PUBLIC Public Works Agency Staff Report — Hearing on August 30, 2019
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VENTURA COUNTY
I ————

County of Ventura « Public Works Agency * Engineering Services Division
wunKs 800 S. Victoria Avenue, Ventura, CA 93009-1670

Pinneo Discretionary Grading Permit, GP17-0019
A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Request: The applicant requests approval of a grading permit application
(GP17-0019) to fill in an existing ravine with certified compacted fill to improve the
current equestrian facilities.

2. Applicant/Property Owner: Charles Pinneo, 15498 Lapeyre Court, Moorpark,
CA, 93021.

3. Applicant’s Representative: Ralph Arnold, 1560 Newbury Road #103, Newbury
Park, CA 91320.

4. Decision-Making Authority: Pursuant to the 2016 Ventura County Building
Code, Appendix J — Grading, section J103, the Public Works Agency Director is
the decision-maker for the requested Discretionary Grading Permit.

5. Project Site Size, Location, and Parcel Number:  The 10.29 acre project site
is located at 15498 Lapeyre Court, near the intersection of Tierra Rejada Road
and LaPeyre Road in the Moorpark area, of the unincorporated area of Ventura
County. The Tax Assessor’s parcel numbers for the parcels that constitute the
project site are 594-0-030-110 and 594-0-030-125 (Exhibit 1).

6. Project Site Land Use and Zoning Designations:

a. Countywide General Plan Land Use Map Designation: Open Space (Exhibit

2)
b. Zoning Designation: OS-10 (Open Space, 10 acre minimum lot size - Exhibit
2)
7. Adjacent Zoning and Land Uses/Development (Exhibit 2):
Location in
Relation to the Zoning Land Uses/Development
Project Site
North o_s_—10 ac (Open Space, 10 acre Singlle. Family Residences and Equestrian
minimum lot) Facilities
0S-10 ac (Open Space, 10 acre | Single Family Residences, Agricultural
East o
minimum lot) and, Nursery Facilities
South 05710 ac (Open Space, 10 acre Singlle. Family Residences and Equestrian
minimum lot) Facilities
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Location in
Relation to the Zoning Land Uses/Development
Project Site
West 0S-10 ac (Open Space, 10 acre | Single Family Residences and Equestrian
minimum lot) Facilities

8. History: Mr. Charles Pinneo owns two adjacent parcels at the southerly terminus
of Lapeyre Court in the Moorpark area. The larger of the parcels (APN 594-0-030-
125) has a north to south trending ravine, central to the parcel. The adjacent parcel
(APN 594-0-030-110) is relatively level. The two parcels currently contain a
residence, a guest house, and supports a private equestrian facility.

This project is being proposed in order to better utilize the southern parcel to
support the existing private equestrian usage.

9. Project Description: The project consists of cut and fill grading, as well as
importing operations in order to fill in an existing ravine with certified compacted
fill. A graded 2:1 (H:V) will be created along the southern portion and a level pad
area at the northern portion of the site. The proposed improvements will be for
equestrian purposes. Import operations will allow for between 30 to 40 round trip
truck trips (maximum) per day, Monday through Friday.

B. CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) COMPLIANCE

Pursuant to CEQA (Public Resources Code § 21000 et seq.) and the CEQA Guidelines
(Title 14, California Code or Regulations, Division 6, Chapter 3, § 15000 et seq.), the
proposed project is subject to environmental review.

County staff prepared an Initial Study in accordance with the County’s Initial Study
Assessment Guidelines. Based on the information contained in the Initial Study, the
County prepared a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) and made the MND available
for public review and comment from January 25", 2019 to February 25", 2019. The MND
was made available on the County of Ventura, PWA-Development and Inspection
Services website and at PWA’'s Public Front Counter, County of Ventura Hall of
Administration at 800 S. Victoria Avenue, Ventura, CA 93009. A “Notice of Availability
and Intent to Adopt a Mitigate Negative Declaration” was mailed to all landowners within
300 feet of the project site, notifying them of the public review period for the MND. The
notice was posted with the Ventura County Recorder’s office and on two “Public Notices”
boards at the County of Ventura’s Hall of Administration on January 18™, 2019, and a
legal notice was placed in the Ventura County Star on January 24", 2019. A Notice of
Intent to Adopt An MND was sent to the State Clearing House on January 22", 2019
(SCH#: 2019011052).

A MND is a written statement briefly describing the reasons that a proposed project will
not have a significant effect on the environment and therefore does not require the
preparation of an Environmental Impact Report. The Initial Study identified one potentially
significant effect on the environment, but proposals made by, or agreed to by, the
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applicant before the MND was released for public review would avoid the effects or
mitigate the effects to a point where no significant effect on the environment would occur.
More specifically, the MND identified concerns with biological resources, scenic
resources and community character.

1. Findings for Adoption of an MND: The CEQA Guidelines [§ 15074(b)] state
that a MND shall only be adopted by a decision-making body if there is no substantial
evidence, in light of the whole record, that the proposed project may have a significant
adverse effect on the environment and that the MND reflects the Lead Agency’s
independent judgment and analysis.

Therefore, based on the information provided above and in light of the whole record,
there is no substantial evidence that the proposed project may have a significant
adverse effect on the environment and the Final MND (Exhibit 4) reflects the County’s
independent judgment and analysis.

2. Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program: The CEQA Guidelines [8
15074(d)] state that, when approving a project for which a MND has been
prepared, the lead agency shall also adopt a program for reporting on, or
monitoring, the changes which it has either required in the project or made a
condition of approval to mitigate or avoid significant environmental effects. The
Public Works Agency has made such mitigation measures and changes to the
project, along with provisions for monitoring and reporting, conditions of the permit,
in addition to standard conditions presented in the 2016 Ventura County Building
Code, Appendix J Grading and the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control
Board Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permit, NPDES No. CAS004002. At
the Applicant’s request, the revised Conditions of Approval also now include
conditions elaborating on Air Pollution Control District and Watershed Protection
District requirements which are standard conditions of grading permits and not
changes or measures needed to mitigate or avoid a potentially significant effect.

MND, Section 4A, Biological Resources — Species: The Initial Study found that the
proposed project may have potentially significant impacts to breeding and nesting
birds. Impacts would be less than significant with the implantation of the Biological
Resource Condition (Exhibit 6).

MND, Section 4B, Biological Resources, Ecological Communities Sensitive Plant
Communities: The Initial Study found that the proposed project would have
potentially significant impacts to sensitive plant communities. Impacts will be less
than significant with the Implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-1
(Compensatory Mitigation for the Loss of Prickly Pear Cactus Scrub, Exhibit 6).

C. CONSISTENCY WITH THE GENERAL PLAN
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Evaluated below is the consistency of the proposed project with the applicable policies of
the General Plan Goals, Policies and Programs.

1. Resources Policy 1.1.2-1: All General Plan amendments, zone changes and
discretionary development shall be evaluated for their individual and cumulative
impacts on resources in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act.

As discussed in Section B (above) and in the MND prepared for the proposed
project (Exhibit 4), the project’s individual impacts and contribution to cumulative
impacts on resources have been evaluated in compliance with CEQA.

Based on the discussion above, the proposed project is consistent with Policy
1.1.2-1.

2. Resources Policy 1.1.2-2: Except as otherwise covered by a more restrictive
policy within the Resources Chapter, significant adverse impacts on resources
identified in environmental assessments and reports shall be mitigated to less than
significant levels or, where no feasible mitigation measures are available, a
statement of overriding considerations shall be adopted.

As discussed in Section B (above) and in the MND prepared for the proposed
project (Exhibit 4), the proposed project will have a potentially significant but
mitigable impact to biological and scenic resources. The Grading Permit includes
the mitigation measure identified in the MND as a condition of approval (Exhibit 6).
With the implementation of this condition of approval, impacts to these resources
will be less than significant.

Based on the discussion above, the proposed project is consistent with Policy
1.1.2-2.

D. PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR HEARING NOTICE, PUBLIC COMMENTS, AND
JURISDICTIONAL COMMENTS

The Development and Inspection Services Division provided public notice regarding this
Public Works Director Hearing. The Development and Inspection Services Division
mailed notice to all landowners within 300 feet of the project site. A legal ad was placed
in the Ventura County Star on August 15", 2019. As of the date of this document,
Development and Inspection Services has not received any comments.

A Public Hearing was held on August 30™, 2019 at the County of Ventura Hall of
Administration.



Public Works Director Staff Report for GP17-0019
Public Works Director Hearing on August 30™, 2019
Page 5 of 6

Based upon the analysis and information provided above, staff recommends that the Public
Works Director take the following actions:

DECISION-MAKER REVIEW:

1.

CERTIFY that the Director has reviewed and considered this staff report and all
exhibits thereto, including the proposed MND and Mitigation Measures and Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program, and has considered all comments received
during the public comment process;

FIND, based on the whole of the record before the Public Works Director, including
the Initial Study and any comments received, that upon implementation of the
mitigation measures, there is no substantial evidence that the project will have a
significant effect on the environment and that the MND reflects the Public Works
Director’s independent judgment and analysis;

ADOPT the MND (Exhibit 4) and Mitigation Monitoring Program.

MAKE the required findings to grant a Discretionary Grading Permit pursuant to
Appendix J Grading of the 2016 Ventura County Building Code, based on the
substantial evidence presented in Section F of this staff report and the entire record,
GRANT Discretionary Grading Permit, GP17-0019, subject to the conditions of
approval (Exhibit 6).

SPECIFY that the Development and Inspection Services Department of the
Engineering Services Division is the custodian, and 800 S. Victoria Avenue, Ventura,
CA 93009 is the location, of the documents and materials that constitute the record
of proceedings upon which this decision is based.

The decision of the Public Works Director is final unless appealed to the Public Works
Agency within 10 calendar days after the permit has been approved, conditionally
approved, or denied (or on the following workday if the 10" day falls on a weekend or
holiday). Any aggrieved person may file an appeal of the decision with the Public Works
Agency. The Public Works Agency shall then set a hearing date before the Board of
Supervisors to review the matter at the earliest convenient date.

Decision making authority has been delegated to Engineering Manager |, Pam Lindsey,
by the Public Works Director (Exhibit 7).

If you have any questions concerning the information presented above, please contact
Kenji Miyata at (805) 654-03629 or kenji.miyata@ventura.orqg.



mailto:kenji.miyata@ventura.org

Prepared by:

(O

Keniji Miyata, Public Works Inspector |I
Development and Inspection Services
Engineering Services Division

Public Works Agency

Recommended for Approval by
Lead Agency by:

Christopher E. Cooper
Director Engineering Services
Public Works Agency

EXHIBITS '
Exhibit 1 - Site Location Map
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Reviewed by:

(O -

Jifh O'Tousa] Engineering Manager ||
Dgvelopment and Inspection Services
Engineering Services Division

Public Works Agency

Exhibit 2 - General Plan and Zoning Designations Map

Exhibit 3 — Grading Plans

Exhibit 4 — Proposed Final Mitigated Negative Declaration
Exhibit 5 - Conditions of Approval and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
Exhibit 6 - Delegation of Decision Making Authority
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GENERAL GRADING NOTES:

10.

1.

12.

13

14.

15.

18.

17.

18.

18.

20.

ENGINEERED GRADING INSPECTION CERTIFICATES

GRADING ACTIVITIES SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE VENTURA COUNTY BUILDING CODE APPENDIX J GRADING, LATEST EDITION.

THE GRADING PERMIT AND WORK SHOWN IN THESE PLANS IS VALID ONLY TO THE EXTENT OF THE VENTURA COUNTY BUILDING CODE APPENDIX J - GRADING. PERMITS OR
PERMISSIONS THAT MAY BE REQUIRED BY OTHER REGULATORY AGENCIES OR INTERESTED PARTIES ARE THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE PERMITTEE.

A PRECONSTRUCTION MEETING SHALL BE HELD AT THE SITE PRIOR TO ANY GRADING ACTIVITY QR LAND DiSTURBANCES WITH THE FOLLOWING PARTIES PRESENT: OWNER,
GRADING CONTRACTOR, DESIGN CIVIL ENGINEER, SOILS ENGINEER, COUNTY GRADING INPECTOR(S), AND OTHER JURISDICTIONAL AGENCIES WHEN REQUIRED.

HEAVY EQUIPMENT NCISE & TRUCK DELIVERIES SHALL NOT BEGIN UNTIL AFTER 7:00 AM. NO WORK BEYOND 4:30 PM UNLESS APPROVED BY PWA.

JOB ADDRESS OR LOT AND TRAGT NO: 15498 LAPEYRE COURT

ROUGH GRADING CERTIFICATION

NO GRADING ACTIVITY SHALL OCCUR IN ANY WETLAND, BLUE-LINE STREAM, RED-LINE CHANNEL, OR FLOODPLAIN WITHOUT THE PROPER PERMITS & PERMISSION FROM THE
PWA & RESOURCE MANAGEMENT AGENCY {RMA), OR OTHER AUTHORITIES HAVING JURISDICTION.

RETAINING WALLS AND BRIDGES REQUIRE A SEPARATE PERMIT FROM BUILDING AND SAFETY.

ALL RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY THE SOILS ENGINEER {AND ENGINEERING GEOLOGIST, WHERE EMPLOYED) CONTAINED IN THE REPORTS AS APPROVED BY THE COUNTY
SHALL BE A PART OF THIS GRADING PLAN.

ALL DISTURBED SURFACES SUBJECT TO EROSION SHALL BE PROTECTED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE VENTURA COUNTYWIDE MUNICIPAL STORMWATER NPDES PERMIT.
SEDIMENT AND EROSION CONTROL MEASURES SHALL BE INSTALLED AND MAINTAINED FULLY FUNCTIONAL.

ALL UNSUITABLE MATERIAL, LE. LUMBER, LOGS, BRUSH, COMPRESSIBLE SOILS, OR ANY ORGANIC MATERIALS OR RUBBISH, SHALL BE REMOVED AS REQUIRED BY THE SOH.S
ENGINEER AND ENGINEERING GEOLOGIST FROM ALL AREAS TO RECEIVE FILL.

ALL AREAS TO RECEIVE FILL SHALL BE INSPECTED AND APPROVED BY THE SOILS ENGINEER {AND ENGINEERING GEOLOGIST WHERE EMPLOYED) AFTER REMOVAL OF
UNSUITABLE MATERIAL AND EXCAVATION OF KEYWAYS AND BENCHES, AND PRICR TO PLACEMENT OF SUBSURFACE DRAINAGE SYSTEMS OR FiLL.

ALL MATERIALS DEEMED UNSUITABLE FOR PLACEMENT IN COMPACTED FILL SHALL BE REMOVED FROM THE SITE. MATERIALS SUCH AS CONSTRUCTICN INERT DEBRIS, OR
IMPORTED MATERIALS SHALL BE APPROVED BY THE SOILS ENGINEER AND COUNTY PRIOR TO USE IN COMPACTED FiLL. WHERE EXCAVATED MATERIAL IS LARGER THAN
TWELVE INCHES IN LARGEST DIMENSION, IT MUST BE BROKEN INTO SMALLER PARTICLE SIZES, BEFORE BEING USED AS FiLL. '

THE SOILS ENGINEER SHALL DIRECT THE REMOVAL OF ANY EXISTING UNDERGROUND STRUCTURES SUCH AS SEPTIC TANKS, IRRIGATION LINES, ETC.

ANY WATER WELL LOCATED WITHIN THE AREA OF DISTURBANCE SHALL BE REPORTED TO THE WATER RESOURCES DIVISION, WATERSHED PROTECTION DISTRICT PRIOR TO
ITS MODIFICATION, ABANDONMENT, OR DESTRUCTION. :

ANY OIL WELL LOCATED WITHIN THE AREA OF DISTURBANCE SHALL BE REPORTED TC THE STATE QF CALIFORNIA, DIVISION OF OIL, GAS, AND GEOTHERMAL RESOURCES PRIOR
TO ITS MODIFICATION, ABANDONMENT, OR DESTRUCTION.

ALL TEMPORARY EXCAVATED SLOPES OR BENCHES AND KEYS FOR BUTTRESS OR STABHIZATION FILLS MUST BE EXAMINED BY THE ENGINEERING GEOLOGIST AND SOILS
ENGINEER TO INSURE THAT ALL POTENTIAL PLANES OF FAILURE HAVE BEEN EXPOSED IN THE EXCAVATION AND WLl BE ADEQUATELY SUPPORTED BY THE PROPOSED
BUTTRESS. FIELD CERTIFICATION MUST BE SUBMITTED BY THE CONSULTANTS PRIOR TO PLACING FILL.

THE SOILS ENGINEER AND ENGINEERING GEOLOGIST (WHERE EMPLOYED) SHALL PROVIDE RECOMMENDATIONS AND APPROVE CORRECTIVE WORK TO INSURE SLOPE
STABILITY WHERE UNSTABLE MATERIAL IS EXPOSED AT THE TOP OF CUTS AND EXCAVATIONS. :

THE USE OF CORRUGATED STEEL PIPE IS NOT ALLOWED IN ANY COUNTY RIGHTS OF WAY. THE USE OF CORRUGATED STEEL PIPE ON PRIVATE PROPERTY SHOULD BE
MINIMIZED. HOWEVER, IF USED SHOULD BE COATED TO MINIMIZE CORROSION AND TO EXTEND SERVICE TIME.

INTERIM SOILS AND GEOLOGIC REPORTS SHALL BE SUBMITTED TO THE COUNTY AS REQUIRED BY THE BUILDING OFFICIAL.

HAS BEEN COMPLETED ACCORDING TO THE APPROVED REPORTS SHALL BE SUBMITTED TO THE GOUNTY FOR APPROVAL OF THE ROUGH GRADING BY THE BUILDING CFFICIAL
PRIOR TO CALLING FOR BUILDING AND SAFETY INSPECTION.

EINAL SOILS ENGINEERING AND (IF APPLICABLE) ENGINEERING GEOLOGY REPORTS SUMMARIZING ALL EARTHWORK PERFORMED SINCE ROUGH GRADING AND CONCLUDING

THAT THE WORK HAS BEEN COMPLETED ACCORDING TO THE APPROVED REPORTS SHALL BE SUBMITTED WITH THE AS-BUILT PLANS {(RECORD DRAWING) TO THE COUNTY
PRIOR TO FINAL INSPECTION BY THE BUILDING OFFICIAL.

EARTHWORK QUANTITIES

AVERAGE NATURAL SLOPE IN THE AREA OF GRADING 22.7 %

CuUT: 15,400 CU.YDS.  EXPORT: ¢ CU.YDS.  DISPOSAL SITE N/A
FILL: 30,438 CU.YDS  IMPORT: 15038 . cuvps  source TBD
THIS PROJECT INCLUDES POST CONSTRUCTIONBMP'S ___ X YES NO

THE TOTAL ESTIMATED DISTURBED AREA OF GRADING AND CONSTRUCTION 1S 3.12 ACRES. PROJECTS THAT ARE 1.0 ACRE CR GREATER IN DISTURBED AREA WILL REQUIRE A
STORM WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN (SWPPP} AND NOTICE OF INTENT {(NOI) AS APPROVED BY THE STATE REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD AS DESCRIBED
ABOVE.

{A) BY SOIS ENGINEER

 CERTIFY THAT THE ROUGH GRADING WORK INCORPORATES ALL RECOMMENDATIONS CONTAINED IN THE REPORT OR REPORTS FOR WHICH | AM RESPONSIBLE
AND ALL RECOMMENDATIONS THAT | HAVE MADE BASED ON FIELD INSPECTION OF THE WORK AND TESTING DURING GRADING. | FURTHER CERTIFY THAT WHERE
THE REPORTS OF AN ENGINEERING GEOLOGIST, RELATIVE TO THIS SITE, HAVE RECOMMENDED THE INSTALLATION QF BUTTRESS FILLS OR OTHER SiMILAR
STABILIZATION MEASURES, SUCH EARTHWORK CONSTRUCTION HAS BEEN COMPLETED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE APPROVED DESIGN.

LOT NOS: 15498 LAPEYRE COURT

SEE REPORTS DATED:

FOR TEST DATA, RECOMMENDED ALLOWABLE SOIL BEARING VALUES & OTHER SPECIAL RECOMMENDATIONS.

SOILS ENGINEER ' REG. NO 31902  pare
(SIGNATURE) .

(B) BY ENGINEERING GEOLOGIST SEAL

t CERTIFY THAT THE ROUGH GRADING WORK INCORPORATES ALL OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS CONTAINED IN THE REPORT OR REPURTS FOR WHICH | AM
RESPONSISLE AND ALL RECOMMENDATIONS THAT | HAVE MADE BASED ON FIELD INSPECTION OF THE WORK DURING GRADING.

LoT NOS: 15498 LAPEYRE COURT

ENGINEERING GEOLOGIST CERT. NG. DATE
(SIGNATURE}

{C} BY CIVIL ENGINEER ' SEAL

| CERTIFY TQ THE SATISFACTORY COMPLETION COF ROUGH GRADING INCLUDING GRADING TO APPROXIMATE FINAL ELEVATIONS; PROPERTY LINES LOCATED AND
STAKED, CUT AND FILL SLOPES CORRECTLY GRADED AND LOCATED IN ACCORDANGE WiTH THE APPROVED DESIGN: SWALES AND TERRACES GRADED READY FOR
PAVING; BERMS INSTALLED; AND REQUIRED DRAINAGE SLOPES PROVIDED ON THE BUILDING PADS. | FURTHER CERTIFY THAT WHERE REPORT OR REPORTS OF
AN ENGINEERING GEOLOGIST AND/OR SOILS ENGINEER HAVE BEEN PREPARED RELATIVE TO THIS SiTE, THE RECOMMENDATIONS CONTAINED IN SUCH REPORTS
HAVE BEEN INCORPORATED iN THE DESIGN.

LOT NOS: 15498 LAPEYRE COURT

CIVIL ENGINEER REG. NO. 31902 pate
(SIGNATURE) '

SEAL

FINAL GRADING CERTIFICATION

THE TOTAL AMOUNT OF IMPERVIOUS AREA TO BE CONSTRUCTED AS PART OF THIS PROJECT IS 15?_@6 SCQLFT.
TOTAL PROPOSED LANDSCAPED AREA SQ. FT, TOTAL NATIVE PLANTING LANDSCAPE AREA. % (PERCENT OF TOTAL LANDSCAPE AREA)

LAND DEVELOPMENT & INSPECTION SERVICES MUST BE NOTIFIED TEN {10} WORKING DAYS PRIOR TO ANY EXPORTAMPORT TO/FROM THE PROJECT SITE.

PERMITS

VENTURA COUNTY WATERSHED PROTECTION

COUNTY ENCROACHMENT PERMIT NO. _ DISTRICT WATERCOURSE PERMIT NO.
DATE DATE
STATE ENCROACHMENT PERMIT NO. FLOODPLAIN DEVELOPMENT PERMIT
DATE DATE
LOCATION & VICINITY MAP APPROVAL BY CONSULTANTS

THIS GRADING PLAN IS ACCEPTABLE IN REGARD TO SOILS (AND GEOLOGIC - IF APPLICABLE) CONDITIONS AND

BY CIVIL ENGINEER

| CERTIFY TO THE SATISFACTORY COMPLETION OF GRADING IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE APPROVED PLANS. ALL DRAINAGE DEVICES REQUIRED BY THE GRADING
PERMIT, GRADING PLANS AND GRADING ORDINANCE HAVE BEEN INSTALLED. EROSION TREATMENT OF SLOPES AND IRRIGATION SYSTEMS (WHERE REQUIRED)
HAVE BEEN INSTALLED. ADEQUATE PROVISIONS HAVE BEEN MADE FOR DRAINAGE OF SURFACE WATERS FROM EACH BUILDING SITE AS OF THIS DATE.

LOT NOS;

CIViL ENGINEER REG. NO. 902 pare

(SIGNATURE)

SEAL

GRADING CONTRACTOR CERTIFICATION

BY GRADING CONTRACTOR

1 CERTIFY THAT THE GRADING WAS DONE N ACCORDANCE WITH THE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS, THE GRADING ORDINANGE, AND THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF
THE CIVIL ENGINEER, SOILS ENGINEER AND ENGINEERING GEOLOGIST. T IS UNDERSTOOD THAT THIS CERTIFICATION INCLUDES ONLY THOSE ASPECTS OF THE
WORK THAT CAN BE DETERMINED BY ME, AS A COMPETENT GRADING CONTRACTOR, WITHOUT SPECIAL EQUIPMENT OR PROFESSIONAL SKILLS.

GRADING CONTRACTOR LICENSE NO. DATE
(SIGNATURE)

INSTRUCTIONS: THE OWNER MAY SIGN IF THE GRADING WAS NOT DONE BY A LICENSED GRADING CONTRACTOR.

'BENCH MARK DATA

CONFORMS TO THE RECOMMENDATION OF THE SUPPORTIVE REPORT(S) DATED:
SOILS ENGINEERING REPORTS: _MARCH 23 20 17
CAL WEST GEOTECHNICAL
. , e & 889 PIERCE CT, SUITE 101
(Sons Efig{el fl /‘gs NATURE) THOUSAND OAKS, CA 91360
1 FONARD LIST 31902 805-497-1244
(PRINT NAME) (RCE)
REJADA_ROAD
ENGINEERING GEOLOGY REPORTS: N/A 29
(ENGINEERING GECLOGIST SIGNATURE)
N/A N/A
{PRINT NAME) CERT. NO.

_{HEREBY STATE THAT THESE PLANS ARE IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE ADOPTED COUNTY STANDARDS, AND THAT | HAVE
EXERCISED RESPONSIBLE CHARGE OVER THE DESIGN OF THE PROJECT AS DEFINED iN THE PROFESSIONAL
ENGINEERS ACT. | UNDERSTAND THAT THE CHECK OF PROJECT DRAWINGS BY THE COUNTY OF VENTURA IS
CONFINED TO A REVIEW ONLY AND POES NOT RELIEVE ME, AS ENGINEER OF RECORD, OF MY RESPONSIBILITIES FOR
PROJECT DESIGN.

LC ENGINEERING GROUP, INC.
889 PIERCE CT, SUITE 101

DESIGNATION: 16-187

DATUM: NAVD 88

DATE: 1999

HEIGHT: 223.066 (METERS)/ 731.84 {FEET;

DESCRIPTION: 1.2 MILES ALONG TIERRA REJADA ROAD FROM ITS INTERSECTION
WITH MOORPARK ROAD, 60 FEET NORTHERLY FROM THE CENTER OF

TIERRA REJADA ROAD, IN THE CENTER OF A CONCRETE HEADWALL

TOPOGRAPHY DATA

STEVE OPDAHL SURVEYING
187 E. WILBUR RD, SUITE4
THOUSAND QAKS, CA 91350
06-02-17

OWNER/APPLICANT PRIMARY CONTACT

CcOu

GENERAL STORMWATER NOTES:

THE LEGALLY RESPONSIBLE PERSON OF ANY PROPERTY IN WHICH GRADING ACTIVITIES OR OTHER SOIL DISTURBANCE
ACTIVITIES ARE PERFORMED, INCLUDING PERMITTEE, SHALL COMPLY WITH THE LATEST AND APPLICABLE NPDES
REQUIREMENTS. EFFECTIVE COMBINATION OF ERQOSION AND SEDHMENT CONTROL BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES
(BMP'S) SHALL BE INSTALLED BEFCRE GRADING BEGINS. DURING GRADING ACTIVITIES, ALL BMP'S SHALL BE UPDATED AS
NECESSARY TO PREVENT EROSION AND ANY ILLICIT DISCHARGE OF CONSTRUCTION RELATED POLLUTANTS. EROSION

CONTROL BMP'S ARE LISTED ON COUNTY FORMS S8W-1, SW-2, OR SW-HR.

1. GENERAL CONSTRUCTION PERMIT. PROJECTS THAT CAUSE SOIL DISTURBANCE OF ONE ACRE OR MORE, OR THAT
ARE PART OF A COMMON PLAN OF DEVELOPMENT OR SALE THAT CAUSE SOIL DISTURBANCE OF ONE ACRE OR MORE
ARE REQUIRED TC OBTAIN COVERAGE UNDER NPDES CALIFORNIA STATEWIDE GENERAL CONSTRUCTHON PERMIT NQ.
CAS(00002, AS A NUMBER ASSIGNED TO THE PRQJECT BY THE STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD,
COMPLETEE AND SIGNED NOTICE OF INTENT (NOI) AND PROJECT STORMWATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN

(SWPPP) SHALL BE SUBMITTED AND IMPLEMENTED DURING ALL GRADING ACTIVITIES.

2. COUNTY'S STORM DRAIN SYSTEM. ILLICIT DISCHARGES INTO THE COUNTY'S STORM DRAIN SYSTEM AS A RESULT GOF

GRADING, CLEARING, CONSTRUCTION, DEMOLITION, AND OTHER SOIL DISTURBANCE ACTIVITIES ARE PROMIBITED.

3. INSPECTIONS, EROSION CONTROL AND PERMANENT STORMWATER TREATMENT BMP'S ARE SUBJECT TO INSPECTIONS

AS REQUIRED BY THE PERMIT ORDER NO. R4-2010-0108, AS AMENDED FROM TIME TO TIME.

4. PUMPED WATER DISCHARGES. DISCHARGES OF PUMPED GROUND WATER REQUIRE A DISCHARGE PERMIT FROM THE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD (RWQCR).

5. SANITARY FACGILITIES. PORTABLE SANITARY FACILITIES SHALL BE LOCATED ON RELATIVELY LEVEL GROUND AWAY

FROM TRAFFIC AREAS, DRAINAGE COURSES, AND STORM DRAIN INLETS.

6. EMERGENCY WORK. A STANDBY CREW FOR EMERGENCY WORK SHALL BE AVAILABLE AT ALL TIMES DURING THE RAINY
SEASCON (OCTOBER 18T TO APRIL 15TH). NECESSARY MATERIALS SHALL BE AVAILABLE ON SITE AND STOCKPILED AT
CONVENIENT LOCATIONS TO FACILITATE RAPID CONSTRUCTION OF EMERGENCY DEVICES WHEN RAIN IS IMMINENT.

PROJECT BMP'S

THE FOLLOWING BMPS AS OUTLINED IN, BUT NOT LIMITED TO, THE LATEST EDITION OF THE CASQA CONSTRUCTION BMP
ONLINE HANDBOOK MAY APPLY DURING THE CONSTRUCTION OF THIS PROJECT (ADDITIONAL MEASURES MAY BE
REQUIRED IF DEEMED APPROPRIATE BY THE PROJECT ENGINEER, QUALIFIED SWPP DEVELOPER, PRACTITIONER OR THE
BUILDING OFFICIAL). CERTAIN BMP'S ARE REQUIRED AS PART OF THE STORMWATER FORMS SW-1, SW-2 AND SW-HR. THE
APPLICANT IS RESPONSIBLE FOR ENSURING THAT THE BMP'S LISTED HEREON, ARE IMPLEMENTED AND MAINTAINED AT
ALL TIMES DURING THE CONSTRUCTION. THE INSPECTOR OR BUWDING OFFICIAL MAY PERFORM UNANNOUNCED SITE

INSFECTIONS TO ENSURE THAT THE PRCJECT MAINTAINS THE BMP'S AS LISTED BELOW.

BMP DESCRIPTIONS AND DETAILS CAN BE OBTAINED FROM THE CALIFORNIA STORMWATER HANDBOOKS AT

WWW.CASQA ORG

COMPLETE CHECKLIST BELOW FOR APPLICABLE PROJECT BMP'S

Y OF VR
PUBLIC WORKS AGE

TURA
CY

TOP AND BOTTOM OF SLOPE SETBACK CRITERIA *

H
R
g TERRACE OR INTERCEPTOR DRAIN
P ) SEE DETAIL B-2
D i
> U
STIER a
FACE OF BUILDING ===y, [+]
HON FEET) o b c q
27 MIN | 2 MIN | (H/2) | (H/3)
ANY HEIGHT (H/2) (H/5) |15 MAX 40/MAX
20" MAX | 10" MAX |

* FROM C B C SEC. 1808.7 AND APPENDIX J — SEC. J109
R_(SITE BOUNDARY)

DETAIL A
NTS

FILL. PLACEMENT AND DRAINAGE DETAILS

EROSION CONTROL NON-STORMWATER MANAGEMENT TREATMENT AS REQUIRED BY GENERAL
% | EC1 —~ SCHEDULING X | NS1—WATER CONSERVATION PRACTICES GRADING NOTES 9, 10, AND 11
X | EC2 - PRESERVATION EXISTING VEGETATION NS2 — DEWATERING OPERATIONS
EC3 — HYDRAULIG MULCH NS3 — PAVING & GRINDING OPERATIONS
X | EC4 - HYDROSEEDING NS4 — TEMPORARY STREAM CROSSING /
EC5 — SOIL BINDERS ‘ NS5 — CLEAR WATER DIVERSION _& =T N
ECE — STRAW MULCH NS6 — ILLICIT CONNECTION/DISCHARGE SLOPE AWAY \
X | EC7 — GEOTEXTILES & MATS NS7 - POTABLE WATER/IRRIGATION FROM KEYWAY N 3 TO 4 FOOT STEP
X | EC8 — WOOD MULCHING NS8 — VEHICLE & EQUIPMENT GLEANING HEIGHT AT EACH BENCH
ECS ~ EARTH DIKES & DRAINAGE SWALES NS9 - VEHICLE & EQUIPMENT FUELING
EC10 ~ VELQCITY DISSIPATION DEV. NS10 - VEHICLE & EQUIPMENT MAINTENANGE BENCHES]
EC11 - SLOPE DRAINS NS11—PILE DRIVING OPERATIONS 'IL ;E?;w::,"'
EC12 —~ STREAMBANK STABILIZATION NS12 — CONCRETE CURING
EC14 — COMPOST BLANKETS . NS13 — CONCRETE FINISHING
EC15 ~ SCIL. PREPARATION\ROUGHENING NS14 — MATERIAL & EQUIPMENT USE EAERY‘}%Y& A%% AE EESC Hgmz%l‘ &B aggg\\;éEE%JN'FHOE Fé%h&_s
EC16 — NON-VEGETATED STABILIZATION NS15 - DEMOLITION ADJACENT TO WATER ENGINEER (& ENGINEERING GEOLOGIST, WHERE EMPLOYED). LONGITUDINAL SLOPE
TEMPORARY SEDIMENT CONTROL NS16 - TEMPORARY BATCH PLANTS _ SHALL BE NOT LESS
X | SE1 - SILT FENCE WASTE MANAGEMENT & MATERIAL POLLUTION CONTROL THAN 9%,
SE2 — SEDIMENT BASIN X | WM1 - MATERIAL DELIVERY & STORAGE L 6 MN. \
SE3 — SEDIMENT TRAP WM2 — MATERIAL USE
SE4 — CHECK DAM X | WM3 — STOCKPILE MANAGEMENT
X | SE5 — FiIBER ROLLS X | WM4 — SPILL PREVENTION & CONTROL __
SE6 — GRAVEL BAG BERM X | WMS5 — SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT (ESme : —=—1 2:3 M:N
X | SE7 - STREET SWEEPING AND VACUUMING WMG — HAZARDOUS WASTE MANAGEMENT . ’ 5 MN. [~ T
X | SE8 — SANDBAG BARRIER WM7 — CONTAMINATION SOIL MANAGEMENT _ d )
SES - STRAW BALE BARRIER X | WM8 — CONCRETE WASTE MANAGEMENT WgﬁTéIL B-1 ~ BENCH | DETAIL B-2
ERM AT TOP TYPICAL TERRACE DRAIN
X | SE10—STORM DRAIN INLET PROTECTION X | WMO — SANITARY/SEPTIC WASTE MANAGEMENT OF FILL SLOPES FOR CUT OR FILL. SLOPES
SE11 - ACTIVE TREATMENT SYSTEMS WM10 — LIQUID WASTE MANAGEMENT
SE12 —- TEMPORARY SILT DIKE
SE14 - BIOFILTER BAGS SEMI—CIRCULAR OR TRIANGULAR CROSS SECTION. '
WIND EROSION CONTROL
% | WE1 — WIND EROSION CONTROL 2) FOR INTERCEPTOR DRAIN AT TOP OF CUT SLOPES AND DOWN DRAINS, MINIMUM WIDTH OF 3 FEET.
EQUIPMENT TRACKING
X | TC1 - STABILIZED CONSTRUCT!ION ENTRANCE EXiT D ET AIL B
TC2 - STABILIZED CONSTRUCTION ROADWAY NTS
TC3 - ENTRANCE/QUTLET TIRE WASH

(CNVIL THOUSAND OAKS, CA 91360
(PRINT NAME) ) s CHARLES PINNEO RALPH ARNOLD 59 4'0'030'11
Bos Az bagn o *1‘;26;“?2:?23 oA 1320 WAIVER ID: 4 S56W003581 APN: 594-0-030-12 cp 17-0019
DESIGN ENGINEER APPROVED: COUNTY OF VENTURA SPEC. No. |
g LC ENGINEERING GROUP, INC. COUNTY OF \/ENTU RA COVER SHEET s"m“":‘]sm
2 /ﬁ o PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY = PARCEL 4 56 PM 84 —
1 818-991.7148 + B05-497_3244~ lcegroupine.com « workfles@loegroupine com Aug g Z zmg | DRAWRG MO,
A DESCRIPTION OF REVISION RCE DATE APP, DATE LEONARD KSTON 3:!%%2 DATE o | DEVELOPMENT SERVICES D E\/ E LO P M E N T S E R\/‘ C ES 15498 LAPEYRE CT., MOORPARK, CA. 93021
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T PA-— PLANTER AREA ||
T TP PROPERTY-LINE— |

PSP PFR SEPARATE-PERMIT

/24s STANDPIPER /

JC2N\WITH SLOTS X .
/ \J57698.80 /TOP /
AN/ 694.00 INV/

e

\ ‘\_\; X_\ y
VoA S e 9t TWAT [ EXIST. CHAIN
94—003~010 fm Z [ WATE | TLINK (FENEE

307 WADE l
SEMENT

. \(3LVAIN)
1 LYNOD YAV

AR SO SNSRI WRAR R R

I TP

s

PARCEL 4
586 PM 84

il
-

@ 719.30 1G —
717.40 . INV

500039322
2" WATER

y 3
1A

e ———

NeiwH )

- 2" WATERSNE

NG T NATURAL-GRADEN

R DR

TG TOP OF GRATE

TOS TOP OF SLOPE

™ TOP OF WALL

UNO UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE

W W RETAINING WALL PER SEPARATE PERMIT
ZZ 7 7+ NON—PERMITTED RETAINING WALL

FS

CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY HARD SURFACE
THICKNESS PER ARCHITECTURAL
SPECIFICATIONS AND DETAILS TO DETERMINE
ROUGH GRADE ELEVATIONS.

— — — -} SQ. CATCH BASIN PER NDS PLASTIC

PRODUCTS

———=1) 6"¢ SPEE~D BASIN PER NDS. PLASTIC

I3

PRODUCTS PART NO. 101, 201, 300. U.N.O.

INDICATES 4"p PERF. SUBDRAIN

;
g1p.p EXIST!NG SPOT ELEVATIONS

3~ PADDOCK AND ARENA FENCING

g

e e e PROPERTY  LINE

- DAYLIGHT LINE

-
!

“L

MITS

. /721,00 FG
== meTePVC S =TIy

\
&G0

/’/’

661.50 INV
/4 \OUTLET PIPE TO

@ STRUCTURAL FOUNDATION AND SLABS—-ON
—GRADE PER ARCHITECT/STRUCTURAL PLANS
AND GEOTECHNICAL REPORT,

@ OVER EXCAVATE ENTIRE BUILDING AND AREA
PLUS 5'-0" TO A DEPTH OF 3'-0" BELOW

(4) CONSTRUCT GRAVEL ACCESS ROAD

FOUNDATIONS AS RECOMMENDED BY THE
GEOTECHNICAL REPORT.

(3 CONSTRUCT SDR 35 PVC PIPE

(SIZE AS SHOWN) AT 1% MINIMUM SLOPE

(MIN. PIPE SIZE 478.)

(5) EXISTING TO REMAIN.
(8) EXISTING TO BE REMOVED.

(3) CONSTRUCT 4” THICK CONC. W/ #4 @ 16~ TIONSOF OURREPURIES)

'f.=. E .'
/‘:,\TJWD_ ¥

O.C.EW. OVER 4” SAND PER GEOTECHNICAL jOB NO

REPORT.
RETAINING WALL, H=4' MAX. (3’ EXPOSED)

\5/ RIPRAP PAD RAIL FENCE

661.00 INV - |
10" PEPPER %
THREE FUTURE LEACH LINES-
87 LONG, 3’ WIDE, & DEEP
FOR SITE OBSERVATIONS DURING CONSTRUCTION TWO PRIMARY LEACH LING
CALWEST GEOQTECHNICAL, REQUIRES A 100° LONG, 3' WIDE, 5 DF
48-HOUR NOTICE _ ,
(818) ©91-7148

(8G35) 4971244

PER DETAIL 5, SHEET 4 NO PERMIT REQUIRED. PRESIH
@ 12"x12 SQUARE GALVANIZED STEEL GRATE

Tt

ATVEST GEOTECHNICA

2 - : , ‘7_1 y
5.52 FN TETN, //\'1 3
U

]

10" DIAMETER

%"Eﬁgi‘:%"
3 1

vk

RROROSED | |

{

i

\WATER, TANK |

v

PR A SN

699.00 TGy, ¥
/6961 IV DB

0

i 2N

H
§

L

;©éx57§wc SEWER-
¢ “FUNETO REMAIN
i Y "\: !

3

(5).200.3 TGN
697\9 INV

Ly AN 7063 T X
\PROPOSED, 2B98,5 INV X'
SEEPAGE PIT -4 |\ |

——y

T

PrOPOSED | A2
'SAND RILTER /"7
P, A 5
VA AES K

\661.20 INV ‘s; .

247 SD

RO

3 : &,

e

UNDERGROUND SERVICE ALERT

CALL TOLL FREE

303.41

S B _
660~ 6580
APN 594—-002-011
_PJ_
SCALE: 1"=40’
o e S —
O 40 80 120

- e

-

o
e el

7 g /’/ /
o ~——APN 594<003~006

APN 594-002-011

~ CRADE BREAK (PART NO.1215) WITH 12" CATCH BASIN PER . 1-800-227-2600
NDS CATALOG. SR

______ T oes sewe O o oy Wi e cnrar s pe - —NOTE TO CONTRACTOR

v——— v—— EXISTING WATER NDS CATALOG. | CONTRACTOR TOVERIFY THE LOCATIONS OF ALL TWO WORKING DAYS BEFORE YOU DIG

670.0 @) FIRE DEPARTMENT ACCESS DRIVEWAY PROPOSED STRUCTURES, ELEVATIONS, AND No.31902
——-B7200 _ _ _ pROPOSED CONTOURS o DIMENSIONS PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION. CONTRACTOR Bp. Dec. 2018

FG @2 18718 ATRIUM STEEL GRATE (PART NO.1891) TO CONTACT PROJECT ENGINEER OF ANY 594-0-030-11
s EXISTING CONTOURS WITH 18" CATCH BASIN PER NDS CATALOG. DISCREPANCIES PRIOR TO ANY CONSTRUCTION.
| | WAIVER ID: 4 56W003581  apn: 994-0-030-12 cp _17-0019
DESIGN ENGINEER APPROVED: COUNTY OF VENTURA CO U N-I-Y O I_— VE NTU RA SPEC. NO. 3
SHEET -

31902

818-991.7148 » 805-49

DESCRIPTION OF REVISION

RCE

DATE

APP.

DATE

ousand Osaks, California 91360
Cegroupine,com » workfifes@lcegroupinc.com

; 1..C ENGINEERING GROUP, INC.
CONSULTING ENGINEERS
g " B89 Pierce Court, Suite

31902 - AUG 92 e

BY

MANAGER, DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

LEONARD-LISTON

RCE DATE

| DEVELOPMENT SERVICES|_rz167

PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY —

GRADING AND DRAINAGE PLAN
PARCEL 4 56 PM 84
15498 LAPEYRE CT., MOORPARK, CA. 93021

OF
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CRAWING NO.
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Michelle Meehan

Jul 18, 2018, 7:50am
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Agency Director

Central Services Department
J. Tabln Coslo, Director

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Engineering Services Department

A. PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Christopher Cooper, Director

Transportation Department
David Fleisch, Director

Water & Sanitation Department
Michaela Brown, Director

Entitlement: Grading Permit, GP17-0019

Watershed Protection District
Glenn Shephard, Director

Applicant: Charles Pinneo

Location: The project is located at 15498 Lapeyre Court, in the unincorporated
area of Ventura County.

Assessor’s Parcel Nos.: 594-0-030-110 and 594-0-030-125

Parcel Size: 2.90 acres and 7.39 acers respectively

General Plan Designation: Open Space

Zoning Designation: OS-10

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

Project Description: The project consists of cut and fill grading, as well as
importing operations in order to fill in an existing ravine with certified compacted
fill. A graded 2:1 (H:V) will be created along the southern portion and a level pad
area at the northern portion of the site. The proposed improvements will be for
equestrian purposes. Import operations will allow for up to 40 round trip truck trips
(maximum) per day, Monday through Friday.

B. STATEMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS:

State law requires the Resource Management Agency, Planning Division, as the
lead agency for the proposed project, to prepare an Initial Study (environmental
analysis) to determine if the proposed project could significantly affect the
environment. Based on the findings contained in the attached Initial Study, it has
been determined that the proposed project may have a significant effect on the
environment; however, mitigation measures are available that would reduce the
impacts to less than significant levels. Therefore, a Mitigated Negative Declaration

Hall of Administration L #1600 -y
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has been prepared and the applicant has agreed to implement the mitigation
measures.

LISTING OF POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
IDENTIFIED:

Section 4B, Biological Resources, Ecological Communities — Sensitive Plant
Communities: The Initial Study found that the proposed project would have
potentially significant impacts to sensitive plant communities. Impacts will be less
than significant with the implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-1, which will
require a restoration plan. Mitigation measures have been identified to mitigate
potentially significant impacts to the mixed coastal sage scrub plant community.

PUBLIC REVIEW:

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

Document Posting Period: January 25", 2019 to February 25™, 2019

Public Review: The Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration is available for
public review at the County of Ventura, Public Works Public Counter, 800 South
Victoria Avenue, Ventura, California, from 8:00 am to 5:00 pm, Monday through
Friday. It is also available on the County of Ventura Public Works Website at the
following address: http://vcpublicworks.org/esd/developmentinspection
/information.

Comments: The public is encouraged to submit written comments regarding this
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration no later than 5:00 p.m. on the last day
of the document posting period to Kenji Miyata, the case planner, at the County of
Ventura Public Works Agency, Engineering Services Division, 800 South Victoria
Avenue L#1670, Ventura, CA 93009. You may also e-mail the case planner at
kenji.miyata@ventura.org.

CONSIDERATION AND APPROVAL OF THE MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION:

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

Yoy MUye

Kenji Miyata, Public Works Inspector
Development and Inspection Services
Engineering Services Department
Public Works Agency

Recommended for Approval by
Lead Agency by:

Christopher E. Cooper
Director Engineering Services
Public Works Agency

Reviewed for Release to the Public by:

Ay

Raymond Gutierrez, Jr., Manager
Development and Inspectlon Services
Engineering Services Department
Public Works Agency
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JEFF PRATT

Agency Director

Initial Study for Pinneo Grading Permit GP17-0019 o ot Coste Director
. . . . Engineering Sewices Department

Section A — Project Description Christopher Cooper, Director

Transportation Department
David Fleisch, Director

1. Project Case Number: GP17-0019 Water & Sanitation Department
Michaela Brown, Director

2. Name of Applicant: Charles Pinneo Watershed Protection District
Glenn Shephard, Director

3. Project Location and Assessor’'s Parcel Number:
This project is located at 15498 Lapeyre Court, in the unincorporated area of
Ventura County as shown in the attached Attachment 1. The Tax Assessor’s
parcel numbers are 594-0-030-110 and 594-0-030-125.

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

a. General Plan Land Use Designation: Open Space (See Attachment 2)

b. Zoning Designation: OS-10 ac

5. Description of the Environmental Setting: The project site is located in the
Tierra Rejada Valley on the eastern side of the Moorpark area of the
unincorporated area of Ventura County. It is designated Open Space and zoned
0OS-10 (Open Space, 10 acre minimum lot size).

The subject property has south and southeast facing slopes that are relatively
steep. The slopes are dominated by native coast prickly pear cactus and
sagebrush scrub plant communities that gradually transition to sparsely vegetated
and barren disturb areas of non-native grasses, and cleared or developed areas
to the north. The Arroyo Santa Rosa, a “blue-line” stream, is located approximately
130 south of existing graded areas of the parcel, and runs in an east to west trend.
The stream indicates that this drainage is ephemeral in nature per Envicom
(Envicom Corporation Initial Study Biological Assessment, October 15, 2018,
Attachment 3).

6. Project Description: The project consists of cut and fill grading, as well as
importing operations in order to fill in an existing ravine with certified compacted
fill. A graded 2:1 (H:V) will be created along the southern portion and a level pad
area at the northern portion of the site. The proposed improvements will be for
equestrian purposes. Import operations will allow up to 40 round trip truck trips
(maximum) per day, Monday through Friday.

Hall of Administration L #1600
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List of Responsible and Trustee Agencies: County of Ventura Public Works
Agency — Development and Inspection Services and California Department of Fish
and Wildlife (CDFW).

Methodology for Evaluating Cumulative Impacts: Pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines [8 15064(h)(1)], this Initial Study
evaluates the cumulative impacts of the project, by considering the incremental
effects of the proposed project in connection with the effects of past projects, the
effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects.

The plans approach was utilized to evaluate cumulative impacts of the proposed
grading project to fill in a ravine. The plans approach involves the analysis of
whether the proposed project will comply with the requirements of a plan,
regulation, or program specified by law or adopted by a public agency with
jurisdiction over the affected resource. There are no recent or pending
discretionary grading permits in the vicinity of this proposed project.
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Section B — Initial Study Checklist and Discussion of Responses?

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

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

RESOURCES:

1. Air Quality (VCAPCD)

Will the proposed project:

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

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

Impact Discussion:

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

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

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

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

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

Z

| Ls | Ps-M | Ps

2A. Water Resources — Groundwater Quantity

(WPD)

Will the proposed project:

1)

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

2)

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

3)

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

4)

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

5) Be consistent with the applicable General

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

Impact Discussion:

2A-1 thru 4. The proposed project involves a grading project in order to improve an
existing equestrian operation. Construction activities will require water to be used for
controlling dust and achieving proper compaction and soil moisture content, and will not
exceed 1.0-acre feet of water of groundwater. This will be a temporary use and will not
decrease the net quantity of groundwater in a groundwater basin. As there are no new
wells proposed, no plugging up of groundwater recharge areas, and no use of surface
water, there will be no increase in water use expected from this project.
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2A-5. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for ISAG Item 2A.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|[Ls|PsM]|Ps

Z

| Ls | PS-M | Ps

2B. Water Resources - Groundwater Quality (WPD)

Will the proposed project:

1)

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

2)

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

3)

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

4) Be consistent with the applicable General

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

Impact Discussion:

2B-1 and 2B-2. The proposed project is a grading project and therefore will not
individually or cumulatively degrade the quality of groundwater and cause groundwater

to exceed groundwater quality objectives set by the Basin Plan.

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

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

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

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

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

Will the proposed project:

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

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

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

Impact Discussion:

2C-1. The proposed project consists of cut/fill grading and import operations in order to
fill in a ravine to create a level pad for equestrian use. A culvert will be installed in a
episodic drainage with a grouted rip-rap pad on the down-slope side to retain existing
flows. No surface water will be consumed during, or as a result of, this project.
Therefore, it will not increase the surface water consumptive use (demand), either
individually or cumulatively, in a fully appropriated stream reach as designated by
SWRCB or where unappropriated surface water is unavailable.

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

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

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.




Page 7

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

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

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

Will the proposed project:

1) Individually or cumulatively degrade the
quality of surface water causing it to exceed

: " . . X X
water quality objectives as contained in
Chapter 3 of the three Basin Plans?
2) Directly or indirectly cause storm water quality
to exceed water quality objectives or X X

standards in the applicable MS4 Permit or
any other NPDES Permits?

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

Impact Discussion:

2D-1. The proposed project will not individually or cumulatively degrade the quality of
surface water causing it to exceed water quality objectives as contained in Chapter 3 of
the Los Angeles Basin Plan as applicable for this area. Surface Water Quality is
deemed Less than Significant (LS) because 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.

2D-.2 The project is located at 15498 Lapeyre Court, in the non-urban unincorporated
area between Moorpark and Simi Valley. The project will disturb about 3 acres and
create about 15,000 square feet of new impervious surfaces. The project proposes
import and grading to create an area for an equestrian arena, a barn with a lounge, and
a caretaker's residence.

The proposed construction project involves soil disturbance of more than 1 acre within
an area deemed to be high risk. As per the Ventura Countywide Municipal Stormwater
NPDES Permit CAS004002, "Development Construction Program™ Subpart 4.F, the
applicant will be required to include Best Management Practices (BMPs) designed to
ensure compliance and implementation of an effective combination of erosion and
sediment control measures for a disturbed site greater than 1 acre within a high-risk
area to protect surface water quality during construction (Tables 6, 7, 8 and 9 in Subpart
4.F). The proposed construction activities are also subject to coverage under the
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NPDES General Construction Permit (No. CAS000002). As such, neither the individual
project nor the cumulative threshold for significance would be exceeded and the project
is expected to have a Less than Significant (LS) impact related to water quality
objectives or standards in the applicable MS4 Permit or any other NPDES Permits.

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

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

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

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

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

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

Impact Discussion:

3A-1. The proposed project is not located on or immediately adjacent to land zoned
Mineral Resource Protection (MRP) overlay zone, or adjacent to a principal access road
for a site that is the subject of an existing aggregate Conditional Use Permit (CUP), and
does not have the potential to hamper or preclude extraction of or access to the
aggregate resources.
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3A-2. The proposed project will not have a cumulative impact on aggregate resources
if, when considered with other pending and recently approved projects in the area, the
project hampers or precludes extraction or access to identified resources.

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

Policies for ISAG ltem 3A.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|[Ls | PsM|Ps

N | Ls |PsM| Ps

3B. Mineral Resources — Petroleum (PIng.)

Will the proposed project:

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

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

Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

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

access to petroleum resources.

3B-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and

Policies for ISAG Item 3B.

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

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

4. Biological Resources

4A. Species

Will the proposed project, directly or
indirectly:

1) Impact one or more plant species by reducing
the species’ population, reducing the

species’ habitat, fragmenting its habitat, or X X
restricting its reproductive capacity?

2) Impact one or more animal species by
reducing the species’ population, reducing X X

the species’ habitat, fragmenting its habitat,
or restricting its reproductive capacity?

Impact Discussion:

The proposed project includes the expansion of two barns, construction of a new barn, a
covered arena, and hay barn, and installation of a double-wide modular building located
within an existing equestrian facility. The project and 100-feet fuel modification are
approximately 7.3 acres. The majority of the proposed development would be located on
existing graded and disturbed areas of the parcel.

An Initial Study Biological Assessment (ISBA) was prepared by Envicom (dated
December 1, 2017; revised on October 1, 2018). The ISBA survey area included both
developed and undeveloped areas on APN 594-0-030-125 and on APN 594-0-030-110.
Table 1 below provides the percent of various vegetation cover that exist within the ISBA
survey area.

Table 1
Vegetation Community Cover
Vegetation Acreage | Percent
Cover

Cleared Land 3.49 19.62%
Urban or Disturbed 3.88 21.80%
Undifferentiated Exotic Vegetation 1.95 10.95%
Native and Non-Native Grasses and Forbes 4.68 26.27%
Artemisia californica (California sagebrush scrub) Alliance,

Disturbed 0.60 3.38%
Opuntia littoralis (Coast prickly pear scrub) Alliance 2.40 13.46%
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Brassica nigra and other mustards (Upland mustards) Semi-
natural Stands 0.80 4.51%
Total 17.81 100.00%

The Coast Prickly Pear Scrub Alliance is considered a sensitive plant community. It is
assigned a “G2S1.1” rarity ranking by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife
(CDFW). The Coast Prickly Pear Scrub Alliance occurs in two areas within the parcel,
the majority of the Alliance extends from the eastern portion of the project site to the
southeast and southwest of the project site, as well as adjacent parcels located to the
east of the project site; a smaller area is located immediately north of the subject property.

The Arroyo Santa Rosa, a USGS-designated “Blue-line” Stream passes through the
southeastern portion of the site and traverses east to west. Peruvian peppertree and
eucalyptus (Eucalyptus sp.) trees are located in the southeastern portion of the parcel.

4A-1. No federal or state listed endangered, threatened, or California Endangered
Species Act (CESA) rare plant species were observed during the biological survey of the
property. Envicom also conducted a review of the CDFW Biogeographic Information and
Observation System (BIOS); which revealed multiple special-status plant species
occurrences located within one mile from the project site. The nearest occurrences from
the project site include Conejo dudleya (Dudleya parva) located approximately 0.37 miles
southeast, California Orcutt grass (Orcuttia californica) approximately 0.65 miles
southwest and Lyon's Pentachaeta (Pentachaeta lyonii) located approximately 0.62 miles
northwest. None of these special-status species, which are known to occur in the region,
have the potential to occur on the parcel due to lack of suitable habitat or because the
site is outside of the species known range or distribution. Previously disturbed areas and
existing equestrian activities preclude special-status plant species from occurring within
the development footprint. In addition, a review of the Critical Habitat spatial data provided
by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service shows no critical habitat for sensitive plant species
within one mile of the project site. Due to these conditions, implementation of the project
is not expected to result in either direct or indirect impacts to one or more plant species
by reducing the species’ population, reducing the species’ habitat, fragmenting its habitat,
or restricting its reproductive capacity. No direct, indirect, or cumulatively considerable
impacts to plant species are anticipated.

4A-2. During the biological assessment of the parcel, a total of 18 species of birds, one
reptile, and six mammals were observed. Observed species were common species or
relatively common to the region and represent only a sample of the species that can be
expected to utilize habitats at or in the vicinity of the site for cover, foraging, and
reproduction. No federal or state listed endangered or threatened wildlife species were
observed during field surveys of the property. However, a review of the Critical Habitat
spatial data provided by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service indicates designated critical
habitat for the coastal California gnatcatcher surrounding the parcel. The nearest
designated critical habitat is located within approximately 800 feet south of the parcel.
However, given the fact that the proposed project is located within a disturbed area, and
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there is little to no suitable habitat located within the project site, the project site is unlikely
to support special-status species.

Birds that are protected by the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) Code
and the Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) could nest within the project site or
adjacent landscaped areas in native and non-native habitats, including ornamental trees
and shrubs. It is expected that some birds would nest in areas outside of the development
envelope, including locations within the cactus scrub, sagebrush scrub, and exotic trees.
Nesting is expected to be less frequent within the areas proposed for grading, due to the
fact that a majority of the vegetation is exposed and disturbed. Special-status bird
species, including those recognized on the CDFW'’s Special Animals list, that are known
to occur in the area, include the Allen’s hummingbird (Selasphorus sasin), Cooper’s hawk
(Accipiter cooperii), oak titmouse (Baeolophus inornatus), and southern California rufous-
crowned sparrow (Aimophila ruficeps).

Based on the potential for nesting birds to occur in areas adjacent to the proposed project,
construction activities may result in indirect impacts, primarily associated with
construction noise and vibration. Noise and vibration may lead to abandonment of nests,
changes in feeding, and disrupt breeding behavior and reproductive success. These
impacts to nesting birds would therefore be considered potentially significant. In
accordance with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and CDFG Code, the proposed project
would be subject to a condition of approval requiring the Applicant to forestall land clearing
activities during the breeding and nesting season (January 1 - September 1), or retain a
County-approved biologist to conduct site-specific surveys prior to land clearing activities
during the breeding and nesting season (January 1 - September 1) and to submit a Survey
Report documenting the results of the initial nesting bird survey and a plan for continued
surveys and avoidance of nests.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s)

None.
Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect** Degree Of Effect**
N|[Ls|PsM|Ps| N | Ls |PsM]| Ps

4B. Ecological Communities - Sensitive Plant Communities

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

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

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

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

Impact Discussion:

4B-1 and 4B-2. As depicted in Figure 3 of the ISBA, project grading is expected to
permanently remove approximately 0.41 acres (17,859 square feet) of the coast prickly
pear — mixed coastal sage scrub plant community (G2S1.1), which is considered a natural
community of special concern by CDFW. The project’s grading would directly impact
approximately 0.15 acres (approximately 6,534 square feet) of the vegetation community,
and fuel modification would result in additional impacts of approximately 0.26 acres
(approximately 11,326 square feet). These impacts to this sensitive plant community
would be considered significant. Recommended Mitigation Measure (MM) BIO-1 requires
a 2:1 mitigation to impact ratio, resulting in 0.82 acres of Coast Prickly Pear-Mixed Coastal
Sage Scrub restoration, which would reduce potentially significant impacts to this
sensitive plant community to less-than-significant.

Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Compensatory Mitigation for the Loss of Prickly Pear Cactus
Scrub

Purpose: To mitigate potentially significant impacts to coast prickly pear — mixed coastal
sage scrub vegetation communities at a 2:1 mitigation to impact ratio for the loss of 0.41
acres.

Requirement: At least 0.82 acres of prickly pear cactus scrub shall be restored and
permanently protected on-site. The areas selected to be restored on-site (Restoration
Areas) shall be located outside of development and fuel modification areas and shall be
permanently maintained in open space through a deed restriction. The Restoration Plan
shall be prepared by a County-approved qualified biologist. The Restoration Plan shall
include the following:

1. Restoration of prickly pear cactus scrub and the establishment of prickly pear
cactus scrub and its ecosystem's functions and values.

2. A site plan showing the location of the designated Restoration Area(s). To ensure
the restoration site meets or exceeds the success criteria, the location of a
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reference site for prickly pear cactus scrub shall be described by an address,
Assessor’'s Parcel Number, or other distinguishing characteristics whereby the
reference site can be found. The following data for the reference site shall include:

a. An ecologically intact example of the alliance with minimal disturbance;
b. Total percent cover by native plant species;

c. Species richness; and

d. Total percent cover by non-native plant species.

The above-referenced data should be based on at least 30 data points collected
within the proposed reference site in order to base a through d on a statistically
defensible value. The data collection method should be specified (e.g. point
intercept, line intercept, quadrats, or some other valid method of determining cover
values).

3. Success Criteria - Restoration shall accomplish a target survivorship of 80%-90%
of transplanted individuals in excellent or good health, <1% of non-native
herbaceous species after five years, and 0% for other invasive plants that are
ranked high or moderate on the California Invasive Plant Council (Cal-IPC) list
within the restoration area.

4. Identification of the name, address, phone number, email address, and the
responsibilities of the individuals responsible for implementing the plan, including,
but not limited to, the Biological Monitor (who must be a Qualified Biologist) and
Restoration Contractor. The Permittee shall notify the Planning Division if any
changes or additions occur to the designated Responsible Parties.

5. Condition Criteria - Prior to earth disturbing activities, cactus pads intended for
propagation will be collected. Collected material shall be in condition without
excessive blemishes, abnormalities, and pest infestation. To ensure suitable
salvaged material is collected and propagated the following activities shall be
implemented:

a. On the first day of grubbing activities the Responsible Parties will identify
material that meets the salvage criteria identified in the Restoration Plan
including techniques for cactus pad collection;

b. The Responsible Parties shall conduct a pre-construction meeting with the
contractors, construction workers and other consultants, for the purpose of
identifying biological resources to avoid, including but not limited to, prickly
pear cactus scrub areas designated for restoration; and

c. Prior to the propagation of the salvaged cactus pads, the Biological Monitor will
inspect the salvaged material to ensure it meets the criteria established in the
Restoration Plan.
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6. A description of the methods for extraction, stockpiling, transplanting, and seeding.

7. A Maintenance and Monitoring Plan to ensure that the restored plant communities
meet the success criteria by Year 5. The Maintenance and Monitoring Program
shall include, but not be limited to, Quantitative and Qualitative Monitoring
Methods, Adaptive Management and Contingency Measures, weed control and
Best Management Practices to avoid impacting the prickly pear cactus scrub,
including the remaining prickly pear cactus scrub adjacent to impact areas and the
Restoration Areas, during grading and construction activities.

The Permittee shall record the site plan that graphically shows the Restoration Areas with
the Conditions of Approval for Case No. GP17-0019 in the Office of County Recorder.
The recordation of the approved Restoration Site Plan and conditions of approval serve
as notification that future development will be prohibited in the Restoration Areas and that
the Restoration areas shall remain preserved.

Documentation: The Permittee shall provide the Planning Division with a Restoration
Plan prepared by a County-approved qualified biologist that meets the requirements of
this condition. The Permittee shall submit a copy of the recorded conditions of approval
and Restoration Site Plan to the Planning Division. The Permittee shall submit a report
with photographs of the restoration area and a description of the restoration work to
demonstrate to the Planning Division that implementation of the Restoration Plan has
commenced. The Permittee shall provide annual reports prepared by a County-approved
qualified biologist on the progress of the restoration area for five years (or more, if the
success criteria have not been met by Year 5).

Timing: Prior to issuance of a Zoning Clearance for construction, the Permittee shall (1)
submit the Restoration Plan to the Planning Division for review and approval; (2) record
the conditions of approval and the approved Restoration Site Plan; and, (3) provide a
copy of the recorded conditions of approval and Restoration Site Plan to the Planning
Division. Implementation of the Restoration Plan shall commence prior to occupancy. The
annual reports must be provided to the Planning Division by December 315t of each year
during the monitoring period.

Monitoring and Reporting: The Planning Division shall review the Permittee’s
description of the restoration work performed, photographs of the restoration area, and
conduct a site visit, to confirm that implementation of the Restoration Plan has
commenced prior to occupancy. The restoration area must be monitored by a County-
approved qualified biologist for at least five years (or more, if the success criteria have
not been met by Year 5). The biologist shall provide an annual report on the status of the
restoration area, including results of qualitative monitoring (i.e., photographs taken at
permanent photo-points, observations of the health and condition of plantings and wildlife
use of the restoration area, if feasible) and quantitative monitoring (i.e., randomly placed
transects to estimate cover and richness), to the Planning Division for the length of the
monitoring period. The Permittee shall submit the annual reports to the Planning Division
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to demonstrate compliance with this condition and the success criteria. The release of the
requirement for monitoring the restoration area may occur when the Planning Division
determines that the success criteria have been met by Year 5 or later, based on the
annual reports and a Planning Division staff site inspection.

Residual Impacts:

With the implementation of the above mitigation measure, direct and indirect project-
specific and cumulative impacts to sensitive plant communities will be less than
significant.

Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM|Ps

N | LS |PsM| Ps

4C. Ecological Communities - Waters and Wetlands

Will the proposed project:

1)

Cause any of the following activities within
waters or wetlands: removal of vegetation;
grading; obstruction or diversion of water
flow; change in velocity, siltation, volume of
flow, or runoff rate; placement of fill;
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?

3)

Interfere  with ongoing maintenance of
hydrological conditions in a water or
wetland?

4)

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

Impact Discussion:

4C-1 through 4C-4. Arroyo Santa Rosa, a “blue-line” stream, is located approximately 130
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feet south of existing graded areas of the parcel. A field examination of the stream by
Envicom (ISBA, 2018) indicates that this drainage is ephemeral in nature. This drainage
flows from east to west, originating east of LaPeyre Road. Water is conveyed under
LaPeyre Road via a culvert and continues west to southwest through the southeastern
portion of parcel (ISBA, Figure 3, 2018) and then off-site to the southwest. Arroyo Santa
Rosa is subject to the jurisdictional authority of CDFW, pursuant to CDFG Code Section
1600.

At the time of the survey, this drainage supported an incised channel, but lacked
indicators of hydric vegetation or soils (Envicom, 2018). In addition, this drainage lacked
other indicators commonly associated with wetland hydrology (e.qg., drift deposits, surface
water, and water marks). A drainage pattern was the only indicator of wetland hydrology,
which was observed during the survey. Vegetation associated with this drainage is
predominantly disturbed, consisting of coastal sagebrush scrub and non-native grasses
and forbs. No riparian trees are associated with the drainage traversing the parcel or
adjacent to the parcel. The segment of the drainage adjacent to the parcel closely
resembles a grassy swale with emergent coastal scrub species along the upland margins.
The portion of the stream nearest the planned development consists of primarily non-
native grasses, upland mustards, and non-native castor bean (Ricinus communis).

Ventura County General Plan (Policy 1.5.2- 4) requires that discretionary development
be located a minimum of 100 feet from significant wetland habitats. Buffer areas may be
increased or decreased upon evaluation and recommendation by a qualified biologist and
approval by the decision-making body. Factors to be used in determining an adjustment
of the 100-foot buffer include soil type, slope stability, drainage patterns, presence or
absence of endangered, threatened or rare plants or animals, and compatibility of the
proposed development with the wildlife use of the wetland habitat area. The channel of
the Arroyo Santa Rosa is located approximately 100 feet from the edge of the existing
graded area of the project site. The Applicant is requesting a reduction in the buffer to 50
feet in order to accommodate the proposed structures.

The following section discribes the characteristics of the Arroyo Santa Rosa, which were
evaluated in making a decision to accommodate a reduction of the buffer to 50 feet,
pursuant to Ventura County Policy 1.5.2-4:

The segment of the stream, located next to the parcel, is disturbed, incised, and does
not support distinct bed, bank and channel features. Rather, the channel is shallow and
resembles a swale or agricultural ditch. No strong wetland features are evident with this
drainage, except for drainage patterns. The proposed project plans do not include
encroachment into the Arroyo Santa Rosa. Therefore, proposed project development
would not result in direct impacts to this drainage. The drainage does not support fish or
wildlife. Based on these factors, the reduction of the buffer to 50 feet from the edge of the
development envelope to the stream channel would not result in significant impacts to the
Arroyo Santa Rosa.
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While proposed project implementation would not result in direct impacts to the Arroyo
Santa Rosa, the increase in impervious surfaces, resulting in increased runoff from the
project site, has the potential to adversely impact downstream aquatic habitat within the
drainage (downstream of the parcel). Stormwater runoff from the site could transport
excessive sediment or nutrients (e.g. fertilizers and manure), toxic pesticides or
herbicides. Although the drainage segment adjacent to the southern portion of the parcel
does not support sensitive wetlands and riparian habitats, contaminants conveyed by
stormwater runoff could impair downstream water quality and adversely impact sensitive
communities associated with the wet environments. Therefore, these potential impacts
are considered potentially significant. A Hydrology and Hydraulics study was prepared for
the project (LC Engineering Group, Inc, 2018).2 Hydrologic calculations indicates that
there is only a one percent increase in impervious surfaces from project development
resulting in a negligible increase of discharge from the pre- to post-development scenario.
The Ventura County Watershed Protection District has conditioned the project to comply
with the Stormwater Development Construction Program to ensure compliance with the
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board NPDES Municipal Stormwater Permit.
The Permittee will be required to implement Best Management Practices (BMPs) during
construction. Additionally, there is a berm located at the top of the slope of the proposed
grading pad that will prevent stormwater from sheet flowing off of the property. All runoff
from the proposed developed area will be collected in a small onsite detention basin
located near the southern portion of the project site. There will also be a small catch basin
that will trap sediment from entering the proposed 24-inch pipe, which will be located
adjacent to the driveway in the northern portion of the project site. The pipe receives and
conveys runoff from onsite flows and offsite flow from the north. Based on these
requirements, the stormwater runoff during and after development, is not expected to
result in significant water quality impacts to Arroyo Santa Rosa. There are no impacts
anticipated to any wetlands and waters and no cumulatively considerable impacts as a
result of the proposed project.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s)

None.
Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect** Degree Of Effect**
N|[Ls|PsM|Ps| N | Ls |PsM]| Ps

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

Will the proposed project:

2 Hydrology and Hydraulics Study, 15498 LaPeyre Court, Moorpark, California, prepared by LC
Engineering Group, Inc., dated May 23, 2018.
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Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N | LS | PS-M | PS

N LS | PS-M PS

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)?

2)

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

Impact Discussion:

4D-1 and 4D-2. The project site is not located in the Coastal Zone; therefore, there will
be no impacts to ESHA.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s)

None.

Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|LS|PsM]|Ps

N | Ls [PsM] Ps

4E. Habitat Connectivity

Will the proposed project:

1)

Remove habitat within a wildlife movement
corridor?

2)

Isolate habitat?

3)

Construct or create barriers that impede fish
and/or wildlife movement, migration or long
term connectivity or interfere with wildlife
access to foraging habitat, breeding habitat,
water sources, or other areas necessary for
their reproduction?
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect** Degree Of Effect**

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

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

Impact Discussion:

4E1-4. The project site is located within a documented wildlife corridor and landscape
linkage known as the South Coast Missing Linkages Santa Monica - Sierra Madre
Connection. The Santa Monica-Sierra Madre Connection is a chain of linkages that
connect the Santa Monica, Simi, Santa Susana, and Sierra Madre ranges, addressing
two of the 15 landscape linkages identified as irreplaceable and imminently threatened.
However, no existing roadway crossing structures were detected within or adjacent to the
survey area and no proposed roadway crossings are known at this time (Envicom, 2018).
The subject property is developed with an equestrian facility and does not provide high
quality habitat for wildlife species to move through. While the project site is not anticipated
to support a substantial amount of wildlife movement, the additional structures and horse
operations could contribute additional noise, light, and human presence. With the
inclusion of a condition of approval requiring the Permittee to submit a Lighting Plan that
includes the manufacturer’s specifications that limit the light intensity, and provided the
lights are shielded, and cast down and away from any adjacent habitat areas, potentially
significant impacts to wildlife movement and habitat connectivity would be less than
significant.

Arroyo Santa Rosa, an ephemeral drainage feature that traverses along the southern
portion of parcel is a potential route for movement of wildlife through the project area,
connecting the large areas of scrub and agricultural open space to the southwest of the
project site (west of State Route 23) with larger patches of habitat to the north, east, and
west of the project area. No habitat within the drainage channel would be removed. No
structures within the drainage are proposed that would impede fish and/or wildlife
movement, migration or long-term connectivity or interfere with wildlife access to foraging
habitat, breeding habitat, water sources, or other areas necessary for their reproduction.
Residential development and residential roads in the surrounding area may act as
barriers or impediments to movement between the natural scrub habitats to the south and
west.

Therefore, direct, indirect, and cumulatively considerable impacts to wildlife movement
and habitat connectivity are anticipated to be less-than-significant.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s)

None.
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect** Degree Of Effect**

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

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

Impact Discussion:

4F. The project was reviewed and found to be consistent with the Ventura County
General Plan Goals, Programs and Policies. General Plan Policy 1.5.2.1 requires
discretionary development which could potentially impact biological resources to be
evaluated by a qualified biologist to assess impacts and, if necessary, develop mitigation
measures. Envicom prepared an Initial Study Biological Assessment (ISBA) dated
December 1, 2017 and Revised October 1, 2018, for the proposed project _
B). The project will impact approximately 0.41 acres of prickly pear cactus resulting in a
mitigation-to-impact ratio of 2:1 or 0.82 acres of restoration. With implementation of
Mitigation Measures BIO-1, the proposed project will be consistent with General Plan
Policy 1.5.2.1.

County General Plan Policy 1.5.2-4 requires a setback of at least 100 feet from significant
wetland habitats. The applicant is seeking a reduction of the buffer to 50 feet. An
evaluation of the Arroyo Santa Rosa, per the provisions stated in Policy 1.5.2-4 indicate
that the segment of the Arroyo Santa Rosa within and adjacent to the parcel, does not
support significant wetlands. Therefore, a reduction of the buffer would not result in the
project being found inconsistent with General Plan Policy 1.5.2-4.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s)
With implementation of MM BIO-1, the proposed project will be consistent with the

applicable General Plan Goals and Policies for Item 4 of the Initial Study Assessment
Guidelines.
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Project Impact Degree Cumulative Impact
Issue (Responsible Department)* Of Effect** Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps | Ls | Ps-M | Ps

Z

5A. Agricultural Resources — Soils (PIng.)

Will the proposed project:

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

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

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

Impact Discussion:

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

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

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

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

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

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

Will the proposed project:




Page 23

Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N | LS | PS-M | PS

N LS | PS-M PS

1) If not defined as Agriculture or Agricultural
Operations in the zoning ordinances, be

closer than the threshold distances set forth X X
in Section 5b.C of the Initial Study
Assessment Guidelines?
2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 5b of the | X X

Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

5B-1. The proposed project is not defined as Agriculture or Agricultural Operations in
the zoning ordinances, but be closer than the threshold distances set forth in Section
5b.C of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

5B-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Area Plan Goals

and Policies for ISAG Item 5B.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N | Ls |[pPsMm]| Ps

6. Scenic Resources (PIng.)

Will the proposed project:
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Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree

Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact

Degree Of Effect**

N

LS | PS-M

PS

LS

PS-M

PS

a)

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

b)

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

c)

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

Impact Discussion:

6a. The project is not located within an area that has a scenic resource that is visible
from a public viewing location, and physically alter the scenic resource either

individually or cumulatively when combined with recently approved, current, and
reasonably foreseeable future projects.

6b. The project is not located within an area that has a scenic resource that is visible

from a public viewing location, and substantially obstruct, degrade, or obscure the

scenic vista, either individually or cumulatively when combined with recently approved,
current, and reasonably foreseeable future projects.

6¢c. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Area Plan Goals and
Policies for ISAG Item 6.

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

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

Z

| Ls | Ps-M | Ps

7. Paleontological Resources

Will the proposed project:

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

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

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

Impact Discussion:

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

construction of the proposed project.

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

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

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

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps | Ls | Ps-M | Ps

Z

8A. Cultural Resources - Archaeological

Will the proposed project:

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

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

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

Impact Discussion:

8A-1. A Phase 1(a) Cultural Resources Assessment was completed for the project by
Envicom Corporation, dated August 27. 2017. The conclusion in the report found that
the cultural resource context of the area was determined to not be significant for
prehistoric or historic cultural resources. The report also determined that the site was
negative for cultural resources. Also, the proposed project is underlain by Conejo
Volcanics and it is highly unlikely that any archaeological components exist in the
project area. Therefore, it will not demolish or materially alter in an adverse manner
those physical characteristics that account for the inclusion of the resource in a local
register of historical resources pursuant to Section 5020.1(K) requirements of Section
5024.1(g) of the Public Resources Code.

8A-2. The proposed project will not demolish or materially alter in an adverse manner
those physical characteristics of an archaeological resource that convey its
archaeological significance and that justify its eligibility for inclusion in the California
Register of Historical Resources as determined by a lead agency for the purposes of
CEQA.
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8A-3. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 8A of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

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

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

8B. Cultural Resources — Historic (PIng.)

Will the proposed project:

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

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

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

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

Impact Discussion:

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

8b-2. The nearest historic structures to the project site that are included on the list of
Ventura County Historic Landmarks and Points of Interest can be found at Strathearn
Historical Park, which are located over to miles from the proposed project area (Ventura
County Historic Landmarks & Points of Interest, Third Edition, 2016). At that distance
from the project site, the proposed project does not have the potential to demolish or
materially alter in an adverse manner any physical characteristics that account for these
historic structures inclusion in the list of Ventura County Historic Landmarks and Points
of Interest. Furthermore, as stated above, there are no pending or approved projects
located within one quarter mile of the proposed project site, which is the area for
analyzing cumulative impacts to historic resources. Therefore, the proposed project will
not have a project-specific impact or make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a
significant cumulative impact to historic resources.

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

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

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

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps | Ls | Ps-M | Ps

Z

9. Coastal Beaches and Sand Dunes

Will the proposed project:

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

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

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

Impact Discussion:

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

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

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

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

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

10. Fault Rupture Hazard (PWA)

Will the proposed project:

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

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

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

Impact Discussion:

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

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

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

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

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

11. Ground Shaking Hazard (PWA)

Will the proposed project:

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

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

Impact Discussion:

11a. The proposed agricultural road will be built in accordance with all applicable
requirements of the 2016 Ventura County Building Code. No structures or facilities will
be constructed at this time. Any discussion of potential impacts of seismic and geologic
hazards to the proposed project is provided for informational purposes only and is
neither required by CEQA nor subject to its requirements. The property will subject to
moderate to strong ground shaking from seismic events on local and regional fault
systems. No new structures are proposed as part of this project at this time and the
effects of ground shaking are considered less than significant.

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

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

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

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

12. Liquefaction Hazards (PWA)

Will the proposed project:

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

b) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Iltem 12 of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

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

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

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

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

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

13. Seiche and Tsunami Hazards (PWA)

Will the proposed project:

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

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

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

Impact Discussion:

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

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

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

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

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

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N | Ls |[pPsMm]| Ps

14. Landslide/Mudflow Hazard (PWA)

Will the proposed project:

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

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

Impact Discussion:

14a. Landslides and mudslides are not presently mapped within the property as
determined by the Public Works Agency Certified Engineering Geologist, based on the
location of the site or project within, or outside of mapped landslides, potential
earthquake induced landslide zones, and geomorphology of hillside terrain.

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

or probable projects.

14b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and

Policies for Item 14 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

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

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N | Ls |[pPsMm]| Ps

15. Expansive Soils Hazards (PWA)

Will the proposed project:

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

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

Impact Discussion:

15a. The onsite soil has an expansive index of less than 20 per the Calwest
Geotechnical report and the referenced reports in mentioned Geotechnical Reports.
The recommendation for any import material per the above mentioned report state the
import material should be comparable to the onsite native soil and alluvium.

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

projects.

15b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and

Policies for Item 15 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

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

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N | Ls |[pPsMm]| Ps

16. Subsidence Hazard (PWA)

Will the proposed project:

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

injury, or death involving subsidence | X
because it is located within a subsidence
hazard zone?
b) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 16 of the | X X

Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

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

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

projects.

16b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and

Policies for Item 16 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

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

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N | Ls |[pPsMm]| Ps

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

Will the proposed project:

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

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

2007 Ventura County Building Code
Ordinance No0.4369

Ventura County Land Development
Manual

Ventura County Subdivision Ordinance
Ventura County Coastal Zoning
Ordinance

Ventura County Non-Coastal Zoning
Ordinance

Ventura County Standard Land

Development Specifications X X
e Ventura County Road Standards
e Ventura County Watershed Protection
District Hydrology Manual
e County of Ventura Stormwater Quality
Ordinance, Ordinance No. 4142
e Ventura County Hillside Erosion Control
Ordinance, Ordinance No. 3539 and
Ordinance No. 3683
e Ventura County Municipal Storm Water
NPDES Permit
e State General Construction Permit
e State General Industrial Permit
¢ National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES)?
2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 17A of the X X

Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

17A-1. The proposed project consists of cut and fill grading to construct a flat pad to
improve an existing equestrian operation. The Hydrology and Hydrologic Study
prepared by LC Engineering Group on May 23, 2018, indicates there will be a very
minor increase in impervious surface at 4% to 5%. A detention basin is proposed to

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

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

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

N|Ls|PsM|Ps | Ls | Ps-M | Ps

pd

17b. Hydraulic Hazards — FEMA (WPD)

Will the proposed project:

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

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

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

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

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

Impact Discussion:

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

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




Page 39

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM|Ps

N | LS |PsM| Ps

18. Fire Hazards (VCFPD)

Will the proposed project:

a) Be located within High Fire Hazard

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

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

Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

18a. The project is located in a high fire hazard area and will comply with all applicable
Federal, State regulations and the requirements of the VCBC and the Fire Code.

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

Policies for Item 18 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

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

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

Z

| Ls | Ps-M | Ps

19. Aviation Hazards (Airports)

Will the proposed project:

a)

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

b)

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

c)

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

Impact Discussion:

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

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

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

Policies for Item 19 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

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

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

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

Will the proposed project:

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

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 20a of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

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

20A-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 20a of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

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

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

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

Will the proposed project:

1) Comply with applicable state and local
requirements as set forth in Section 20b of | X X
the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 20b of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?
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Impact Discussion:

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

20b-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 20b of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

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

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

21. Noise and Vibration

Will the proposed project:
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Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree

Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact

Degree Of Effect**

N

LS

PS-M

PS

LS

PS-M

PS

a) Either individually or when combined with

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

b) Either individually or when combined with

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

c)

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

d)

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

e)

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

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

f) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Iltem 21 of the X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

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

Construction activities that generate noise and vibrations are limited to Monday through
Friday between the hours of 7am and 7pm, Saturdays from 9am to 4pm and no work on
Sundays and Holidays. Truck trips are limited to between to 40 (maximum) round trips

per day, Monday through Friday.

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

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

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

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N | Ls |[pPsMm]| Ps

22. Daytime Glare

Will the proposed project:

a) Create a new source of disability glare or

discomfort glare for motorists travelling along

any road of the County Regional Road X X
Network?

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

Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

22a. The proposed grading project will not create a new source of disability glare or
discomfort glare for motorists travelling along any road of the County Regional Road
Network, as it is approximately 0.25 miles away from Tierra Rejada off a private road.

22b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 22 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsMm]|Ps

N |Ls|PsMm| Ps

23. Public Health (EHD)

Will the proposed project:

a)

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

b)

Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 23 of the
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?
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Impact Discussion:

23a No project-specific or cumulative impacts to public health were identified during
the review of the proposed project.

23b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 23 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

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

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

24. Greenhouse Gases (VCAPCD)

Will the proposed project:

a) Result in environmental impacts from
greenhouse gas emissions, either project
specifically or cumulatively, as set forth in X X
CEQA Guidelines 8§ 15064(h)(3), 15064.4,
15130(b)(1)(B) and -(d), and 15183.5?

Impact Discussion:

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

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

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

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

25. Community Character (PIng.)

Will the proposed project:

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

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

Impact Discussion:

25a. The project site and the surrounding area all contain similar land uses,
architectural form or style, site design/layout, or density/parcel sizes within the
community in which the project site is located. Therefore, there will be a less than
significant impact.

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

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

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

26. Housing (PIng.)

Will the proposed project:

a) Eliminate three or more dwelling units that
are affordable to:
e moderate-income households that are | X X
located within the Coastal Zone; and/or,
e lower-income households?

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

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

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

Impact Discussion:

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

26b. As stated in the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (146), any
project that involves construction has an impact on the demand for additional housing
due to potential housing demand created by construction workers. However, construction
work is short-term and there is a sufficient pool of construction workers within Ventura
County and the Los Angeles metropolitan regions. Therefore, the proposed project will
have a less-than-significant project-specific impact and will not make a cumulatively
considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact related to housing demand
for construction workers.
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26c¢. The proposed project consists of a grading project to improve an existing equestrian
facility and does not include the introduction of a new use (e.g., establishment of a new
business) that will result in 30 or more new full-time-equivalent lower-income employees.
Therefore, the proposed project will not have a project-specific impact or make a
cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact related to
housing demand from lower-income employees.

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

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

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

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

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

Will the proposed project:

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

Impact Discussion:

27a(1)-a. Per the approved grading plans creating a flat pad by through cut and fill
grading, as well as import operations. Truck trips are limited to a maximum of 40 round
trips per day, Monday through Friday. Therefore, the proposed project will not cause
existing roads within the Regional Road Network or Local Road Network that are
currently functioning at an acceptable LOS to function below an acceptable LOS.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

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

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

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

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

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

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

Impact Discussion:

27a(2)-a. Per the approved grading plans creating a flat pad by through cut and fill
grading, as well as import operations. There will be a limited increase in traffic on the
Regional and Local Road Network will be for the import of soil, which is limited to 40
(maximum) round trips per day, Monday through Friday. Therefore, there will be no
adverse, significant project specific or cumulative impact to the Safety and Design of
Roads or Intersections within the Regional Road Network (RRN) or Local Road Network
(LRN).

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

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

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

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

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

b) Will the project be consistent with the
applicable General Plan Goals and Policies
for Item 27a(3) of the Initial Study
Assessment Guidelines?
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Impact Discussion:

27a(3)-a. The proposed project does not include the construction of a private road or
access. An existing private road serves the subject property and meet minimum
VCFPD access standards. Therefore, there will be a less than significant impact.

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

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

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

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

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

Will the proposed project:

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

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

Impact Discussion:

27a(4)-a. The proposed project does not include the construction of a private road or
access. An existing private road serves the subject property. Therefore, there will be a
less than significant impact.

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

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

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

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

Will the proposed project:

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

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

facilities?

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

Impact Discussion:

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

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

27b-3. The proposed project is consistent the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 27 of the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.
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Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

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

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

27c. Transportation & Circulation - Bus Transit

Will the proposed project:

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

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

Impact Discussion:

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

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

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

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

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

27d. Transportation & Circulation - Railroads

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

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

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

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

Impact Discussion:

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

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

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

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

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

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

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

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

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

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

Will the proposed project:

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

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

Impact Discussion:

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

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

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

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N | Ls |[pPsMm]| Ps

27g. Transportation & Circulation - Pipelines

Will the proposed project:

1) Substantially interfere with, or compromise the

integrity or affect the operation of, an existing | X X
pipeline?

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 27g of the | X X

Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

27g-1. There are no pipelines in the vicinity of the proposed project and therefore it will
not Substantially interfere with, or compromise the integrity or affect the operation of, an

existing pipeline.

27g-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and

Policies for Item 279 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|[Ls|PsM|Ps

N | Ls |PsM| Ps

28a. Water Supply — Quality (EHD)

Will the proposed project:
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Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N | LS | PS-M | PS

N LS | PS-M PS

1) Comply with applicable state and local

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

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

Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

28a-1. The proposed project will not require a new source of potable quality water. The
subject property has an existing water connection through Camrosa Water District.

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

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

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM|Ps

N | LS |PsM| Ps

28b. Water Supply — Quantity (WPD)

Will the proposed project:

1) Have a permanent supply of water?

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

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

28b-1. The property is currently served by Camrosa Water District though an existing
connection and will not need a new connection.

28b-2. The proposed project is a grading project and will not generate the need for
additional water usage. Water used during construction to control dust and achieve
proper compaction will be minimal and will not adversely affect the water supply quantity
of the hydrologic unit in which the project site is located.

28b-3. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 28b of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) None.

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

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

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

Will the proposed project:

1) Meet the required fire flow? X X

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

Impact Discussion:
28c-1. Any future structures shall meet VCFPD fire flow requirements.

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

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

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

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

Will the proposed project:

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

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

Impact Discussion:

29a-1. Proposed project description includes "importing and grading" to create an area
for new structures which will require the installation of a new OWTS. The site plan for
proposed project shows the proposed seepage pits and sand filter are located within the
proposed grading area. An evaluation of the proposed OWTS shall be conducted by this
Division prior to construction. Division Liquid Waste staff will determine if the proposed
seepage pits are properly designed and sited based on soil conditions after the grading
activities have been completed.

An OWTS that is improperly installed, failing, damaged, or poorly maintained has the
potential to create a public nuisance and/or health concern and contaminate
groundwater. Conformance with the Ventura County Building Code, State OWTS policy,
and EHD guidelines, as well as proper routine maintenance of OWTS, will reduce any
project- specific and cumulative impacts to a level considered less than significant.

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

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

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

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

29b. Waste Treatment & Disposal Facilities - Sewage Collection/Treatment Facilities (EHD)
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Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N | Ls |[PsMm]| Ps

Will the proposed project:

1) Comply with applicable state and local

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

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

Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:

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

sewage
collection/treatment facilities.

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

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

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

N | Ls |[pPsMm]| 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

o . N X X
landfill's disposal capacity in terms of
reducing its useful life to less than 15 years?
2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 29c of the X X

Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?
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Impact 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 a significant project-specific impacts upon Ventura County's solid waste disposal
capacity.

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

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) None.

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

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

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

Will the proposed project:

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

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

Impact Discussion:

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

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

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

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM|Ps

pd

| Ls | PS-M | Ps

30. Utilities

Will the proposed project:

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

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

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

Impact Discussion:

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

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

Policies for Item 30 of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

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

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

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

Will the proposed project:

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

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

Impact Discussion:

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

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

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

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

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

Will the proposed project:

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

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

3) Result in the potential for increased runoff
and the effects on Areas of Special Flood

Hazard and regulatory channels both on and X X
off site?

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

facilities?

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

Impact Discussion:

31b-1 thru 4. The Hydrology and Hydraulics Study prepared by LC Engineering Group,
Inc. on May 23", 2018, indicates that with the implementation of Best Management
Practices per the erosion control plan/SWPPP, in addition to the installation of a
detention basin, the erosion potential will not increase from its current condition.

There will be an increase in impervious surfaces, but will be offset by a detention basin,
calculated in the above mentioned Hydrology and Hydraulics Study. The overall project
will not alter nor increase flow. Therefore, the project will not directly or indirectly,
impact flood control facilities and watercourses by obstructing, impairing, diverting,
impeding, or altering the characteristics of the flow of water, resulting in exposing
adjacent property and the community to increased risk for flood hazards due to the
existing and proposed conditions being similar and runoff will be returned to natural
sheet flow conditions.
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31b-5. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 31b of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

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

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

32. Law Enforcement/Emergency Services (Sheriff)

Will the proposed project:

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

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

Impact Discussion:

32a. The proposed project consists of grading to improve an existing equestrian facility
and will not increase the demand for law enforcement or emergency services.

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

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

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

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

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

Will the proposed project:
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Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree

Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N

LS

PS-M

PS

LS

PS-M

PS

1)

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

2)

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

3) Be consistent with the applicable General

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

Impact Discussion:

33a-1 and 2 The project is located within five miles of the nearest fire station and the

proposed usage will not require additional fire stations are personnel.

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

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

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

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

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

Will the proposed project:

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

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

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

Impact Discussion:
33b-1 and 2. No new fire stations, equipment, or personnel are required.

33b-3. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and
Policies for Item 33b of the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None

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

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

34a. Education - Schools

Will the proposed project:

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

2) Be consistent with the applicable General
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 34a of the | X X
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines?

Impact Discussion:
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34a-1. The proposed project is not located in the vicinity of any school facility.

34a-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and

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

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.

Issue (Responsible Department)*

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM|Ps

N | LS |PsM| Ps

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

Will the proposed project:

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

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

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

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

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

Impact Discussion:

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

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

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

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

Project Impact Degree
Of Effect**

Cumulative Impact
Degree Of Effect**

N|Ls|PsM]|Ps

Z

| Ls | Ps-M | Ps

35. Recreation Facilities (GSA)

Will the proposed project:

a) Cause an increase in the demand for
recreation, parks, and/or trails and corridors?

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

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

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

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

¢) Impede future development of Recreation
Parks/Facilities and/or Regional
Trails/Corridors?

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

Impact Discussion:

35a and b. The proposed grading project to improve an existing equestrian facility will
not generate a demand for new recreational facilities and will not cause a decrease in

recreation, parks, and/or trails or corridors.

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

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

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s): None.
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*Key to the agencies/departments that are responsible for the analysis of the items above:
Airports - Department Of Airports AG. - Agricultural Department
EHD - Environmental Health Division VCFPD - Fire Protection District GSA - General Services Agency
Harbors - Harbor Department Lib. Agency - Library Services Agency PIng. - Planning Division
PWA - Public Works Agency Sheriff - Sheriff's Department WPD - Watershed Protection District

VCAPCD - Air Pollution Control District

**Key to Impact Degree of Effect:
N — No Impact
LS — Less than Significant Impact
PS-M — Potentially Significant but Mitigable Impact
PS — Potentially Significant Impact
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Section C — Mandatory Findings of Significance

Based on the information contained within Section B:

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

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

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

3. Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable?  “Cumulatively considerable”
means that the incremental effects of a project are
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of
past projects, the effect of other current projects, and the 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 X
indirectly?

Findings Discussion:
Findings Discussion:

1. As stated in Section B, Iltems 4B of the Initial Study above, the proposed project
would potentially have significant impacts to biological resources. However, with
mitigation and avoidance measures listed in the preceding document above, it
would mitigate potential impacts to less-than significant and would not adversely
affect populations of plants and animals, nor degrade the environment.

2. The project does not involve the potential to achieve short-term, to the disadvantage
of long-term, environmental goals.

3. As stated in Section B, with the implementation of mitigation and avoidance
measures (above) and the conditions of approval, the proposed project does not
have the potential to create a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant
cumulative impact.
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4. The proposed project is a grading project intended to support an existing equestrian
facility. As stated in Section B, the proposed project will have at most a less-than
significant impact with regard to adverse effects, either directly or indirectly, on
human beings.
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Section D - Determination of Environmental Document

Based on this initial evaluation:

[

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

[X]

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

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

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

mddeanand *

| 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.

= 7z /~/8-2/F

Y

CR?yrhor'\ﬂ Gutierrez, Jr, Manager” &~ DATE
Development and Inspection Services
Engineering Services Department
Ventura County Public Works Agency

Attachments:

Attachment 1 — Site Plan/Aerial Location Map
Attachment 2 — Project Grading Plans, LC Engineering
Attachment 3 — Initial Study Biological Assessment, Envicom Corp, October 15, 2018
Attachment 4 — Geotechnical Engineering Reports, CalWest Geotechnical
Attachment 5 — Hydrology and Hydraulics Study, LC Engineering Group
Attachment 6 — Works Cited
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GENERAL GRADING NOTES:

10.

1.

12.

13

14.

15.

18.

17.

18.

18.

20.

ENGINEERED GRADING INSPECTION CERTIFICATES

GRADING ACTIVITIES SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE VENTURA COUNTY BUILDING CODE APPENDIX J GRADING, LATEST EDITION.

THE GRADING PERMIT AND WORK SHOWN IN THESE PLANS IS VALID ONLY TO THE EXTENT OF THE VENTURA COUNTY BUILDING CODE APPENDIX J - GRADING. PERMITS OR
PERMISSIONS THAT MAY BE REQUIRED BY OTHER REGULATORY AGENCIES OR INTERESTED PARTIES ARE THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE PERMITTEE.

A PRECONSTRUCTION MEETING SHALL BE HELD AT THE SITE PRIOR TO ANY GRADING ACTIVITY QR LAND DiSTURBANCES WITH THE FOLLOWING PARTIES PRESENT: OWNER,
GRADING CONTRACTOR, DESIGN CIVIL ENGINEER, SOILS ENGINEER, COUNTY GRADING INPECTOR(S), AND OTHER JURISDICTIONAL AGENCIES WHEN REQUIRED.

HEAVY EQUIPMENT NCISE & TRUCK DELIVERIES SHALL NOT BEGIN UNTIL AFTER 7:00 AM. NO WORK BEYOND 4:30 PM UNLESS APPROVED BY PWA.

JOB ADDRESS OR LOT AND TRAGT NO: 15498 LAPEYRE COURT

ROUGH GRADING CERTIFICATION

NO GRADING ACTIVITY SHALL OCCUR IN ANY WETLAND, BLUE-LINE STREAM, RED-LINE CHANNEL, OR FLOODPLAIN WITHOUT THE PROPER PERMITS & PERMISSION FROM THE
PWA & RESOURCE MANAGEMENT AGENCY {RMA), OR OTHER AUTHORITIES HAVING JURISDICTION.

RETAINING WALLS AND BRIDGES REQUIRE A SEPARATE PERMIT FROM BUILDING AND SAFETY.

ALL RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY THE SOILS ENGINEER {AND ENGINEERING GEOLOGIST, WHERE EMPLOYED) CONTAINED IN THE REPORTS AS APPROVED BY THE COUNTY
SHALL BE A PART OF THIS GRADING PLAN.

ALL DISTURBED SURFACES SUBJECT TO EROSION SHALL BE PROTECTED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE VENTURA COUNTYWIDE MUNICIPAL STORMWATER NPDES PERMIT.
SEDIMENT AND EROSION CONTROL MEASURES SHALL BE INSTALLED AND MAINTAINED FULLY FUNCTIONAL.

ALL UNSUITABLE MATERIAL, LE. LUMBER, LOGS, BRUSH, COMPRESSIBLE SOILS, OR ANY ORGANIC MATERIALS OR RUBBISH, SHALL BE REMOVED AS REQUIRED BY THE SOH.S
ENGINEER AND ENGINEERING GEOLOGIST FROM ALL AREAS TO RECEIVE FILL.

ALL AREAS TO RECEIVE FILL SHALL BE INSPECTED AND APPROVED BY THE SOILS ENGINEER {AND ENGINEERING GEOLOGIST WHERE EMPLOYED) AFTER REMOVAL OF
UNSUITABLE MATERIAL AND EXCAVATION OF KEYWAYS AND BENCHES, AND PRICR TO PLACEMENT OF SUBSURFACE DRAINAGE SYSTEMS OR FiLL.

ALL MATERIALS DEEMED UNSUITABLE FOR PLACEMENT IN COMPACTED FILL SHALL BE REMOVED FROM THE SITE. MATERIALS SUCH AS CONSTRUCTICN INERT DEBRIS, OR
IMPORTED MATERIALS SHALL BE APPROVED BY THE SOILS ENGINEER AND COUNTY PRIOR TO USE IN COMPACTED FiLL. WHERE EXCAVATED MATERIAL IS LARGER THAN
TWELVE INCHES IN LARGEST DIMENSION, IT MUST BE BROKEN INTO SMALLER PARTICLE SIZES, BEFORE BEING USED AS FiLL. '

THE SOILS ENGINEER SHALL DIRECT THE REMOVAL OF ANY EXISTING UNDERGROUND STRUCTURES SUCH AS SEPTIC TANKS, IRRIGATION LINES, ETC.

ANY WATER WELL LOCATED WITHIN THE AREA OF DISTURBANCE SHALL BE REPORTED TO THE WATER RESOURCES DIVISION, WATERSHED PROTECTION DISTRICT PRIOR TO
ITS MODIFICATION, ABANDONMENT, OR DESTRUCTION. :

ANY OIL WELL LOCATED WITHIN THE AREA OF DISTURBANCE SHALL BE REPORTED TC THE STATE QF CALIFORNIA, DIVISION OF OIL, GAS, AND GEOTHERMAL RESOURCES PRIOR
TO ITS MODIFICATION, ABANDONMENT, OR DESTRUCTION.

ALL TEMPORARY EXCAVATED SLOPES OR BENCHES AND KEYS FOR BUTTRESS OR STABHIZATION FILLS MUST BE EXAMINED BY THE ENGINEERING GEOLOGIST AND SOILS
ENGINEER TO INSURE THAT ALL POTENTIAL PLANES OF FAILURE HAVE BEEN EXPOSED IN THE EXCAVATION AND WLl BE ADEQUATELY SUPPORTED BY THE PROPOSED
BUTTRESS. FIELD CERTIFICATION MUST BE SUBMITTED BY THE CONSULTANTS PRIOR TO PLACING FILL.

THE SOILS ENGINEER AND ENGINEERING GEOLOGIST (WHERE EMPLOYED) SHALL PROVIDE RECOMMENDATIONS AND APPROVE CORRECTIVE WORK TO INSURE SLOPE
STABILITY WHERE UNSTABLE MATERIAL IS EXPOSED AT THE TOP OF CUTS AND EXCAVATIONS. :

THE USE OF CORRUGATED STEEL PIPE IS NOT ALLOWED IN ANY COUNTY RIGHTS OF WAY. THE USE OF CORRUGATED STEEL PIPE ON PRIVATE PROPERTY SHOULD BE
MINIMIZED. HOWEVER, IF USED SHOULD BE COATED TO MINIMIZE CORROSION AND TO EXTEND SERVICE TIME.

INTERIM SOILS AND GEOLOGIC REPORTS SHALL BE SUBMITTED TO THE COUNTY AS REQUIRED BY THE BUILDING OFFICIAL.

HAS BEEN COMPLETED ACCORDING TO THE APPROVED REPORTS SHALL BE SUBMITTED TO THE GOUNTY FOR APPROVAL OF THE ROUGH GRADING BY THE BUILDING CFFICIAL
PRIOR TO CALLING FOR BUILDING AND SAFETY INSPECTION.

EINAL SOILS ENGINEERING AND (IF APPLICABLE) ENGINEERING GEOLOGY REPORTS SUMMARIZING ALL EARTHWORK PERFORMED SINCE ROUGH GRADING AND CONCLUDING

THAT THE WORK HAS BEEN COMPLETED ACCORDING TO THE APPROVED REPORTS SHALL BE SUBMITTED WITH THE AS-BUILT PLANS {(RECORD DRAWING) TO THE COUNTY
PRIOR TO FINAL INSPECTION BY THE BUILDING OFFICIAL.

EARTHWORK QUANTITIES

AVERAGE NATURAL SLOPE IN THE AREA OF GRADING 22.7 %

CuUT: 15,400 CU.YDS.  EXPORT: ¢ CU.YDS.  DISPOSAL SITE N/A
FILL: 30,438 CU.YDS  IMPORT: 15038 . cuvps  source TBD
THIS PROJECT INCLUDES POST CONSTRUCTIONBMP'S ___ X YES NO

THE TOTAL ESTIMATED DISTURBED AREA OF GRADING AND CONSTRUCTION 1S 3.12 ACRES. PROJECTS THAT ARE 1.0 ACRE CR GREATER IN DISTURBED AREA WILL REQUIRE A
STORM WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN (SWPPP} AND NOTICE OF INTENT {(NOI) AS APPROVED BY THE STATE REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD AS DESCRIBED
ABOVE.

{A) BY SOIS ENGINEER

 CERTIFY THAT THE ROUGH GRADING WORK INCORPORATES ALL RECOMMENDATIONS CONTAINED IN THE REPORT OR REPORTS FOR WHICH | AM RESPONSIBLE
AND ALL RECOMMENDATIONS THAT | HAVE MADE BASED ON FIELD INSPECTION OF THE WORK AND TESTING DURING GRADING. | FURTHER CERTIFY THAT WHERE
THE REPORTS OF AN ENGINEERING GEOLOGIST, RELATIVE TO THIS SITE, HAVE RECOMMENDED THE INSTALLATION QF BUTTRESS FILLS OR OTHER SiMILAR
STABILIZATION MEASURES, SUCH EARTHWORK CONSTRUCTION HAS BEEN COMPLETED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE APPROVED DESIGN.

LOT NOS: 15498 LAPEYRE COURT

SEE REPORTS DATED:

FOR TEST DATA, RECOMMENDED ALLOWABLE SOIL BEARING VALUES & OTHER SPECIAL RECOMMENDATIONS.

SOILS ENGINEER ' REG. NO 31902  pare
(SIGNATURE) .

(B) BY ENGINEERING GEOLOGIST SEAL

t CERTIFY THAT THE ROUGH GRADING WORK INCORPORATES ALL OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS CONTAINED IN THE REPORT OR REPURTS FOR WHICH | AM
RESPONSISLE AND ALL RECOMMENDATIONS THAT | HAVE MADE BASED ON FIELD INSPECTION OF THE WORK DURING GRADING.

LoT NOS: 15498 LAPEYRE COURT

ENGINEERING GEOLOGIST CERT. NG. DATE
(SIGNATURE}

{C} BY CIVIL ENGINEER ' SEAL

| CERTIFY TQ THE SATISFACTORY COMPLETION COF ROUGH GRADING INCLUDING GRADING TO APPROXIMATE FINAL ELEVATIONS; PROPERTY LINES LOCATED AND
STAKED, CUT AND FILL SLOPES CORRECTLY GRADED AND LOCATED IN ACCORDANGE WiTH THE APPROVED DESIGN: SWALES AND TERRACES GRADED READY FOR
PAVING; BERMS INSTALLED; AND REQUIRED DRAINAGE SLOPES PROVIDED ON THE BUILDING PADS. | FURTHER CERTIFY THAT WHERE REPORT OR REPORTS OF
AN ENGINEERING GEOLOGIST AND/OR SOILS ENGINEER HAVE BEEN PREPARED RELATIVE TO THIS SiTE, THE RECOMMENDATIONS CONTAINED IN SUCH REPORTS
HAVE BEEN INCORPORATED iN THE DESIGN.

LOT NOS: 15498 LAPEYRE COURT

CIVIL ENGINEER REG. NO. 31902 pate
(SIGNATURE) '

SEAL

FINAL GRADING CERTIFICATION

THE TOTAL AMOUNT OF IMPERVIOUS AREA TO BE CONSTRUCTED AS PART OF THIS PROJECT IS 15?_@6 SCQLFT.
TOTAL PROPOSED LANDSCAPED AREA SQ. FT, TOTAL NATIVE PLANTING LANDSCAPE AREA. % (PERCENT OF TOTAL LANDSCAPE AREA)

LAND DEVELOPMENT & INSPECTION SERVICES MUST BE NOTIFIED TEN {10} WORKING DAYS PRIOR TO ANY EXPORTAMPORT TO/FROM THE PROJECT SITE.

PERMITS

VENTURA COUNTY WATERSHED PROTECTION

COUNTY ENCROACHMENT PERMIT NO. _ DISTRICT WATERCOURSE PERMIT NO.
DATE DATE
STATE ENCROACHMENT PERMIT NO. FLOODPLAIN DEVELOPMENT PERMIT
DATE DATE
LOCATION & VICINITY MAP APPROVAL BY CONSULTANTS

THIS GRADING PLAN IS ACCEPTABLE IN REGARD TO SOILS (AND GEOLOGIC - IF APPLICABLE) CONDITIONS AND

BY CIVIL ENGINEER

| CERTIFY TO THE SATISFACTORY COMPLETION OF GRADING IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE APPROVED PLANS. ALL DRAINAGE DEVICES REQUIRED BY THE GRADING
PERMIT, GRADING PLANS AND GRADING ORDINANCE HAVE BEEN INSTALLED. EROSION TREATMENT OF SLOPES AND IRRIGATION SYSTEMS (WHERE REQUIRED)
HAVE BEEN INSTALLED. ADEQUATE PROVISIONS HAVE BEEN MADE FOR DRAINAGE OF SURFACE WATERS FROM EACH BUILDING SITE AS OF THIS DATE.

LOT NOS;

CIViL ENGINEER REG. NO. 902 pare

(SIGNATURE)

SEAL

GRADING CONTRACTOR CERTIFICATION

BY GRADING CONTRACTOR

1 CERTIFY THAT THE GRADING WAS DONE N ACCORDANCE WITH THE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS, THE GRADING ORDINANGE, AND THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF
THE CIVIL ENGINEER, SOILS ENGINEER AND ENGINEERING GEOLOGIST. T IS UNDERSTOOD THAT THIS CERTIFICATION INCLUDES ONLY THOSE ASPECTS OF THE
WORK THAT CAN BE DETERMINED BY ME, AS A COMPETENT GRADING CONTRACTOR, WITHOUT SPECIAL EQUIPMENT OR PROFESSIONAL SKILLS.

GRADING CONTRACTOR LICENSE NO. DATE
(SIGNATURE)

INSTRUCTIONS: THE OWNER MAY SIGN IF THE GRADING WAS NOT DONE BY A LICENSED GRADING CONTRACTOR.

'BENCH MARK DATA

CONFORMS TO THE RECOMMENDATION OF THE SUPPORTIVE REPORT(S) DATED:
SOILS ENGINEERING REPORTS: _MARCH 23 20 17
CAL WEST GEOTECHNICAL
. , e & 889 PIERCE CT, SUITE 101
(Sons Efig{el fl /‘gs NATURE) THOUSAND OAKS, CA 91360
1 FONARD LIST 31902 805-497-1244
(PRINT NAME) (RCE)
REJADA_ROAD
ENGINEERING GEOLOGY REPORTS: N/A 29
(ENGINEERING GECLOGIST SIGNATURE)
N/A N/A
{PRINT NAME) CERT. NO.

_{HEREBY STATE THAT THESE PLANS ARE IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE ADOPTED COUNTY STANDARDS, AND THAT | HAVE
EXERCISED RESPONSIBLE CHARGE OVER THE DESIGN OF THE PROJECT AS DEFINED iN THE PROFESSIONAL
ENGINEERS ACT. | UNDERSTAND THAT THE CHECK OF PROJECT DRAWINGS BY THE COUNTY OF VENTURA IS
CONFINED TO A REVIEW ONLY AND POES NOT RELIEVE ME, AS ENGINEER OF RECORD, OF MY RESPONSIBILITIES FOR
PROJECT DESIGN.

LC ENGINEERING GROUP, INC.
889 PIERCE CT, SUITE 101

DESIGNATION: 16-187

DATUM: NAVD 88

DATE: 1999

HEIGHT: 223.066 (METERS)/ 731.84 {FEET;

DESCRIPTION: 1.2 MILES ALONG TIERRA REJADA ROAD FROM ITS INTERSECTION
WITH MOORPARK ROAD, 60 FEET NORTHERLY FROM THE CENTER OF

TIERRA REJADA ROAD, IN THE CENTER OF A CONCRETE HEADWALL

TOPOGRAPHY DATA

STEVE OPDAHL SURVEYING
187 E. WILBUR RD, SUITE4
THOUSAND QAKS, CA 91350
06-02-17

OWNER/APPLICANT PRIMARY CONTACT

CcOu

GENERAL STORMWATER NOTES:

THE LEGALLY RESPONSIBLE PERSON OF ANY PROPERTY IN WHICH GRADING ACTIVITIES OR OTHER SOIL DISTURBANCE
ACTIVITIES ARE PERFORMED, INCLUDING PERMITTEE, SHALL COMPLY WITH THE LATEST AND APPLICABLE NPDES
REQUIREMENTS. EFFECTIVE COMBINATION OF ERQOSION AND SEDHMENT CONTROL BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES
(BMP'S) SHALL BE INSTALLED BEFCRE GRADING BEGINS. DURING GRADING ACTIVITIES, ALL BMP'S SHALL BE UPDATED AS
NECESSARY TO PREVENT EROSION AND ANY ILLICIT DISCHARGE OF CONSTRUCTION RELATED POLLUTANTS. EROSION

CONTROL BMP'S ARE LISTED ON COUNTY FORMS S8W-1, SW-2, OR SW-HR.

1. GENERAL CONSTRUCTION PERMIT. PROJECTS THAT CAUSE SOIL DISTURBANCE OF ONE ACRE OR MORE, OR THAT
ARE PART OF A COMMON PLAN OF DEVELOPMENT OR SALE THAT CAUSE SOIL DISTURBANCE OF ONE ACRE OR MORE
ARE REQUIRED TC OBTAIN COVERAGE UNDER NPDES CALIFORNIA STATEWIDE GENERAL CONSTRUCTHON PERMIT NQ.
CAS(00002, AS A NUMBER ASSIGNED TO THE PRQJECT BY THE STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD,
COMPLETEE AND SIGNED NOTICE OF INTENT (NOI) AND PROJECT STORMWATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN

(SWPPP) SHALL BE SUBMITTED AND IMPLEMENTED DURING ALL GRADING ACTIVITIES.

2. COUNTY'S STORM DRAIN SYSTEM. ILLICIT DISCHARGES INTO THE COUNTY'S STORM DRAIN SYSTEM AS A RESULT GOF

GRADING, CLEARING, CONSTRUCTION, DEMOLITION, AND OTHER SOIL DISTURBANCE ACTIVITIES ARE PROMIBITED.

3. INSPECTIONS, EROSION CONTROL AND PERMANENT STORMWATER TREATMENT BMP'S ARE SUBJECT TO INSPECTIONS

AS REQUIRED BY THE PERMIT ORDER NO. R4-2010-0108, AS AMENDED FROM TIME TO TIME.

4. PUMPED WATER DISCHARGES. DISCHARGES OF PUMPED GROUND WATER REQUIRE A DISCHARGE PERMIT FROM THE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD (RWQCR).

5. SANITARY FACGILITIES. PORTABLE SANITARY FACILITIES SHALL BE LOCATED ON RELATIVELY LEVEL GROUND AWAY

FROM TRAFFIC AREAS, DRAINAGE COURSES, AND STORM DRAIN INLETS.

6. EMERGENCY WORK. A STANDBY CREW FOR EMERGENCY WORK SHALL BE AVAILABLE AT ALL TIMES DURING THE RAINY
SEASCON (OCTOBER 18T TO APRIL 15TH). NECESSARY MATERIALS SHALL BE AVAILABLE ON SITE AND STOCKPILED AT
CONVENIENT LOCATIONS TO FACILITATE RAPID CONSTRUCTION OF EMERGENCY DEVICES WHEN RAIN IS IMMINENT.

PROJECT BMP'S

THE FOLLOWING BMPS AS OUTLINED IN, BUT NOT LIMITED TO, THE LATEST EDITION OF THE CASQA CONSTRUCTION BMP
ONLINE HANDBOOK MAY APPLY DURING THE CONSTRUCTION OF THIS PROJECT (ADDITIONAL MEASURES MAY BE
REQUIRED IF DEEMED APPROPRIATE BY THE PROJECT ENGINEER, QUALIFIED SWPP DEVELOPER, PRACTITIONER OR THE
BUILDING OFFICIAL). CERTAIN BMP'S ARE REQUIRED AS PART OF THE STORMWATER FORMS SW-1, SW-2 AND SW-HR. THE
APPLICANT IS RESPONSIBLE FOR ENSURING THAT THE BMP'S LISTED HEREON, ARE IMPLEMENTED AND MAINTAINED AT
ALL TIMES DURING THE CONSTRUCTION. THE INSPECTOR OR BUWDING OFFICIAL MAY PERFORM UNANNOUNCED SITE

INSFECTIONS TO ENSURE THAT THE PRCJECT MAINTAINS THE BMP'S AS LISTED BELOW.

BMP DESCRIPTIONS AND DETAILS CAN BE OBTAINED FROM THE CALIFORNIA STORMWATER HANDBOOKS AT

WWW.CASQA ORG

COMPLETE CHECKLIST BELOW FOR APPLICABLE PROJECT BMP'S

Y OF VR
PUBLIC WORKS AGE

TURA
CY

TOP AND BOTTOM OF SLOPE SETBACK CRITERIA *

H
R
g TERRACE OR INTERCEPTOR DRAIN
P ) SEE DETAIL B-2
D i
> U
STIER a
FACE OF BUILDING ===y, [+]
HON FEET) o b c q
27 MIN | 2 MIN | (H/2) | (H/3)
ANY HEIGHT (H/2) (H/5) |15 MAX 40/MAX
20" MAX | 10" MAX |

* FROM C B C SEC. 1808.7 AND APPENDIX J — SEC. J109
R_(SITE BOUNDARY)

DETAIL A
NTS

FILL. PLACEMENT AND DRAINAGE DETAILS

EROSION CONTROL NON-STORMWATER MANAGEMENT TREATMENT AS REQUIRED BY GENERAL
% | EC1 —~ SCHEDULING X | NS1—WATER CONSERVATION PRACTICES GRADING NOTES 9, 10, AND 11
X | EC2 - PRESERVATION EXISTING VEGETATION NS2 — DEWATERING OPERATIONS
EC3 — HYDRAULIG MULCH NS3 — PAVING & GRINDING OPERATIONS
X | EC4 - HYDROSEEDING NS4 — TEMPORARY STREAM CROSSING /
EC5 — SOIL BINDERS ‘ NS5 — CLEAR WATER DIVERSION _& =T N
ECE — STRAW MULCH NS6 — ILLICIT CONNECTION/DISCHARGE SLOPE AWAY \
X | EC7 — GEOTEXTILES & MATS NS7 - POTABLE WATER/IRRIGATION FROM KEYWAY N 3 TO 4 FOOT STEP
X | EC8 — WOOD MULCHING NS8 — VEHICLE & EQUIPMENT GLEANING HEIGHT AT EACH BENCH
ECS ~ EARTH DIKES & DRAINAGE SWALES NS9 - VEHICLE & EQUIPMENT FUELING
EC10 ~ VELQCITY DISSIPATION DEV. NS10 - VEHICLE & EQUIPMENT MAINTENANGE BENCHES]
EC11 - SLOPE DRAINS NS11—PILE DRIVING OPERATIONS 'IL ;E?;w::,"'
EC12 —~ STREAMBANK STABILIZATION NS12 — CONCRETE CURING
EC14 — COMPOST BLANKETS . NS13 — CONCRETE FINISHING
EC15 ~ SCIL. PREPARATION\ROUGHENING NS14 — MATERIAL & EQUIPMENT USE EAERY‘}%Y& A%% AE EESC Hgmz%l‘ &B aggg\\;éEE%JN'FHOE Fé%h&_s
EC16 — NON-VEGETATED STABILIZATION NS15 - DEMOLITION ADJACENT TO WATER ENGINEER (& ENGINEERING GEOLOGIST, WHERE EMPLOYED). LONGITUDINAL SLOPE
TEMPORARY SEDIMENT CONTROL NS16 - TEMPORARY BATCH PLANTS _ SHALL BE NOT LESS
X | SE1 - SILT FENCE WASTE MANAGEMENT & MATERIAL POLLUTION CONTROL THAN 9%,
SE2 — SEDIMENT BASIN X | WM1 - MATERIAL DELIVERY & STORAGE L 6 MN. \
SE3 — SEDIMENT TRAP WM2 — MATERIAL USE
SE4 — CHECK DAM X | WM3 — STOCKPILE MANAGEMENT
X | SE5 — FiIBER ROLLS X | WM4 — SPILL PREVENTION & CONTROL __
SE6 — GRAVEL BAG BERM X | WMS5 — SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT (ESme : —=—1 2:3 M:N
X | SE7 - STREET SWEEPING AND VACUUMING WMG — HAZARDOUS WASTE MANAGEMENT . ’ 5 MN. [~ T
X | SE8 — SANDBAG BARRIER WM7 — CONTAMINATION SOIL MANAGEMENT _ d )
SES - STRAW BALE BARRIER X | WM8 — CONCRETE WASTE MANAGEMENT WgﬁTéIL B-1 ~ BENCH | DETAIL B-2
ERM AT TOP TYPICAL TERRACE DRAIN
X | SE10—STORM DRAIN INLET PROTECTION X | WMO — SANITARY/SEPTIC WASTE MANAGEMENT OF FILL SLOPES FOR CUT OR FILL. SLOPES
SE11 - ACTIVE TREATMENT SYSTEMS WM10 — LIQUID WASTE MANAGEMENT
SE12 —- TEMPORARY SILT DIKE
SE14 - BIOFILTER BAGS SEMI—CIRCULAR OR TRIANGULAR CROSS SECTION. '
WIND EROSION CONTROL
% | WE1 — WIND EROSION CONTROL 2) FOR INTERCEPTOR DRAIN AT TOP OF CUT SLOPES AND DOWN DRAINS, MINIMUM WIDTH OF 3 FEET.
EQUIPMENT TRACKING
X | TC1 - STABILIZED CONSTRUCT!ION ENTRANCE EXiT D ET AIL B
TC2 - STABILIZED CONSTRUCTION ROADWAY NTS
TC3 - ENTRANCE/QUTLET TIRE WASH

(CNVIL THOUSAND OAKS, CA 91360
(PRINT NAME) ) s CHARLES PINNEO RALPH ARNOLD 59 4'0'030'11
Bos Az bagn o *1‘;26;“?2:?23 oA 1320 WAIVER ID: 4 S56W003581 APN: 594-0-030-12 cp 17-0019
DESIGN ENGINEER APPROVED: COUNTY OF VENTURA SPEC. No. |
g LC ENGINEERING GROUP, INC. COUNTY OF \/ENTU RA COVER SHEET s"m“":‘]sm
2 /ﬁ o PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY = PARCEL 4 56 PM 84 —
1 818-991.7148 + B05-497_3244~ lcegroupine.com « workfles@loegroupine com Aug g Z zmg | DRAWRG MO,
A DESCRIPTION OF REVISION RCE DATE APP, DATE LEONARD KSTON 3:!%%2 DATE o | DEVELOPMENT SERVICES D E\/ E LO P M E N T S E R\/‘ C ES 15498 LAPEYRE CT., MOORPARK, CA. 93021
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T PA-— PLANTER AREA ||
T TP PROPERTY-LINE— |

PSP PFR SEPARATE-PERMIT

/24s STANDPIPER /

JC2N\WITH SLOTS X .
/ \J57698.80 /TOP /
AN/ 694.00 INV/

e

\ ‘\_\; X_\ y
VoA S e 9t TWAT [ EXIST. CHAIN
94—003~010 fm Z [ WATE | TLINK (FENEE

307 WADE l
SEMENT

. \(3LVAIN)
1 LYNOD YAV

AR SO SNSRI WRAR R R

I TP

s

PARCEL 4
586 PM 84

il
-

@ 719.30 1G —
717.40 . INV

500039322
2" WATER

y 3
1A

e ———

NeiwH )

- 2" WATERSNE

NG T NATURAL-GRADEN

R DR

TG TOP OF GRATE

TOS TOP OF SLOPE

™ TOP OF WALL

UNO UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE

W W RETAINING WALL PER SEPARATE PERMIT
ZZ 7 7+ NON—PERMITTED RETAINING WALL

FS

CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY HARD SURFACE
THICKNESS PER ARCHITECTURAL
SPECIFICATIONS AND DETAILS TO DETERMINE
ROUGH GRADE ELEVATIONS.

— — — -} SQ. CATCH BASIN PER NDS PLASTIC

PRODUCTS

———=1) 6"¢ SPEE~D BASIN PER NDS. PLASTIC

I3

PRODUCTS PART NO. 101, 201, 300. U.N.O.

INDICATES 4"p PERF. SUBDRAIN

;
g1p.p EXIST!NG SPOT ELEVATIONS

3~ PADDOCK AND ARENA FENCING

g

e e e PROPERTY  LINE

- DAYLIGHT LINE

-
!

“L

MITS

. /721,00 FG
== meTePVC S =TIy

\
&G0

/’/’

661.50 INV
/4 \OUTLET PIPE TO

@ STRUCTURAL FOUNDATION AND SLABS—-ON
—GRADE PER ARCHITECT/STRUCTURAL PLANS
AND GEOTECHNICAL REPORT,

@ OVER EXCAVATE ENTIRE BUILDING AND AREA
PLUS 5'-0" TO A DEPTH OF 3'-0" BELOW

(4) CONSTRUCT GRAVEL ACCESS ROAD

FOUNDATIONS AS RECOMMENDED BY THE
GEOTECHNICAL REPORT.

(3 CONSTRUCT SDR 35 PVC PIPE

(SIZE AS SHOWN) AT 1% MINIMUM SLOPE

(MIN. PIPE SIZE 478.)

(5) EXISTING TO REMAIN.
(8) EXISTING TO BE REMOVED.

(3) CONSTRUCT 4” THICK CONC. W/ #4 @ 16~ TIONSOF OURREPURIES)

'f.=. E .'
/‘:,\TJWD_ ¥

O.C.EW. OVER 4” SAND PER GEOTECHNICAL jOB NO

REPORT.
RETAINING WALL, H=4' MAX. (3’ EXPOSED)

\5/ RIPRAP PAD RAIL FENCE

661.00 INV - |
10" PEPPER %
THREE FUTURE LEACH LINES-
87 LONG, 3’ WIDE, & DEEP
FOR SITE OBSERVATIONS DURING CONSTRUCTION TWO PRIMARY LEACH LING
CALWEST GEOQTECHNICAL, REQUIRES A 100° LONG, 3' WIDE, 5 DF
48-HOUR NOTICE _ ,
(818) ©91-7148

(8G35) 4971244

PER DETAIL 5, SHEET 4 NO PERMIT REQUIRED. PRESIH
@ 12"x12 SQUARE GALVANIZED STEEL GRATE

Tt

ATVEST GEOTECHNICA

2 - : , ‘7_1 y
5.52 FN TETN, //\'1 3
U

]

10" DIAMETER

%"Eﬁgi‘:%"
3 1

vk

RROROSED | |

{

i

\WATER, TANK |

v

PR A SN

699.00 TGy, ¥
/6961 IV DB

0

i 2N

H
§

L

;©éx57§wc SEWER-
¢ “FUNETO REMAIN
i Y "\: !

3

(5).200.3 TGN
697\9 INV

Ly AN 7063 T X
\PROPOSED, 2B98,5 INV X'
SEEPAGE PIT -4 |\ |

——y

T

PrOPOSED | A2
'SAND RILTER /"7
P, A 5
VA AES K

\661.20 INV ‘s; .

247 SD

RO

3 : &,

e

UNDERGROUND SERVICE ALERT

CALL TOLL FREE

303.41

S B _
660~ 6580
APN 594—-002-011
_PJ_
SCALE: 1"=40’
o e S —
O 40 80 120

- e

-

o
e el

7 g /’/ /
o ~——APN 594<003~006

APN 594-002-011

~ CRADE BREAK (PART NO.1215) WITH 12" CATCH BASIN PER . 1-800-227-2600
NDS CATALOG. SR

______ T oes sewe O o oy Wi e cnrar s pe - —NOTE TO CONTRACTOR

v——— v—— EXISTING WATER NDS CATALOG. | CONTRACTOR TOVERIFY THE LOCATIONS OF ALL TWO WORKING DAYS BEFORE YOU DIG

670.0 @) FIRE DEPARTMENT ACCESS DRIVEWAY PROPOSED STRUCTURES, ELEVATIONS, AND No.31902
——-B7200 _ _ _ pROPOSED CONTOURS o DIMENSIONS PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION. CONTRACTOR Bp. Dec. 2018

FG @2 18718 ATRIUM STEEL GRATE (PART NO.1891) TO CONTACT PROJECT ENGINEER OF ANY 594-0-030-11
s EXISTING CONTOURS WITH 18" CATCH BASIN PER NDS CATALOG. DISCREPANCIES PRIOR TO ANY CONSTRUCTION.
| | WAIVER ID: 4 56W003581  apn: 994-0-030-12 cp _17-0019
DESIGN ENGINEER APPROVED: COUNTY OF VENTURA CO U N-I-Y O I_— VE NTU RA SPEC. NO. 3
SHEET -

31902

818-991.7148 » 805-49

DESCRIPTION OF REVISION

RCE

DATE

APP.

DATE

ousand Osaks, California 91360
Cegroupine,com » workfifes@lcegroupinc.com

; 1..C ENGINEERING GROUP, INC.
CONSULTING ENGINEERS
g " B89 Pierce Court, Suite

31902 - AUG 92 e

BY

MANAGER, DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

LEONARD-LISTON

RCE DATE

| DEVELOPMENT SERVICES|_rz167

PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY —

GRADING AND DRAINAGE PLAN
PARCEL 4 56 PM 84
15498 LAPEYRE CT., MOORPARK, CA. 93021
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CRAWING NO.

X\LCE GROUP\CIvINJOBS\ 710047167 Pinneo\CVIL\DWG\SHT\7167 SHT 3 GP.dwg

REV., APRE<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>