(ial Sludy Blological Assessûìent Reporl For Rincon Foinl Vorizon Wireless Unmanned Teleoommunication Wireless Facility

Development A¡ea Size (construction footprint size without driveway and brush clearance area)
The 35{oot by 3S-foot ereâ is the only aboveground development, but the underground power and telco
are included; although, it will be almost entirely beneath existing paved roads.

re

Project Design for lmpact Avoidance or Minimleation
The project was specifically located in a cleared lands area with paved roads for the underground power
and telco route,

Goastal Zone/Overlay Zones
Coastal Zone - Agriculture

Zoning
The APNs have been zoned as Open Space.

Elevation
Seventy feel at the interconnection of the tefco and power lines to the existing utility source to 192 feet at
the equipment and antenna atea.

Other
None.

Section 2: Survey lnformation

2.1 Survey Purpose

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

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

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

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

. Recommend additíonal studies necessary to adequately assess potential impacts and/or to
develop adequate rnitigation measures.

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

1,225 Fquioment and Antenna Area
3.145 Power and Telco Trench
4.370

5
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2.2 Survey Area Descript¡on

Suntey Area Definition (per the Ventura County Planning Division): The physical erea a
biologist evaluates as parf of a biological assessment. This includes a// areas that could
potentially be subjecl to direct or indirect lmpacts from the project, including, but not
limiled to: the construction footprinl, areas that would be subject lo noise, light, dusl or
runoff generated by the project; any required buffer areas (e,9., buffers surrounding
wetland habitat). The construction footprint plus a 100 to 300-foot buffer-beyond the
required fire hazard brush clearance boundary(or 2)-foot from the cut/fill boundary or
road fire hazard brush clearance boundary - whichever is greater) is generally lhe size
of a suruey area. Required off-site improvemenls-such as roacls or fire hazard brush
clearanc*are included in the survey area. Survey areas can extend off the project's
parcel(s) because indirect impacts may cross propefty lines. The extent of the suruey
area shall be determined by the bìologist in consultation with the lead agency.

Survey Araa I (SAl)
Location
The survey areâ ¡s located in the southwest corner of Ventura County, just north of U.S, Route 101
and Rincon Point, and east of the city of Carpinteria and Bates Road. The survey area ¡s located in
the southwest comer of APN 008-0160-45 and along Bates Ranch Road to Bates Road. The suruey
area boundary was notflagged,

Suruey Area Environmental Setting
The lease area for the equipment and antenna is located in a cleared lands area on relatively flat
topography just south of an orchard and north of a steep slope that has been cut for U,S, Route 10'1.
A residential building is located to the northeast and it has associated landscaping around it. The
telco and power route runs downslope from the lease area following Bates Ranch Road to Bates
Road. Vegetation along the route consists of a mix of native plant species and ornamental
landscape species. The telco and power route terminates at a utility pole that is adjacent to a
residential building.

Su rroundi ng A¡ea Environmental Seúfing
Agricultural land use continues to the east, wesi, and north of the project with some low density
residential development and isolated natural open space. U,S. Route 101 and railroad tracks are
located to the south at the base of the cut slope, There is residential development further to the
south on Rincon Point and then the Pacific Ocean.

Cover
Ground coverage ín the survey area consists of the followíng:

o o/¡ native vegetation - 40
. o/ç non-native vegetatlon - 17
t ts recently burned - 0
e o/q ag/grazing - 8
. lç bare ground/cleared/graded - 11

o o/o buildings, paved roads and other impervious cover - 24

o
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Site and Survey Map-l
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Slte and Survey Map-2
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2,3 Methodology

References
Review of reievant literature and materials was used to preliminarily ideniiiy special-status species and
other sensitive resources. The following resources were reviewed o¡ used prior to the field surveys:

. California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) Rarefind 5 (CDFW 2015) data within ten miles of
the study areal

r California Native Plant SocieÇ's (CNPS) online lnventory of Rare and Endangered Plants
containing species-specific habitat requirements for plant species (CNPS 2015);

r United States Fish and Wilcllife Service (USFWS) database of designated Crilical Habitat;

. The Jepson Manual, second edition (Baldwin et al. 2012)

' A Manual of California Vegetation (Sawyer et al. 2009),

. Calflora's What Grows Here online applìcation (Calflora 20'15):

. eBird: An online database of bird distribution and abundance [web application] (eBird 2015),

. California Herps: A Guide to the Amphibians and Reptiles of California (Nafis 2015);

. U,S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) National Wetland lnventory Wetland Geodatabase
(usFWS 2014);

. The National Wetland Plant List; 2014 wetland rating.s (Lichvar 2014); and

. California Soils Resource Lab's Soil Web Google Earth interface, queried to determine the soils
that been mapped on the project site (California Soil Resources Lab 20,10).

Section 3: The Biological lnventory

n/ey
Date (2)

nstraints (6)

| 1¿ì1t1 entlru

(7)
Key
(1)

I

I

I

GeoXT
ISBA

(4)

Assessmentlnitia iological

ng
5[e access¡blewas

Area Map f Type

2-uvptl

Period (s) I

I

Key(s )

See Appertúx One for an overview of the types of biological resources that are protected
in Ventura County,

3.1 Ecological Communities: Plant Communities, Physical Features and Wetland

Plant Gommunities

Locally impoftant or tare plant communities Were_not lound within the survey area(s)
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Major Plant Comrnunities Summary
fhe plant commun¡tíes within the project footprint cons¡sts entirely of Cleared Lands, UrbaniDisturbed or
Built-Up, and Undifferentiated Ornamental Shrubland, The Cleared Lands consisted of an area that
appears to have been cleared and graded for a long period of time, which has removed the native
vegetation comnrunity. Plant species found ìn the area were limited to Russian thistle (Sa/sola tragus)
and palm trees. Urban/Disturbed ot Built-Up consisted of the paved Bates Ranch Road and Bates Road.
The Undifferentiated Ornamental Shrubland consists of palm trees planted along the roads that had
Russian thistle at the base,

Other non-native/ornamental plant communíties located in the survey area included Undifferentiated
Ornamental Shrubland (consisting of palms and other landscaping), Agriculture (active orchard), and
Eucalyptus Grove (Eucalyptus[globulus, camalduiensts] Woodland Semí-Natural Alliance), which was
located at the intersection of Bates Road and Eates Ranch Road,

Native plant communities found in the study area were California Sagebrush-California Buckwheat Scrub
(Aftemisia californica-Et'iogonum californica Shrubland Alliance) and Coyote Brush Scrub (Baccharis
pilularis Shrubland Ailiance). The California Sagebrush Scrub was located along Bates Ranch Road and
was dominated by Californìa sagebrush (AftemÌsia californica), with California buckwheat (Eriogonum
fasciculatum), laurel sumac (Malosma laurina), and c¡rnarnentals. The Coyote Brush Scrub r¡ras a
monotypic stand located south of the equipment and antenna area, and appeared to be in poor health.
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Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas (ESHA)

ESHA is "any area in which plant or an¡mal life or their haòrÏafs ar€ either rare ot
especially valuable öecause of their specta/ ¡tature or role rn an ecosystem and whÍch
could be easily disturbed or degraded by human activities and developments" (Public
Resources Code $ 30107.5). ESHA includes coasfai dunes, beeches, tidepools,
wetlands, creek corridors, and ceftain upland habifafs in the Santa ilonica Mountains
(Ventura Çounty Coasfa/ Area Plan),

Habitats that meet the definition of ESHA Were not found within the survey area(s)

Physical Features
No distinctive physical features are located within the survey area,

Waters and Wetlands

Waters or wetlands were not founc! within the survey area(s)

Waters and Wetlands Summary
The nearest waters feature is Rincon Creek, which is located approximately 250 feet to the northeast of
the terminus of the telco and power trench on Bates Road. The creek supports Southern Coast Live Oak
Riparian Forest. Project activities will not affect Rincon Creek or its associated habitat.

Other Areas/Obs€rvations
None.
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3.2 Species

Observed Species
Plant and wildlife diversity and abur'ìrjance was low due to the study areas location within a location that
does not prov¡de habitat diversity. No special-status species were observed. The built and nonnåtive
plant communities suppoded primarily ornamental and exotic species that are typical of disturbed
habitats. Both the of the native plantcommunitles had scattered nonnative species. Wildlife specieslhat
wete obseryed were typical of urban environments. See Appendix 2 for a for a full list of observed
specieo.

Protected Trees
No protected trees were mapped and only a palm trees will be impacted as a result of the project. There
is a coast live oak in the residential property at the w-ostern terminus of the telco and power route, but
this is outside of the project footprint.

Special Status Species and Nests
See Appendix One for definitions of the types of speciaf status species that have federal, state or local
protection and for more information on the regulatlons that protect birds' nests

Special status species were obgg-¡t¿9"Ç-.-p-r-have a moderate to hlgh¡qi_e_nllgl to occur within the
slrryey area(s).

Habitat suitable for nests of birds protected under the lvligratory Bird Treaty Act does exist within
the survey area(s).

Special Status Species Summary
The developed and fragmented habitats in the study area provide low quality habitat and does not
support the sensitive habitats that are typical of special-status species. There is a high diversity of
habitats within 10 miles of the study area and most of the special-status species recorded within the
distance are associated with habitats that are not present in the project area (see Atiachment'1 ).
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3.3 Wildlife Movement and Connectivity
(lnitial Study Checklist D)

Wildlife movement or cornectivity features, or evidence thereof, were not l'ound within the survey
area(s),

Section 4: Recommended lmpact Assessrnent & Mitigation

4,1 Sufficiency of Biologícal Data

Additional inforrnation needed to make CEQA findings and develop mitigation measures:
No addÍtional information is necessary,

Additional biology.related surveys or permlts needed prior to issuance of land use permit:
No additional surveys or permits are necessary.

4.2 lrnpacts and Mitigation

A, Species Project: 2 ; Cumulative:2
lmpact 1: lndirect lmpacts tc Monarch Eutterfly Winter Roost Area

The proposed project could indirectly impact monarch butterfly winter roost areas, The telco and power
route within Bates Ranch Road is located adjacent and beneath the canopies of trees associated with
the Eucalyptus Grove within the study area. While there will be no impact to trêes that may be used for
roosting, and no permanent aboveground development in this area, the trenching and installation of the
project components could cause a temporary impact to roosting monarch butterflies, This portion should
be conducted outside of the roosting season for the species or if the species is not identified as roosting
in the area by a qualified biologist. Tha implementation of the proposed mitigation measure (MM1) will
ensure that impacts to the species are kept beiow a signifícant level.

Significance Finding - Prejecl lmpacts:Less than Significant.

Significance Finding - Cumulative lmpacts: Less than Sígnificant

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

MM1: Monarch Butterfly Wintering Roost Area Avoidance

Purpose:

To limit temporary, indirect impacts to roosting monarch butterflies^

Requirement:

Project activities near and wíthin the Ëucalyptus Grove should be conducted outside of the
winter roosting seâson (October thror,rgh March), lf project activities are scheduled during
the winter roosting season, a qualified biologíst should conduct a survey for the speoies
prior to project activities. lf the species is found to be occupylrrg the Eucalyptus Grove, the
location willbe bufferedwith an appropriate "No Construction Activity'zone and the County
of Ventura wiil be consulted on how to proceed.
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Documentation:

lf the project activities are scheduled to be conductecj duríng the winter roosting season, the
results of the biologist's survey wiil be submitted to the County of Ventura.

lmpact 2: lmpacts to Active Bird Nests

Ïhe proposed project could impact active nest of bird species that are protected by the MBTA and
California Fish and Game Code. lt is unlikely that the project would directly take a nest, due to the project
footprint being located in areas of low quality plant communities for nesting birds, but construction
actÌvities (fuel modificatíon) could directly impact nests in the Coyote Brush Scrub and indirec¡y impact
an active nest in other plant communìties by causing the parents to abandoned the nest or causing
nestlings to leave the nest to early. The implementation of the proposed mitigation mèasure (MM2J will
ensure that impacts to nesting birds are kept below a significant level.

Significanca Finding - Project lmpacts:Less than Significant.

Sìgnificance Finding - Cumulativa lmpacts:Less than Sígnificant

MM2r Active Bird Nest Avoidance

Purpose:

To limit impaots to nesting birds.

Requirement:

Pro1ect activities should be conducted outside of the nesting bird season (February 1

through August 31). lf project activities are scheduled during the nesting bird season, a
qualifled biologist should conduct a survey for aciive nests prior to project activities, lf the an
active nest is found, the location will be buffered with an appropriate "No Construction
Activity" (a minimum of 150 feet for passerines and 300 feet for raptors). A qualified
biological monitor will required to monitor the status of the nest on at least weekly basis until
the nest has fledged or failed due to non-project related causes.

Documentation:

lf the project activities are scheduled to be conducted during the nesting bird season, the
results of the biologist's survey will be submitted to the County of Ventura. lf monitoring is
required, a monitoring reporl will be submitted to the County to document the results.

B. Ecoloqical Gomm unities Proiect: None: Cumulative: None

Senqitive Plant,Ç"qmm un ities
No sensitive plant communities will be impacted.

Waters and Wetlands
No waters or wetlands will be impacted,

Environmentall.v Sensitive Habitat Areas

No environmentally sensitive habitat areas will be lmpacted

G, Habitat Connectivitv ration corridors)
No migration corridors will be impacted

'18
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Section 5: Photos
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Appendix One

Summary of Biological Resource Regulations
f he Ventura County Planning Division, as "lead agency" under CËQA fot issuing discretionary land use permits,
uses the relationship of a potential environme¡rtal effect from a proposed project to an established regulatory
standard to deternrine the significance of the potential environmentai effect. This Appendix summarizes importanl
bioiogical resourc€ regulaiions which are used by the Division's biologists (consultants and staff) in making CEQA
findings of significance:

Sensitive StatLrs Species Regulat¡ons
Nesling Bird Regulations
Plant Community Regulations
Tree Rogulations
Waters and Wetlands Regulations
Coâstal Häbitât Reguiations
\l/ild life rUigration Reg ulations
Locally lmportant Species/Communities Regulations

Sensitive Status Species Regulations
Federally Fratected Species
Ventura County is home to 29 federally listed endangered and llrreatened plant and wildlife species. The U,S. Fish
and Wildlife Service (USFWS) regulates the protection of fêderally listed endangered and threatened plant and
wildlife species,

FE (Federally Endangered); A sp€c¡es thal is in danger of extlnction throughout all or a significant portion of its
rang ê.

FT (Federally Threatened)r A species that is líkely to become endangered ln the foreseeable future,

FC (Federal Candidate): A species forwhich USFWS has sufflcient lnformatlon on its biological status anC threats
to propose it as endangered or threalened under the Endangered Species Act (ESA) but for which development of
a proposed listing regulation is precluded by other higher prlority listing actlvities,

FSC (Federal Species of Concern): A species under consideration for listing, for which there is insufficient
information to support listing at this time. These species may or may not be iisted in the lulure, and many of these
species were formerly recognized as "Category-2 Candidate" species

The USFWS requires permits for the "take" of any federally llsted endangered or threatened speciês, "Take" is
defined bythe USFWS es "to harass, harm. pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, orcollecl, orto altempt
lo engage in any such conduct: may include significanl habitat modification or degradation if il kills or injuros wildlife
by significantly impaiing essential behavioral patterns including breeding, feeding, or sheltering."

Ihe Endangered Species Act (ESA) does not provide statutory protect¡on for oandidate species or species of
concern, but USFWS €ncourages conservation efforts to protectthese species. USFWS can set up voluntary
Candidate Conseruatìon Agreements and Assurances, which provide non-F€deral landowners (public and private)
w¡th the assurance that if they implement various conservation activjties to protêct a given candidate spec¡es, they
wiil not be subject to addjtlonal restrictions if lhe species becomes listed under the ESA.

State Protecfed Species
The California Departmeni of Fish and Game (CDFG) regulates the protection of endangered, threatened, and lully
protected species listed under the California Endangered Species Act. Some species may be jointly listed under the
State and Federal Endangered Specíes Acts.

SE (California Endangered): A native species or subspecies whìch is in serious danger of becoming exiinct
throtighout all, or a significant portion, of its range dure to one cr rnore causes¡ including loss of habitat, change in
haÞitat, overexploitation, predation, competition, or disease.

ST (California Threatened): A native species or subspecies thai, aithough not presenlly threatened wilh exlinction,
is likely to becor¡e an endangered species in (he foreseeable future in the absence of the speciai prntection and
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management efforts required Þy this chapter. Any animal determined by the commission as "rare" on or before
January 1, 1985, is a "threatened species."

SFP (Callfornla Fully P¡otected Species): This designation originated from the State's initial effort in the 1960's to
identify and provide additional protection to those ên¡mals that were rare or faced possible extinci¡on. Lists were
created for fish, mamma¡s, amphibians, reptiles, and birds. Most fully protected species have also been listed as
threatened or endangered species under the more fecent endangered species laws and regulations,

SR (California Rare): A species, subspecies, or variety of plant is rare under thê Native Plant Protection Act when,
although nol presentlythreatened with extinction, it is in such small numbers throughout its range that it may
become endangered ¡f its presentenvironment worsens. Animals are no longer iisted as rare; all animals listed as
rarê before 1985 have been listed as threatened.

SSC (Callfornia Species of Special Concern): Animals that are not listed under th€ California Endangered
Species Act, but which nonetheless 1) are declining at a rale that could result ¡n l¡sting, or 2) historìcally occurred in
low numbers and known threats to their persistence currently exist,

The CDFG requ¡res permits forthe "take" of any State-listed endangered orthreatened species. Section 2080of
the Fish and Game Code prohibits "take" of any species that the California Fish and Game Commission determines
to bo endangerðd or threatêned. "Take" is defined in Sectlon 86 of the Fish arrcJ Game Code as ''hunt, pursue,
catch, caplure, orkill, or attemptto hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill."

The California Native Plant Protection Act protects endangered and rare plants of California. Section 1908, which
regulates plants listed underth¡s âct, states; "no person shall import into this state, ortake, possess, orsell within
this state, except as incident to the possessíon or sale of the real propedy on which the plant is growing, any nat¡ve
plant, or any part or product thereof, that the commiss¡on determines to be an endangered native plant or rare
native planl, except as othenvise provided in this chapter "

Unlike endangered, threatened, and rare species, forwhich a take permit may be issued, California Fully protected
species may not be taken or possessed at any t¡m€ and no licenses or permits may be issued for their take except
for collectíng these species for necessary scientiflc research and relocation of the bird species for the protection àf
llvestock.

The Californla Endangered Species Act does not prov¡de statutory protection for California species of special
concern, but they should be considered during the envíronmental review process.

California Rare Plant Ranks (RPR)

Plants with 14, 18, 2 or 4 should always be addressed in CEQA documents. Plants with a RPR 3 do not need to be
addressed in CEQA docurnents unless there is sufficient information to demonstrate that a RPR 3 plant meets the
criteria to be listed as a RPR 1, 2, or 4,

RPR 1A: Plants presumed to be extinctbecause they have notbeen seen orcollected in thewíld in California for
many years. This list includes plants that are both presumed extinct in California, as well as those planls which are
presumed extirpated in California, A plant is extinct in California if it no longer occurs in or outside of California. A
plant that is extirpated from Callfornia has been eliminated from California, but may still occur elsewhere in its
range.

RPR 1B: Pf anls that are rare throughout their range with the majo¡ity of them endemic 1o California. Most of the
plants of List 1B have declined significantly over the last century.

RPR 2l Plants that âre rare throughout their range in California, but are more common beyond the boundaries of
California, List 2 recognizes the importance of protecting the geographic range of widespread species.

Plants identified as RPR 14, 18, and 2 meet the definitions of Sec. 1901, Chapter 10 (Naflve Plant protection Act)
or Secs.2062 and 2067(Callfornia Endangered Specles Act) of the California Departmentof Fish and Game Code,
and are eligible for state listing.

RPR3: Areviewlislforplantsforwhichthereisinadequaieínformatiootoassignlhemtooneof theotherlistsor
to reject them.

RPR 4: A watch list for plants that are of lirnited distribution in California,

Global and Subnational Rankings
Though not associated directly with legal protections, species have been given a conservation status rank by
NatureServe, an internatfonal non-profit conservallon organizatfon that is the leading source for information about
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rare and endangered species and threatened ecosystems. The Ventura Counly Planning Division considers the
following ranks õs sens¡iive for the purposes of CEQA impact assessment (G = Global, S = Subnationâl or State):

G1 or S1 - Critically lmperiled
G2 or 52 - lmpêr¡lecf
G3 or S3 - Vulnerable to extirpation or €xtinction

Local ly I mporTant Specles
Locally irnportant species' protections are addressed below under "Locally lmporlant Species/Communities
Regulations,"

For llsts of some of the species in Ventura County that are protected by the above regulations, go lo
http ://lww, ventura,org/rma/planning/ceqa/bio_resource_ revlew,hlml.

Migratory Bird Regulations
fhe Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) Code
(3503,3503,5,3511, 3513 and 3800) protect most native birds. ln additlon, thefederal and state endangered
species acts protect some b¡rd species listed as threatened or endangered. Project-related impacts io birds
protected by these regulations would normally occur during the breeding s€ason, bacause unlike adult birCs, eggs
and chícks are unable to escepe impacts.

The MBTA implements various treaties and conventions between the U.S. and Canada, Japan, Mexico, and Russia
for the protection of migrato.y birds, which occur in two of these countries over ihe course of one year. The Act
maintains that it is unfawful to pursue, hunt, take, capture or kiil; attempt to take, capturo or kill; possess, offer to or
sell, barler, purchase, deliverorcauseto be shipped, expoñed, imported, transported, carried orreoeived any
m¡grêtory bird, part, nest, êgg or product, manufactured or not. Bird sBecies protected under the provisions of the
fi4BTA are identified by the L¡st of Migratory Birds (Title 50 of the Code of Federal Regulatlons, Section 10.13 as
updated by ihe 't983 American Ornithologists' Union (AOU) Checklist and published supplements through 1995 by
the USFWS).

CDFG Code 3513 upholds the MBTA by prohibiting any take or possession of birds that are designaled by the
MBTA as migratory nongame birds except as allowed by federal rules and regulations cromulgated pursuantto the
MBïA. ln addiiion, there are CDFG Codes (3503, 3503.5, 351 1, and 3800) which further protect nesting birds and
their parts, including passerine birds, râpiors, and state ''fully protected" birds.

NOTE: ïhese regulations protect almost all native nesting birds, not just sensitive status birds.

Plant Comrnunity Regulations
Plant communities are provided legal protection when they provide habitat for protected species or when the
community is in the coastal zone and qualifìes as snvironmentally sensitive habitat area (ESHA).

Globat and Subnational Rankings /

Though not associated directly with legal protections, plant communities have been given a conservation status
rank by NatureServe, an internãt¡onal non-profit conservation organization lhat is the leading source for information
about rare and endangered species ånd threat€ned ecosysterns. The Venlura County Planning Division constders
the following ranks as sensitive for lhe purposes of CËQA impact assessment (G = Global, S = Subnational or
State):

G1 or S1 - Cr¡tically lmperiled
G2 or 32 - lmperiled
G3 or S3 - Vulnerable to extirpation or extínction

CDFG Rare

Rare natural communities are those communities that are of highly limited distribution These communilies nray or
may not contain rare, threatened, or endangered species. Though tha Native Plant Protection Act and the California
Endangered Species Act provide no legal protection to plant communities, CDFG considers plant communities that
are ranked G1-G3 or S1-S3 (as defined above)to be rare orsensitive, and therafore these plant communities
should be addressed during CEQA r€v¡ew.
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Environmentally Sensitiye Habitat Areas

The Coastai Act specifically calls for protectÍon of "environmentally sensitive habitat areas'' or ESHA, which it
defines as: "Any area in which plant or animal life or their habitats are eilher rare or especially valuable because of
their special nature or role in an ecosyslem and whìch could be easily dislurbed or degraded by human activitios
and developments" (SectÍon 301 07.5).

ESHA has been specilicallydefined in the Santa Monica Mountains. For ESHA identifÌcaiion in this location, the
Coastal Cornmission, the agency charged with administering the Coasial Act, has described the habitats that are
considered ESHA. A memo from a Côastâl Commission biologlst that describes ESHA in the Santa Monìca
Mountains can be found at: http://www.ventura.org/rrnalplanning/ceqa/bío_-resource_review.html,

Local ly lm poña nt Com m u n ities
The Ventura County lnitìal Study Assessmeni Guidelines defìnes a locally important community es one ihet is
considered by qualilied biologists to be a quality example characterlstic of or unique to lhe County or region, with
this determination being made on a case-by-case basis. The County has not developed a list of locally imporlant
communities, but has deemed oak woodlands to be a locally important community through the County's Oak
Woodland Managoment Plan

Tree Regulations
Selected trees âre protected by the Ventura County Tree Protection Ordinänce, found in Section 8107-25 of the
Ventura County Non-Coastal Zoning Ordinance. This ordinance, which applies in the unincorporated areas of the
County outside the coastal zone, regulates-through a lree permit program-lhe removaf , himming of branches or
roots, or grading or excavating within the root zone of a ''protected tree." lndlvidual trees are the focus of the
orcljnance, while oak woodlands are additionally protected as ''locally important communities."

The ordinance allows removâl of tive protected trees (only three of which can be oaks or sycamores; none of which
can be heritage or historical trees) through a ministerial permit process, Removal of more/other than this may
trigger a discretionary tree permit,

lf a proposed project cannot avoid ímpacts to protected trees, mitigation of these impects (such as replacement of
lost trees) is addressed through lhe tree permit process-unless the impacts may affect blological .ssources
beyond the tree llself, such as to sensilive staius species that may be using the tree, nesting birds, the tree's role
as part of a larger habitat, etc. These secondary ímpacts have not been addressed through the tree permit program
and must be addressed by the biologist ìn the biological assessment in accordance with ihe California
Environmental Quality Act {CEQA).

A lree permit does not, however, substitute as millgation for impacts to oak woodlands. The Public Resources
Code requires thât when a counly is determining the applicability of CEQA to a project, it must determine whether
that project "may result in a conversion of oak woodlands that will have a significant effect on the environment," lf
such effects (either individual impacts or cumufative) are identified, the law requires that they be mitlgated.
Acceptable mitigation measurês include, but are not limited to, conservation of other oak woodlands through the
use of conseryation easements and planling replacementtrees. which must be maintained for seven years. In
addition, only 50% of the mitigatíon required for significant lmpacts to oak woodlands may be fulfilled by replanting
oak lrees.

The iollowing trees are protected in the specifìed zones, Girth is measured aì 4 5 feet from the midpoint between
the uphill and downhill side of the root crown.

-à-/Þ^r-^i^-l \ Girth Standard

(Circumference)

Common

(Genus species)

ApplÍcable Zones

Alder (zllnus âll spec;es) 9.5 in

ZonÊs

Ash (Fraxlnus all specles)

3ay {Umhe ililaria califarnica)

9.5 In,

9.5 rn.

X

X
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zones trees.
1. SRP - Scenic Resource ProleÕt¡on Zone
2. SHP - Scenic Highway Protectlon Overlay Zone
3. Any lree ôr group ol lrees idenlifreci by lhe Caunty or a city as a landmark, or idenlilied on the Federcl ot
California Hislorlc Æesources lnventory to be ol híslorical or culfural significanca, or idenlified as contribuling to I
site or slructure of hislorical or cultural significance,
4. Any species of tree with a single trunk ol 9Ô or more lnches ln gidh or wíth ñult¡ple l¡'unks, two of which
colleclively measure 72 inches in giñh ar morc. Specles with naturally thin lrunks when lull grown or naturâtly
large lrunks at an early ago, or trees wilh unnatut'ally enlarged trunks due ta injury or d¡seâse must ô€ êt /east
6A be( tall or 75 yeâts old.

Waters and Wetlands Regulations
Numerous agencies control what can and cannot bê done in or around slreams and wetlands. lf a project affects an
area whers water flows, ponds or is present even part of thê year, it ìs likely to bê regulat€d by one or more
ag€ncies. lvlany wetland or stream proj€cts w¡ll rBquire three main perm¡ts of approvals (in addition to CEQA
compliance). These are:

. 404 Permít (U S. Army Corps of Engineers)

. 401 Cerlification (California R€gional Waler Quality Control Board)

. Streambed Alteration Agreement (California Department of Fish and Game)

Fo¡a more thorough explanation of wetland permÍtting, see the Ventura Counly's "Wetland Project Permitting
Guide" at httprl/www,ventura.org/rma/planning/ceqa/bio_resource review.htmi.

404 Permìt (U.5. Arny Corps of Engineers)

Most projects tltat involve sh'eams or wetlands wlll requíre a 404 Permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(USACE). Section 404 of the federal Clean Water Acl is the primary lederal program regulating activities in
wetlands. The Act regulates areas defined as "waters of the United Statès," This includes streams, wetlands in or
next to streams, areas influenced by tides, navÍgable waters, lakes, reservoirs and other impoundments, For
nontidal waters, USACE jurisdiction extends up to what is referred to as lhe "orCinary high water mark" as well as to
the landward limits of adjacent Corps-defined wetlands, lf present. The ordinary high water mark is an identifable
natural line visible on the bank of a stream or water body that shows the upper limit of typical stream flow or wâter
level. The mark is made from the action of water on the streambank over the course of years.

Permít Ïriggers: A USACE 404 Permit is triggered by moving (discharging) or placing materials-such as dirt,
rock, geotextiles, concrete or cúlverts-¡nto or within USACE jurisdlclional areas. This type of activity is also
referred to as a "discharge of dredged or fìll material.''

atê

Collonwood (Populus all species) 9,5 in X

Elderberry (Sambucus all species) 95in. X

8ig Cone Douglas F¡r (Pseudotsuga macrocarpa) 9.5 in X

White Fir (Abies cancolor) 95ín. X

Juniper (Junlperus calìfornica ) 95in X

Maple (.4cer macrophyllum) 9.5 in, x
Oak (Single) (Quercus all species) 9,5 in X X

Oak (Multi) (Qøercus all species) 6 25 in. X X

Pine (Pinus all species) 9,5 in. x
Sycamore (Platanus all species) 9,5 in. X X

Walnut (Juglans all species) 95in X

Historlcal Tre€J (any species) (any size) X X

Heritage Tree (any species)
I 90,0 ¡n, X X
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101 Cerlifícation (Regíonal Water Quality Control Board)

lf your project requires a USACE 404 Permil, then you will also need a Regional Water Quality Control Eoard
(RWOCB) 401 Certification. The federal Clean WaterAct, in Section 401, specilies that states must cerirfy that any
activity subject to a permit issued by a federal agency, such as the USACE, meets all state water qual¡ty standards.
ln Californja, the state and regional water boards are responsible for certifìcation of activities subject to USACE
Section 404 Permits.

Permit Trlgger: A RWQCB 40.1 Certification is lriggered whenever a USACE 404 Permit ìs required, or wheneve¡
anactivityÈouldcauseådischargeofdredgedorflll material intowatersoftheU.S orwetlands,

Streambed Alteration Agreement (Califarnía Depañment of Fish and Game)

lf your project includes alterat¡on of the bed, banks or channel of a stream, or the adjacent riparian vegetalion, then
you may need a Streambed Alteration Agreement from the California Deparlrnent of Fish and Game (CDFG) The
California Flsh and Game Code, Sections 1600-1616, regulates aclivities that would alterthe flow, bed, banks,
channel or associated rlparian areas of a river, stream or lake. The law requires any person, state or local
governmental agency or public utility to notily CDFG before beginning an activity that will substantially modify a
river, slream or lake,

Perrnit Trígg€rs: A Streambed Alteration Agreement (SAA) ls triggered when a project invofves altering a stream
or disturbing riparian veg€tat¡on, including any of the following activities;
. Substantially obstructing or diverting the natural flow of a river, stream or lake
. Using any material from these areas
. Disposing of waste lvhere it can rïove into these areas

Some projects that involve rout¡ne maint€nance may qualify for long-term maintenance agreemerrts from CDFG
Discuss this option with CDFG staff.

Ventura County General Plan

The Ventura Cóunty General Plan contains policies which also strongly protect wetland habitats.

Bíologicaì Resources Policy 1.5.2-3 states:

Discretìonary development that is proposed to be located within 300 feet of a marsh, smail wash,
Íntermittent lake, intermittent stream, spring, or perennial stream (as identified on the latest USGS 7%
minute quad map), shall be evaluated by a County approved biologist for potential impacts on wetland
habitats, Discretionary development that would have a significant impact on significant wetland habitats
shali be prohibiled, unless mitigation measures are adopted that would reduce the impact to a less than
significant level, or for lands designated "Urban" or ''Existing Community", a statement of overriding
consideraiiôns is adopted by the decision-making body,

Biologicaf Resources Policy 1,5.2-4 states:

Disctetionary development shall be sited a min¡mum of 100 feetfrom significantwetland habitats to
mitigate the potential ¡mpðcts on said habitats. Buffer areas may be increased or decreased upon
evaluation and recommendation by a qualifìerl blologist and approval by the decision-making body. Factors
to be used in determining adjustment of lhe 100 fool buffer i¡clude soil type, slope stability, dralnage
patierns, presence or absence of endangered, threatened or rare plants or animals, and compatibility of the
proposed deve¡opment with the wildlife use of the wetland habitat area. The requiremênt of a buffer
(setback) shail not preclude the use of replacement as a millgation when there is no other feasible
alternative to allowing a permitted use, and if the replacement results in no net loss of wetland habitat,
Such replacement shall be ''in kind" (i.e. same type and acreage), and provide wetland habitat cf
comparable biological value, On-site replacement shall be preferred wherever possible, The replacement
pian shall be developed in consultation with California Department of Fish and Game.

Coastal Habitat Regulations
Venlura County's Coastal Area Plan and the Coastal Zoning Ordinance, which conslítute the "Local Coastal
Program" (LCP) for the unincorporated portions of Ventura County's coastal zone, ensure that the Counly's land
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use plans, zon¡ng ord¡nances, zon¡ng mäps, and implemented acllons meèt the requ¡rements of, and irnplement the
provisions and polices of California's 1976 Coastal Acl at the looal level

E nv i ro n m enta I ly Sensífive ll a b itats
The Coastal Acl specifically calls [or protection of "environmentally sensiiive habitat areas" or ESHA, which it
defines as; "Any area in which planl or animal life or their habitats are either rare or especially valuable because of
their speciaf nature or role in an ecosystem and wh¡ch could be easily disturbed or degraded by hurnan activities
and developments" (Seotion 30107 5),

Section 30240 of the Coastal Act states:

{a) "Envíronmentally sensitive habitat areas shall be protected ågainst any signlflcant disruption of
habltât valuês. änd only uses dependenton such resources shall be allawed within such ar€as."

{b) "Development in areas adJaceñt to envlronmentally sensltlvê hab¡tât areas ând pârks and recreation
aroas shall be síted and desígned to prevent impacls which would sígnificãntly degrade such areas,
and shall be compatibls w¡th ths continuance of such habitat areas,"

There are three imporlant elernents to the definition of ËSHA. First, a geographic area can be designated ESHA
either because of the presence of individual species of plants or animals or because of lhe presence of a particular
habitat. Second, in order for an årea to be designated as ESHA, the species or habitat must be either rare or ¡t
must bo especially valuable. Finally, the area must be easily disturbed or degraded by human activities.

Protection of ESHA is of particular concern in the southeastern part oi Ventura County, where the coastal zone
extends inland (-5 rniles) to include an ektensive a¡ea of the Santa Monlca Mountains. For ESHA ldentification in
thls location, the Coastal Commission, the agency charged'"vith administering the CoastalAct, has descrlbed the
habitats that ¿re considered ESHA, A memo from a Coastal Commission biologist that describes ESHA in the
Santa Monica Mountains can be found at: hltp:/iwwlv.ventura org/rma/planning/ceqa/bio_rescurce_review.hlrnl.

The County's Local Coastal Program outlines other specifíc protections to environmentally sensitlve habitats in lhe
CoastalZone, such as to wetlands, riparian habitats, dunes, and upland habitats within the Santa Monica
Mountains (tv1 Overlay Zone). Pratections in some cases are different for different segments of the coastal zone.

Copies of the Coastal Area Plan and lhe Coastal Zoning Ordlnance can be found at:
http://rruww.ventura.org/rm a/plannin g/Prog rams/local. html.

Wildlife Migration Regulations
The Ventura County General Plan specifìcally includes wildl¡fe migralion corridors as an elemenl of the region's
sìgnifícant blological resources. ln addition, protecting habitat connectivity is critical to the success of special status
species and other biological resource protections Potential project impacts to wildlife m¡gration are analyzed by
biologists on a case-by-case basis. The issue involves both a macro*scale anafysis-where roules used by large
carn[vores connecting very large core habitat areas may be impacted*as well as a micro-scale analysis-where a
roâci or stream crossing rnay impact locallzed ñtov€rtlsrìt by many different animals.

Loca I ly lrnporta nt S pecies/Comrn un it¡ es Regulations
Locally important species/communities are considered to be significant biological resources ín the Ventura County
GeneraJ Plan.

Loc a I ly ! m portant Species

The Ventura County General Plan deflnes a Locally ¡mporlant Species as a planI or animal species that is not an
endangered, threatened, or räre species, bul is considered by qualified biologists to be a quality exâmple or unique
species within the County and region. t he following criteria further define what local qualifìed biologists have
determined lo be Locally lmportant Species:

Locally lmportant Animal Specíes Criteria

Taxa forwhich habitat in Ventura County is crucial for lheir existence either globaílyor in Ventura Countv. This
includes:

. Taxa for which the population(s) in t/entura County represênts 10 percent or more of the known extanl
global distríbution; or
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. laxa for which there are five or fewer elemont occurrencës, or less than 1,000 individuals, or l6ss than
2,000 acr€s of habitat that susta¡ns populations in Ventura County, or,

. Native taxa that are genera¡ly declining ihroughout their range or are ¡n danger of ext¡rpation in Ventura
County.

Locally lmportant Plant Specles Griterla

. Taxa that are declining throughout the €xtent of their range AND have five (5) or fewer element
occurrences in Ventura County-

The County maintains a list of locally important species, which can be found on the Planning Dlvision website at:
htto://www,ventura.oro/rmalolanninq/cEoa/bio resource review.html. fhls /,sl should not be considered
comprchensive. Any species that meets the criteria qualifies as locally important, whether or not it is lncluded on
this fist.

Loc a I ly I m porta nt C omm u n iti es

The Ventura County lnitial Study Assessment Guidelines defines a locally imporlant community as one that ¡s
considered by qualified biologlsts to be a quality example characteristic of or unique to the Gounly or region, with
this determination beíng made on a case-by-case basis. The County has not deveioped a list of locally important
communities, Oak woodlands have however been deemed by the Ventura County Board of Supervisors to be a
locally important community.

The state passed legislation in 2001, the Oak Woodland Conservation Act, to emphaslze that oak woodlands are a
vital and threatened statewide resource. ln response, the Countyof Ventura prepared and adopted an Oak
Woodland Management Plan that reÇommEnded, among other things, amending the County's lnitial Study
Assessment Guidelines to include an explicit reference to oak woodlands as part of its definition of locally important
communities. The Board of Supervisors approved this management plan and its recommendations.
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Appendix Two

Observed Species Tables

Common Name Natlve ll l Notes (2)
PLANT

A¡1e mi si a cellfottllca Califomia sagebrush Yes

Alriplex semíbaccata Auslrallan sallbush No

Baccharis pilutaris coyote brush Yes

CarpobtÞtus sp. ¡ce plant ño

Canium maculatum Poison hemlock No

Eriogonum cinêraum Coastal buckwheal Yes

Eilogonum lasc¡culalum Califomia buckwheat Yes

Eucalyptus gtobulus blue gum No

Malosma laurina laurel sumac Yes

N¡cotlana glauca lf€e iobacco NO

palm tree No

Rhus ¡ntêgt¡lolia lemonade berry Yes

Sa/sola lragus

ANIMALS
Reoliles

Russlan thistle No

Uta stànsburiana elegans

Bidr
öalypte anna

westem side.blotched llzard

Anna's hummingbird

Cathartos aura turkey vultur€ Yes

C,olumba livia rock dove No
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ListciCalifornia Natural Diverstty Oatabase-tracked species with recorded occur¡ences within at ieasta'!0-m¡le radius of rhe project site

Gommon Name Scienl¡f¡* Narne Federal Status State St¿tus Otl¡or Geoêräl Häb¡tât Micro.habit¡t Asscsçrnont

üenir*ÞtrJiå
$sutiìiìriì ií1riii¡rilt pårryi'ssp

ur5¡¡,3tis

Cruiieds
gclciíields

sú irllrern
jewelflovrer

¿ohgn:snìã

south ccást
saltscate

Santa Sarbara
honeysuckle

iasiòe¡r¡a
gl¿¡l-ala ssp
ci:ø/lerl

Strentanlh¿rs
carrrpestrii

Aplrân/s/ì1ð
þhro,des

l\llple-x pacr.tìca

Loulter'-¿,
¡,'üôspùlalâ vÈì¡"

.âuf,,sËiLirta

cRFrì !8.1

CRPR 18.1

CRPR ,f 8.3

CRPR 18 2

CRPR 1ts 2

CRPR 18 2

Coastal bluff
scrLib coastal
dunes coaslai
scrub

None

None

None

Nr¡ne

None

None

None

Nace

None

Norre

None

Noñe

MarshÊs år'!d

swafTìps

imargins). va:ley
and for¡thill
grassland, vernal
pocls

Coastal salt
marshes, playas
vemal pools.

Üíen ra dsiuñ*d
s¡tes near ihe
coast at mårsh
edgres; also jn

alkaline scils
s0met¡nìes w¡th
sâltgfass.
Scmelimes cn
varnal pool
margins 0-975
rn.

Lìsuaily folnu on
aikaline soils in
playas. sinks. and
grassiands. 'î

12C0 n

Àbsent Nc
iìabitat prcsent in
the study area

Absent No
habitat presenì in
the study area

Couller'!. saitbush Atriplex coulteri

thaparral, Ioç¡Ër
nlonlane open Íocky
coniferor.rsforest, areas 900-23C0
prnyonlunlper .fn

woodland

On bluffs and
siopes near the
oceân ifr sanCy ol
clay soils 1-305
m,

Coasial bluff
scriJb, coastâi
diines, coaslâl
scrub, valley and
fnothill grassland

Coas:al scrub,
coâsta; blriff
scrub, playas.
cienopod scrub

Ocean bluffs,
r¡dgelôps, as wel!
as alkalirre lcw
places 10440 m

Absent Nir
hab¡tat preseût in
the study area.

Absent No
nìrc¡o-habrtal
Þie.sent in ltìe
sludy âree

Absent Nc¡

habrtai preserìt in
lhe study ârea

Alkaii scils. I
5C0¡¡r.

Absent. Nr:¡

inicro-habitat
present ìn the
stijdy area

Cliaparrai.
cismonrane 35.looo .n î|.::åt;|ll,r.
woootano,
coasrar scruþ studY area

None ñone

1-2
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ATTACHMENT t
List of California Natural Diversity Database-tracked species with recorded occurencÊs within al least a 1o-ilile radius of the Ðroject site

Common Name Scientific Name Federal Status State Status Olher General HabiÞt Microhabitat Assassment

reach of

Endengered Endangered CRPR 18 ,1

h¡gh t¡de Dr
protecteci by
ba¡rìer beacl¡es,
more rately near
seeÞs Õn sandy
bluffs 1-35 rl.

Ve*irra Marsh
r¡:!ik -vetch

Åslr¡gatüs
Pyc.ìâs¡3còlirs
vat k¿,:slss¡r¡lus

Mershes ä0d
swafnÐs. coastal
Cunes. coastal
Scrub

Al¡sent No
habtiat present in
the study area

Nultal: s scrub
0aK

whrte-veined
n¡Õíìafdeiia

Saii Sprrr;g
checkerblconl

üiar navarretla

umhrella lar(spür

Quercus dumosâ None

Ciosed-cone
crniferor¡s forest,
châparfal. coàsral
scrub

Cllaparrai
ctsmontane
woodland

Piayas,
chaparra[, coastal
sc¡ub lcwe¡
rnoniane
coliferous forest,
Mo¡¿eean deserî
SCt,¡h-

Chaparral,
coasiat sciub.
vållêy änij foot¡ìi¡i
grus${ancf.

ûismontane
woodland

Chap:rrai,
cisnìontane
\¡,¡ocdlãxd,
coastal SCt¡Jb

on
sanrìy soils near
the ùoast'
somelìmes on
clay ioam l5
400 m

Dry slopes 50-
'1525 m

Al(ali springs and
:'narslies. 0 153C
Ín.

Absent, Not
obse¡ved in the
stuoy ârea

AÞsenl- Nil
ilab:iat prr:.serìl in
the siudv areâ

Absenl No
hirbiÌat presrìnt in
tiìe stuCy area-

Mon¿¡¡Jelia
hypoleuca sxp
nypÒ¡euca

Sìdalcea
noonextGana

î,lavarretia
o.¡alens¡s

ùeiphinium

None

None

None

f\.lone

NonË

Nûng

Noiie

None

Nane

None

None

CRPR 18 1

CRPR 1B 3

CRPR 28.2

CRPR 18.1

CRPR 18,3

CRPR 18 I

tn
shrublands or
grasslands wilh
clay soi¡s 275-
ô2C m.

Mesic sites. 40C-
1600 m

Absenr No
.n¡cro-hâbilal
Dresent irì the
sludy areê.

,qhsenì No
hairitat preselt in
the study âreâ

lmbßculaam

mesa io¡kelia HorRelia cünesla
ve(. púbçrula

Sardy or graveliy
s¡tes.70 8i0 n.

AbsênÌ OuÌside
of knÇvln r¿nge

1-3



ATTACHMENT 1

List of California Natural Diversity Dalabasel¡-acked species with recorded occurrences within at least a 10-mife radius of the project site

Common l{ame Scientific Name Federal Stat s State Status Oüre¡ General Habitat ticrÞhab¡taf Assessment

wlLDLIFË

;all marsh >rrd's-

;ardy b ¡a h tì9, ¡
:eelie

C\loropyron
ff arílmum s p

¡ a¡itlmum

Cic¡tìdc)¡a
h fticailis gra ,itia

f noangeier En Jangered

None None

None None

None Ncne

Tntrao** reai- 
* 

ltåî, *rr

Coaslal sall
rnarsh, c{ astal
dunes

adjacent o non-
brackish vater
along the coast {t
taiifo¡nt¿ from
San Fran:iscc
Bay to ncrthern
Mexíco

îhå$ffiroi*
ccâslal s rnd
dune hat itat:
e:raticalì¡
distribute i frf,m

-rmiteci ta I re
tigherzonr s of
he sall rna sh
ìàbitat 0-: I m

:olored sar I in
he upper z lne
ìutrlerrane rn
arvae pref r
¡oist sand rot
rfiected by .vave
¡clion

nha bits
'oredules nd
iând hu¡nr ocks;
t Þurrows
;eneath ih sand
;urfâca ãn¡ rs

ncst comn on

:eneath Ci re
;egetaiiorr

ìÒosts iÖc ted irì
rvind-prote' ted
liee gtcvef
,eucalyptrir
Uonterey t ne.
:ypress). v t]ì
lectar and vateÍ
;ources ne irby

A sent No
hi bitat pfese lt in
th r study aie 3

A senl Nû
ii bitat presert :c
lh j study area

A sent No
ni bilat preser:t r1

ti l study a(ee.

H ¡h F-u<ralyr:tus
gr :ve ccu!d lre
ur 

=d by tire
s¡ ecies for w;ni.er
r( )st

CRÍR182

Track rd by the
CI ÐDB

Track rd by the
CL IÐDB

¡lobcse cL te
)cetlÉ

lac<lennq
i=sai(mais ,)

sk¡pper

Tìoaarch -

C¡liicrnìa
âvâfi¡,/¡nfe!' tg
i0pL¡ lat¡on

Coe/us g/oð, sus

F enaqtit;a t 'rans

I anau.s p/e.r o¡.:us
p)P 1

Ter Mile lreeh in
Mendoci¡ t:

County s )üth lo
Ensenad ¡,

Me¡¡cg-
---

None Ncírs lrêcl' rrJ.by the sct¡ihern <egu¡íes ,' )Ê1 A' sent No

c, ,DDB -ariforni: coastat '"1Ïi'-t n ' h uitalpresenr 'lsâ|î ¡ns¡< ¡u.. *uãioprna ,t. ,l I study area

frack ;d by lhe
C IÐDB

Wínier io )sl sites
e)dend äJ)ng the
coasi fro¡ n

n o¡1he¡n
Mendocir o lc
Baia Calibrnia,
l\ìe¡¡co,

l-4



ATTACHMËNT 1

List oÍ California Natural Diversity Database-tracker-! species w¡th recorded occurrences within at least a 10-mile radius of the ixojecl sile

Common Name Scientific Name Feder¡l SÞtus State Status Other General Habitat llicro-habital Assessment

Fed lìsiing reTers Southern
tc pops from sieelhead likeiy

steelhêäd Santa Maria-''.-.. .--- oncoîhvnchils
SO¡-j"nerfì

i,"ri,ì:"i.ì" or" nrytriss rrrders None 
southern extent Þabjtal sresenÌ ¡n

of range (San r & the siijdY area

Mateo Creek ln ncre variatlle
San Ðiêgo Co I oonditions

Brackish water Faur¡d in shallow

tiiJewâter Uôby
Euc.yclogabius
newberryi

Crasf Rall<.¡e' I aflcha lorosa

ar!-oyo toad
.4r¡ax¡rri.s
¡:altfotnlcus

gnüangered

None

Endanoered

None

Nooe

None

ssc

ssc

hzbitats along the
Callf caast frorn
Agua Hedioeda
I agcon. San
Diego Co. lo the
mouth of the
Smifh River.

CaaslaI
drainaçes lrom
Mendoc!no
ûcunrv to Sao
Diego County.

Semi-arid rcgions
near washes oT
inteimiltent
st¡e¿ms,
inc¡ìrd;og valley-
¡cothil¡ and desert
flÞailan, des€n
wash. etc.

ìagoons and
!ower stream.
íeaches, they
tieetl faitiy still
but noi stêgDant
water & trigh
oxygen ¡evels

L¡ves in ærrestrial
habîfats & wrll
mig|aÞ over'l
!.n lo breed in
ponrls, reservoirs
& slcw movlng
streams

Rivers wlth sandy
banks willows.
cottonwoads, and
sycêrnores!
laose. graveily
areas of slreams
rl Crier parts cf
range.

Abseirl No
habitål present !n

the study ârea

Absenl Nc
habítat present in
the stJdy arèa-

Ahsent Nc
habitat present in
the study area

nellì

1-5



ATTACHÍIIENT I
Lisl of Calìfornra Natural Diversity Databaselracked species with recordeo occurrences within at least a 10-mile radius of the project s¡te

Cornmon Na¡ne Scientiflc Name Fêderal Sbtus StaÞ Shtus Otlter General Habitat lllcro-hatitat Assecsment

California : ld-
!egged fro<

fccihili yeti w-
legged fr..:,

wesiËrn p( ro
li.rrtle

t/vr-str;pe( ganÉr

i ana dravia it

I : oa ltoytti

t ' :ys marm ' 
ata

\amnaÐh!s
i ;¡n¡rord)i

lhreatenec

None

None

None

Partiy-sh rded,
shallow s treâms
& riffles uith a
rocky srit sLrâte ¡n

å variety )t
hab¡tats

A thototrl th ly

aquâr¡c li rrlle of
Þcnds. n arshes,
rivers, stlaams 8.
irrigatlon dircies
usual!y i ith
aquât¡c
vegetatrcn, þelow
60û0 ft e evetio¡

Coasial Oatifornia
irom vic¡r,itv of
Salinas t ¡

nonhwes I 3âja
Califc¡ni: From
seâ to âtcut
7û00ftËievation

;ome cobb e

;¡zed subsrraie
i:r egg-layirg
\leed ât le: st 15
¡t¡eeks io a tain
Ììelamorpt os¡s,

\eed bask ng
ì¡tes and s rÌtable
.sandy bar ks or
¡rassy op€ n

ielclsi u¡:la rd
rabilat up ro 0.5
<m f¡om w¡,ter for
:gg.laying.

'iighly aqu ilic,
-ouflt¡ :tì cr ileât
lermanent fresh
¿vater Olte I
3¡ong streê rns
,vrth rocky recis
lnd frp3na Ì

¡rowth

A ìsent Ni)
h b¡tat pres€nl ¡n

tl ? study ar€a

A )sent No
h b¡tal fjres€ôt ¡il

tl : study area

P ¡seûl. Nc
h þiiat FresÊnt i.')

tl r study a;'ea

None

None

Ncne

Ncne

;SC

;ìsc

;SC

ïowÍänds e - t"qrru;"itzd__
fûothilis ¡ Ì or near veeks of
permane lt lermenent rva'ter
soiirces t,f deep 'or tawat I '::-ll..i:. 

-
water wit , denie. jeve¡oprre ii 3 ::::l::i.t-:lt '"
shrubÞy 'rr nr.lsthave ll ì sliiüy arÊå

errìergen frpanar ¡ccess
veget¿Îio 1- :stivation t al¡itat

ìsc

1-6



ATTACHMENT 1

List of California l''jatural Diversity Database-tracked species with recorded occurrences w¡thin ât lea6t a 1O-m¡le radius of the project site.

Common Name Scientific Name Federal Status Stete Status Othe¡ GêneÌal Habitat tl¡crÞhab¡tat Assessrneflt

Townsc;nc'sbig- Coryncrhinus
iownsendli

Ënciangen d I ndangerer

ThreâtÊni d None

None
Câírd¡date
Threâtenec

liohl_Ìcotcrl
clapper rail

wêst¿rfl snowy
p¡oveí

R;r//us lorgrrosiris
le;þes

Charadríus
alexandtinus
t1t,tÕsu s

Found ¡n satt
rnatsn¿s
traversed by tidal
sloughs, where
cordgrass anC
pickleweeci are
tile dominant
vôgetâtion

Sandy heaches,
salt pond levees
& shores of large
alkalr lakes

Throughcut
Calilcrnia in a
wide variert of
habitats Most
ccmmôn ln mestc
sìles

Reoú:res dense
growth of either
pir:kleweed cr
cordgrass for
nesting or escape
cover, Ieeds on
molluscs and
crustace¿ns

Needs sandy.
gravelly or iriable
soits tor nesting,

from wal!s &
ceilirgs, Roosting
sltes limiting
extremely
sensit¡ve to
human
d¡sturbance.

Abs€:nt No
habiÞ1. piesent i;t

the sludy amã

Absent Nc
habiìât p.eseîl in

llie sti;cJy area

AÞsent No
hab¡tat prese!-ìi Ìn
the study area.

\¿ trê.\ ,.ai¡i!
leasl ¡Jel:'s vi¡ec :' :,; ï' ' Ëndanger 'l n¡jangere,

,t?1"¡si'lul.

*----îniåt¡t*iãã

Ë*iüìrìg'à passercu/us l:Ì::i- ^.- ,.^¡ Absent- Nc

il:îîï:^ 'o:"iii;r,,"* No.e ndansere i Non. h #tri:.1i,':f nunir"t presenr in

tidal fiats. lhe sludy erea

Diego County,

--noosts irr ftre
open. nengrng

FP

SSC

SSC

1-7



ATTACI{I'ËNT I

List of Caiifornia Natural Diversity üatabase-tracked species with íecorded occur¡ences wllhin at least a 10-mile radius of the project site.

Gommon Name Scienttfic Name Federal Statu$ Stãte SÞtus Other General Habitat Microhabitat Assessment

wnstr:rr rnasiiff
hal

Dülzrrâ gocket
ilìorise

Fùmüps p€*)ts
c:/ihrnlcus

CliaelorJçus
califDn¡ca!s
lemotalis{

Màny open, semi-
arid to arid
habìtats
rncluding coniler
& deciduous
wooilands,
coasH¡ scrub,
grasslands,
chaparrâl etc

Variety ol
habrtals including
coåstal srrub
chapâfial &
grassland ìn San
Ðego Co.

Rôùsls in
crevices in cliff
faces, high
buildings. lrees å
tunnëls.

Does nct occur
lhe srnEie
CNDDB recorci
for the species is

over 100 yeårs
old.

None

None

None

None

ssc

SSC
Ailracted to
grâss-chaparrål
edges

Abser¡l No
hab¡tât p!"esent ¡¡r

the study area

scrub of ModeraE

5an Ð;egc desert Ne*fcì¿Tå ¡tt¡idå
wùoo!?t hlermedia

Nr.lne Ncne SSC

Southern
Caiifcrnra fion
San Diego
County to San
Luis Obisno
Counly

dense canopies
preferred ì hey
are parfcularty
abundant in iock
outcrops & rocky

Absent
Diaglrostic sigrr
(m¡ddens) were
$ot observed

Arner icãn bådger Taxidea laxus None None SSC

Mcst aburìdant i.ì

drier open st3Çês
óf rnost shrirb,
forest, and
herbaceous
habitâtâ, w¡th
tÌiat¡le soils

cliflE &

food liiable soils
& open,
r¡ncuit!valed
ground Preysoc
burr0.rv{ng
rocjerìtr. D¡gs
bur¡ows

Absent
O¡egnost¡c si!ß
iburrows and
digsj were nol
observe,j

1-8
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regtrding the geoteclurical aspects'of designing and consh-ucting the prgect as presontly proposed, In
orr opinion, thc proposcd projcct is feasible from a geotechnical vielvpoint pnrvìdecl ou'
recommeudations are inco4roritted into the desigr and constmction of the proiect.

We appreciate the opportunity to assist )¡ou with thrs ¡:rojcct, Shorrld you have queslrons rcgardrng
this rcport or nce d addiiional jrfonnation, pleasc conlact the undersigned at (909) 980-645.5

lìespecrfrrlly Submittcd,

SÄLEM ENGINEERING GROUP, INC.

Clmelrce Jinng GE

Senior Geofcclurical

RGE2477

R Sammy Salem,

Pnncipal Engineer
RCE 527621 RGE254I)

PE. GE

SAN JOSE . STOCKTON . F'RT,SNO . BAKtrRSFIET,D . RÅNCHO CUCAMONGA



TABLE OF'CONTENTS

1. PLIRPOSE Ai\D SCOPE

2. PROJECT'DESCRIPTION

3 SITE LOCATIONAND DESCR]FüON"..

4, FIELD EXPI,ORA'I'ION. .. ..,

5. I,ABO.RATORYI'BST-ING

I

I

2

)

z

3

3

"3

.¿l

.4

6 GEOLOGiC SETTING .,.,.. -....., ..,.. :,

7. GEOLOGIC II{ZARDS

Surtace Fault Ruptrre
Ground Shaking...,,..,,

Liquefaction..

Lateral Spreading.,...,

7.1 Faulting and Seismicity
1')

LJ
7.4

7.5

8. SOIL AND GROUNDWATER CONDITIONS ..,,...,..., "..

Groundwater.

Soil Corrosion Scrcening "....-

9. CONCLUSTONS AND RECOL,ffuf¡]NDATIOI'üS,

9.1

a?

v.3

,.4
9.5

9.6

97
9.8

9.9

9, t0
9.1 l
9.12

913

Seismic De¡ign Critorìa,,, +.. i ir¡ 1ex., r {. ". ¡

Scil a¡rd Excavato¡¡ Charactcristics *.., ¡ "..,.,..,,.

Cjradíng

Concrete Slabs-on-Cirade .....,.......

8.1

8.2

ð. -1

7,7 Tsunamis and Seiches...

Mülcrials {ìx Fíll

7.6 Landslidos.,.

Shallow Foundations

Caisson Fourdatiotrs..

Subsurface Corrditions,..,

5

5

I
l¡

0

8

9

a

l2

Lateral Earth Pressures and Frictional Resistance. .,... . ..., .I7
Retaiui.ng Walls. ,..,....., -... ...,...,.. , ..llì
Tcmporary Excavatious ... I9
Underground Utilities,,. .. ...,.......
Surthoe Drainagc

20

20

l3

IO PLANREVIEW, CONSTRUCÏ'ION OBSERVATTON AND TESTING

10,I Plan and Specification Review..,.

l0'2 Const¡uction Observation and Tesling Servioes

1I. LIMI'I'ATIONS AND CHANGIJD CONDNIONS ,2t



TABLE oF CONTEMS (cont.)

FIGURES
Figure l, Vioinity Map
Figr.re 2, SiùÊ Ptan

APPENDIX A * FIELD INVËSTIGATTON
Figure A-1, Log of Exploratsy Soil BoringBl

APPENDD( B - LABORJ.TORY TESTING
Consolidation Test Results
Drect Shcar Test Results
Gradation Results

Corrosivity Tsst Rosults
Maximum Density and OptimumMoishre Proctor TestR€sults

APPEND]X C _ EARTHWORK AND PAVEMENT SPECIFICÀTIONS



SHM
engrrì ,jel,f: ! giCr uil, il'l C

11650 lVfission Park Dr.., #i08
Rancho Cucamonga, CIA 91730

Phnne (909) 980-6455
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GE O'I'[CH NI CAI, ENG IN E TIRING Iì\V ESTIGÀTI ON
PRO POSED COIVIMUNICÄ1'ION TOWER

PSI.,# 17',7',707 - HWY 101 & RTNCiON
8320 BATXJS ROAD

c^.R PINTERIA, CALIF ORN L{

I. PURPOSEANDSCOPE

This repott prcsents tltc results of our GeotecÌuical Enginecnug Invesligation ibr the Proposcd
Cotnnrunication Torver located at 8320 l3ates Roacl in Carpinteria, Califì¡rnia (see Figure l, Vicinity
MaP).

The purlr<lsc of our geotechnical engineering urvestigation r.l'as tn observe ancl sarnple the subsurface
condihons encountercd at ihe site, zurd provide couclusions and reconrmcndations relative to thc
geoteclrrucal aspects of const¡lctilrg the project as ¡nesently propose d.

The sc<rpc of this invostigation included a field exploration, laboratory tcsting, engiueering analysis and
tlre preparation of this report. Our- fìeld explorztion was performod on August L\, 2014 and included thc
drilling of one (1) smalldiameter soil boring to a maxirnurn depth of 35 feet at the sitc. The location of
the soil boring is depicted on Figure 2, Sits Plan. A dciallecl disctrssion of ou¡ lield investigation and
exploratory boring logs are presenlrd in Appendix A. Laborafory tests were perf'onned on selectecl soil
sarnples obtained during thc investigation to evaluate perhnent pþsicnl properties fbr engineering
alalyses. Appendix B plesents the laboratory lest results in tabular and graphic fonnat. Thc
recommertdations prcsent'ed herein a¡ç based orr analysis o1'the data obtaíued dunng the investigation and
our expcrience with simila¡ soil and geolrrgic conditions,

If projcct details vary sigrrificantty Ílom those descrilæd hereil, SALEM should lrc coniacþd to deÞnninc
fhe ttecessity for review and possible revision of this leport, Earthwork a¡d Pavemenl; Specificalions are
presenl.ed in Appenclix C. If text of the report conflict with tire specificatìous in Appcndix C, the
reoonrmendntions in thc tcxt of the reporthave precedence

2. PROJECï'DESCR]PTION

We rurderst¿trd that design of the proposed towcr is currenfly uldcmay; slructural load information and
other .{-rnnl details pertaining to the structrucs alc unavailable On a prelinrinary basis, it is understood
that the project consists of consfuchon ol'a nçw unrnauned telçcommurication facilily. The proposed
flaoili$, will include installation of a nc,rv 43-fi¡ot high nronopine. six (ó) new Vcrìzon Wircless
atìtÇnrìas, six (6) nerv Ver-izon Wireless RRIJs, two (2) new Veriz,on Wu'clcss rirycap surge protectors,
onc (l) nerv l1'-6'' by 16'-10-112" prefabricated equipment sheltcr, and a 30KW 132 gaftons IJLI4Z
diesel general.or, Foundation loads for the slabs a¡e assur¡led tcl be tight to mocleratc. Most of thc
ioading for the lvfonopalm tou'er is assr¡trred tc¡ be laternl loading,
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Asitcgradingplnnrvasnotavailablea[thetìmeofpreparationofthisrcport. hrtheeventthatchnngcs
ocour in dre natu¡e or dcsign of thc projoct, the oouchrsions and recomrnendations contnirred ur this
leport will not be considercd valid uless the changes are reviewe<l a¡rd the concìusions of our report
areruodified. ll,esitcconfigwationandlocationsofproposedimplovenrcrrtsarcshowLrontheSitcPla.rr,
Figure 2.

3. STTÍI LOCATIONAND DESCRIPTION

Thc subject sif.c is localed at 8320 Bates Road in Cupinteria, California (see Site Plan, Figure 2) 'i'he

site is lc¡cated nc¿ìr thc southrveslem portion of the ploperty, approimately I tì0 lèet east of Bate s Rauch
Road, and is currcntly yaÇant la¡1d covered with vegetation.

Thc sitc of the proposed monopine and equìpment shelær is relativcl¡, llat wrth uo major changes in
grade, The site is locatcd approximately 80 feet norilr of a slopecl lcnace. Geodetic coorrJinates lor the
towcrarcL,at,34'22'377' N NAD83,Long, 119"28'29.L'W. NAD33.Theprojectsrteelevahon,
bused on f itle Sheet T-1, is 195.6 feetNAVD 88,

4, FIELD EXPI-,ORATION

Our field exploration consisted of a siúe surface reconnaissancc and a subsurfacc oxploralion. The
exploratory test boring (R-l) was dnlled on Augusl Il,2014 in the area shorvn on ilre Site Plan. Figure
2 The test bodng were advancçd wtl a 6-inch diameter hollou' slem auger rotatcd by a truck-mounted
ClvfE-4sC drill rig Thc lest boring rvas extcnded to a dcpth of 35 feet below eisting gracle,

I'he materials encountered in the test boring was visually classified in the fielcl, and the log was
recorded by a field engineer axd sfatificalion lines were approximated on the basis of observations made
at the time of clrilling. Visual classifical.iotr of tù.e materials encorurtercd in Ìhc test boring was generally
madc in accordance with the Unificd Soil Classification System (.A,S1IM D24S'l),

A soil classification chart and key to sampling is presented on the Unifred Soil Classification Chart, in
Appendtx "4. " The log of the tcst borìng is presenûed in Appendrx "4." ThÇ Boring Logs includc thc
soil 5pe, color, moistr¡¡c conl.cnt, dry density, and the applicable Unified Soil Classification System
symbol. Thc locatiorr of the æst boring was detcrmined by measrrring flrom I'catu¡es shown on tåe Site
Plan, provrded fo us, Hence, accur¿rcy can be implied orrly to the degree that tbis nethod rvar¡anls.

Thc actual boundaric-s bctwccn different soil t¡,pes may be glaclrral ¿urd soil conditions rnay var7. For a

more detailed desoription of the materi¿ls encountered, the Boring Logs in Appendix "4" shoulcl be
consulted. Subsurface soil samples werc obtairred by from the augcr cutlings at the depths shown on thc
log-s of bonng, T'he borìngwas backfilled r.vith soil cutlings upon completiorr of fhe exploration

5. LABORATORYTESTING

Laboratory tests were perfomred on selected soil samplcs to cvaluate their physical characteristics and
cngiueering properties. T'hc laboratory-testing proglaln was f'ormulated rvith emphasis o¡ ilre
evaluarion of nahual tnoisture, shear sbength, consolidation potenLial, exparsion index, soil con'osivity,
and gl'adation of the materials encountered.

.l
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Ilctails of thc laboratory test proÉrrÍur] aud l"hc rcsults ol .laborakrrl tcst are sunrnarizçd in Apltendix
"ì1."'Ihi.s illonnation, along rvitJr the ficld obscr¡¿aiion.s. was rrseri lo prep¿rrc thc [rna[ boring tog-- in
Appendix "Â.."

6, GI.]OI,OGICSE'|'TING

'l'he projeci sìte i-s located within thc edgc ol thc Santa lVlarra Valley, '"r'liich is situated rvithirr thc

southcrn porticn of Lbc Coast [ìanges gcologc proviircc. 'l'he Santn Mmia Vallcy is boLrnd to the
northeast by tlie Sicna N4adrc Morurt¿rins, to thc south b-v- the So)ornon IIills arrd the Purisì:na Hills, antl
to Lhe west by the Casurclia l{ills ancl llurden Mesa. beyond lvhich is the Pacific Occan

flased on thc U S Cicological Survel, (USGS) "Gcokrgic Map of the Wlrile t.edge Penk Quadru¡¡le, Sarrta

Ba¡bara and Vcntu'a Cou¡rties, Califbrnia" by 'Ihomas W Dbblee Jr, 1987, tle site rs mapped as being
u¡rderlairr b;r wcakly consolidared older alluvium ol gravel, sand and silt (Older Dssecteci Surficial
Sedurrcnt.s, C)oa). These deposits ate turclcrlain b¡, lhin bedded, har( platy to brittle siliccous uppcr
lvfotrtere¡r shale (Modclo Fonnation,'I'tn) and late Miocene Marir¡c ligbL gray, sìlty shale orclaystone, that
is locall_y slightJy siliceous and diatotnaceous (Sisqurx Shale, Tsc¡) Deposits encountercd on the subject
sile during explor'atory dlilling arc ciiscusse<l in detail in this report,

7. GEOLOGIC IIAZARDS

7,1 laulting and Seismicity

Bnsed on the proximity of several clotnirtant active faults and seisrlogenic structru'cs, as well as the
historic seismic record, the a¡ea of [re subjeot site is considered sulrject to relatively hig]r seismicþ,
The seismic hazard most likely to irnpact lhe site is groucl-shaking due to a large earlhqtnkç on olre of
lbemajor acl,ivc regional faults. Moclcrate to large earthquakes havc affcctcdtlrc rrca of'the subject site
within hístoric tímc

1'he project arca is not r¡.'ithin an Alquist-Priolo Spccial Studies Zone and will not require a special sitc
invesligation by an Engineering Geologist Soils orr site a¡e classified as Site Class C ìn acçordaricç
ivith Chapter' 16 of the Califorma Builcling Codc. '[he proposed slrucfures are detennined to be ùr

Seismic Dcsign Catcgory E

To delelrnine the distance of knolvn actrve faults rvithìn 100 miles of tlre site, rve used ilre United Statcs

Geological Suney (USGS) rveb-bassd applicairon 2()08 Nøttonal Sei.çmic Hqzard Mcrp,r - l''ttult
?srutmetars, Sitc latitudc is 34.3771'Nortlr; sitc longltude is 119.4747'Vy'est, The ten closest active
ft¡ults are sumnrarizcd below il Table 7.1,

:TAtsLE 7.1

RICION,\ L Ì''AULT SUMNIAR]:

Fault Name
Maximum Earthquake

Masnitudq M-
Ì.4 7,4Red Ntlor"rnt¡in

Mission Ridge-A r:royo Parida-Sartt a

Ana
6l)
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North Cir¿umel

Venhrra-Pil¡s Point

Pitas Point Counected

4.8

5.I
i2

Sarrta Ynez Connecl-ecl

Sanla Yncz OVr;st)

7.9

8"9

9.0

12.5

Pitas Poirrt (Loi¡'er)-Mont'ilvo 14.2

10
i.l
74
69

7,0

l3
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1.2 Surface Fault Rupture

'fhe site rs not witlún a crûrently established Søtc of Califomia Eafhquake Farùt Zone for sqrfàce thult
ntptruc haza¡ds. \o activc faults with tìre potcntal for snrlace farrll. rupture are knolvn Lo p.ìss directly
bcneath the site Therefore, thc potcntial for surface ruplurc due to faLrlting occurring tencath the siæ
during the design life of the proprsed clevelopmenl is cr-¡¡lsirlcred lolv

7.3 Ground Shaking

\À/c uscd the USGS web-bar¡ed application U,S &ismic Design Maps' to estimatc the peak ¿¡orurd
qccclcr¿ìtion adjustcd for sitc class cfTccts (PGÀr). Bccause of the proxirnity to the subject site and thc
maximum probable evcnts flor these faults, it appears that a rnarimum probable event along the 1àult
zones could produce a pcak horiz,ontal acceleration of approximately I 0849 (2% probability of being
cxceeded in 50 years). While listing PCiA is usefLl tbr comparison of poÞntial cffccts of fault activi& ur
a region, other consideratious are importatrt in seisrnic design, includrng Íïequency aud du¡aticln of'rnotiou
¡nd soil oonditi<¡ns underlying the site.

'l .4 f,iquefaction

Soil liquefactìotr is a statc o[ soil parl.icles suspension caused by a complete loss oÊ strength u'hert the
efftclivc slress dtolls to zefo. Liquefachon normally occurs under sahr¡atcd conditions in soils such as

sand ìn which flre strength is purely fücfiorral.

lì-inrary facûçrrs thai trigger ìiquelactron arc: rnoclerate to strong ground shaking (scrismic sourcc).
relatively oleal, loose grzurular soils (prÌmarily poorly graded .sands and silty salds), and saturaûed soil
conditìons (shallow groundwater), Due to tJre increasing ov€rburdorl pressul'c with depth, lìquelàcbion of
granular soils is generally lirnil.ed lo lhe upper 50 feet of a soil profile, Horvever, liquefaction has occurrcd
ln soils other than clean sand.

A seisrrric hazard, which could cause clatnnge to the proposed developmcrrt dunng seisr¡ic shaking is the
post-liqucfaction scttlemcnl. of låe liqucfied sa¡ds, Based on the inlerldcd usc of'thc facility not being
classificd as a stnrchre forhrunan oÇcupancy as clefincd b),SPll7, liquclacfionpotcntial af drc site was
not cvaluatcd 'lhercl'oro, tro nritigal.ion measures ars ll,arranted lrom a geotscluúcal standpoinl,
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7.5 Lateral Spreading

Latcrnl qtrcading is a phcnomenon ilr which soils novc laterally clwing scismic shaking ancl is ot'len
associatetl rvitlt liqueläction The axlorlnt of movcment depends on [he soil strength, duation ancl rntr:rn:ity
of setsnric shaking, topograph,'y, and frec face gcornelry. Due kl the relafively flat site topoglaphv ancl lorv
liquefactiorr potential, rrue jucige the lìkelihcrcd ollateral spleading to l¡e low

i.6 L¿urdslides

I'here ¿re no known landslidcs al. drc sitc, ltor is tho sile in the path of any knowr or lxttcntial landslirjes
V/e do not consider ihe potenlial tbr a landslide to bc a hazard to tlus project,

7.7 Tsunami.s and Seiches

'lho site is not local.ed rvithin a lolvJying coaslal nrea. Therefore, tsuLramis (seismic sea rvaves) ar-ç not
considered a significnnt hazard at the site. Seiches are largç lvaves generated ur enclosed bodies of watcr
iu rcsponse ln ground shaking, No ma.;or \ruater-retaining struchücs are locatcd immeclialely trp gradient
Íiorrr the project site, Flooding fiom a seismically-induced seiche is considered unliJtely.

8. SOILAT\:DGROUND\4/ATERCONDITIONS

8.1 Subsur{¿ce Conditions

The subsurface conditìous ençountered appear tylical of thosc found in flre geologic region of the site.
Data obuured cluring the field expioration indicatcs the soils withrn the depth of exploration consisted of
alluvium deposits ol mcclium dense siþ sand, rnderlain by diatomaceous siltstone/shalc bedrock
(Modelo Formaíion/Sisquoc Shale,'fm,rl'sq).

Fiilsoilsnraybcprescntonsitebeyondourtestboringlocation. Vcrificationofthe extçntoftillshould
be determined during site grading. Vcrification of the extent of fiil shorrld be def.ermined dr.ring site
grading. l'ield and laboratory tests suggest tlut the deeper nativs soils are nroderately strong and
slightly compressible.

Soil conclitions described in the previons paragraphs arc generalized, T'herefore, the reader should consult
exploratory borìng log i¡çlucled in Appendix A for soil type, colcrr, moisl.ure, consistency, and USCS
clas.sificalion of tle materiaìs encouliered æ.specific location and elevations.

8.2 Groundwater

Thc lcst boring locatiou r.vas checked l'or the presence of grourdlvater during and aller tlie dr.i.tlrng
operations Free glotrndwaier r¡'as not oncountered druing our field expioration. It should be recogruzecl
drat rvatcr t¿lblc e.levations rray fluctuate with ümc, being depen<lent upon seasonal prccrpitation"
inigation. land use, localized pulrlplng, nnd clinLatic conditions as well as other factors. Therefrlrc, rvater
level ol;servatiorrs at the tirne of thc l"rcld invesrigation may vary fiom those errcourrterccl drrring the
construction phase of'thc ploject. lhc cvaluation of such faotors is beyond the scolrc of lhis report
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8.3 Soil Corrosion Screening

Ëxcessivo sulfaÞ in either the soil or native waler may result in an advclse lcacLion bc[ween i]re ce¡lcnt irt

concreteondtl-resoìl 'Ihe20ll EditionofACl 3tll(ACì318)huscstablishedcilteriaforcvaluationof
sulfl¿rtc and ch]onde lcve ls and ho'w they ¡clatc to ocrlcnt reactir,ìE with soil ancVor r,vat¿r

A soil sample 
"vas 

obtained from the project si[e rurd was tcsted for the evalnation of the potcrrlial f.or

concrete deterioration or stcel corrosion due to attack by soil-borne solubls salts and soluble cbi<¡r-ide. '[hc

water-soluble sulfatc colìcentratioll in the satrrationçxtraçt ÍÌon: thç soil sample was deTected tolte263
rnglkg. ACI 3I I Tables 4.2..1 and 4.3. I outlure cxllosure categorics, classes, a¡rd coucrcl,c rcc¡úrements by

exposlre class. ACI 318 requirements for site concrete baseil upon soluble sulfal.e a¡e summa¡ized in
Table 8.3 below.

TABLE 8J
WATER SOL UBI,E S ULFATÍ], EXPOS URE REQ UIREMENTS

'lhe u'ater-.s<lluble chloride conccnl¡ation detecled in sah:ration e>dlact from the soil samples was 35

tngkg. Tlús lovel of chloride concentration is considered negligible

It is recommended that a qualified corrosion engineer be consultod rcgarding protection of buúed steel

or ductile iron piping and conduit or, al a min:mum, applicable manufacturer's recommeudatious l'or

corrosion prol,ection of buncd rnctal pipe be closcly followccl-

CONCLUSIONS AND RIìICOMMENDATIONS9.

9.1

9. r.l

General

tsased upon the data collccted druing this invostigation, and ûorn a geotechtrical engineering
staudpoint, il. is our opinion dral the sitc is suitable for the proposcri construcfion of
improvomcnts at thc sito as planned, prr-lvidcd thc recom¡rçrrdalions cont¡iled in this rcport are

incorporated into the project design and constructíon. Conclusions and rscornmendaüons

provided in this repoft arc based on our review of available liter¿rtrrre, arralysis ofdata obtnined

fi'om ou' field exploLation aod laboratory l"esting ptogram. anri or.rr understanding of the

proposed clevelopment at this tjrne

o

Exposure
Clars

Exposure
Severity

Maximum
w/cm Ratio

Ceme¡rtitious
Materials

Type

0.0263
Not

Applicable
SO N/A 2,500 psi No Restriction
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9Ii

'i'lre prulary geotechrical coustraints idenlfied in our irvcstrgation is the preserrce of'
moderately cornpressiblc soils fbr the proposed sûrrctures at the sil¡ Recotnmendations üc

mitigaæ the effbcls of these soils arc providecl in tlús report,

I'he siæ is cunently vacantland covet'ed with vegctation, Sitc clcanng activitics shnll iucl¡de
removal of cll surface obsh-uctious nt¡t inl.ended to be ìncorporaæd irito ünal sitc design. lr
nddition, tmderground buried stmcnues aud./or utrlity lines encountcred dunng site clcaring ard
conslruction should bc pr:operly rcnrovcd and the resrrlting excavations backfilìed with
Ëngineered Fill. It is anticipated that site clearing and demolition activities of the existing site
featrues will dlsturb *re upper soils. AJlel site clearing and domolition activities, it is
recommended that clistwbed soils bç removed and,/or rccompacûcd.

Tlte upper soils withrrr ûre project site are idenúfiod prirrranly as sill¡, sand, J'lrese silty sarrd

soils c.xhibilrcl moderate compressibilib/ upon inúodrrction of watcr during the consolidation
tests. These soils, in theirpresent condiLion, possess modçrnte risk to constructiorr in [emrs of
possìble pnst-constructotl movement of the fbrndafions and floor systems if no rnitigation
lncasrres are ernployed. Accordirrgly, mitiga[ion measrues arc considerecl necessary to reduce
pcrtential selLlenrent for any nelv structul'es,

The proposed tower tbundation may bc designed utilizing a d¡illed pier caisson or a suitable
shallow foundation systenl, Recornmcnda[ions regardiug drilled pier caissorr forurdaiions are
provicled ìn tbe Caisson Foundation sechon, as applicable, of tlùs report. Recomrnendations
regarding sh¡¡llorv tower foundabions me provided in the Shallow F'oundalion seclion, as

applicable, of this reporl..

All references to t'elative cornpaction ar<l optiururn moish¡:e conûçnt in tJrìs report are based on
ASTM D 1557 (latesf edifion),

SALEM shall rcvíew the project ùainage platrs, fourdation plars. and structural pJans and
specilications prior to frral design submittal to assess whelher our recomnrelrdations have l¡een
prr.rpeily implernetrted and evalualÊ if additiorral analysis arrd./or rect-¡rnmentiations are requircd.
If SALEM is not provided plans and specifications fol review, we cauna[ assume any
responsibility for the future performance of the project.

SALEM shall be proserlt at the site during site demolition and preparati<tn to observe sitç
clcaring/demolition, prepamtion of ex1roscd su¡faces afler clearing, and placcment, h'eatnent
ond compaclion of fill rnaterial.

SALEM's observations should be supp-lemented w'ith periodic compaction losts to cstablish
substa¡rtial conft-rmrance with these recorümendafions. Moistruc confent of f'ootings and slnlt
subgrade should be tcsted irnmedtalcly pìor 1o concrete placeurent ,SAL,EM should observe
foundntion excavaliotrs prior to placemcnt of reìnforcing steel or concrete to assess whel¡er the
achral bcaring conditions urc oonlpatible wifh the conditions arrticipated during lhc preparation
ofthrs report.

9.r.4

9.1.5

9.1.6

9.).7

9.t fì

9.1,9
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9.21

Seisnric Design Criteri¡r

For scisnric dcsigrr of tJre shucfures, and irr aocordanoe with ttrc sclsrnic pro.,isions of the 2013
CBC, our recr¡mtneuded parainetcl's are shorvn below, Thcsc parrurrclot's are ba.sed on
Probabilistic (i¡orurd Motir.rn çf 2'h Probabìlity of Excecdance in -50 ycals The Site Class rvas
dclcntriucd bascd on our knolvlcdge of soil prof'rlcs in itc vicinity of the site,

TÄtsLE 7.2.1

2013 CBC SEÍSMTC P

Seisnric Item Symbol Value 2010 ASCE 7 or
2013 CBC Reference

Site Ccrcrdirntes (Datr.rn: NAD fl3)
34.3771LaI

-119.4747 Lon

.Sitc Class C ASCE 7 Table 20 3

Soil Profile Nzunc
Very l)e.nse

Soil/Soft Rock
ASCE 7 Table20.3

Ilisk Categor¡, Iì CBC'fable 1604,5

Site Coefficient for PGA D
I'Prì A 1.000 ASCE 7 Table 11.8-l

PGAM
Pe ak Crorurd Acceleratio¡r

(adjusted fr¡¡ Site Cla.ss eîfects)
I 084

ASCE 7 Equation
11,8-1

Seismrc Design Category SDC E
ASCETTable lt,6-l

&.2

Mapped Spectral Acceleration
(Short perr<rd - 0,2 scc) Ss 1 'l)i o

CBC Figule
16 13.3. I (1 -6)

Sr 0.982 g
I\4 apped Spectral Accc lcralion
(1.0 sec. period)

Sítc Clnss Modifrcd Sìte Cocfficierc E 1.000

CISC Fiprre
16 13.3.1(1-6)

CBC l'able
r6r3 3.3( t)

Site Class Modified Site Coeffrcient F, 1 300
CBC Tablc
r613 3 3(2)

MCE Spectral Rcspon.se Ac celeralion
(ShorL period - 0 2 sec) Svs : Fn Ss

S¡.rs 2,725 g CBC trquation l6-37

MCE Spectral Response Acccleration
(1.0 sec. perjod) Srvn : Fv Sr

S¡,¡r 1276g CBC Equation 16-38

Sos
Desi gn Speotral Response Accr¡loral.ion
S¡s:'%S¡¡s (short Fc¡ìod - 0.2 scc) 1.817 s CBC Equation i6-39

S;rr
Design S¡reciral Rcs¡ronse Acccloration
Sr>r-=?iSr¿r (l 0 sec. period) 0.85 I g CDC H,quatìon 16.40
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.):. Confornlance Lo the cdteria ir the above ublc for seisnic design does not constitute any kind ol
guarantoe or assrr¿rnce that sig,nificanl. strr¡ctural damage or ground l¡ittue r.vill not clccu if a

large earth.quake occurs, T'he prLrnary goal of seisnuc dcsign is lo plotect litÌ:, not to avoid nll
damage, since suoh design may bc cconornically prohibitive

Materials for !'ill

Excavated soils generatecl from cut o¡;crations at the site arc sutablc for use as general

Engineered Fill in structural areas, providcd they do not contain doletorious rnattcr, organic
matorial, or rock nratcrìal larger than 3 inches jn maximum diruension

Irnporl soil intcndcd for usc ts Non-Expansivc Engir.reercd Fill soil, shall be well-graded,
sliglrtly cohesive silty fine sand or sandy silt, wiLh relatively impcrvious characteristics when
compactcd,

A clean sand or very sandy soil is not acceptable ibr this purposc, A sandy soil rvill allow the

surfàce wa¡Er tn drain into the expansive cLayey soils beLow, which may result in
unacceptable su'elling. This materíal should be apploved by thc Engineer príor to use and

should typically possess the soil characteristics summarized beiorv rn 'I'able 9.4.2

9.3 ì

o1,

9.3.3

9.3 Soil and Excavatio¡ Characteristics

Based orr tho soil condilions encountered in our soii boring, the onsite soils can be cxcavated
with nroderate eft'ort using conventional excavation equipment

It is the responsibility oftlto contractor to ersure that all excavations a¡d teuchcs are properly
shored and rnaintained in accordance u.ith applicablc Occupational Safety ¿¡1¿ 11.u1*1t

Adminislration (OSHA) rules and rcgulations to maintain safel¡r and uraintain the stability of
adjacent exsting improvenrents, Tempora4' excavations are further discussed in a tater Section
ofthis report.

The upper soils a¡e moistu¡e-sensitive and tnoderately collapsible rnder satu¡atcd conditions.
These soils, in their p¡esent condition, possess rnoderate risk to consfruction in terms of
possible post-construction movcnrcnt of the foundations and floor systelns if no mitigation
measures are employed, Accordingly, nreasures are consìdered necessary to reduce anticipated
expansiou and collapse potentiai.

As recomrnended in Seclion 9.-5, the collapsible soils should be overercavatcd nnd

recompacted. Mitigation lneasrü'es r.vill not eliminate post{onsû'uction soil movcment, but will
reduce the soil movement. Success of the mitigation neasrues will depend on the lhorougluress
of the contractor in dealing with the soíl conditions.

9.3.4 The uear surface soils identified as part of or-u' irrvestigation are, generaily, dzunp to moist due
to the aìrsorption cha¡acterÌstics of thc soil Earthwork operations may elìcountcr very moist
unstable soils which may require rcmoval to a stable bottom. Exposed naúve soils exposed
as part of sitc grading operations sliail not be allowed to dry out and should be kept
continuously moist prior to placement of subsequent till,

9.4

9_4.I

9.4.2
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TAIìI,E 9,4.2
N ON-EXPANS I VE IMPORT F'ILL t.s

9.4.3 'Ihe prefcred materìals specifie<l for Non-Expansive Engineered Fill are suitablc lor rnost
upplications with tlte exception of exposru-e to erosiox. Ìkoject.çitc wilterizatio¿ and
protection of exposed soils durirrg the conslructíon phase shorLld bc the solc responsibility of
tlre Coll"ractor, sirrcc they have complete control of the proje ct site.

9.4.+ Environmetrlal charncteristics alrd corrosion poterrtial of ìmport soil ma|cnals should also bc
consiclered,

9.4.5 Pro¡rcsed impolt nral¡rials should be sampled, tcsted, and approved bv SALEM prior to its
tralsportation to the sit-e .

95

9.5 i

9 5.2

9.5 3

9.5 4

Grading

A SALEM representative should be present during all site clearing and gradrng oporations to
tcst and observe earthwork construction. this testing and observation is zur integtal part of ow
scrvice as acccptance of earthwork consl¡uction is dependent upon compactiorr oll the material
¿md the stability of the material The Geotecluucal Engineer rnay re;ect any ntalcrial that does
tìol. moot compaction and stability rcc¡rirctncnts, Further rccommendatiorts otl this repofi are

predicated upon tlìe assumption Úrat earthrvork construction will confonn to recommendations
set forth in this seotion as well as oth€r portions of tlris report,

A preconstruction conferencc should be held ât the sitc prior to the begmrrng of grncling
operations rvith the owner, contractor, civil engineer and gootechnical engineer ìn atterrdarrcc.

Si[e preparatiotr shorúd begrn with removal of exìsliug hees, srr]'ace/srrbsurface structùrcs,
rnderground utilities (as requircd), any existing r¡ncerlified fi1l, and debris. Excavations or
depressions resultilg fronl site clearing operalions, or otler exisling excavations or depressions,
.shorrld be restored rvilh Errgineered Fill in accordance with the recommendatiorrs of Lhis report.

Surface vcgetation should bc rçmoved by slnpping to a sulfïcien[ depth to remove orgauic-ricìr
topsoil. The upper 2 to 4 ilches of thc soils containing, vegatatiolì, roots and oilre¡
objectionable orgauri.c mattcr enconntcred aL thc time ofìgrading should bc snip¡led and removed
liom the surf'ace. I)eeper stripping may be required in localizetl ateas, Ln addition, an)/ existirg
concrete antl asphalt nralclials shall bc rcmoved from areas of proposed improvernenls md
stockpilccl separaûely f}otn excavat¡d soil rnaterjal. Thc stnpped vegetarion, asphalt ancl

collcrete nlaûÈrials will uof bc suitable f'or use as Errgureered Fìll or witlin 5 feet of building

Mìnìmu¡n Percent Passing No. 200 Sieve

Madrmrnl Percent Passing No. 200 Siovc

20

50

Maxi¡ru¡r Pa¡ticle S ize 3

Maxir¡um Plasticity lldex t2

Maximum CBC Expansion Indox ?0
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9 .5._s

li.i6

9.5.7

9.,s I I

9.5.12

9.5,8

9.5 9

9.5. r 0

pads or \.vithin pavenlenl arcas. Howover. stnp¡led topsoil nray be st.ock¡-ri1e<l ¡rncl rersed i¡
larrdscape or non-stnlcfural areas or oxpolted liom the sitc

Sntcfural equipment pacl areas should be considered íLs areas extending a núnilnunl oli -5 fèct
horizontalÌy beyond the outside dimcn.sions ol' buildings, ilcludiug fbotings a¡rd non-
carrtilevereci overhangs carryi n g s tluct ura l lo,¡ds-

'I'hc upper two (2) feet of soils in building/shelter pads should be removed and replaced wit¡
properly moistue condìUoncd and compacted as [ngirreered Fill. Loose fill sr¡ils shoulj be
retnoved and replaced r.vith properly moisture corrditioned and compacted Engineercd Fil1.
Success of the nritigal,ion nreast¡res will cìepend on Lhe thoror.rghress of the conûaclor in dcaìing
with the soil conditions,

All fìngineered Pill (including scarified grorurd surfaces and backfill) should be placed in thin
lifts rvhich will allow for adequate bonding and conrpaction (typically 6 to I inches h ¡-rose
thickness), Engirreereil F'ill should be placed, moisture conclitioncd to within *2 percent of
optimum moishlrc conûcnl, and compacfcd t¡c at least 95r% relative compaction.

Alintegral par-t of satìsfacl;ory fÌll placement is the stability of the placedliftof soil. Ii placecl
rnaüerials exhibit excessive instability as dcte¡minecl by a SALEM fieìd rr:prcsentative, the liff.
rryilì be considered turacce¡rtable and shall be reuredied prior to placement of arlditional fill
material. Additional lifts should not be placed if the previous lift did not mcet the rcquired dry
density or ifsoil conditions arc ìlot stable

Witliin pavement areas, if zury, it is recommended that scanfication, moishue conditioning a¡d
recompaction be ¡rerlonned to at lcast 12 inches below existiug gracle or finish grade,
whichevcr is deeper 1n addition, the upper 12 inches of final pavement subgrade, whether
cornpleted at'grade, by excavatioq or by filìing, should be uniformly moistu¡e-conditioncd to
near optimum moisturc cont€nt and cornpactcd to at least 95Vo relalivc compaction.

Final paverrrertt subgrade should be finisltecl to a srnoc¡th, unyield:rrg su¡face, We fr¡rlher
recornmend prooÈrolling the zubgrade with a ioadcd watcr truck (or similar equipment ivith
high contact pressure) to vcrily tlre stability of the subgrade prior to placing aggregalr basc

Tlte mcrsl. effèctive site ¡rreparatìon altemntivos will dcpend on site conditions prior to grading,
We should evaluale site conclitions ancl provido supplemental reconmondations irnmediately
prior to 6gading, if neccssary,

fhe contractor is advised to anticipate that grourdwatcr or seepage nray advetsely affect drilled
shall (caisson) ccnstruction In addition, it is noted that groundwater a¡rd soil mo.isture
conditions could he sigrrilicantly different dururg tfte $'e t season (þpically vvinter and spring) as
surfacc soil bccomcs wct; perched grourdwater conditions lray develop. Gading druing this
tirne period will likcl1, crtcounter wct nral"r:rials resulting in possible excavation a¡ld fiÌl
placement difficulties. Project site wurtcrization consisting ofplacenrent of aggregate base a¡d
protcctìng exposed soils dunng conshuotion should be perf,ormed. l1 the con.sl¡uction schedule
rcquilcs gracling olloratiotls duríng the wct seasoll, we cíur pruvide additional recourmendations
æ conclitroru wilTant.
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9.5 ll The wet soils ntay becotne tton conducive to sitc grading as the uppor soils yield under the
weight of the constntclion equipmenl, I'hetef'or'e, rnitigalion mçasurcs should l¡e perfunned
f'or søbiiization, 'Iypìoal remeclial ûìeasures include: cliscirrg and acratìlg tho sr¡il during dry
tveatlter; mixing the soil with dryer materials; lcnroviug and replacing tfte soil with an
approved fill material or placernent of cnrshecl rocks or aggrcgfltc basc matcl.ial; or rnixing
the soil u,ith nn a¡rproved lime or cement product,

The most corntnonl-elnedial measure of stabilizing the botlonr of the ercavaLion duc to wet
soil conditiolr is to reduce the moishrre of the soil to near tìre optirnurn moishrrc content by
having the subgrade st¡ils ssarified and aeratcd or mixed witli drier soils prior to compacting.
However, the drying proccss may requirc an cxtended period of tirne ancl ¿elay thc
construction opcration. To expcditc thc stabilizurg process, crushcd rock may be utilized for
stabilization providcd this rncthod is approved by the oivner fol the cost puÌpose

If the use <¡f cnrshed rock is considerecl, it is recommendcd that tbc upper sofT and wet soils
be replaced by 6 to 24 inches of 34-inchto l-inch cn¡shed rocks. The thickness of lhe rosk
layer depends on the severity of the soil inslability. The recomrnendsd 6 to 24 inches of
crushed rock matcrial will provide a stable platfonn. It is furthe¡ recomrnended l,hat lighter
compaction equipment be utilizcd for compacting the crushed rock, A layer of geofabric is
recommended to be placed on top o[ the compacted c¡ushed rock to mrnimiiæ migration of
soil partìcles into the voids of the crushed rock, resrrlting in soil movement. Although it is
not requirod, the use of googrid (e.g. Tensar BX 1100, BX 1200 or TX i60) below the
crushçd rock will elùanc€ stability and reduce tle lequired thick-.ness of crushed rock
necessary for stabilization.

(hr fi¡m should be consLrll.ed prior to implementLng remedial measures to provide appropriate
recomrnçndations.

Shallow Foundations

l'he site is suitable for use of convetrtional shallow fouldations for cquipmcnt sheler skuchrres
consistirrg of coutinuous sfip footings benring in compactcd engine cred fiìl or com¡rctçnt. native
soils e>çosed during fcroting excavation

Tho site is suitable fot use of a shallow ftn:ndation for the commu¡ication towcr consìsting of
isolated spread footings bearing in cornpacted Engineered Fill or cornpetent native soils exposcd
durùr g foohng exc avation.

It is recommended that continuous bearing wall footings to be uílízerl for the equiprnent shelter
have a nrinimum width of i2 inches, and a rnìnimum embedmcnt depth of 12 inches below
lorvest adj acent pad grnde.

Isolatsd sprçúd footiltgs to be utilized for t}c comrnunicaLion tower shoukl be at least 4 fect
wide and should be enrbedded a lrrinirtün depttr of 3 fe¿t belovi lowest adiaccnt pad grade.
Footing cotlcleûe shoulcl be ¡rlace<l ìnto neal excavation, The f'ooting bottonr*s shall be
malnlained f¡ee ol'loosc and disturbed soil.

9.6

9,6.1

9 6.2

9.6.3
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9 6.4 Ì;oolilrgs prolxrrtioned as rocomllrellded above lnaJ/ be designed for tlc nla,rjmum allotvable
soil lrcanng pressì.rrcs shorvn ln the table bclow

Àllowablc Bearing
Loading Conditiorr

Shelter Tower

2,-500 psfDead Loacl Only

Dcad-Plus-Live Loacì

I,,s00 psf

2,t)00 psf 3.000 psf

Total Load. Including Wincl or Seismic Loads 2,660 psl 4,000 psl'

9.6..5 For dcsign purposes, lltal settlerncnt on lhe order of % to I inch may be assruned for sh.allolv
f'orrndations. Drft'erential settlement should be yi tß k inch, producurg ân mgular dislortlon of
0.002. Most of the settlemeut ìs expected to occur clwing construction as the loads are applied.
Howevcr, additional post+onstructton settlernent nlny occur if lfie foundatiou soils a¡c lloodecl
or salurated The fcxrting excavations should not bc atlowcd fo dry out a1ry lime prior to poufing
conorete.

9.6.6 Resista.¡rce to lateral footing displacement cau be coruputed using a¡l allowable coeffi.cicnt. ofl
firction fhctor of 0,35 ßcting between the base of fclundations and the supporting subgade.

9.6.7 LatBral rcsistanco for footìngs can aLtematively be developed using an allowable equivalent
fllid passive prossrìre of 350 poturds per cubic fcxrt actùrg against the appropriate vertical
ftroting faces. Thc frictional and passive resistarrce of the soil may be combined provided ftal. a

-50o/o reduction of thc füctional resistance factor is used in determinìng the total lateral
resista¡rce.

9,6.8 Mi¡rinrrun reilforcetr:ent for cotrti¡uous foo[ings should consist of two No, 4 stee] reinforcing
bars; otte placed rrear the to¡r of tle f'ooting ancl one uear the bottom. Reinforcernellt t'or spread
footings should be designed b), the proJect strurctu¡al engineer.

9.6,9 Untfergr:ound utililies rururing parallel to footirrgs should not be conshucted in the zçsne of
irfluence of foolrlgs, The zone of iufluence rrtay be taken to bc l-hc arca berrcath the foobing and
withitr a .l : I pl ane exlending out and dotvu lì'otn the bclttom edge of tìre footirrg

9 610 The foundatir-¡n subgracle sh<¡r.rlcl bc sprinìded ss necessary to maintail a moisl conditiol \^,ithout
significant slrrinkage cracks as would be cxpectcd in any concretc placement. Prior to placrng
rebar reinfcn'cemertt, forurdation excavations should be cyalu¡rùcd by a rcprcsc'ntative of SALEM
tbr appropriate support cha¡acteristics and rnoisfure content. Moisture conditionìng may be
required f'or thc tnatcrials exposcd at foo[ing bottoln, partrcularty if fbundntion excavations are

lell o¡:n lor an exlendccl pcriod.

9.',l Carsson [i'oundations

I'orver f'ootings should have a minirnum diamcter of 24 inches and e;rtcnd a minimtrrn dcpth ol
I0 fiiet below lhe lorvesl adjacerrl grnde.

tj..¡ I
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9'7.2

9,7.')

9 7.4

9.1 .5

9 7.6

9.7.7

97I

ooe

Based upon strbsuface co¡rditions at the sitc, casing of the dnllcd pier u,il1 bc required il
groundwater or caving is cncountcrcd. audor the tl¡illed hole has to bc lefl open lor an extcndcd
period of tìme

[f grotrndwaler is çncottntcred, t]re shalì sliorrld bc d¡rlled wrth care, advancilg the oasing aheod
of thc auger altd nlairltaining a walùr head insicle the casirig equal to (or highcr) thau the
surrounding water lable to lÌmil ùre poûcnLial l'or drilled shalì holc collapse. when applicable ,

1'he cæing should be bed<ied into the soii urit ne¿u the design depllr prior to placenrcnt o1ì thc
reinforcing stcel and concretir, and casing exft¡rction

The conununicahou tower planned tc bc constructcci rrsurg decp l'c¡uudation oan be supportcd o1
caissons using allowable sidewall friction values prcse.rrtccl ul Tablc 9.7 8.2. Thesc values are
for dead-pluslive loads. Uplill loads can bc rcsistcd by caissons usirrg allowable sidewall
friction lllus the weight of the pier.

The tot¿rl setl.lemonl of ihe tower tìloting is not expected to cxcced I inch. Most of thc
scttlement is expected ûo occu¡ during constructiou as thc loacls are applicd, Wheu applìcable,
caissons may be designcci fo¡ lateral loads utrlizrng thc Isolated Pole Formula ancl Specifications
shown on Section 1807.3"2 c¡f the21l2lnteuradonal Building Code (IBC).

The drilled caissons may be designed using l,PlLE and thc parêrïretcrs presentccl ín Table
9,7.8.1. The leteral lcadir,g criteria is basecl on the assrunptìou that the load application is
applied at the grourd level and fleible cap connections.

The sorl paramoters for LPILE lateral pile analysis are provided as follorvs:

't"ABLE 9.7-8.1
LPILE PARAMETERS

gratJe re uci,ion. K, ' l).rl ) I r_' (

Dcpth
(feet)

Soil
Strain
Ratio,

6so

0-8 ,Slvf 125 3_s 170 20

tì-18
Deconrposed

Siltstone/Sha1e
80 17 I000 30

I 8-35 Siltstone/Shale 90 l,-5oo 40

35-.50 Siltstone/Sha1c 90

20

20 2,000 50
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4dd[o_Bl!a4_D¡qe¡_k849!,{¡_[4Dr-¡]l cd Caisson Foundations

'|ABLE 9.'1,8.2
SOIL PARAMETERS FORDRII,LED CAISSON ÐESIGN

¡\n it¡oreue oi' ¡s Itrtrjttcd for tomporary wind or loods, sal'cty froton of2 rvas used for Skin lriotion urcl 3

wrs uscd Ilr (ì¡oss lìcaring Copacity,

Lateral loatls for caissons may be designed for lateral capacilies of 350 pounds per sqr¡aìÞ looL
per foot of depth (psfTll) to a maximum of 5,250 psf These values nray be increased by one-
third r.vhen using thc altcmative load combi¡atior:s thai include wind or oaftlìquake loads,

9.8 Concrete Sla.bs-on-Grade

9,8,1 Slab tluckness ¿urd reinforcament should be determined by the struclural engincer based on ttre

articipated loading. We recommend that nou-slructural slabs-on-grade be at least 4 inchcs thick
¿u-rd underlain by 6 inclres of compræted granular aggregals subbase nratetial compacted to at

least 95o/o relalivc compaction.

9,8,2 Granula¡ aggregalc subbase material shall confomr to ASTM D-2940, Latcst Rlihon (Tablc 1,

bases) witJr a[ least 95 percent passing a lVz-inch sieve and not more than 1ì% passing a No. 200
sieve to prevent capillary moistruÊ rise,

I 8.3 We rccomruend reìnfbrcing slabs, at a tnirlimurn, with No. 3 roinftlrcing bars placed l8 inchçs
on cçntor, cttch wa¡,.

9 8.4 Slabs subject to structual loading lrray be desigrcd utiliâng a rnodulus of subgrade reaction K
of 180 porìn(ls ¡ler squ.ìro inch per inch. The K value was approximatecl based on inter-
relationship of soil classilicafion and bearing values (Pofland Cement Association, Rocky
Morrrtain North'"vc s1).

9,7,9

Unit Skin Friction*
Cornpression Load, psf

Unit Skin Friction -
Tension Load, psf

rGross Bearing
Capacity, psfDepth ^

(Feet)
IJltimate TA]lowable [Jltimate 2Allowable 2A-llow¡ble

I-4 270 135 220 1r0 6,000 2,000

3004-8 400 200 t50 9,000 3,000

8-1 8 1,200 600 I,100 550 12,000 4.000

I 8-25 1,900 950 1,700 850 I 8,000 6,000

25-35 2,2002,40tò 1,200 I,r00 21,000 7,000
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9.f15

98(;

9,8,7

9.8.8

9.8.9

9 8. r0

9.8 1I

9.tJ. l2

'Ihc spacing of crack control joints should tre dcsigred by the pro.f ecl shuctural engìneer. hr

ordcr to rcguìatc cracking o1' the slabs, we reconrmond tlrat 1ìrll dcpth constructron .joints or
control loints bc providcd ab a maximrur spaorng of i5 feet in each direction for 5-inch tlick
slabs ¿¡rrd 12 [eaL f.or 4-inch thick slabs.

Crack contrcrl joints should cxtcnd a ruinimr"rm depth of one-forull the slab thickness a¡rd

should be constructed usirg sar".-cuts or othcr mcf.hods as soon as practical aller concrete
placernent, The exterior lloors should be poured scparatc'ly in <¡rdcr to act independently of the

walls ¿md foundaü,,¡n syst€m

It is recornmended thnt the utilrty trenches witlin the stuoture be compacted, as specifìed in ou'
report, to mìnirnizæ the transmissiotr of rnr.¡isturc thror;gh the utility üench backfll. Speci.al

attcntion to the immediate drzunage and inigaúorr üround the equipment shelter is
lecOrurl6¡lded.

Exterior' finish grades should be sloped al a minimrun of I to lt/z pvrcont away fronr al] inûorior

slab areas to preclude pondhg of water adiacent lo lhe stuctures and should bc maintained
throughout the lif'e of the stmcture. Poncling of water shoulcl not be allowed adjacent ûo the
slruch-¡re Over-irrigation within landscaped areas adjacent to the structure should not be

ptrforrncd. Irr irrldition, ventilation o[ tìe struoture is recommended to reduce the accumulation
of interior tnoisttuc

Moistu¡e within the shrchlre may be derived Íìom water vapors, which were trnnsfonned fronr
thc moistule within the soils. This moisture vapor penetration can affect floor coverings and
produce mold and milderv in the structure To minuniz-e moishre vapor intrusion, it is
rccommended that a vapor retarder be installed in accordance wiilr manufacturer's
recommendations and./or ASTI\4 guidelines, whichevel is morc stringcnt.

hr ¡rreas wtrere it is rlesired io reduce floor darnpness where moisture-sensitive coverings are

anticipated, consÞuction should have a suitable waterproof vapor retarder (a minimum of 15

mils thick polyethylene vapor retarder sheeting, Raven l¡dustries "VaporBlock 15, Stego
Industries 15 mil "SægoWrap" or W.R Meadows Seattight 15 mil '?crminator') incorporated
ìnto tho floor slab design. 'Ihe water vapor retarder should be decay resístant material
complyìng with ASTM 896 not exceeding 0.&l perms, AS'I'M 8154 and ASTM E1745 Class

A. The vapor barrier should be placed between thç concrete slab and the compacted ganular
aggregate subbase material. Tho wntcr vapor retarcler (vapor banìer) sllould be installed in
âccordance with ASTM Specification E 1643-94.

The concretc naybe placed directly on vapor ret¡¡der. Ttre vapor-retalder should be inspected
prior lo concrete placement. Cut or puucturcd ¡cli¡rdsr shoulcl be repaired using vapor retarder

material lapped 6 inches beyond damagcd arcas and taped.

The recommendal,ions of this reporl are int¡nded to reduoe the potential fol cracking of slabs
duc to soil movcrncnt, Ilclwever, even with the incorporation of the recomrnendations presented

hcrein, foundalions, stucco w¿rlls, and slabs-on-grade may exhibit some crackûrg drre to soil
lnoverlenl.. Tlus is comlìlon for project area$ Lhat conlain cxparuive soils since designing to
clinLinate polenlial soil rrovernent is cost prohibitive. J'he occurrence of concreþ sluinkage
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9 8.13

cracks is ìndependent of fhc suppotling s<;il cha¡acte¡istics Their' occurrence nray be reduced
and/or co¡rllolled by limiting the shlnp of the concrctc, l)ropcr concrctc placeurent and curing,
zurd by the placement of crack control ,joints at perioclic irrtcn als, in pru-Lir.rLrìar, rvhsre re-enlr¿urt

slab comers occur.

Proper lìnishing and curing should be performed in accord¿urcc with the latest guidelines
providcd by the Amencan Concrete hrstitnte, Portland Cerrrenl Association, ancl ASTM.

9.9

e.9 t

Lateral Earth llressures and l'rictional Resistancc

Active and at-rest utit lateral earth pressures again.st footíngs and rvails are surnmariz.ed in the
table belolv.

9.9.2 A.ctive presstue applies to walls, which a¡e free to rotate. At-r'est pressrua applies to walls,
which are rastrained against roktion. The prececling laleral earth pressures assunre suffrcielrt
draìrrage behind retaining walls to prevent flre build-up of hyrJrostatrc prossu'e.

9.9 3 The top onc-foot of adj acent subgtade should be deleted fiom the pæsive pressurc computation
u¡llcss it is recclmpaotod.

9.9,4 The fbregoing values oflateral earth pressures and fictional coefhcients represent ultimate soil
values and a salèty Iactor consistcnt wilh the design conditions should bs included in thoir
usage.

9.9..5 For stability agaìnst lateral sliding whiclt is resisted solely by the passive pressurc. wr
rccornmend a minimum saf'ety factor o1l 1.5"

9.9 6 Fol stability against laûeral sliding, which js resistcd by the combined passive and Jäctional
rcsistance, a minimrun sat'etv factor of 2.0 is rccomrlcnclcd

9.9,7 For lateral stabilifl against scismic loading conditions, we rccormlçnd a rnirùnum salbly fhctor
of I.1.

Lateral Pressure Conditi on s
Ultimate Equivalent

F'luid Pressure, pcf

Activc Pressrüe, Drainsd 3_5

At-Rest Pressure, l)rafi rod 55

Passive Pressure 3.50

Rdatcd Parameters

Allowable Coefflicient of Fïction 0.35

h-Place Soil Densiby (lbs/ff) 120
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9,10

9"r0 1

9.10 2

9. r0.3

9 l0.4

9 9.8 Þ'or dlnnnic scistnic lntelal ioadmg thc lòllor,r,ing equation sìull be uscd:

Retnining Walls

Rctaining and/or below grade wall.s should be drained u'ith either perforal,ed pipo encased ìn
free-clrainilg gravcl or a prelabricaterl drainage syslem. Thc gravel z¡ne should have a
mitrimum widtÀ of l2-ntches wide and should exten<l uplvnrcl fo within l2-inches of tlre top of
the wall. The upper' l2-inches of bacldill should consist of native soils, concrete. asphaltic-
concrote or other suitablc backflrll to minimizc su¡fhce drainage into thc wall drain system, Tl1e
gravel should conform to Class II perrneable matenals graded in accordance with the currcnl
CalTrans Standard Specifi cations.

Prcfàbricaled dlainage syslcms, such as Miradrain@, Enkadrarn(Ð, ol an equivalcnt subsüruþ,
are occeptabls allcrnatives in licu of gravel provided they are lnsta]led in accordance wrth thc
manufactruer's recornnreudal-ions. If a pretàbricated drainage syslem is proposed, our firm
should review the syslem for final accepfånce pnor to installation.

Drainage pipes should be placed rvith perforations down and should discharge in a non-erosive
maruler away lrom fbundatjons and other lmprovcmçnts, The top of thc perforated pipe should
be placcd at or be-low tlie bottom of the adjacent floor slab or pavemerrts. The pig: shou]d bc
placed irr thç ceuter line of the ú'ainage blanket arrd should have a ninintum diameter of 4-
inchcs. Slot-s should be no vi'ider tlan l/8-inch in diameter, r,r'hile perforatrons should be nr.r

more tha¡ Vn-inch in diameter-.

If retairung walls are less th¿m -5 feet in height" the perforated pi¡rc may be omittcd in lieu of
weep lroles on 4 fcct ltraxirnrm spacìng. Tl.e wcep holes should consisl; of Z-inalt diarnetçr
holcs (concrete walls) or ulmortared head.joints (rnasonry walls) and placed no lughcr ttran 18-
inchcs above llte lowest adjacent grade. Two 8-inch square overlapping patches of geotextile
fabric (cr-rnfornring to the CalT¡ans Standard Spccifications for "cdge drains") should bç allìxccl
to thc rear wall opcnìng of cach wce¡l lrole kr rcttrrd soil piping.

9.i0 5 Dr"uing gradtng and backfitling operations adjacen[ to any walls, hcaly equiprncnt should not
be alloi,vecl io opcrate within a lateral distancc of 5 fect frorn the wall, or wítlin a lnter¿l
distance e<¡ual to the i.vall hcight, whichever is greakr, to avoid developing excessive lateral
prsssures, Witlin this zrnc, only hand opcral.cd cqui¡;menl (''lvhackers," vibratory plates, or
pneumatic conrpacl.ors) shoLrld be used to compacl tlre backlill soiis.

Dynamic Seismic Lateral Loading Equation

l)yrtamic Seismic Latelal l-oad = '/ryKr,IIz

\&'here: "¡ - In-Place Soil Density (Section 7 3 I above)

K¡ - llorizontal Acceleration = %ItGAla (Sccúon 7 2. I above)

I{ = Wall Height

Project No. 3-214-0689 - 18 -
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e.l1

911 I

Temporary Exc¡rvations

lVe;uiticipatc lhat the majoril¡, ol'the sandy sils soils will bc classified as Cal OSHA "Type C"
soil when encourtcrctl in exoavations durirrg site developnrerrt and constnrchon Excavalion

sloping, lænohìng, the use of trench shiclcls, anil t.tle placctncnL r.¡f trcrrr:h spoils should conlbrm
to the latcst applicable Cal-OStlA st¿urd¿uds The con{r'actor should have a CaI-OSIIA-
approved "Ço¡npetÊnt petsorl" onsitc clunng exca't¡alion to ev¿1luat€ trench condilions and r¡akc

appropriatc rc commendations vr,hero ne ce ssary-

It is the conlractor's responsibiliLy to provrdc suflioient zurcl .s¿fè excavation sltpporl as well as

protecting nearby utilities, stucturcs, and otìrcr improvetnenfä which rnay be damaged by earlh
rnovorncnts. All orr^site ercavatiorts ûrust be coucluctcd in such a rrilrner that potential

srrrcharges from existiug struchrres, conslmclion equipment, nnd vehicle loads nre resisted. The

surchflrge arcìÍr may be defined b), a l:l projection dorvn and arvay fi'orn the bottom of an

exrsting foundation or vehicle load. Temporary excavations anrl slope faces shou{d be protected

fr'onr rainfall arrcl orosion. Sufacc runoff shor"rld be dirccæd away from excavations and slo¡æs.

Open, urrbraced excavations in undishlrbed soils should be rnade acco¡ding to the slopcs

prcscntcd in thc followìng table

If, due !o spacc limit¿tion, excavalions near existing struchres are performed in a vertioal
posiiion, braccd shorings or shielcls may lrc used for supporting vortical excavations.

Therefore, in order to comply with the locai and state safèty regulations, a pro¡lerþ designed

and installcd shoring syslrm would be required to accornplish planned excavations and

installation. A Specialty Shonng Corrh-acl:or should be responsible f'or the design and

installation of such a shoring svstettt dtring oonsfruction.

B¡aced shorirrgs should be desigrred for a madtnurn pressu-re distribution of 35H, (where H is
the dcpth of the excavatìon in leet), TLe [c.,re going cloes not include excess hydrostatio pressr,ue

or surcharge loading. Filly percerrt of any surcharge load, such as construction equipn:ent
weight, should be added to the lalrral load grven hercin. Equipmetrt lraffic .should concunently
be liniæcl to an area at least 3 fcet ftom tìre shoring face o¡ edge of the slope.

The excavation ancl sÌrorilg recrommendalions provided hçrein are based on soil cltaracferistrcs

dcrived from tlre bomg within the area. V¿riations in soil conditions will likcly be encountered

during the excav¿tions. SALEM Engineering Cnou¡r, [nc. should be aftbrcled üre op¡:ortunity to

provide field review to svaluate tl,e actual conditions atld accourt for' freld condition variafions

ruot other-wise artrcipatcd ur the preparation of flris recr-mmeudation, Slope heiglrt. slopc

ulclinaLion, or excavation depth .should iu no çase excecd those specified in local, state, or
fèderal salcty regulation, (e.g OSIIA) sta¡d¿rds for excavations or Assessor's regulations.

9.It 2

9.11.3

9.n.4

9 n.5

911.6

- r9 -

Depth of Ercavation (ft) Slope (Horizontal : Yerticnl)

l:10-5

5-10 2'.1
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9.12

9.t2.r

9,13

913 I

9.r2.2

9.12.3

9t24

Underground lJtilities

Underground utility trenches should be backlìllcd witli prcpelly compacted maicrial. Tlie
ruaterial excavatcd fronl ths ffenches should be adequate for tue as bacl<fill provided it does not
contain dcleterious mattcr, vggetatlon or rock larger than 3-inches in mzurùnrun dimsnsion,
Trench backfill ulrlizing nalive soils should be placed in loose lifts not exceeding 8-inches aud

courpacted to 9.5 per:cent, relative cornpacfion,

Bcdding rud pipc zonc backfill typically extends from thc bot¡om of the trench sxçín'ations to
approximately 6- ûo l2-inches abovo the crown of thc pipr, Pipe beddng an<i bacldill material
slrould confcrm to the tequirements of the goveming utiliry agerrcy.

It is suggested that underground utrlitres crossing l¡cnenth no\.v or existlrrg structures bc plugged
at enfry and cxit locations and 2 fcet beyond to the building or structure to prevent watcr
migration, Trench plugs can consist of on-site clay soils. if ¿vailable, c¡r sand cement slurry.

The contractor is rcsponsible Por retnoving all water-sensitive soils fionr the trench regardless
of the backfill lt-¡catjon arrd compactiou requirements. Thc cotlttaotor should r-rse alrpropriate
equipment and methods i"o avoid damage to the utilitics and/or slruoturcs during lill
pl aoenlçnl aild compaction.

Srrrface Drainage

Proper surface drainage ls critical to the futr¡e performance of the project. Unconlrolled
rnfiltration of lrrigation excess and storn nmoff into the soils can adversel), affect the
performance of the plarured írnprovemonls. Saturation of a soil can cause it to lose inæmal
shear shength aod increase iLs compressibility, resulting ùr a change to rmportant engineering
properties. Proper drainage should be maintained at all times,

Site draiuage should be collected and transfened away liom improvements in nonerosive
drainage devices. Drainage should not be nllowed to pond anywhere on the site, arrd cspecially
nol agaiust arry foundations or re[aining walls. Drainage should rrot be allowed to flow
uncontrolled ovor any dcscending slope 'thc proposcd structures shoultl be provided with roof
gutterä. Discharge frorn downspouts, roof clrairts and sÇuppers are not pemutted onto
urprotected soils within l.we feet of the building perinleter. Planters which are located adjacent
to for:ndations should bc sealcd <lr properly d¡ained to prevent moistu¡e intrusion inlo tle
rnaterials providing fourtclariou support, Landscape irrigahon within 5 feet of the building
perimeter f'ootings shoulcl br; kept to a minimnm to just sup¡rcrt vegetative life

The ground immediately adjacent to the foundation shall bc slopcd away from the building at

a slope o1'not lsss than -5 pet'cent for a minimum disl¡nce of 10 Êeet. Impervious surfaces
wíthin l0 feel of the building foundation shall be sloped a mìnimum of 2 percent arvay fronr
the building and drainage gradients maintained to carry al1 surface lvater to colleciion
facilities and off sitr. Thcsc grades should be maintained for the life of tJrc pro-ject.

913.2

9.13,3
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10.

10.1

10, t. I

to.z

r0.2,1

PLAN REVIEW, CONSTRTJCTION OBSERVATTON AND TNSTING

Plan and Specification Review

SALEM shall revielv the prqect ù'ainage plaus, foundation plarts, and stnrcttuaÌ plans and
specifi.cations prior to t-rnal design submittal to assess lvhether our recofirmendntions have been
properly irnplemented and evaiuate if additional anaiysis artd,/or recommendations are required.
If SALEM is not prouded pians and speoiûcahons tbr review, we cannot assume any
responsibility lor the lutr¡re 1ærfomrance of the project.

Construction Observation and'Iesting Services

The re<;ommendations provicled in this report a¡e based on the assumption that we will corrtinrre

as Geotechnical Engineer of Record throughout the consl¡uction phasc. It is important to
nrairrtain contiuuity of geotechuical interpretation and confinn that ñeld conclitions encounterod
are simila¡ to those anhcìpated durìng design. If we ale not retained for lhese services, we
cannot âssume äny responsibility tbr others interpretation of our recommendations, a¡rd
therefore the fi.rtu¡c pcrfor-rnance of th,e project,

t0.2.2 SALEM shall be present at the sitc during siùe demolition and preparation to observe site
cleanng/dernolition, ¡rreparation of exposed surfaces after clearing, and placemont, treaLnrent
and coiripaotion of fill material.

10.2,3 SALEM's observations should be supplemented with periodic compacûon tests to establish
substantial conformance with these recommendutions Moistu¡e of subgradc should be tested
immediately prior to concretc placement. SALEIU shorild observe fourdation excavations prior
to placement of reinfiorcirg sl€cl or concrete to asscss whetlrcr the actual bearing conditions a¡c
conpatible with the condil.i<¡ns anticipated during the preparation of this report.

11. LIMITATIONS AND CÉIANGED CONDI'I'IONS

The analyses aud recommendatiorx submltted in this rcport are bæed upon the data obtained f¡om lhe test
boring drilled at tlre appr:oximate location shown on the Site Plan, Figurc 2, The repofi does not reflect
variations which may occur beyond our boring location, The nalurc arrd ext€nt of such varialions nay not
bocÇme evident until consbuction is initiated.

If vanations dren appear, a rc-cvalnation of the recolnmgndôtions of this report will be llecessaly after
pcrforming on-site obsenations during the exc¿vation period and noting the characteristics of such
variatious. The findings and recomitendations prescnted inlhis report are valid as of the present and for
the proposcd conshuction. If site conditions change due fo natrnal processes or hqman intervention on thc
property or ar{jacent to the site, or chatrges occtu in the nahuc or design of the projecÇ or if there is a

strbstzurtial rime lapsc bctwecn thc submission of this report and thc sla¡t of the work at the siüe, the
concìus.iolts and recommendations contairred in our report will not bç consídercd valid rurless the changos
a¡e reviewed by SALEM and the conclusions of our report are modified or vcrified in writing,

'llre validity of thc recotr:mendatious cont¿ined in this report is aiso dependent upon an adequats testing
and observalions progr¿uu durrng Xhe construction phase. Oru llml assumes no responsibility for
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constn¡ction complianc.e with the design concepts or recornmendalions urless we have been ¡etained üo

pcrl'orm the on-silc tcsting and revierv <hring construction. SALEM has preparcd this report for the
exclusive use of the owner ørd proìecl design consultanh.

SAI,EM does not practice in the field ol'corrosion engincering It is recornnended that a qualifiecl
conosion engineer be co¡rsulted rcgarding protection of buried steel or ductile iron piping and conduit or,
al a nrinimunr, thal manufachuer's rccommenclalions for corrosion protcction be closoly followed,
Fu¡thcr, a corrosion engineer may bc needecl to incorporate the necessary precautions to avoid prematurc
cottosion of concreto sìabs and foundations in duect conLact with native soil. Thc importation of soil and
or aggregate materials to the site should bc screened to detormils the poùential for corrosion to concfete
¿urd truricd metal piping, The rcport has bcen prepared in accordance with generall¡, accepted
geotechnical engincering practicçs ì¡ the area. No otìer warranties, either cxpress or implied, are made as

l,o the professional advicc provided u¡der the terms of ou¡ agrecment and inclucled in this rcport.

If you have any questjons, or if we rnay be of fu¡thor assistance, plcase clo not hcsitate to contact our
office at (909) 980-6455.

Resp ectfi:lly Submitted,

SALEM ENGINEERING GROUP, INC.

Clarence Jiang, GE
.Senior Geotechnical Engineer
RGE2477

R- Sammy Salem, MS, PE, GE
Principal Engineer
F.CE s2762 / RGE 2s49
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APPENDIX A
FIELD EXPLORATION

Fieldwork for our invcstigation \4/as condì.ìcted on August ll,2014 and included a sitc visit, subsu¡face
exploration, ¡urd soil siunpling Tbe location of the exploratory boring is shor¡m on the Site Pliur, Figure 2.
Boring logs lor orn exploratiorì are presented iu figru-es following 1l're tcxt in this appeudix Boring was
locatcd in tlte field usmg existing reference points. Theretbre, aclual boring location may deviate shghtþ.

In general, oru' boríng were pcrformed using a truck-mountÊd CME-45C drill rig equipped wit.ll 6-inch
h.ollow-stem augers, Samplng in the boling rvas acconlplished usùrg a hydraulic 14O-powrd hanmer with
a 3O-inch drop. Sarnples were obtained with a 3-inch outsidedia¡neter (OD), split spoon (Calilbmia
Moclil'rcd) sampler, and a 2-i¡ch OD, Stanclard Penelration Test (SPT) sampler, The nrunber of blows
required to d¡ive the sampler the last 12 inches (or fraction tfiereof) of thc l8-inch sanrpling intervaÌ wcre
recorded on the boring logs. 'lhe b.low counts shown on thc boring togs shoulcl not be intarprcted a.s

standard SPT "N" values; corrections have not been applied. Upon completion, the boring werc backfilled
with soil cutlings.

Subsurface conditions encounfered ri the exploratory boring wcrc visually examincd, classified and
logged in general accorda¡rce with thc American Society lor TesEng ard Materials (AS'|M) Practice for
Description and Identifrcalion of Soils (Visual-Manual Procedure D2488). This systcrn uscs the U¡ified
Soil Classification System (U$CS) for soil designations. The logs depict soil and gcologic conclitions
cnç<¡utrtered ancl clepths af which samples wcre obtainsd. Thc logs also include oru interprelation of lhe
co¡rdilions betwecn sarnpling iulervals, Therefore, ttre logs contain both observed and ilterpretect data. We
dctermined the lincs designatìng thc interface between soil materials on the logs using visual observations,
perrelration ral-es, excavalion characteristics and othe¡ factors The transition between malerials rnay be
abnrpt or gradual Wherc applicable, the field logs were revised based ou subsequentlaborato¡y testiug.
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IJnif ied Soii Cllassifìcation sl.eur

l-e tter' SymbolMajor l)ivisions I)escription

GW ù g^ rrlxtuf e s,

lil.tlc or rro linos.

grave

Cleari
Gr avcls

GP
nuxtures,

little or no fincs.

gl'a

GM S ilty g¡¿1,s¡s, gravel -sand-s.ilt mixtrrres

O

rrÉ
A^o'n)

û a!.'>
=.rql)Y-'\ H :;

Êafr*O'5 È ou EZFUoi;>8
,Jf

Gravcls
With Fures

GC Cl a¡,çy gravels, gravel-sand-cl ay mixturcs.

SW
Wcll-graded sands alrcl gravellv sands, little or tro
lines.

SP
Poorly-gradcd sands ald gravelly sarrds, little or no
Iines.

Cleun Sant'ls

SM Silty sands, sand-silt mixhues
Sands Wirh

Fines
SC Clayey sands, sandy-cla¡, r¡i*¡*t*,

q¡
Þo
t)
Iêì

ã2.
,ây
tt!
é^
s!Ë
box
.ür sã9
rJ *\

otr

a-

èt)
'ã =t
U¡

(lÈ
ÊLA

J4-r o o
=-'-É>\-PÐI !*"4

ú,)9
o¡
¿

ML
Inorganic silts, very fiue sands, rock flour, siþ or
clayey fine satrds

CL lean

Silts and Clays
Liquid Limif lcss tha¡r

s0%
OL clays of medinm to high plasticity

MH
¡n1Çac90us or

cl{ lnorgnnic cJays ofhigh plasticity, lat clays.

OH

þo

3w I*.i .9ó g ..u)
= EËÔ6 -t!¿li \d Ôl
on -\àã 2

lEi I
ori

à

Silts and Clays
Liqurd Limit greater than

50%
clays ofnredium to high plasûcit¡,"

PTHighly Organic Soils rrruck, and othcr higbly orgalric. soils.

Consistency Classifi cation

Grunuktr Soils Coh¿sive SoiL¡

Description - Blows Per Foot (Corrected) Description - Blows Pcr Foot (Con'ected)

Very soft
Soft
Filn
stiü'
Very Sti{f
Hard

MCS
.13

3,5
6 l0
lt 20
2t 40

>40

SP'T
.\z

24
58
9- 1.5

16-30
r>30

Very loose
Loose
Medium de¡.se

I)ense
Very dense

MCS
-_5

5 - 15

16-40
41 -65

>65

SP'[
,<4

410
tl- 30
3l 50

>50

lv{CS ",,' Modifi ed Califbrrua Sarrrpler SPT - St¿udard Penctration Test er



Boring No. B-1

Project: Prop Verizon Tower PSL # 177707- Hwy 101 & Rincon

Client: SAC Wlreless, LLC

Location: 8320 Bates Road, Carpinteria, CA

Gmd. Surf. Elev. (Ft. MSLI NiA

SUBSURFACE PROFILE

Project No: 3-214-0689

Figure No.: A-1

Logged By: PS

lnitial: None
Dcpth to Water>

At Com None

SAMPLE

Penetration Test

20 40 60 80
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Ground Surface

112.5 5.7 MCS 31

122.3 8.3 MCS 39

69.2 32.4 MCS 3B

70,3 SPT 13

24.7 SPT 60

26.9 SPT 50

1s

10

0

5

20

tE

Silty SAND (SM)
Medium dense; olive brown; damp; fìne to
medlum-grained.

Decom pcsetl ltlodelc
Fo rma ilorrlS is qu oc S i¡airr í irrril's<¡¡
Diato rn¿l ûs:or.is S ¡ltstone/È ha ie
llledium densei lieht bror.¡r:, rnoist; fìnr: to
rnecjiurn grained.

ll ode jo Fo,'rna tion/Sìsq ucc Sþa ir:

i InilÌsq), Di3 icrr;i ceo¡.¡s
Siltsto nelSlrale
Very derrse;olive b;-owrr; rnr:ist; iine graine'j

Grades as above, moist.

Grades as above, moist,

Grades as above"

Drill Method: Hollow Stenr Auger
DrillRig: CME-45C

Driller: Salem Engineering Group, lNC.

Sheet; 1 of2

Drill Datc: 811112014

Borchole Size: 6 i¡ches
Hammer Type: Auto Trip

Weight& Drop: 140|b./30 in



Boring No. B-l
Project: Prop Verizon Tower PSL # 177701- Hwy 101 & Rincon Project No: 3-2'1 4-0689

Figure No.: A-1

Logged By: PS

lnitial: None

At Completion: None

Client: SAC Wreless, LLC

Location: 8320 Bates Road, Carpinteria, CA

Gmd. Surf. Elev. (Ft. lvlsL) N/A
Depth to Water>

SUBSURFACE PROFILE SAMPLE

Penetration Test

20 40 60 80
eo
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oo
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õ
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t!I

33.6 SPT 50Grades as above

Grades as above. 22.4 SPT 50

End of Borehole

Drill Method: Hollow Stem Auger

DrillRig: CME-45c
Driller: Salem Engineering Group, INC

Sheeh 2 of 2

DrillDate: 811112014

Borehole Size: 6 inches

Hammer Type: Auto Trip

Weight& Drop: 140 lb./30 in.



APPE¡IDD( B
LABORATORYTESTING

Laboratory tosts werp perfbrmed in accord¿nce with generally accepted test rrpthods of the American
Society for Testing and Nfnterials (ASTIf), Calrans, or other .suggesæd procedures, Selected sanples
were tested for in-situ moish¡¡o conþnt, expansion index, and grain sizc dist¡ibution. The rest¡lts of the
laboratory tests are summarized in the following figr¡rss.
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SHEAR STRENGTH DIAGRAM
(DrrrECT SHÐAR)
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Prop, \'erizon Wireless Communication Tower -
PSI,# 177''lOT IIwy 101 & Rincon, 8320 Bates Rd.
Carpinteria, CA

Project Number: 3-214-$689

Boring: B-1@ 5'
Soil Type: Silt¡ Sand (SM)
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SHEAR STRENGTH DIAGRAM
(DIRECT SHEAR}
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Prop. Verizon Wireless Communication Tower -
PSL# 177707 Hwy 101 & Rincon,8320 Bates Rd.
Carpínteria, C.4.

Project Number: 3-214-0639

Boring: B-1@ l0'
Soil Type: Siltstone (Tm)
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PARTICLE SIZE DISTRIBUTION DIAGRAM

GRADATON TEST-ASTM D 422
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Prop. Verizon Wireless Communication Tower - PSL# 177707 Hwy 101 & Rincon, 8320 Bates Rd. Carpinteria, CA
Proj ect Number: 3-214-06E9

Boring: B-l @2'
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DRY SIEVE ANALYSIS
ASTM D422 (without Ilydrometer)

Wireless Communication lfower - PSL# 177707 Hwy 101 & Rincon,8320 Rates Rd
Project Num ber: 3-21 4-0689

Boring: F,-L @.2'

SrttEM

Sieve Size P¡rticle Size, mm

I I/Z-irr. 37.5 100.0%

f -in. 25 100.rJ%

3/4-:u:.. l9 100"0%

l/2-n. t25 r00.0%

3/8-in. 9.5 t00 0%

No,4 4,75 98.6%

No. I 2.36 98.2%

No. 16 Ll8 93,tyo

No. 30 0.6 8J,8yo

No. 50 0.3 623%

No. 100 0. l5 47.7%

No.200 0.075 42,20Á
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Prop. Verizon Wireless Communication Tower - PSL# L77707 Ewy 101 & Rincon, 8320 Bates Rd. Carpinteria, CA
Proj ect Number: 3 -2I4-OGE9
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DRY SIEVE ANALYSTS

ASTM D422 (without Hydrometer)

'Wireless Communication Tower - PSL# 117101IIwy 101 & Rincon,8320 Batcs Rd.
Project Num ber: 3-214-0689

Boring: B-1 @ 5'

bI ç,åIrHtvr

Particle Size, mm

I 1/2-it. 37.s 100.0%

l-in. 25 100.0%

3/4-in, l9 100.0%

I/2-in. 12.5 L00,tJ%

3/8-in 9.5 l00,\Yo

No, 4 4,7s 98.6%

No. 8 2.36 98.1%

No. 16 l,l8 94.2Yo

No 30 0.6 82,6%

No, 50 0.3 62.8ùÂ

No. 100 0.15 5]l8%

No. 200 0.075 46.s%
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Prop. Verizon Wireless Com¡nunication Tower - PSL# L77707 Hwy 101 & RÍncon, 8320 Batcs Rd, Carpinteria, CA
Project Number: 3-214-06E9
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pRY SI-EVE ANALYSTS.

ASTM D422 (without Hydrometer)

Wireless Communication Tower - PSL# 177707lfwy 101 & Rincon,8320 Bates Rd. Cnrpin
Project Number: 3-214-0689

Boring: B-1 @ l0'

5t fiArHM

Sieve Size Particle Size, mnr

I l/Z-in, 37.5 100,0%

1-in. 25 100.0%

3/4"i.n. l9 100.0%

l/2-'u;., t2.5 100,0%

3/8-in. 9,5 99.2%

No.4 4,75 99.2Y"

No. I 2,36 93.ïyD

No, l6 1.18 83.5%

No. 30 0.6 76.0%

No. 50 0.3 67.4VD

No. 100 015 62.0%

No, 200 0,075 s84%



II,XPA¡{SION IIVDEX I]ES1'
ASTM l) 4829 / UBC Std.29-2

Proj ect Number: 3 -21 4-0689
llrop. Verizon Wireless Cornmunicatiorr Tower - P,SL# 177707 tlwy 101 & Rinoon, 8320 Bates Rd.
Datn: 8/14/14
Sample location/ Depth: B-l (Ò0' -3'
Sarnple Numbcr: I
Soil Classification; Fine, Bror,vn, Silty Sand (SM)

Expansion Indox n,"*ur"6

E;rpansiorr Iudex 5¡

I
6.4

Expansion fndex = 6

I t 3

trcighlof Soil & Mold, gms 56t.7
Weighr of Mold, gnrs 188.8

Weieht of Soil, gms 372.9

Wet Dcnsity, Lbs/cu,ft. 112.5

Weight of Moistu¡e Sample (Wet), g-. 845.0
Weight of Moisture Sample (Drv), sms 7s8,3
Moisture Content,To tt.4
Drv Density, Lbs/cu.ft, 100.9

of 2.7
)egree ofSatutation, % 46,1

Time Inital 30 nril Ihr 6 brs 12 hrs 24 hrs
DialReading 0 0,0008 0.00I6 0.003 0.008

Potcntírl'l'able

Exp. [ndex Potuntial Exp.

0 -20
2I-50
5l - 90

9t - 130

>130

Very Low
Lolv

Medium

Hish
Very Hish

SALEIVT
e''r.ri*+. .iì? :j,í.1,,í:. i!ì.i



CHEMICAI, ANAI,YSIS
SO¿ - Modílied Caltrans 417 & Cl - Modilied Caltran s 4171422

Prop. Venann Wireless Communication Tower - PSL# 177'707 Hr,ry 101 & Rincon, 8320 Bates Rd, r

Project Number: 3 -214-0689
f)ate:

Soil Classification:

Soluble ChlorÍde
CI

pÍtr

la.
1b.

lc.

B-t @0'-3'
B-7 @o'-3',
B-t @o'-3'

260 mg/Ks
280 mg/Kg
250 mglKg

34 mg/Rg
36 mglKg
34 mg/Kg

7,7
7.1

1'l

Avcrase: 263 mslK;p 35 rnslKc 7,1

SALEM
2.Q:t\ee.,,''? È:O,rt,at-





APPENDIX C
GENERAL E ARTTT\ry ORK AND PAVEMENT SPECIFICATI O N S

Wren the text of tlle repon conflicts with the general s¡recificatìons in this appendix, the recommendations
in the report have precedence.

1.0 SCOPE OF WORK: These specifrcations and applicable plans pertain ûo a¡d ìnclude all
cartlrwork associaüed wilh the site rouglr E:adtng, ilcluding, but not limited to, the fiunishing of all labor,
tools and equipment necessary for siø clearing and grubbing, stripplrg, preparation of forurdation
materials for receiving fill, excavation, processing, placement and compaction of frll and backfill materials
to the lines and gradcs shown on the project gradrng plans and disposal of excess materials

2.0 PERFORMANCE; Thc Conhactor shall be responsible fo¡ the satsfactory completion of all
earthwork in accordance with the projectplans and specifications. Tllis work shall be ins¡æcted and testecl
by a representative of SALEM Engìneering Group, I-ncorporated, heleinafìer refbred to æ the Soils
Engineer a¡rd/or Testing Agency. Attainurent oÊ design gracles, when achicvcd, shall be certilied by rhe
project Civil Engrneer, Both the Soils Enginoer and the Civil Engineer ars fhe Owner's represenlatives, lf
the C.ionl¡actor should fail ø meet the teoh¡lcal or desigu reqrlircmenls ernbodied in this docunent and on
the applicable plans, he shall make the necessary adiustments until alt work is decned sahisfaclory as
determined by both the Soils E\rgineer a¡rd the Civil Engineer. No deviation fiom thcsc specifications
shall be mado except upou written approval of the Soils Engineer; Civii Engineer, or prqect Architect.

No carthwork shall be perfurmed withorú the physical pressnce or approval of rhe Soils Engrneer. The
Contractor shall notily the Soils Engineer at lcast 2 worktrg days prior to thc comrnencement of any
aspect of the siæ earthwo¡k.

'I'he Conh'actor shall assume sole and cornplotc responsibility for job sìte conditions dururg the course of
construction ofthis project, including safciy ofall persons and properry; that this requirement shall apply
contirruously and not bc limited to normal working hous; and that the Contractor shall defend, indem¡ify
a¡rd hokl the Ovnor and the Engineers harmless from any and all liability, real or allcgcd, in con:rection
with the lrerfonnance of work on this pt'ojoct, except for liability arising û'orn the solo negligence of t¡e
Or¡¡ner or the Engineors.

3'0 TECHNICAL REQI/IREMENTS: All compacted materials shall be donsified tc no less thar 95
percent of relative compaclion (90 percent fol cohesive soils) based on ASTM D1557 l est Method (laiest
cditton), LIBC or CAL-216, or as specified ùr the technical portion o1'the Soil Engineer's rcport, T¡e
locatiolr arrd frequency of field density tcsts shatl be deJermrned by the Soils Errgineer. The rcsults of
these tesls and compliance with these specilications shall be the basis upon which satisfacbcry cornpletion
of work will bc judged by ühc Soils Engineer.

4.0 SOILS AND FOUNDATION CONDITIONS: T'he Conhactor is presun,ccl to have visir¡cl tl:e
sìte and lo have funiliarìrndhirnself with existing site conditions and the conþnts of thc data presented hr
the Ceorcchnical Engitreet'ing Rcport, Tho Cjontractor shall make his ou,n interpretat-ion of thc clai¡
containcd i¡r the Gcoûcchmcal Enginecrirrg Report and the Conlractor shall not be r.elieved of liability for
any loss sr-tst¿iLred as a restLlt of any vatiarroe belwçen conditions indicaled by or deducecl from said rcport
a¡,d the actual conditions encomþred during the progress of the work,

Project No.3-214-0689 c-1 ötH#;Ervl



11.0 SEASONAI, t,lMìIlS: No lìll ¡ratcria-l shall be placed, spread, or rolled u,hrìe it is frozæn or
thawing, or during unfavorablc wct weather cotrctitions. When the work is urterrupted lly hcavy rains, fill
o¡rerations shall not be resunred rrntìl tte Soils Engineer indical.cs thaL the moisture oontent and dcnsity of
irrc,,'iously placcd fill is as specif,red

I2,O DEFINTTIONS - Thc torm "paverltcnl." shall include asphaltic ooucrelc surfacing, unheared
aggrcgafÊ base, aud aggregalÊ subbzr.se. The tenl "subgradc" is tlat ¡nrtron of the alea ou which
surfaoing, base, or subbase is to l¡e placcd.

The term "St¿ndard Specifications": hercinalle¡ rcfened to, is the most recent edition of thc Standard
Spccifications of ûre St¡rte of Califomia, Deparûnent of Tlansportation. The term "relalive compaction"
refers to thc field densrty expressed a^s a percentage ofthe maxi¡num laboratory densily as detenniled by
ASTM D1557 Test Method (latest edrtion) or California Test Method 216 (CAL-216), as çplicable.

13.0 PREPARATION OF THE SUBGRADE - Tlre Corúracüor shall prcpare the surface of the
various subgrades receiving subseqllerlt pavcmcrrt coì.rrscs l,o the lines, grades, and dirnensions given on
the plans. Thc upper l2-inches of thc soil subgrade bçneath tJre pavemcnt section shalì be compacted to a

rninimum relative compaction of 95 percent based upon ASTM D 1557. The füúshett subgrades shall be
tested and approved by the Soils Engineer prior to the placement o1 additional pavement courses.

14.0 AGGREGATE BASE - 'l'hc aggregate base rnaterial slrall be spread ald compacted on the
prepared subgade rn conlbrmity with the lirres, grades, and dimensions silown on the plans. The
aggrÊgatc base nraterial shall conlonn to the requiremenb of Section 26 of lhe St¿udard Specrfications fbr
Class II material, %-inch or l%-irrches maximurn siiæ, Thc aggregate base material shall be compacted to
a mìnimum relative compaction of 95 porcent bæed upon CAL-216. The aggregaæ base material shall be
spread in layers not exceeding 6-incbes and each layer of aggrçgaLç material course shall lx te,sted and

approved by the Soils Engiueer prior to the placement ofsuccessive layers.

15.0 AGCREGATE SIIBBASE - The aggregate subbase shall be spread and compacted on f1le

prepared subgrade il confomrity with the lines, grades, and djmensions shou'n on the plans. The
aggregate, subbase material shall confonn lo ûre tequirements ol'Sectiorr 25 of the Standard Specifications
for Class II Subbase material. The aggtegate sr¡bbase material shall be compacted to a minimum relative
compactiou of 95 percent based upon CAL-2I6, and it shal1 be spread and conrpaotccl jn accord¿urce with
the St¡urdard Spccificafions. Each layer of aggragaln subbase shall be tested and approved by the Soils
Engineer prior to the placement of snccessive layers.

L6.0 ASPIIALTIC CONCRETE SURFACING - Asphaltic conc¡ete surfacing shall consist of a

mixlwe of mìneral aggregate and pnving grade asphalt mixed at a cenllal mixirrgplant rmd spread nnd
compacted on a prepared base in confornity with the lines, grades, zurd dimensions shown on fhe plans.
'lhe viscosity grade of the asphalt shall be PG 64-10, unloss otherwise shpulated or local conditiors
rry¿urant more stringent grade. The mincral aggte1ate shall be Type A or B, %-inch nraximurn size,
mediun gading, and shall conlbrm to thc requiremcnls sct fortlr in Scction 39 of thc Standard
Specifications. The dryirrg, pro¡rodioning, and mixing of the mal¡rials strall conl'onn to Section 39. Thc
plime coat, spreading a¡d compacbiug cquipmcnt, and sprcûdirlg and compactìng the mixture shall
conform to thc npplicablc chapbrs of Section 39, wifh tlte cxception that no surfacc cowsc shali be placed
when the atrnospheric temperahue is below 50 degrees F. TLe sufacing shall lrc rolled with a

cornbination steel-rvheel iurd pneumatic rollers, as described in ttre Standard Specrfications. thc surface
coursc shall bc placed with an approved sclf-propclled mechanical spreading and finishing mæhinc
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Exhibit 4

Response to Public Comments Regarding Conditional Use Permit
Case No. PL14-0128

Verizon Wireless Communications Facility, Rincon Point

On April 1, 2016, a Notice of Availability and lntent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative
Declaration (MND)was made available to the public regardíng the proposed project. One
public comment (email) on the MND was received by the County and is listed below.

Public Comment

The County's response to the submitted comment is provided in the table below. A
marked copy of the comment that was received is included in this exhíbit.

Response to Public Comment Regarding the Proposed Project

A 5-4-2016 Justin Kellenberger

A. Email J n Kellenbe er da 5-4-2016
A-1 the project and location of the proposed wireless

Response: The antenna structure is designed as a faux palm tree and
would be located adjacent to existing palm trees. Public views from U.S.
101 and public areas in the Rincon Point community would not be
substantially altered. Given the design of the facility, the landward setback
or 47 feet from the edge of the south-facing cliff, and the elevation of the
project site about 100 feet above the U.S. 101 and Rincon Point area,
views from public viewing areas will not be substantially altered. No
significant impacts on visual resources have been identified

Section 7O4(a) of the 1996 federalTelecommunications Act prohibits local
government from unreasonable discrimination among providers of
functionally equivalent services. Local governments cannot prohibit
personal wireless services and cannot prohibit the siting of wireless
facilities on the basis of potential health effects of radio frequency
emissions to the extent the regulated services and facilities comply with
regulations of the Federal Communications Commission (FCC),

Regarding: Opposition to
com mu n i cation s faci I ity.



The applicant demonstrated that there is a gap in wireless seruice (i.e. a
gap in Verizon coverage). According to the federal Telecommunications
Act, the local land use authority (Ventura County) must allow that gap to
be filled. The proposed facility has been found consistent with applicable
regulations including the Ventura County Coastal Zoning Ordinance, the
Ventura County General Plan, and the Ventura County CoastalArea Plan.

Regarding: Commenter has concerns over the adverse impacts of the
proposed project.

Response: This comment does not províde any specific information
regarding which adverse impacts are of concern to the commenter. Thus,
no specific response is possible. ln any case, the Mitigated Negative
Declaration that was prepared for the proposed project does not identify
any significant impacts on the environment as a result of the proposed

ect.



Boero, Kristina

From:
Sent:
lo:
Subject:

.l ustin Kellenberger <justinkellenberger@yahoo.com >

Wednesday, May 04, 2016 10:25 AM
Boero, Kristina A
Re: PL14-0128, Notice of Availability and Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative
Declaration Verizon Wireless Bates Road

Good morning Kristina-

I am against a cell phone tower next to my home. Has the carrier listed any adverse effects? Are
there any alternate places for the tower to be located?

Justin Kellenberger P: 805.252.2302 F: 805.51 2.8661

From: "Boero, Kristina" <Kristina.Boero@ventura.org>
To: Billy Taylor <billy@pacifica-intl.com>; Brook Harvey-Taylor <brook@pacifica-intl.com>; Donn Smylie
<donnsmylie@aol.com>; Doug White <dougwhiteT@gmail.com>; Eileen Haber <eileen@chdesign.us>; Gayle Teague
<Gayle.Teague@NealFeay.com>; Jeffrey Stott <jeffstott@sbcglobal.net>; Justin Kellenberger
<justinkellenberger@yahoo.com>; Kirk Peterson <kirkp'12@aol.com>; Lynn Shane <lshane2525@gmail.com>; Malia
Morphy <mia@ohanatoyco.com>; Marta Ulvaeus <ulvaeusmj@yahoo.com>; Michael Haber <haberiffic@icloud.com>;
Pete Muller <pete@petemuller.com>; Tony Brown <rincondelmarranch@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 29,2016 8:42 AM
Subject: PL14-0128, Notice of Availability and lntent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration Verizon Wireless Bates
Road

A Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared for a wireless communications facility that is
proposed to be located at 8320 Bates Road in the Rincon Point area of the County. The public
comment period on the Mitigated.Negative Declaration is from April 1 ,2016 to May 2,2016. Written
comments can be sent directly to me no later than 5:00 pm on May 2nd - email or fax. The Mitigated
Negative Declaration will be available for public review, at the link below, starting April 1't.

d.html

Kristina Rgodsari Boero, MPPA lAssociate Planner
Commercial & lndustrial Permits Section

kristina.boero@ventura.org

Ventura County Resource Management Agency I Planning Division
P. 805.654.2467 I F.805.654.2509
800 S. Victoria Ave., L #1740 | Ventura, CA 93009-1740
@
For oniine permits and property information, visit VC Citizen Access
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