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MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

The County of Ventura Resource Management Agency (RMA) Planning Division, as the
designated Lead Agency, has reviewed the following project:

1 Entitlement Major Modification to Conditional Use Permit (CUP) 5001 (Case No.

PL13-0101 )

Applicant: Agromin, Attn.: Mr. Bill Camarillo, 201 Kinetic Drive, Oxnard, CA
93030

Location: 6859 Arnold Road, Oxnard Area

Assessor's Parcel Nos.: 231-0-040-31 5, 231-0-080-085, and 231-0-080-070

Parcel Size: 17.42 Acres (Modified Permit Boundary is 11.44 Acres)

General Plan Designation: Agricultural

Zoninq Designation: Agricultural Exclusive 40 Acre Minimum Lot Size (AE-40 ac)

Responsible an Trustee Aoencies: Los Angeles Regional Water Quality
Control Board, RMA Environmental Health Division

Proiect Description:

The Applicant requests a Major Modification to CUP 5001-1 (Case No. PL13-0101 )

for a time extension to allow for the continued operation of a composting (Large
Scale Commercial Organics Processing Operation) and soil amendment facility
(which includes wholesale activities) until December 31,2030. The Composting
Facility will require the following upgrades:

. Revise the boundary of CUP 5001-1 from approximately 9.77 acres to 11.44
acres. The western portions of Assessor Parcel Numbers (APN) 231-0-040-
315,231-0-080-085 and 231-0-080-070 are within the coastal zone and are
excluded from the CUP. The applicant proposes the addition of approximately
3.19 acres of APN 231-0-040-315 to the CUP area to accommodate an
additional fire access road and compost expansion area.

. lncrease maximum onsite feedstock and active compost storage volume limit
from 10,000 cubic yards to 12,500 cubic yards. Feedstock and active compost
stored onsite would consist of up to 12,500 cubic yards of green material (wood,
paper, agricultural waste). The Applicant is not proposing to increase the
limitation on green material feedstock accepted in a single year above the
currently allowed 93,000 tons per year.
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. Construct fire access roads that would align with the modified CUP boundary,
to provide internal circulation. The fire access roads will also contain storm
runoff, which would ultimately drain to an on-site retention basin. Two new fire
hydrants would be installed on APN 231-0-080-085; one fire hydrant would be
located approximately 50 feet west of the existing masonry bagging/packaging
building and a second hydrant 140 feet north of the existing scale house. Three
fire water tanks would be removed from the site once the fire hydrant system
becomes operational.

. Other proposed facility changes include the following: construction of a storm
water management system comprised of a single, 0.6-acre stormwater
retention basin and other related improvements to retain the 85th percentile 24-
hour rain event; application of soil cement on a O.7-acre area to be used for
active composting to reduce the potential for infiltration of leachate and storm
water runoff; authorization of the continued use of one onsite trailer (540-
square feet in size) on APN 231-0-080-085 for storage; installation of a 3O-foot
high mesh litter screen along Arnold Road on the eastern boundary of APNs
231-0-080-085, and 231-0-080-070,; addition of 23 parking spaces; and
installation of a berm along the new CUP boundary within APN 231-080-070.

. Permit the relocation compost and soil amendments activities from APN 231-
0-040-165 to the southeast portion of the site on APN 231 -0-080-085. Concrete
block bunkers, associated compost, and amendments will be relocated to APN
231-0-080-085. Mixing operations will move to an existing asphalt concrete
surface south of the existing masonry building. Storage of bagged amendments
will be moved into the existing masonry building.

. The Agromin facility currently employs eight employees. The project would
increase the number of employees to nine full- and four part-time/seasonal
employees.

Wastewater service will be provided by onsite portable toilets. Water is supplied
to the site by the Port Hueneme Water Agency. Access to the project site is an
existing driveway off Arnold Road.

In accordance with Section 15070 of the California Code of Regulations, the RMA
Planning Division determined that this 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. As such, a Mitigated Negative Declaration has
been prepared and the applicant has agreed to implement the mitigation measures.

List of Potentiallv Sisnificant Environmental lmpacts ldentified:

lmpacts to Public Health are reduced to less than level with the implementation of
Mitigation Measure PH MM-l Storm Water Application Restrictions.
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lmpacts to Water Resources - Groundwater Quality (WPD) are reduced to less than level
with the implementation of Mitigation Measure WR MM-l Prevention of lnfiltration of
Leachate and Storm Water at Active Composting Areas and Retention Basins.

The public review period is from April 10, 2023 to May 10, 2023. The lnitial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration is available for public review on-line at
https://vcrma.orq/en/divisions/planning (select'CEQA Environmental Review") or at the
County of Ventura, RMA, Planning Division, 800 South Victoria Avenue, Ventura,
California from 8:00 am to 4:30 pm Monday through Friday. The public is encouraged to
submit written comments to John Oquendo, no later than 5:00 p.m. on May 10,2023, to
the address listed above. Alternatively, you may e-mail your comments to the case
planner at John.Oquendo@ventura.org.

Following the review period, consideration of the project will be given at a Planning
Commission public hearing to be held at a date to be determined in the Board of
Supervisors Hearing Room, 800 South Victoria Avenue, Ventura, CA 93009.
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County of Ventura Planning Division 
 
800 South Victoria Avenue, Ventura, CA 93009-1740  (805) 654-2488  http://www.ventura.org/rma/planning 

 

Initial Study for Major Modification to Agromin Composting and Soil 
Amendment Facility 

 

Section A – Project Description 
 
1. Project Case Number:  Major Modification to Conditional Use Permit (CUP) No. 

5001-1 (Case No. PL13-0101) 
 

2. Name of Applicant: Bill Camarillo, Agromin, 201 Kinetic Drive, Oxnard, CA 93030 
 

3. Project Location and Assessor’s Parcel Numbers: The 17.42-acre property is 
located at 6859 Arnold Road, west of the intersection of Arnold Road and Casper 
Road, in the unincorporated area of Ventura County (Attachments 1 and 2). The 
Tax Assessor’s parcel numbers (APNs) of the parcels that constitute the project 
site are 231-0-040-315, 231-0-080-085,  and 231-0-080-070 (Attachment 3).  

 
4. General Plan Land Use Designation and Zoning Designation of the Project 

Site: 
 

a. General Plan Land Use Designation: Agricultural 
 

b. Zoning Designation: AE-40ac (Agricultural Exclusive, 40-acre minimum lot 
size) and CA-40ac-sdf (Coastal Agriculture, 40-acre minimum lot size, 
slope/density formula)  

 
Location in 

Relation to the 
Project Site 

Zoning Land Uses/Development 

North AE-40ac Sod production 

East 

AE-40ac 
 
OS-160ac (Open Space, 160-acre 
minimum lot size) 

Row crop cultivation 
 
Open space (waterfowl ponds) 

South 
COS-10ac-sdf (Coastal Open 
Space, 10-acre minimum lot size, 
slope/density formula) 

Open space and row crop cultivation 

West 
CA-40ac-sdf (Coastal Agriculture, 
40-acre minimum lot size, 
slope/density formula) 

Row crop cultivation 

 

5. Description of the Environmental Setting:  The project site is bordered on the 
north, west, and east by agricultural uses. Land south of the project site includes 
a coastal wetland defined as an Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Area (ESHA) 
pursuant to the Ventura County Coastal Zoning Ordinance (2022, § 8172-1). An 
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existing earthen berm, approximately 16 feet high and 15 feet wide, is located 
along the southwest boundary of the proposed Conditional Use Permit (CUP) area. 
This berm physically separates the existing composting operation from the 
wetland. Arnold Road is located to the east of the project site. An agricultural ditch 
on the east side of Arnold Road drains into Oxnard Drainage Canal #3 south of the 
project site. A freshwater/brackish water salt marsh wetland is located across 
Arnold Road approximately 100 feet to the southeast of the project site. This 
wetland is included in a game preserve and is partially on Naval Base Ventura 
County (NBVC) Point Mugu (Oxnard, 2009). The Pacific Ocean and Ormond 
Beach are located approximately 1,500 feet to the south of the project site. The 
nearest residence is located approximately one mile north of the project site 
(Attachments 1 and 2). 

The area within the existing CUP area is heavily disturbed from the operation of a 
compostable materials handling facility. The facility currently accepts green 
material, including source separated residential landscaping materials, green 
material separated from municipal solid waste at materials recovery facilities, and 
agricultural and commercial landscaping green material. 
 
The Agromin Facility produces three primary products, which are transferred to a 
retail facility on APN 231-0-040-165 which is within the City of Oxnard. These 
products include stabilized cured compost (may include blending on-site with other 
materials to meet customer specifications), mulch, and chipped wood. The 
Agromin Facility does not accept commercial/agricultural food material, bio-solids 
(wastewater treatment derived sludge), manure or mixed material (mixed with non-
organics, processed industrial materials, demolition or construction debris or 
plastics, or greater than one percent physical contaminants [human-made inert 
material, including glass, metal and plastic]). CUP 5001-1 (the CUP under which 
the facility currently operates) limits the total volume of feedstock and compost 
allowed to be on-site to 10,000 cubic yards. 

 
6. Project Description: The Applicant requests a Major Modification to CUP 5001-1 

(Case No. PL13-0101) for a time extension to allow for the continued operation of 
a composting (Large Scale Commercial Organics Processing Operation) and soil 
amendment facility (which includes wholesale activities) until December 31, 2030. 
The Composting Facility will require the following upgrades: 

 

• Revise the boundary of CUP 5001-1 from approximately 9.77 acres to 11.44 
acres. The western portions of Assessor Parcel Numbers (APN) 231-0-040-
315, 231-0-080-085 and 231-0-080-070 are within the coastal zone and are 
excluded from the CUP. The applicant proposes the addition of approximately 
3.19 acres of APN 231-0-040-315 to the CUP area to accommodate an 
additional fire access road and compost expansion area. 

• Increase maximum onsite feedstock and active compost storage volume limit 
from 10,000 cubic yards to 12,500 cubic yards. Feedstock and active compost 
stored onsite would consist of up to 12,500 cubic yards of green material (wood, 



 3 

paper, agricultural waste). The Applicant is not proposing to increase the 
limitation on green material feedstock accepted in a single year above the 
currently allowed 93,000 tons per year.  

• Construct fire access roads that would align with the modified CUP boundary, 
to provide internal circulation.  The fire access roads will also contain storm 
runoff to the CUP boundary, which would ultimately drain to an on-site retention 
basin. Two new fire hydrants would be installed on APN 231-0-080-085; one 
fire hydrant would be located approximately 50 feet west of the existing 
masonry bagging/packaging building and a second hydrant 140 feet north of 
the existing scale house. Three fire water tanks would be removed from the site 
once the fire hydrant system becomes operational. 

• Other proposed facility changes include the following: construction of a storm 
water management system comprised of a single, 0.6-acre stormwater 
retention basin and other related improvements to retain the 85th percentile 24-
hour rain event; application of soil cement on a 0.7-acre area to be used for 
active composting to reduce the potential for infiltration of leachate and storm 
water runoff; authorization of the continued use of one onsite trailer (540-
square feet in size) on APN 231-0-080-085 for storage; installation of a 30-foot 
high mesh litter screen along Arnold Road on the eastern boundary of APNs 
231-0-080-085,  and 231-0-080-070,; addition of 23 parking spaces; and 
installation of a berm along the new CUP boundary within APN 231-080-070. 

• Permit the relocation compost and soil amendments activities from APN 231-
0-040-165 to the southeast portion of the site on APN 231-0-080-085. Concrete 
block bunkers, associated compost, and amendments will be relocated to APN 
231-0-080-085. Mixing operations will move to an existing asphalt concrete 
surface south of the existing masonry building. Storage of bagged amendments 
will be moved into the existing masonry building.  

• The Agromin facility currently employs eight employees. The project would 
increase the number of employees to nine full- and four part-time/seasonal 
employees. 

Wastewater service will be provided by onsite portable toilets.  Water is supplied 
to the site by the Port Hueneme Water Agency.  Access to the project site is an 
existing driveway off of Arnold Road. 
 

7. List of Responsible and Trustee Agencies:  Los Angeles Regional Water 
Quality Control Board, RMA Environmental Health Division 
 

8. Methodology for Evaluating Cumulative Impacts: “Cumulative impacts” refer to 
two or more individual effects which, when considered together, are considerable 
or which compound or increase other environmental impacts. The individual effects 
may be changes resulting from a single project or a number of separate projects. 
The cumulative impact from several projects is the change in the environment 
which results from the incremental impact of the project when added to other 
closely related past, present, and reasonably foreseeable probable future projects. 
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Cumulative impacts can result from individually minor but collectively significant 
projects taking place over a period of time [California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) Guidelines, 2014c, § 15355].  

To analyze the proposed project’s contribution to cumulative environmental 
impacts, this Initial Study relies on both the list method in part (e.g., for the analysis 
of impacts on biological resources) and the projection (or plans) method in part 
(e.g., for the analysis of cumulative traffic impacts). With regard to the list method, 
this Initial Study evaluated the proposed project’s contribution to cumulative 
impacts associated with related past, present, and reasonably foreseeable 
probable future projects [CEQA Guidelines, 2015c, § 15064(h)(1)] – mainly those 
located within 5 miles of  the project site and with the potential to contribute to the 
impact that is evaluated in this Initial Study. Attachment 5 includes a list of the 
pending projects within the County of Ventura and cities of Port Hueneme and 
Oxnard. Although all of the projects were considered in the evaluation of 
cumulative impacts, the cumulative impacts analysis paid particular attention to 
pending projects within Oxnard, Port Hueneme, and the Oxnard Plain as shown 
on the attached cumulative project map for the south half of the County of Ventura 
(Attachment 6). With regard to the projection method, this Initial Study includes an 
analysis of whether the project would be consistent with the requirements of a plan, 
regulation, or program specified by law or adopted by a public agency with 
jurisdiction over the affected resource, which in itself has been subject to 
environmental review pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines [§ 15064(h)(3)]. For 
instance, to address the potential cumulative adverse impacts of traffic on the 
Regional Road Network (RRN), County staff evaluated the proposed project in light 
of the Ventura County Traffic Impact Mitigation Fee (TIMF) Ordinance 4246 and 
policies of the Ventura County 2040 General Plan’s Circulation, Transportation, 
and Mobility Element (2020a), which require that the Transportation Department 
of the Public Works Agency collect a TIMF for certain development projects. For 
example, Policy CTM-1.7 states that “The County shall require discretionary 
development that would generate additional traffic pays its pro rata share of the 
cost of added vehicle trips and the costs of necessary improvements to the 
Regional Road Network pursuant to the County’s Traffic Impact Mitigation Fee 
Ordinance.” 
 

9.  Previous Environmental Review: The project site was originally developed as 
the Del Norte Mushroom facility, which was in operation from 1960 to 1992. The 
facility also incorporated outdoor windrow composting as a major component of 
the overall mushroom growing operation. On May 7, 1998, the Ventura County 
Planning Commission approved CUP 5001, and adopted a Mitigated Negative 
Declaration (MND) and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for 
the operation of a composting and soil amendment facility on the project site. The 
MND identified that the project could have a potentially significant impact on 
biological resources.  
 
In 2016, an Initial Study in support of an EIR was prepared for the Agromin 
Composting and Soil Amendment Facility, which analyzed a project that consisted 
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of the continued operation of the food and green material composting and soil 
amendment facility, a revised CUP boundary, an increase of onsite feedstock and 
compost storage from 10,000 cubic yards to 17,500 cubic yards, installation and 
operation of a BioReactor to process food material, and the installation of facility 
improvements such as a fire access road, three stormwater retention basins, and 
fire hydrants. The Draft EIR for the Agromin Composting and Soil Amendment 
Facility was circulated for public review in October 2017.  Food material processing 
at the site ceased on April 22, 2018.  A Recirculated Draft EIR [State Clearing 
House No. 2016101062] was recirculated for public review in December 2018 to 
address public and agency concerns and the revised project based on the change 
to the Project in April 2018.  
 
The proposed project has been revised to reduce the proposed onsite feedstock 
and compost storage from 17,500 cubic yards to 12,500 cubic yards. Additionally, 
installation of the BioReactor and food material processing is no longer proposed, 
and the number of retention basins has been reduced from three to one. 
Preparation of this Initial Study analyzed potential impacts pursuant to the current 
Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (2011) and available 
information, including the Ventura County 2040 General Plan and General Plan 
Background Report. This Initial Study assumes the Agromin Composting and Soil 
Amendment Facility would continue to operate on this project site until December 
31, 2030. 
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Section B – Initial Study Checklist and Discussion of Responses1 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

 X    X   

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

 X    X   

 

RESOURCES: 
 
1. Air Quality (VCAPCD) Impact Discussion: 
 
1a.  The Applicant does not expect overall composting to increase compared to historical 
levels 2; therefore, emissions from composting are not anticipated to increase. Emissions 
from the additional 25 vehicle trips per day (see impact discussion 27a(1)-a of this Initial 
Study) would not be anticipated to exceed thresholds. Therefore, based on information 
provided by the Applicant, air pollutant emissions would 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 would not have 
a significant impact on regional air quality. 
 
Local Air Quality Impacts  

 

Based on information in the project application, the project would result in local air quality 
impacts (odors and fugitive dust) but those impacts would be less than significant. This 
conclusion is based on the requirement that the Permittee comply with all applicable 
Ventura County Air Pollution Control District (VCAPCD) Rules and Regulations, 

 
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. 
2 The historical levels referred is based upon the 12,500 cubic yards maximum storage volume allowed 
on site as the facility is operated as a Green Material Composting Operation.   
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conditions of VCAPCD Permit to Operate and Authority to Construct No. 07369-150 which 
governs the project site, CUP conditions, Arnold Road Facility Dust Suppression Protocol 
(June 2020) (Attachment 7), and the Odor Impact Minimization Plan (May 2020) 
(Attachment 8). These requirements would reduce air quality emissions from the project 
site. Therefore, the proposed project would have a less-than-significant project-specific 
impact and would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant 
cumulative impact, regarding air quality. 
 
1b.  The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals and 
Policies (adopted September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies referenced for Item 1 of 
the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to the Hazards and Safety 
Element, Section 7.10 Air Quality). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
Compliance with the project conditions would ensure success of the ongoing programs 
and efforts to minimize fugitive dust, particulate matter, and creation of ozone precursor 
emissions that may result from composting materials stockpiled and stored onsite, and 
all other activities associated with project composting. Therefore, potential impacts on air 
quality would be less than significant and no additional mitigation is required. 
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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 

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? 

 X    X   

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)? 

 X    X   

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? 

 X    X   

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

 X    X   

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

 X    X   

 

2. Water Resources 
 
A. Groundwater Quantity Impact Discussion: 
 
2A-1 through -4.  Water for the project is supplied by the Port Hueneme Water Agency. 
Implementation of the proposed project would result in an estimated water demand of 20 
acre-feet/year (AFY). The project Will Serve letter (dated July 18, 2013) from the Port 
Hueneme Water Agency states they are committed to supplying up to 20 acre-feet/year 
(AFY) of water to the Agromin facility. The Port Hueneme Water Agency indicated in 
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August 2020 that the Will Serve letter remains in effect and that water is available to serve 
the facility.  
 
An Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) was prepared for the Port Hueneme Water 
Agency in 2015 which demonstrates availability of a 20-year supply of both local 
groundwater and imported State Water. The Port Hueneme Water Agency completed the 
2020 UWMP in July 2021 to compare water supply and demand through the year 2045. 
Groundwater is provided under contract by United Water Conservation District (UWCD) 
and pumping is limited by allocation within the Fox Canyon Groundwater Management 
Agency (FCGMA). Some of the aquifers pumped by UWCD within the Oxnard plain 
aquifer are currently in overdraft and listed as high priority due to overdraft by the 
California Department of Water Resources pursuant to the Sustainable Groundwater 
Management Act. The UWMP addresses the possibility that groundwater supplies may 
be subject to restrictions in the future and finds that, based on its analysis of the PHWA’s 
current/projected water supply sources, PHWA will need to seek additional water supply 
sources by 2035 in order to meet demands in 2040 and 2045.   
 

The project would not require extraction of groundwater on the project site. However, 
increased water demand could increase groundwater extractions by the Port Hueneme 
Water Agency to provide water supply to the project. Extractions of groundwater in 
accordance with the Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency allocation system 
do not have the potential to cause or contribute to long-term overdraft because the Fox 

Canyon aquifer is a managed and regulated groundwater source. Therefore, the 
proposed project would have a less-than-significant impact on groundwater resources 
and would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative 
impact on groundwater resources.  
 

2A-5.  The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies referenced for Item 
2A of the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to the Water 
Resources Element, Section 9.1 Water Supply). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
Potential impacts on groundwater extraction will be less-than-significant and no additional 
mitigation is required. 
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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 

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? 

  X    X  

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

 X    X   

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? 

X    X    

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

 X    X   

 

B. Groundwater Quality Impact Discussion: 
 
2B-1, -2. The proposed compost expansion area will cover approximately 3.19 acres on 

APN 231-0-040-315. This area is located on sandy silt soils (RJR Engineering 

Geotechnical Report, December 12, 2012; Attachment 15) and is approximately 100 feet 
north of designated wetlands. The State Water Resources Control Board Waste 
Discharge Requirement (WDR) for Commercial Composting Operations (Order WQ 
2020-0012-DWQ adopted April 7, 2020, which amended Order WQ 2015-0121-DWQ), 
requires soil hydraulic conductivity for working areas in compost operations (Tier II facility) 
to be 1.0 x 10-5 centimeters/second or less. Compostable materials may contain nutrients, 
metals, salts, pathogens, and oxygenreducing compounds that can degrade water 
quality if allowed to migrate into groundwater or surface water. Composting typically 
results in release of water from the feedstock material as biological decomposition occurs, 
and water is applied to maintain optimal moisture content. The released and applied water 
becomes leachate and if sufficient in volume will drain from the compost pile. Precipitation 
that falls on, or water that is applied to the compost piles may also result in liquid draining 
from the compost piles. These liquids (leachate and storm run-off) may contain nutrients, 
metals, salts, pathogens, and/or oxygen reducing compounds that may contaminate 
underlying groundwater aquifers. Additionally, composting nutrient rich feedstocks on 
more permeable soil has the potential to create elevated nitrate concentrations in 



 11 

groundwater (RWQCB, 2015).  All existing composting structures have concrete flooring 
which provides a semi-impervious barrier to protect groundwater. Approximately 1.0 
acres on APN 231-0-040-315 would be utilized as an expansion area for active 
composting. Given the high hydraulic conductivity of the soil and the shallow subsurface 
aquifer, it is unlikely that the soils in the proposed expansion composting area would meet 
the permeability requirement in their native state. Rainwater, applied water, and leachate, 
passing through the compost could infiltrate into and deliver contaminant to shallow 
groundwater. This shallow groundwater could cause seepage of pollutants into the marsh 
and estuary. The Applicant has developed a Containment Area for Composting 
Processing Operations Plan, Agromin, (dated May 2020) (Attachment 10). The potential 
to degrade groundwater quality can be reduced to less-than-significant if the expansion 
area where active composting is to be conducted is treated with a soil cement mixture to 
meet the hydraulic conductivity requirements as established in the Containment Area for 
Composting Processing Operations Plan identified as Mitigation Measure WR MM-1. 
Sanitation would continue to be provided by onsite portable toilets as approved by the 
Environmental Health Division. The proposed project does not have the potential, either 
individually or cumulatively, to degrade the quality of the groundwater and cause 
groundwater to fail to meet the groundwater quality objectives set by the Basin Plan and 
would have a less-than-significant impact on groundwater quality and would not result in 
a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact on 
groundwater quality.  
 

2B-3. The project site is not located within 2 miles of a former rocket engine test site.  
 

2B-4. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies referenced for Item 
2B of the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to the Water 
Resources Element, Section 9.2 Water Quality). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
Impacts to groundwater quality would be less than significant with implementation of the 
Containment Area for Composting Processing Operations Plan (Attachment 10) and 
compliance with State Water Resources Control Board Waste Discharge Requirements 
under Mitigation Measure WR MM-1.  
 
WR MM-1 Prevention of Infiltration of Leachate and Storm Water at Active 
Composting Areas and Retention Basins (WR MM-1) :  
Purpose:  The purpose of this condition of approval is to ensure the implementation of 
Mitigation Measure WR MM-1 of the Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Project.  In 
order to ensure that the increase in the volume of feedstock and compost on-site will not 
result in an increased potential for groundwater contamination. 
 
Requirement:  In compliance with the General Waste Discharge Requirements for 
Composting Operations, hydraulic conductivity shall be reduced to less than 1.0 x 10-5 
centimeters per second in proposed active composting areas and reduced to less than 
1.0 x 10-6 centimeters per second in the storm water retention basins. 
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Active composting areas shall be lined with soil cement with a cement content of at least 
12 percent consistent with recommendations provided by Earth Systems (2016), or an 
equivalent system demonstrated to meet the 1.0 x 10-5 centimeters per second hydraulic 
conductivity standard. 
 
Retention basins shall be lined with a 40 mil geomembrane liner system (60 mil if 
highdensity polyethylene) underlain by a compacted clay or a geosynthetic clay liner, or 
an equivalent liner system demonstrated to meet the 1.0 x 10-6 centimeters per second 
hydraulic conductivity standard. 
 
Soil cement within active composting areas shall be inspected weekly for any damage that 
would compromise meeting the hydraulic conductivity standard and repaired within two 
working days. 
 
Documentation:  A copy of the approved site plan depicting compliance with the 
Prevention of Infiltration of Leachate and Storm Water at Active Composting Areas and 
Retention Basins Mitigation Measure. 
 
Timing:  Prior to the issuance of a Zoning Clearance for construction, the Permittee shall 
submit detailed plans (i.e. site plan, plan view, elevation views) of each active compost 
area and stormwater retention areas to the Planning Division for review and approval.   
The Permittee shall implement the Prevention of Infiltration of Leachate and Storm Water 
at Active Composting Areas and Retention Basins requirement prior to Zoning Clearance 
for Use Inauguration.   
 
Monitoring and Reporting: The Planning Division maintains all documentation and 
reporting related to the implementation of the Leachate and Storm Water requirement. 
The Planning Division, the Ventura County Environmental Health Division and the 
Ventura County Public Works Agency have the authority to inspect the site to confirm the 
Leachate and Storm Water requirement has been implemented consistent with the 
requirements of § 8114-3 of the Ventura County Non-Coastal Zoning 
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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 

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

Will the proposed project:  

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

 X    X   

2) 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? 

 X    X   

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

 X    X   

 

C. Surface Water Quantity Impact Discussion: 
 
2C-1, -2. Water for the project would be supplied by the Port Hueneme Water Agency. 
Port Hueneme Water Agency uses a combination of groundwater and imported surface 
water. Groundwater is provided under contract by United Water Conservation District 
(UWCD). Imported surface water is provided to Calleguas Municipal Water District 
(CMWD) by the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (MWD) through the 
California Aqueduct. The project Will Serve letter (dated July 18, 2013) from the Port 
Hueneme Water Agency states they are committed to supplying up to an estimated 20 
AFY of water to the Agromin facility. The Port Hueneme Water Agency indicated in August 
2020 that the Will Serve letter remains in effect and that water is available to serve the 
facility.  
 
The volume of surface water provided is subject to many types of water transfers 
originating at the California Aqueduct, however no local surface water supplies are 
collected and sold. The surface water supplies purveyed by the Port Hueneme Water 
Agency are limited by the entitlement held by that agency. The “entitlement” to water 
supplies generated by the State Water Project (SWP) held by an agency is a percentage 
of the total available yield (i.e., the total water deliveries) of the SWP. This yield is a fixed 
value that may change through refinements in system analysis or the installation of new 
facilities. In any case, the proposed project would not have any measurable effect on the 
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surface waters tapped by the SWP because Port Hueneme Water Agency is not 
exceeding their entitlement to this supply. The proposed project would have a less than 
significant project-specific impact and would not result in a cumulatively considerable 
contribution to a significant cumulative impact, with regard to the quantity of surface water. 
 
 2C-3. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies refenced for Item 
2C of the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to the Water 
Resources Element, Section 9.1 Water Supply). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
Potential impacts on surface water consumption would be less-than-significant and no 
additional mitigation is required. 
 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

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

Will the proposed project:  

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

 X    X   

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

 X    X   

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

 X    X   

 
D. Surface Water Quality Impact Discussion: 
 
2D-1 and 2D-2. The construction of the proposed improvements would involve soil 
disturbance of greater than one acre and would be subject to the requirements of the 
State Water Resources Control Board’s National Pollutant Discharge Elimination Permit 
(NPDES) statewide General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with 
Construction and Land Disturbance Activities (Order No 2010-0014-DWQ) unless the 
project can demonstrate that it qualifies for a waiver to this permit. In compliance with this 
permit, a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) would be required to be 
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prepared and Best Management Practices (BMPs) implemented during construction. 
BMPs would include Erosion Control BMPs and Sediment Control BMPs to reduce 
erosion and retain sediment on the site and Good Housekeeping BMPs to reduce risk of 
spills. Additionally, in accordance with the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control 
Board’s Ventura Countywide Municipal Stormwater NPDES Permit (MS4 Permit) Order 
R4-2010-0108, “Development Construction Program” Subpart 4.F, the Applicant would 
be required to implement BMPs designed to ensure compliance and implementation of 
an effective combination of erosion and sediment control measures to protect surface 

water quality during construction.  
 
Approximately 1.1 acres (47,916 sf. square feet) of impervious surfaces would be added 
to the project site, which would increase stormwater runoff. The Applicant is proposing to 
retain storm flow to a 100-year undeveloped peak flow condition through the installation 
of a 0.6-acre retention basin. During operation of the facility, the Applicant would be 
required to maintain coverage under the State Water Resources Control Board’s 
statewide NPDES General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Industrial 
Activities (Order WQO-2014-0057). The project’s ongoing composting operations are 
subject to compliance with all water quality provisions in accordance with State Water 
Resources Control Board’s statewide NPDES General Waste Discharge Requirements 
for Commercial Composting Operations (Order WQ 2020-0012-DWQ, which amended 
Order WQ 2015-0121-DWQ). Pursuant to the requirements of these NPDES permits, 
compost operations would be designed to contain stormwater on the project site. Process 
areas would be protected from inundation from a 25-year, 24-hour rainfall event. An 
existing earthen berm approximately 16 feet high and 15 feet wide separates the 
composting operation from a coastal wetland and Drainage Canal #3, located south of 
the project area. One proposed retention basin, an elevated fire access roadway, and an 
elevated berm along the southern and western CUP boundary that extends to the 
northwest part of the project site, would retain stormwater on the site and hydraulically 
block any runoff from draining south and west. Surface runoff within the facility is also 
collected and applied to the compost windrows. During the rainy season, sandbags would 
be utilized to prevent inundation of the project site during storm events, particularly along 
Arnold Road at the facility entrance. According to the Containment Area Plan (Attachment 
10), a minimum of 200 pre-filled and 1,000 empty sandbags would be stored on site at all 
times. Once a storm event begins, the project site would be constantly monitored to 
ensure there is no discharge leaving or entering the project site.  
 

Based on the design of the facility and compliance with the applicable NPDES permits, 
the proposed project would not individually or cumulatively degrade the quality of surface 

water causing it to exceed water quality objectives or standards contained in Chapter 3 
of the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board’s Basin Plan, applicable MS4 
Permit, or any other NPDES permits. Therefore, the proposed project would have a less-
than-significant project-specific impact and would not result in a cumulatively 
considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact, with regard to surface water 
quality.  
 

2D-3. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies referenced for Item 
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2D of the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to the Water 
Resources Element, Section 9.2 Water Quality). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
The proposed project is subject to a discretionary permit (NCZO §8105-5) that must 
comply with Ventura County’s stormwater regulations, the County’s MS4 Permit, and the 
NPDES permit objectives. Potential impacts on surface water quality would be less-than-
significant and no additional mitigation is required. 
 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

3A. Mineral Resources – Aggregate (Plng.) 

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 
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? 

X    X    

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

  X    

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

X    X    

 

3. Mineral Resources 
 
A. Aggregate Impact Discussion: 
 
3A-1, 3A-2. The project site is not located within a Mineral Resources Protection (MRP) 
Overlay Zone or located within or adjacent to areas with known mineral deposits. 
According to the County map of mineral resource zones (Figure 8-9 of the Ventura County 
2040 General Plan Update Background Report), the project site is located in MRZ-1 which 
are areas where adequate geologic information indicates that no significant mineral 
deposits are present or where it is judged that little likelihood exists for their presence. 
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The project site is not located adjacent to a principal access road for a site that is the 
subject of an aggregate extraction CUP. Therefore, the proposed project does not have 
the potential to create a project-specific impact or result in a cumulatively considerable 
contribution to a cumulative impact, related to the extraction of or access to aggregate 
resources. 
 
3A-3. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies referenced for Item 
3A of the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Conservation and 
Open Space Element, Section 6.5 Soil and Mineral Resources). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
Because no significant impacts on mineral resources have been identified, no mitigation 
measures are necessary. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

3B. Mineral Resources – Petroleum (Plng.) 

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 
have the potential to hamper or preclude 
access to petroleum resources? 

X    X    

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

X    X    

 

B. Petroleum Impact Discussion: 
 
3B-1. The project site is not located within, 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. Therefore, the proposed project does not have the 
potential to hamper or preclude access to petroleum resources, would not impact these 
resources, and would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant 
cumulative impact related to petroleum resources. 
 
3B-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies referenced for Item 
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3B of the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Conservation and 
Open Space Element, Section 6.6 Oil and Gas Resources. 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
Because no significant impacts on mineral (petroleum) resources have been identified, no 
mitigation measures are necessary. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

4.  Biological Resources 

4A. Species 

Will the proposed project, directly or 
indirectly: 

 

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

X    X    

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

 X    X   

 
4. Biological Resources 
A. Species Impact Discussion: 
 
4A-1, A-2. As discussed in the Initial Study Biological Assessment (September 9, 2013) 
(Attachment 11), the area within the existing CUP boundary is heavily disturbed, lacks 
native habitat, and does not support special status plant species. The modified CUP 
boundary would remove all areas within the designated coastal zone (1.52 acres) and 
expand northerly onto APN 231-0-040-315 (3.19 acres). No sensitive plant communities 
or native vegetation occurs on land to be included in the modified CUP boundary. The 

proposed project would not directly affect special status plant species.  
 

The Ormond Beach wetland-dune complex adjacent to the southern boundary of the CUP 
is widely recognized as being biologically rich. According to the December 2018 
Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report [State Clearing House No. 2016101062], 
eight special status plant species occur or have potential to occur in the vicinity of the 
CUP boundary: salt marsh bird’s-beak, estuary seablite, Ventura marsh milk-vetch, 
Coulter’s Goldfields, Mexican malacothrix, red sand verbena, California sea-blite, 
Southwestern spiny rush. Additionally, six of the eight special status plant species occur 
or have potential to occur in the coastal salt marsh south of the CUP boundary. A 
disturbed southern coastal salt marsh is located directly south and southwest of the CUP 
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boundary but is physically separated by an existing earthen berm approximately 16 feet 
high and 15 feet wide. Proposed improvements include elevating the fire access road 
along the western CUP boundary and construction of an onsite retention basin to control 
stormwater runoff. These improvements are shown in the project site plans in Attachment 
4 of this Initial Study. Because of the degraded or developed nature of the project site, 
together with existing and proposed impoundments that prevent surface run-off from 
entering the adjacent coastal salt marsh, there is no potential for special-status plant 
species to occur and no indirect, or contribution to cumulatively considerable impacts will 
result from the proposed project. 
 
4A-2. The area within the proposed CUP boundary does not contain sensitive plant 
communities or native vegetation that would support special status animal species. The 
proposed project would have no direct impacts on special status animal species.  
However, the proposed project could have indirect effects on special status animal 
species. According to the December 2018 Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact 
Report, eighteen special-status species have a moderate to high potential to occur within 
0.5 miles of the project site. These include globose dune beetle, senile tiger beetle, sandy 
beach tiger beetle, wandering skipper, western snowy plover, loggerhead shrike, 
California least tern, American bittern, white-faced ibis, tri-colored blackbird, white-tailed 
kite, peregrine falcon, California horned lark, northern harrier, Cooper’s hawk, Belding’s 
savannah sparrow, light-footed clapper rail and southern California saltmarsh shrew. 
These species do not occur on the project site due to the lack of suitable habitat, ongoing 
composting operations, active bird deterrence measures and the perimeter berm.  
 
Ormond Beach, located approximately 800 feet south of the CUP boundary, and NBVC 
Point Mugu, the western boundary of which is located approximately 500 feet south of 
CUP boundary, provide nesting habitat for a variety of birds including the following special 
status shorebirds:  
 

1. Western Snowy Plover (WSP) (federally threatened, state species of special 
concern). U.S Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) designated WSP critical habitat (unit 
CA 39) begins directly south of Oxnard Drainage Canal #3, approximately 650 feet to the 
south of the CUP boundary.3 Critical habitat unit CA 39 can support up to 50 breeding 
pairs of WSP (USFWS 2012). WSP nest on open, sandy beaches proximal to the ocean. 
Offspring must feed on their own on the exposed beach as soon as they hatch, making 
the chicks vulnerable to predation. During the 2014 breeding season, WSP population 
averages varied from a high of 70 in March as migrating flocks came through the area to 
six in May as birds chose their nesting territories. The first three nests were recorded on 
March 31st and a total of ten WSP nest attempts were located and documented over the 
season. Of these, five nests hatched at least one chick for a hatching success of 50 
percent (Barringer 2015). Nesting season extends from early February through late 
September in southern California.  
 

 
3 Sub-unit 39 does not include the CLT and WSP colonies directly to the east on Ormond Beach (from 
Arnold road to Mugu lagoon (Ormond Beach East), that are under the management of NBVC Pt. Mugu. 
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2. California Least Tern (CLT) (federally and state endangered). During the 2014 

breeding season, adult CLTs were first observed flying over Ormond Beach on May 23rd 
and CLT nests were first located on May 30th. A total of 22 nests were initiated at Ormond 
Beach in 2014. All nests were located within the fenced northern survey area. Of these, 
only four nests hatched a total of seven eggs and no fledglings were directly observed 
during weekly visits. The primary reason for nest failure was abandonment prior to 
hatching. Adult CLTs seemed to have abandoned the Ormond Beach nesting area 
altogether by July 2 even though eggs on nests were still present (Barringer 2015). CLT 
also prefer open sandy areas but can nest further inland. Their offspring feed typically on 
small fish brought to them by adult birds; juveniles are more vulnerable to predation as 
fledglings (more than 20 days old). Because CLT nest close to shoreline areas where 
prey is abundant, the birds are often forced to concentrate their colonies in areas that are 
too small, making them more vulnerable to predation and disturbance.  
 

As discussed in the December 2018 Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report, 
Ormond Beach and NBVC Point Mugu are in the southern portion of Recovery Unit 5 for 
the Western snowy plover. Recovery Unit 5 includes areas from northern San Luis Obispo 
County to southern Ventura County. The Western Snowy Plover Recovery Plan includes 
recovery goals for each nesting area within each Recovery Unit. Ormond Beach has a 
recovery goal of 50 nesting birds, and NBVC Point Mugu has a recovery goal of 110 
nesting birds. A similar designation of Recovery Units has not been created for California 
least terns, but recovery goals for down-listing and delisting criteria for the species are 
addressed in the USFWS 1985 California Least Tern Recovery Plan and 2006 California 
Least Tern 5-year Review Summary and Evaluation. 
 

As discussed in the December 2018 Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report, 
predation has been shown to be a substantial limiting factor for populations of WSP and 
CLT. The loss of a substantial percentage of nests, chicks, and fledglings reduces the 
recruitment of individuals into the adult population, leading to a shift of the age class 
distribution of the population towards older individuals that may have lower reproductive 
potential. Predation of WSP and CLT eggs, chicks, and fledglings by gulls, common 
ravens, and other potential aerial predatory species subsidized by anthropogenic food 
sources, including landfills and other solid waste management activities, may be 
detrimental to the recovery of WSP and CLT. In general, predators subsidized by 
anthropogenic food resources are more likely to cause the extinction of a less common 
species (e.g., threatened and endangered species) because these predators are not 
dependent on prey populations, and their numbers do not decrease as prey populations 
decline. 
 

Other special status bird species observed nesting in the southern salt marsh habitat 
include the Belding’s savannah sparrow (state endangered) and light-footed clapper rail 
(federally and state endangered). More specifically, recorded occurrences include areas 
located to the south of the Oxnard Drainage Canal #3, approximately 650 feet south of 
the CUP boundary, and the light-footed clapper rail also occurs approximately 500 feet 
south of the project boundary at NBVC Point Mugu. The Belding’s savannah sparrow and 
light-footed clapper rail nest unexposed in dense salt marsh vegetation; they are cryptic 
and relatively hidden from view from scavenger birds. Scavenging birds are not an 
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important predator of the nests of Belding’s savannah sparrow and light-footed clapper 
rail (USFWS, 2009; Powel 2006). Outside NBVC Point Mugu, the Belding’s savannah 
sparrow and light-footed clapper rail are not subject to an ongoing monitoring program.  
 

Because aerial predatory species are attracted to anthropogenic food sources, including 
landfills and other solid waste management activities, attraction of these birds to the 
project site is of particular concern as they may prey on WSP and CLT. The proposed 
project would increase the cubic yards of feedstock and active compost allowed on the 
project site at any one time, from the current CUP limit of 10,000 cubic yards to 12,500 
cubic yards. Food material would not be processed on the project site. Food material 
receipt and composting was terminated in April 2018 following expiration of the 
Enforcement Agency Notification for the Covered Aerated Static Pile system. As 
discussed in the Predatory Bird Management Plan (June 2020), food material is the 
primary attractant to gulls and ravens which may adversely affect adjacent breeding 
populations of WSP and CLT. Because the project would not include processing of food 
material, the primary attractant for scavenging birds which could prey on WSP or CLT 
would not be present on the project site. Therefore, the proposed project would not 
increase natural predation compared to existing conditions. The proposed project is not 
anticipated to result in indirect impacts to WSP and CLT.  
 
Additionally, the Applicant is committed to implementing a Predatory Bird Management 
Plan (Attachment 12). As part of the plan, a monitoring program would be implemented 
to quantify attraction of predatory birds to the project site. Based on the results on the 
monitoring, predatory bird deterrent measures would be implemented. The objective of 
the Predatory Bird Management Plan is to ensure compatibility with conservation efforts 
outlined in the USFWS 2007 Recovery Plan for Western Snowy Plovers and the USFWS 
1985 California Least Tern. The Predatory Bird Management Plan relies on adaptive 
management to identify the most successful abatement techniques for use at this 
particular site. Deterrent methods that are unsuccessful, either because they are 
potentially harmful to the special status species or because the species has adapted to 
certain abatement measures, would be replaced with new strategies or a combination of 
existing deterrent strategies. The Predatory Bird Management Plan would use the 
following approach and techniques: 
 

• Bird wires with Mylar flags will continue to be strung over the exposed compost 
piles and on the Organic Materials Blending Area Building.  

• Netting would also be employed to exclude gulls from small, confined areas, but 
may not be feasible if non-targeted bird species get entangled.  

• Noisemaker shells fired from pistols and/or shotguns would be used as a 

temporary dispersal tool, however potential impacts on special-status species from 
this deterrent strategy is not conclusive and proposed monitoring would assess 
any potential impacts.  

• Hand-held lasers would be used to move birds from one area of the project site to 
another, however they are less effective during bright daylight at moving birds 

entirely away from facilities, or for extended periods of time.  

• Daily deployment of captive Harris’s hawks (Parabuteo unicinctus) to disperse 

avian scavengers for extended periods of time. 
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The use of handheld lasers must comply with the Federal Aviation Administration 
Modernization and Reform Act of 2012, Title III, Subtitle A, Section 311, which prohibits 
a person from knowingly aiming a beam of a laser pointer at an aircraft in the special 
aircraft jurisdiction of the United States, or at the flight path of such an aircraft. The use 
of noisemaker shells fired from pistols or shotguns could in themselves result in 
disturbance to nesting or foraging special status birds in the vicinity of the site. Further 
evaluation of this strategy is necessary to determine the effectiveness as a deterrent. The 
theoretical end result is that these deterrent methods would reduce predatory bird levels, 
and at any given time, only a few searching scavengers would be present at the facility 
and would be unsuccessful at finding food sources.  
 
Indirect impacts to special-status animal species from squirrels and rats would be 
addressed through the Vector Control Plan (May 2020) (Attachment 9). State law requires 
that operators of composting facilities “take adequate steps to control or prevent the 
propagation, harborage or attraction of flies, rodents, or other vectors and to minimize 
bird problems” (CCR, Title 27 § 20810). The proposed Vector Control Plan includes 
measures for controlling rodent populations at the facility, including maintaining a trash-
free area; removing excess compost/waste materials from along the walls of buildings; 
storing finished materials on pallets; keeping onsite landscaping trimmed to reduce cover 
for rodents; and, utilizing traps if necessary. No anti-coagulants will be used to control 
rodent populations. The proposed Vector Control Plan includes the following rodent 
control methods:  
 

• Trash and debris management and removal  

• Removal of excess compost from along the walls of buildings  

• Prohibiting stacking of building material within buildings and structures 

• Storing of finished material on pallets 

• Landscape management 

• Rodent trapping, including prohibition on use of rodenticides (anti-coagulants) as 
trap bait 

 
Because the project would not attract additional predators to the site compared to existing 
baseline conditions, and a Predatory Bird Management Plan and Vector Control Plan 
would be implemented to further reduce predators and rodents on the site, the proposed 
project would have less-than-significant direct or indirect impacts and a less-than-
significant contribution to cumulatively considerable impacts on sensitive animal 
communities. 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
Because no significant impacts on sensitive plant or animal species have been identified, 
no mitigation measures are necessary. 
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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 

4B. Ecological Communities - Sensitive Plant Communities 

Will the proposed project:  

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

 X    X   

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

 X    X   

 

B. Sensitive Plant Communities Impact Discussion: 
 
4B-1 and 4B-2. As discussed in the Initial Study Biological Assessment (September 9, 
2013) (Attachment 11), the area within the existing CUP boundary is heavily disturbed, 
lacks native habitat, and does not support sensitive plant communities. The modified CUP 
boundary would remove all areas within the designated coastal zone (1.52 acres) and 
expand northerly onto parcel 231-0-040-315 (3.19 acres). The proposed compost 
expansion area would be located in an area not previously a part of the approved CUP; 
however, no sensitive plant communities or native vegetation occurs on land to be 
included in the modified CUP boundary. The new area to be included within the CUP 
boundary consists of vacant land that is heavily disturbed and lacks natural habitat. 
Excavation and grading for the proposed water lines and proposed retention basin would 
occur in previously disturbed areas. No exotic weeds would be intentionally introduced 
since the proposed project does not include landscaping, and landscaping is not required 
for large-scale composting operations (NCZO section 8107-36.4.2). The adjacent coastal 
salt marsh is a sensitive and locally important community that provides transitional habitat 
along the margins of bays, lagoons, and estuaries from Point Conception to the Mexican 
border. An earthen berm, approximately 16 feet high and 15 feet wide, is located along 

the CUP southern boundary and physically separates development from the coastal salt 
marsh area. Proposed improvements include elevating the fire access road, constructing 
a berm along the western CUP boundary that would also extend to the northwest part of 
the project site, and constructing an onsite retention basin to prevent stormwater runoff 
from entering the adjacent coastal salt marsh. Indirect impacts on sensitive plant 
communities from construction of the fire access road and berm and other improvements 
are anticipated to be less-than-significant. Therefore, the proposed project would have 

less-than-significant direct or indirect impacts and a less-than-significant contribution to 
cumulatively considerable impacts on sensitive plant communities. 
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Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
Because no significant impacts on sensitive plant communities have been identified, no 
mitigation measures are necessary. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

X    X    

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

X    X    

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

X    X    

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

X    X    

 

C. Ecological Communities – Waters and Wetlands Impact Discussion: 
 
4C-1, 4C-2, 4C-3, and 4C-4. 4C-1, -2, -3, and -4. As discussed in the Initial Study 
Biological Assessment (September 9, 2013) (Attachment 11), there are no water or 
wetland features present within the existing or proposed CUP boundary. An agricultural 
ditch is located east of Arnold Road. A freshwater/brackish wetland salt marsh begins 
approximately 100 feet to the southeast of the project site, and across Arnold Road, within 
a game preserve and NBVC Point Mugu. The southern coastal salt marsh to the south of 
the CUP boundary, which has been substantially reduced in extent from historical 
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dimensions, is characterized by highly productive herbaceous salt-tolerant hydrophytes, 
particularly species such as pickleweed (Salicornia sp.).  
 

The existing composting operation was permitted within a 100-foot buffer from the coastal 
salt marsh to the south, consistent with the qualified biologist’s recommendation for a 50-
foot buffer between a greenhouse that was originally proposed on the project site (and 
which is now a parking and storage area) and the coastal salt marsh (Attachment 11, 
Initial Study Biological Assessment). The proposed compost expansion area would be 
located over 350 feet from the coastal salt marsh.  
 

Project activities would have the potential to generate dust and other air quality 

contaminants. This could have impacts to water quality in adjacent wetlands; however, 
compliance with the Arnold Road Facility Dust Suppression Protocol (June 2020) 
(Attachment 7) as required by the VCAPCD would reduce impacts associated with 
excessive dust to a less-than-significant level. The Applicant would be required to 
maintain coverage under the State Water Resources Control Board’s statewide NPDES 
General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Industrial Activities (Order 
WQO-2014-0057). Additionally, the project’s ongoing composting operations are subject 
to compliance with all water quality provisions in accordance with the State Water 
Resources Control Board’s statewide NPDES General Waste Discharge Requirements 
for Commercial Composting Operations (Order WQ 2020-0012-DWQ, which amended 
Order WQ 2015-0121-DWQ). Pursuant to this NPDES permit, compost operations must 
be designed to contain stormwater and wastewater onsite. An earthen berm, 
approximately 16 feet high and 15 feet wide, is located along the CUP southern boundary 
and is proposed to extend along the southern and western CUP boundary to the 
northwest part of the project site. This berm would physically separate development on 
the project site from the coastal salt marsh area. The proposed retention basin and an 

elevated fire access road will also ensure stormwater is retained onsite. Additionally, 
surface runoff within the facility is collected on the project site, then recycled and sprayed 
on into the compost windrows. Thus, no direct or indirect contribution to cumulatively 
considerable impacts on waters and wetlands would occur. 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
Because no significant impacts on wetlands have been identified, no mitigation measures 
are necessary. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

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

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

 

 X    X   

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

 X    X   

 

D. Ecological Communities – ESHA (Applies to Coastal Zone Impact Discussion): 
 
4D-1 and 4D-2. As discussed in the Initial Study Biological Assessment (September 9, 
2013) (Attachment 11), Ormond Beach consists of  several hundred acres of salt marsh 
and brackish or freshwater wetlands, coastal dunes and scrub, and upland areas that 
provide habitat for special status species that are considered Environmentally Sensitive 
Habitat Areas (ESHAs) under the Local Coastal Plan. Coastal Act section 30240 requires 
ESHA be protected against any significant disruption of habitat values, and only uses 
dependent on those resources be allowed in those areas. In 2011, the California Coastal 
Commission generated digital coastal zone data layers from the USGS paper coastal 
maps. This new information identified the coastal zone boundary crossed over the existing 
CUP boundary encompassing approximately 1.52 acres within the designated coastal 
zone. Pursuant to NCZO Section 8174-4, a composting facility is not allowed in the 
coastal zone. The CUP boundary would be modified to eliminate all areas within the 
coastal zone. The Ventura County Coastal Area Plan Wetlands Policy 1 and Coastal 
Zoning Ordinance Article 2, Definitions, requires a minimum 100-foot buffer area to be 
established adjacent to all wetlands. Consistent with the existing qualified biologist’s 
recommendation for a 50-foot buffer, a parking area and a proposed retention basin (0.6 
acres) would be located a minimum of 50 feet from the coastal salt marsh (Attachment 
11, Initial Study Biological Assessment). No composting operations would occur in this 
area. An existing earthen berm physically separates development from ESHA. The project 
would be conditioned to require the Applicant to install fencing along the southern and 
western CUP boundary, which would ensure that all facility operations are confined to the 
CUP boundary and outside the ESHA and coastal zone. Indirect impacts on ESHA from 
construction of the fire access road, berm and other improvements are anticipated to be 
less-than-significant. Therefore, the proposed project would result in less-than-significant 
direct, indirect, or cumulatively considerable impacts on ESHA. 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
Because no significant impacts on ESHA have been identified, no mitigation measures are 
necessary. 
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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 

4E. Habitat Connectivity 

Will the proposed project:  

1)  Remove habitat within a wildlife movement 
corridor? 

X    X    

2)  Isolate habitat? X    X    

3)  Construct or create barriers that impede fish 
and/or wildlife movement, migration or long 
term connectivity or interfere with wildlife access 

to foraging habitat, breeding habitat, water 
sources, or other areas necessary for their 

reproduction? 

X    X    

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

 X    X   

 

E. Habitat Connectivity Impact Discussion: 
 
4E-1, 4E-2, and 4E-3. The project site is surrounded by agricultural uses to the north, 
west, and east. The southern portion of the site is surrounded by land previously used for 
agricultural uses but is no longer in production. A coastal salt marsh extends southward, 
and a freshwater/brackish wetland salt marsh begins approximately 100 feet to the 

southeast of, and across Arnold Road. The area within the existing and proposed CUP 

boundary is heavily disturbed, lacks native habitat, and does not support special status 

animal species.  
 

As discussed in the Initial Study Biological Assessment (September 9, 2013) (Attachment 
11), no wildlife movement corridors are present within the proposed project site, however, 
the presence of suitable foraging, breeding, and nesting habitat along the two miles of 
shoreline between Port Hueneme and NBVC Point Mugu constitutes a wildlife movement 
corridor. Ormond Beach’s large size and mix of habitats make it prime nesting habitat for 
western snowy plover and the endangered California least tern. Numerous restoration 
projects at NBVC Point Mugu have brought a considerable acreage of wetland under 
enhanced tidal influence. Consequently, this single marsh may represent 20% - 25% of 
the available coastal marsh habitat in southern California. Restoration efforts underway 
at Ormond Beach together with Point Mugu wetlands, will provide a contiguous coastal 
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wetland area that stretches approximately nine miles along the shoreline (California 
Coastal Conservancy Ormond Beach Wetlands Restoration Project, 2009). 
 
The Agromin facility is located approximately 1,500 feet north of Ormond Beach. The 

proposed retention basin, compost expansion area, and other improvements would be 
located in previously disturbed areas and would be confined to the modified CUP 
boundary. Further, an existing earthen berm physically separates the facility from the salt 
marsh area to the south. Thus, the proposed project would not have a project-specific 
impact and would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant 
cumulative impact, regarding the removal of habitat within a wildlife movement corridor.  
 

4E-4. The proposed project would involve temporary indirect impacts associated with 

construction including noise and increased human presence that could affect migrating 

wildlife. However, the project site already produces noise and contains a human 

presence. Therefore, the proposed project would have a less-than-significant project-
specific impact and would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a 

significant cumulative impact, with regard to indirect impacts on wildlife movement. 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
Because no significant impacts on habitat connectivity have been identified, no mitigation 
measures are necessary. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

4F. Will the proposed project be consistent with the 
applicable 2040 General Plan Goals and Policies 
(adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced 
the policies referenced for Item 4 of the Initial 
Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to 
Conservation and Open Space Element, Section 
6.1 Biological Resources)? 

 X    X   

 

F. Impact Discussion: 
 
4F. The proposed project has been evaluated for consistency with the following policies 
from the Conservation and Open Space Element of the Ventura County General Plan:  
 
COS-1.1 Protection of Sensitive Biological Resources. The County shall ensure 

that discretionary development that could potentially impact sensitive 
biological resources be evaluated by a qualified biologist to assess impacts 
and, if necessary, develop mitigation measures that fully account for the 
impacted resource. When feasible, mitigation measures should adhere to 
the following priority: avoid impacts, minimize impacts, and compensate for 
impacts. If the impacts cannot be reduced to a less than significant level, 
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findings of overriding considerations must be made by the decision-making 
body. 

 
COS-1.2 Consideration of Sensitive Biological Resources. The County shall 

identify sensitive biological resources as part of any land use designation 
change to the General Plan Land Use Diagram or zone designation change 
to the Zoning Ordinance that would intensify the uses in a given area. The 
County shall prioritize conservation of areas with sensitive biological 
resources.  

 
COS-1.10  Evaluation of Potential Impacts of Discretionary Development on 

Wetlands. The County shall require discretionary development that is 
proposed to be located within 300 feet of a wetland to be evaluated by a 
County-approved biologist for potential impacts on the wetland and its 
associated habitats pursuant to the applicable provisions of the County’s 
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines.  

 
COS-1.11  Discretionary Development Sited Near Wetlands. The County shall 

require discretionary development to be sited 100 feet from wetland 
habitats, except as provided below. The 100-foot setback may be increased 
or decreased based upon an evaluation and recommendation by a qualified 
biologist and approval by the decision making body based on factors that 
include, but may not be limited to, soil type, slope stability, drainage 
patterns, the potential for discharges that may impair water quality, 
presence or absence of endangered, threatened or rare plants or animals, 
direct and indirect effects to wildlife movement, and compatibility of the 
proposed development with use of the wetland habitat area by wildlife. 
Discretionary development that would have a significant impact on a 
wetland habitat shall be prohibited unless mitigation measures are 
approved that would reduce the impact to a less than significant level. 
Notwithstanding the foregoing, discretionary development that would have 
a significant impact on a wetland habitat on land within a designated 
Existing community may be approved in conjunction with the adoption of a 
statement of overriding considerations by the decision-making body 

 
Biological resources on the project site have been evaluated by a qualified biologist 
(Attachment 11, Initial Study Biological Assessment). As discussed above in Section 4C, 
freshwater/brackish wetland salt marsh begins approximately 100 feet to the southeast of 
the project site, and across Arnold Road, within a game preserve and NBVC Point Mugu. 
The existing composting operation was permitted within a 100-foot buffer from the coastal 
salt marsh to the south, consistent with the qualified biologist’s recommendation for a 50-
foot buffer between a greenhouse that was originally proposed on the project site (and 
which is now proposed as a parking and storage area) and the coastal salt marsh. The 
proposed compost expansion area would be located over 350 feet from the coastal salt 
marsh. An existing earthen berm, approximately 16 feet high and 15 feet wide, is located 
along the southwest boundary of the proposed CUP area. This berm physically separates 
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the existing composting operation from the wetland. Proposed improvements include the 
construction of a retention basin, an elevated fire access road along the western CUP 
boundary, and an elevated berm along the southern and western CUP boundary that also 
extends to the northwest part of the project site, for the purpose of retaining stormwater 
onsite so it would not be discharged to the wetland. Thus, no direct, indirect, or 
contribution to cumulatively considerable impacts on wetlands would occur. Therefore, 
the project would be consistent with the policies in the Conservation and Open Space 
Element. 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
Because no significant impacts related to conflict with General Plan goals and polices 
have been identified, no mitigation measures are necessary. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

5A. Agricultural Resources – Soils (Plng.) 

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 
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines? 

        

 
5. Agricultural Resources 
 

A. Soils Impact Discussion: 
 
5A-1. The project site was permitted as a composting facility as early as 1998 (CUP 5001) 
and does not contain any soils classified as “Prime,” having “Statewide Importance,” 
“Unique,” or having “Local Importance.” According to the California Important Farmland 
Finder and County Important Farmland Mapping (Figure 9-2 of the Ventura County 2040 
General Plan Update Background Report), all parcels that comprise the project site are 
designated as “Other Land.” The “Other Land” designation includes land not included in 
any other farmland mapping category. Common examples include low density rural 
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developments; brush, timber, wetland, and riparian areas not suitable for livestock 
grazing; confined livestock, poultry or aquaculture facilities; strip mines, borrow pits; and 
water bodies smaller than forty acres. Vacant and nonagricultural land surrounded on all 
sides by urban development and greater than 40 acres is also mapped as Other Land. 
 
 The area proposed for new uses has been historically disturbed by the previous 
mushroom farm or current composting facility. Therefore, the proposed project would not 
have a project specific impact and would not result in a cumulatively considerable 
contribution to a significant cumulative impact, with regard to agricultural soil resources. 
 
5A-2. The proposed project does not involve a General Plan amendment. Therefore, the 
project would have no impact. 
 
5A-3. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted September 15, 2000) that replaced policies for Item 5A of the 
Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Agricultural Element 
Section 8.1, Agricultural Land Preservation). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
Because no significant impacts on agricultural soils have been identified, no mitigation 
measures are necessary. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

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

Will the proposed project:  

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

 X    X   

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

 X    X   

 

B. Land Use Incompatibility (Ag. Dept.) Impact Discussion: 
 
5B-1. The project site is surrounded on the north, west, and east by agricultural uses. The 
proposed project involves the continued operation and modification of an existing 

composting facility. Offshore winds can carry particulate matter and fugitive dust from the 
Agromin site eastward and damage crops.  
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On September 21, 2000, the Non-Coastal Zoning Ordinance (NCZO) was amended in 

response to state-mandated efforts to increase recycling and divert waste from landfills. 
Two new use categories were added, Organics Processing Operations and Waste 

Handling, Waste Disposal, and Recycling Facilities. Development standards adopted for 
these new land use categories added NCZO Section 8107-36.4.1(e), which requires 
composting facilities to be set back a minimum of 300 feet from any agricultural production 
unless the Applicant can demonstrate that potential impacts have been adequately 
mitigated by design or terrain, and the Planning Director, in consultation with the 
Agricultural Commissioner, reduces or waives the setback.  
 
The proposed project is eligible for a waiver or deviation from the distance standard using 
the following criteria that are set forth in the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment 
Guidelines (page 50):   
 

• a 300-foot or 150-foot setback on a small legal parcel will preclude its reasonable 
use; and  

• the non-agricultural use is a continuing industrial use with no substantial changes 

in existing land use compatibility 
 
The existing 19.22-acre compost facility is a continued industrial use that has been in 
existence since 1998. The project includes expansion of onsite feedstock and compost 
storage from 10,000 cubic yards to 12,500 cubic yards, construction of facility 
improvements, and if approved, would extend operation of the facility until December 31, 
2030. 
 
On April 14, 2016, the Applicant met with the Agricultural Commissioner and requested 
the 300-foot setback be waived. On July 19, 2016, Henry Gonzales, (previous Ventura 
County Agricultural Commissioner), reviewed the proposed "Agromin Arnold Road 
Facility Dust Suppression Protocol" and agreed to waive the 300-foot setback on the 
condition that the Applicant install a +30-foot high mesh screen on the eastern boundary 
and parcels 231-0-080-085 and 231-0-080-070 (County of Ventura). There is also an 
existing stand of mature trees (approximately 12-15  feet in height) along the Arnold Road 
edge of the Project which will remain in place, augment the mesh screen to be installed 
in this location . 
 
Given the required installation of the 30-foot-high mesh fence and the fact there would be 
no substantial change from the existing permitted operations (continued processing within 
the maximum permissible storage capacity of Green Material Composting Operation of 
12,500 cubic yards), impacts of the project related to land use incompatibility would be 
less-than-significant. Therefore, the proposed project would have a less-than-significant 
project-specific impact on agricultural soils and would not result in a cumulatively 
considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact on agricultural soils. 
 
5B-2. This proposed project is an existing operation that would not extend onto any 

additional agricultural soils or displace any other agricultural operations. As conditioned 

by the Agricultural Commissioner and  the Environmental Health Division as the Local 
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Enforcement Agency under the Regulations for composting facilities, the proposed project 
is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals and Policies (adopted 
September 15, 2020) that replace the policies for Item 5B of the Ventura County Initial 
Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Agricultural Element, Section 8.1 Agricultural Land 
Preservation).  The applicant will be responsible for implementing the requirements from 
the Agricultural Commissioner and the Environmental Health Division which will include 
the suspension of composting activities during specified windy weather conditions and 
the construction of the required mesh screen. 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
Compliance with the project conditions would ensure success of the ongoing program 
and efforts to minimize fugitive dust and particulate matter that may be transferred by 
wind to the agricultural fields east of the project site. This impact would be less-than 
significant and no additional mitigation is required. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

6. Scenic Resources (Plng.) 

Will the proposed project:  

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

 X    X   

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

 X   X X   

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

X        

 
6. Scenic Resources Impact Discussion: 
 
Impact Discussion: 
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6a and 6b.   The subject facility has been legally operating onsite since 1978 and the 
proposed changes will result in a 1.67 acre increase in the use of the County jurisdictional 
area. However, with the removal of operations on APN 231-0-040-165, the Project will 
result in an overall reduction 3.26 acres in site utilization.   The project site is located 
south of Hueneme Road and west of Arnold Road. The nearest State eligible scenic 
highway is State Highway 1, approximately three miles to the east of the project site 
(Figure 6-5 of the Ventura County 2040 General Plan Update Background Report). The 
project site is not located in a Scenic Resources Protection (SRP) area (Figure 3-26 of 
the Ventura County 2040 General Plan Update Background Report). The scenic 
resources in the vicinity of the project site include the dunes at Ormond Beach, and the 
background views of the mountains to the north and east. The proposed project includes 
construction of a fire access road, berm, compost expansion area, fire hydrants, water 
pipeline, retention basin, parking spaces, and the installation of a +30-foot high mesh 
screen along the eastern boundary of the facility. Proposed improvements would be 
compatible with the existing operations already occurring on the project site and would 
not alter the character of the facility. The proposed development would not change the 
overall visual character of the site, which is currently developed with masonry buildings 
and operated as a commercial compost facility. The proposed project would not block 
views to scenic vistas or alter landforms, or otherwise adversely affect a scenic resource 
area. Existing public viewing locations are identified as the Ormond Beach hiking and 
walking trail (appx. 1,450 ft. south) and public parking area (appx. 850 ft. south) (identified 
in Coastal Area Plan Figure 4.1-6: Central Coastal).  Future multi-modal trail segments 
are planned along Hueneme Road and Arnold Road (under the Ormond Beach 
Restoration and Access Plan), however, the activities proposed under this project will not 
have a visual impact though the modification existing natural landforms or obscuring 
views from these planned trail sections to scenic resources in the vicinity of the project.  
The mesh screen would not significantly impact any scenic vista in the area and are 
partially screened from view by existing mature trees located onsite along Arnold Road. 
Therefore, the proposed project would have a less-than-significant project-specific impact 
on scenic resources and would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a 
significant cumulative impact related to scenic resources.  
 

6c. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals and 

Policies (adopted September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 6 of the Ventura 
County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Conservation and Open Space 
Element, Scenic Resources Section 6.3. 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts on scenic resources have been identified, therefore no mitigation 
measures are necessary. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

7. Paleontological Resources 
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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 

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? 

X    X    

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

X    X    

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

X    X    

 
7. Paleontological Resources Impact Discussion: 
 
7a and 7b. Based upon a review of the Resource Management Agency Geographic 
Information System by County staff, the project site is located in an area of undetermined 
paleontological importance. A review of the Geological Map of California and the 
Compilation of Quaternary Surficial Deposits (California Department of Conservation 
2021a) shows that the property is located in an area (Surficial Deposits) with a geologic 
age of Holocene to Late Pleistocene (QYI, Young Lacustrine). In addition, the 
geotechnical report (Attachment 15) confirms that the site is located on two feet of fill with 
Holocene sand and silt deposits below the upper disturbed area. Due to the geologic age 
of the on-site soils, there is a low probability for the discovery of paleontological resources. 
Additionally, as a standard requirement, the project would be subject to an accidental 
discovery condition of approval (described below) which would require the permittee to 
halt work in the event of accidental discovery of paleontological resources, retain the 
services of a qualified paleontological professional, and consult with the Planning Director 
on the disposition of such resources. Therefore, the proposed project would not create a 
project-specific impact and would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to 
a significant cumulative impact, to paleontological resources. 
 
Paleontological Resources Inadvertently Discovered During Grading  
 
Purpose: In order to reduce potential impacts on paleontological resources that may be 
encountered during ground disturbance or construction activities.  
 
Requirement: If any paleontological resources are uncovered during ground disturbance 
or construction activities, the Permittee shall:  
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a. Cease operations and assure the preservation of the area in which the 
discovery was made;  

b.  Notify the Planning Director in writing, within three days of the discovery;  
c.  Obtain the services of a paleontological consultant or professional geologist 

who shall assess the find and provide recommendations on the proper 
disposition of the site;  

d.  Obtain the Planning Director’s written concurrence of the recommended 

disposition of the site before resuming development; and  

e.  Implement the agreed upon recommendations.  
 

Documentation: The Permittee shall submit the reports prepared by the qualified 

paleontologist or geologist. Additional documentation may be required to demonstrate 

that the Permittee has implemented any recommendations set forth in the paleontological 
report.  
 

Timing: Paleontological reports shall be provided to the Planning Division immediately 

upon completion.  
 

Monitoring and Reporting: The Permittee shall provide any paleontological report 
prepared for the project sites to the Planning Division to be made part of the project file. 
The Permittee shall implement any recommendations made in the paleontological report 
to the satisfaction of the Planning Director.  
 
7c. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals and 

Policies (adopted September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 7 of the Ventura 
County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Conservation and Open Space 
Element, Cultural, Historical, Paleontological and Archaeological Resources Section 6.4). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts on paleontological resources have been identified, therefore no 
mitigation measures are necessary. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

8A. Cultural Resources - Archaeological 

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)  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? 

 X    X   

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

 X    X   

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

 X    X   

 
8. Cultural Resources  
 
A. Archaeological Impact Discussion: 
 
8A-1 and 8A-2. Any archaeological resources that may have previously existed on the 
project site may have been destroyed as part of the previous composting operations, 
which occurred from 1960 to the present. The Ventura County Resource Management 
Agency received a Cultural Resources Record Search Quick Check from the Sout Central 
Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) on October 1, 2015 indicating that the project site 
had been previously surveyed and cultural resources were not found. A full archaeological 
records search of the SCCIC in 2017 indicted that there are no previously recorded 
cultural resources on the project site, but three cultural resources were previously 
recorded within 0.25 mile of the project site. Grading and trenching would be confined to 
the installation of a stormwater retention basin, fire access road, fire hydrants, parking 
area, and soil cement treatment at the proposed compost expansion area. Excavation to 
accommodate the fire access roads, fire hydrants, and water pipelines would be no 
deeper than eight feet below grade. The proposed retention basin will be at a depth of 
approximately one foot and the soil cement treatment for the proposed compost 
expansion area is based on a cement treatment depth of 18 inches.  
 
The project site does not include any cultural resources included in the California Register 
of Historical Resources and is not mapped as “Sensitive” or “Very Sensitive” in the 
Resource Management Agency Geographic Information System. The project site has 
been disturbed since about 1960 due to the past mushroom farm and composting 
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operations. Therefore, historic resources or archaeological resources as defined in 
Section 15064.5 of the State CEQA Guidelines are not anticipated to be encountered. In 
accordance with Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1 et seq. On August 4, 2016, a 
formal request was sent to Native American representatives for consultation regarding 
the proposed project’s potential impact to tribal cultural resources. As of September 5, 
2016, no comments or requests for consultation were received from notified Tribal 
representatives. Therefore, the proposed project would have a less-than-significant 
impact and would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant 
cumulative impact, to archaeological resources. 
 

Although it is unlikely that the proposed project would encounter and have an adverse 

impact on archaeological resources, the proposed project would be subject to the 
following condition of approval such that, in the unlikely event that ground disturbance 
activities reveal the presence of subsurface resources, the Applicant will be required to: 
(1) stop all work that has the potential to adversely affect archaeological resources; (2) 
retain a qualified archaeologist to assess the significance of the find and provide 

recommendations on the disposition of the resources; and (3) implement any and all 
measures to protect and curate the resources, subject to the Planning Division’s approval. 
 
Archaeological Resources Inadvertently Discovered During Grading  

 

Purpose: In order to mitigate potential impacts on archaeological resources discovered 

during ground disturbance.  
 

Requirement: The Permittee shall implement the following procedures:  
 

a. If any archaeological or historical artifacts are uncovered during ground disturbance 
or construction activities, the Permittee shall:  

 

(1) Cease operations and assure the preservation of the area in which the 

discovery was made;  

(2) Notify the Planning Director in writing, within three days of the discovery;  

(3) Obtain the services of a County-approved archaeologist who shall assess the 

find and provide recommendations on the proper disposition of the site in a 

written report format;  

(4) Obtain the Planning Director’s written concurrence of the recommended 

disposition of the site before resuming development; and  

(5) Implement the agreed upon recommendations. 

 
b.  If any human burial remains are encountered during ground disturbance or 

construction activities, the Permittee shall: 
 

(1) Cease operations and assure the preservation of the area in which the 
discovery was made;  

(2) Immediately notify the County Coroner and the Planning Director; 
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(3) Obtain the services of a County-approved archaeologist and, if necessary, 
Native American Monitor(s), who shall assess the find and provide 
recommendations on the proper disposition of the site in a written report format; 

(4) Obtain the Planning Director’s written concurrence of the recommended 
disposition of the site before resuming development; and  

(5) Implement the agreed upon recommendations. 

 
Documentation: If archaeological remains are encountered, the Permittee shall submit 
a report prepared by a County-approved archaeologist including recommendations for 
the proper disposition of the site. Additional documentation may be required to 

demonstrate that the Permittee has implemented any recommendations set forth in the 

archaeologist’s report.  
 

Timing: If any archaeological remains are uncovered during ground disturbance or 

construction activities, the Permittee shall provide the written notification to the Planning 

Director within three days of the discovery. The Permittee shall submit the archaeological 
report to the Planning Division immediately upon completion of the report.  
 

Monitoring and Reporting: The Permittee shall provide the archaeological report to the 
Planning Division to be made part of the Project file. The Permittee shall implement any 
recommendations made in the archaeological report to the satisfaction of the Planning 
Director. The archaeologist shall monitor all ground disturbance activities within the area 
in which the discovery was made, in order to ensure the successful implementation of the 
recommendations made in the archaeological report. The Planning Division has the 
authority to conduct site inspections to ensure that the Permittee implements the 
recommendations set forth in the archaeological report, consistent with the requirements 
of § 8114-3 of the Ventura County Non-Coastal Zoning Ordinance.  
 
8A-3. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 8A of the 
Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Conservation and Open 
Space Element, Cultural, Historical, Paleontological and Archaeological Resources 
Section 6.4).  
 

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts on archeological resources have been identified, therefore no 
mitigation measures are necessary. 
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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 

8B. Cultural Resources – Historic (Plng.) 

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? 

X    X    

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? 

X    X    

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

X    X    

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)]? 

X    X    

 
B. Historical Impact Discussion: 
 
8B-1 through 8B-3. The project site is not listed or determined eligible for listing as a 
historical site on the California Register of Historic Resources or the National Register of 
Historic Places or identified in a historic survey as worthy of designation as a county 
landmark or Site of Merit. Therefore, the proposed project would not create a project-
specific impact and would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a 

significant cumulative impact, to historic resources.  
 

8B-4. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted September 15, 2020) that replaced the polices for Item 8B of the 
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Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Conservation and Open 
Space Element, Cultural, Historical, Paleontological and Archaeological Resources 
Section 6.4). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts on historic resources have been identified, therefore no mitigation 
measures are necessary. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

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? 

X    X    

b)  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? 

  X    

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

X    X    

 
9. Coastal Beaches and Sand Dunes Impact Discussion: 
 
9a and b. The existing CUP boundary includes parcels 231-0-080-085 and 231-0-080- 
070. Composting facilities are not permitted in the coastal zone.  Therefore, all 
composting operations have been removed from areas within the coastal zone and that 
the applicant is proposing to modify the CUP boundary as part of this permit request to 
remove land within the coastal zone.  The easterly portion of these parcels are located 
within the coastal zone. The Applicant is proposing to modify the CUP boundary to 
remove land within the coastal zone. Fencing would be installed along the modified 
western CUP boundary to confine all compost operations to the non-coastal areas of the 
site. 
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The project site is approximately 1,500 feet from the dunes located along Ormond Beach. 
The proposed project would not impede sand transport and does not involve the 
construction of a shoreline protective structure. Therefore, the proposed project would not 
result in a project-specific impact, or result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to 
a significant cumulative impact, to coastal beaches or sand dunes 
 
9c. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals and 

Policies (adopted September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 9 of the Ventura 
County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Conservation and Open Space 
Element, Section 6.2 Coastal Resources). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant Impacts on coastal beaches and sand dunes have been identified, 
therefore no mitigation measures are necessary. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

X    

 

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

X    

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

X    X    

 
HAZARDS: 
 
10. Fault Rupture Impact Discussion: 
 
The California Supreme Court in a December 2015 opinion (California Building Industry 
Association v. Bay Area Air Quality Management District) confirmed that CEQA is 
concerned with the impacts of a project on the environment, not the effects the existing 
environment may have on a project. Therefore, a CEQA analysis focuses on the potential 
for the proposed project to exacerbate risk related to fault rupture hazards. Any discussion 
of potential impacts of seismic and geologic hazards on the proposed project is provided 
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for informational purposes only and is neither required by CEQA nor subject to its 
requirements.  
 
10a and b. There are no known active or potentially active faults extending through the 
project site based on State of California Earthquake Fault Zones in accordance with the 
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act, and Ventura County General Plan Hazards 
Protection Map – Figure 7-1. Furthermore, no habitable structures are proposed within 
50 feet of a mapped trace of an active fault. In addition, the project would not exacerbate 
risk of fault rupture occurring at the project site. Hazards from fault rupture are site-specific 
in nature and therefore inherently non-cumulative. Therefore, there would be no impact 
related to potential fault rupture hazards, either at the project level or cumulatively. 
 
10c. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals and 
Policies (adopted September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 10 of the 
Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Hazards and Safety 
Element, Section 7.4 Geologic and Seismic Hazards). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
Therefore, project-specific impacts would be less than significant and would not result in a 
cumulatively considerable impact with regard to risk of exposure to fault rupture within an 
Alquist-Priolo Fault Zone and/or Fault Hazard Area. Residual impacts would be less than 
significant. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

11. Ground Shaking Hazard (PWA) 

Will the proposed project:  

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

 X   X    

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

 X   X    

 
11. Ground Shaking Hazard Impact Discussion: 
 
As discussed previously, CEQA is concerned with the impacts of a project on the 
environment, not the effects the existing environment may have on a project. Therefore, 
a CEQA analysis focuses on the potential for the proposed project to exacerbate risk 
related to ground shaking hazards. Any discussion of potential impacts of seismic and 
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geologic hazards on the proposed project is provided for informational purposes only and 
is neither required by CEQA nor subject to its requirements. 
 
Impact Discussion: 
 
11a. The property would be subject to moderate to strong ground shaking from seismic 

events on local and regional fault systems. The geotechnical report prepared for the 
proposed project by RJR Engineering Group, dated December 12, 2012 (Attachment 15), 
indicates that for a 50 year time period, a 10 percent probability is present for ground 
shaking to exceed an acceleration of 0.59 g. However, the proposed project would not 
exacerbate the risk of ground shaking occurring. The County of Ventura Building Code 

adopted from the California Building Code, dated 2019, Chapter 16, Section 1613 

requires that structures subject to this Code be designed to withstand this level of ground 
shaking. However, the project does not include construction of any buildings or structures 
that would require compliance with the building code. Project access roads and other 
improvements would be constructed to County design standards. Compliance with 
County design standards would reduce the effects of ground shaking to less-than-
significant.  
 

Hazards from ground shaking affect each project individually; and no cumulative ground 
shaking hazard would occur as a result of other approved, proposed, or probable projects 
in combination with the proposed project. 
 

11b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals and 

Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced the polices for Item 11 of the 
Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Hazards and Safety 
Element, Section 7.4 Geologic and Seismic Hazards). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
Therefore, project-specific impacts would be less than significant (i.e. the project does not 
exacerbate existing overall ground shaking hazards) and would not result in a 
cumulatively considerable impact with regard to ground shaking hazards. Residual 
impacts would be less than significant. 
 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

12. Liquefaction Hazards (PWA) 

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 

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

 X    

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

 X   X    

 

12. Liquefaction Hazards Impact Discussion: 
 
As discussed previously, CEQA is concerned with the impacts of a project on the 
environment, not the effects the existing environment may have on a project. Therefore, 
a CEQA analysis focuses on the potential for the proposed project to exacerbate risk 
related to liquefaction. 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. 
 
12a. The site is located within a potential liquefaction zone based on the County 
liquefaction map (Figure 11-2 of the Ventura County 2040 General Plan Update 
Background Report). A site-specific geotechnical study was conducted by RJR 
Engineering Group, dated December 12, 2012 (Attachment 15). The report indicates for 
peak ground accelerations, the amount of potential liquefaction settlement would be on 
the order of four to five inches. Project access roads and improvements (installation of 
soil cement, stormwater berm, parking area) would be constructed to County design 
standards. Compliance with County design standards would reduce the effects of 
liquefaction to less-than-significant. Compliance with County design standards would 
reduce the hazard resulting from liquefaction to less than significant.  
 

Hazards from liquefaction affect each project individually; and no cumulative liquefaction 
hazard would occur as a result of other approved, proposed, or probable projects in 
combination with the proposed project. 
 
12b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals and 

Policies (adopted September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 12 of the 
Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Hazards and Safety 
Element, Section 7.4 Geologic and Seismic Hazards). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
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Therefore, project-specific impacts would be less than significant (i.e. the project does not 
exacerbate existing overall liquefaction hazards) and would not result in a cumulatively 
considerable impact with regard to liquefaction hazards. Residual impacts would be less 
than significant. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M 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 
such as a lake or reservoir? 

X     

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

X     

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

X    X    

 
13. Seiche and Tsunami Hazards Impact Discussion: 
 
As discussed previously, CEQA is concerned with the impacts of a project on the 
environment, not the effects the existing environment may have on a project. Therefore, 
a CEQA analysis focuses on the potential for the proposed project to exacerbate risk of 
inundation from seiche and tsunami. Any discussion of potential impacts of seismic and 
geologic hazards on the proposed project is provided for informational purposes only and 
is neither required by CEQA nor subject to its requirements.  
 

13a. The project site is not located adjacent to a closed or restricted body of water based 
on aerial imagery review (google aerial imagery dated 2021, aerial imagery is under the 

copyrights of TerraMetrics) and is not subject to inundation from seiche. In addition, the 
project would not exacerbate risk of inundation from seiche. 
 

13b. The project is not mapped within a tsunami inundation zone or evacuation area 
based on the County tsunami map (Figure 11-9 of the Ventura County 2040 General Plan 
Update Background Report) and the California Department of Conservation California 
Tsunami Maps and Data. Therefore, the proposed project would not be subject to 
inundation from tsunami. In addition, the project would not exacerbate risk of inundation 
from tsunami. 
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Hazards from seiche and tsunami affect each project individually; and no cumulative 
seiche and tsunami hazard would occur as a result of other approved, proposed, or 
probable projects in combination with the proposed project. 
 
13c. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals and 

Policies (adopted September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 13 of the 
Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Hazards and Safety 
Element, Section 7.2 Flood Hazards). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
Therefore, project-specific impacts would be less than significant (i.e. the project does not 
exacerbate existing Seiche and Tsunami hazards) and would not result in a cumulatively 
considerable impact with regard to Seiche and Tsunami hazards. Residual impacts would 
be less than significant. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

X     

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

X    X    

 
14. Landslide/Mudflow Hazard Impact Discussion: 
 
As discussed previously, CEQA is concerned with the impacts of a project on the 
environment, not the effects the existing environment may have on a project. Therefore, 
a CEQA analysis focuses on the potential for the proposed project to exacerbate risk of 
landslide/mudflow. 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. 
 
14a. The project site is not located in a mapped landslide, located within a hillside, and is 
not located in a potential seismically induced landslide zone (Figure 11-3 of the Ventura 
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County 2040 General Plan Update Background Report), and the proposed project is 
therefore not expected to result in impacts related to landslide/mudflow hazards.  
 
Landslide/mudslide hazards affect each project individually; and no cumulative 
landslide/mudslide hazard would occur as a result of other approved, proposed, or 
probable projects in combination with the proposed project. 
 
14b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals and 

Policies (adopted September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 14 of the 
Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Hazards and Safety 
Element Section 7.4 Geologic and Seismic Hazards). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
Therefore, project-specific impacts would be less than significant (i.e. the project does not 
exacerbate existing overall landslide or mudflow hazards) and would not result in a 
cumulatively considerable impact with regard to landslide or mudflow hazards. Residual 
impacts would be less than significant. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

 X    

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

 X   X    

 
15. Expansive Soils Hazards Impact Discussion: 
 
As discussed previously, CEQA is concerned with the impacts of a project on the 
environment, not the effects the existing environment may have on a project. Therefore, 
a CEQA analysis focuses on the potential for the proposed project to exacerbate risk of 
soil expansion. Any discussion of potential impacts of seismic and geologic hazards on 
the proposed project is provided for informational purposes only and is neither required 
by CEQA nor subject to its requirements.  
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15a. The geotechnical report prepared for the proposed project by RJR Engineering 
Group, dated December 12, 2012 (Attachment 15), indicates an expansion index for the 
near surface soils are medium. Project access roads and other improvements (soil 
cement, stormwater control improvements, and parking area) would be constructed to 
County design standards and would take into consideration the expansion potential of on-
site soils. Based on the expansion index of the on-site soils, the hazard associated with 
adverse effects of expansive soils would be less-than-significant.  
 
Hazards from expansive soils affect each project individually; and no cumulative 
expansive soils hazard would occur as a result of other approved, proposed, or probable 
projects in combination with the proposed project. 
 

15b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals and 

Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced the polices for Item 15 of the 
Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Hazards and Safety 
Element, Section 7.4 Geologic and Seismic Hazards).  
 

Mitigation/Residual Impact(s)  
 

Therefore, project-specific impacts would be less than significant (i.e. the project does not 
exacerbate existing overall subsidence hazards) and would not result in a cumulatively 
considerable impact with regard to subsidence hazards. Residual impacts would be less 
than significant. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M 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 
because it is located within a subsidence 
hazard zone? 

 X    

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

 X   X    

 
16. Subsidence Hazard Impact Discussion: 
 
As discussed previously, CEQA is concerned with the impacts of a project on the 
environment, not the effects the existing environment may have on a project. Therefore, 
a CEQA analysis focuses on the potential for the proposed project to exacerbate risk of 
inundation related to subsidence. Any discussion of potential impacts of seismic and 
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geologic hazards on the proposed project is provided for informational purposes only and 
is neither required by CEQA nor subject to its requirements. 
 
16a. The project site is located within a probable subsidence hazard zone as delineated 
on the County and USGS subsidence maps (Ventura County, 2021a). Project access 
road and other improvements (Soil cement composting pads, stormwater management 
improvements, and expanded parking area) would be constructed to County design 
standards which would take into consideration the subsidence potential on the project 
site. Therefore, impacts related to subsidence hazard would be less than significant. 
 
Hazards from subsidence affect each project individually; and no cumulative subsidence 
hazard would occur as a result of other approved, proposed, or probable projects in 
combination with the proposed project. 
 
16b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals and 

Policies (adopted September 15, 2020) that replaced the polices for Item 16 of the 
Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Hazards and Safety 
Element, Section 7.4 Geologic and Seismic Hazards). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
Therefore, project-specific impacts would be less than significant (i.e. the project does not 
exacerbate existing overall subsidence hazards) and would not result in a cumulatively 
considerable impact with regard to subsidence hazards. Residual impacts would be less 
than significant. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

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

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

• 2007 Ventura County Building Code 
Ordinance No.4369 

• Ventura County Land Development 
Manual 

• Ventura County Subdivision Ordinance 

• Ventura County Coastal Zoning 
Ordinance 

• Ventura County Non-Coastal Zoning 
Ordinance 

• Ventura County Standard Land 
Development Specifications 

• Ventura County Road Standards 

• Ventura County Watershed Protection 
District Hydrology Manual 

• County of Ventura Stormwater Quality 
Ordinance, Ordinance No. 4142 

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

• Ventura County Municipal Storm Water 
NPDES Permit 

• State General Construction Permit 

• State General Industrial Permit 

• National Pollutant Discharge Elimination 
System (NPDES)? 

X    X    

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

X    X    

 
17. Hydraulic Hazards 
 
A. Non-FEMA Hazards Impact Discussion: 
 
17A-1. As shown on the Site Plans (Attachment 4), the proposed project would result in 

the installation of 0.24 acres of impervious area associated with the fire access road and 
the soil treatment area for active composting within the proposed compost expansion 
area. The runoff would be directed to an onsite retention basin that would be designed to 
retain the increase in flow that would result from this new impervious area. Additionally, 
the proposed berm and elevated fire access road would further contain runoff onsite. 
Because runoff would not be discharged off-site, the proposed project would not result in 
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project-related impacts related to non-FEMA flooding or contribute to cumulative impacts 
related to flooding. 
 
17A-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 17A of the 
Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Hazards and Safety 
Element, Section 7.2 Flood Hazards. 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant Impacts on non-FEMA hydraulic hazards have been identified, therefore 
no mitigation measures are necessary 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

17b. Hydraulic Hazards – FEMA (WPD) 

Will the proposed project:  

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

X        

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

X        

3)  Be located, in part or in whole, within the 
boundaries of a Special Flood Hazard Area 
(1% annual chance floodplain:  100-year), 
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 
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines? 

        

 
B. FEMA Hazards Impact Discussion: 
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17B-1 through 17B-4. The project site is located within Special Flood Hazard Zone AE 
according to the current Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood 
Insurance Rate Maps (FIRM) (Panels 06111C0918F 06111C0919F dated January 29, 
2021). Zone AE represent areas with a 1 percent annual chance of flooding (i.e., 100-
year floodplain) with base flood elevations determined. According to the FEMA FIRM the 
elevation of the floodplain is 8 feet above mean sea level. Based on topographic mapping 
conducted in 2015, the Agromin facility entrance elevation is 7.7 feet above mean sea 
level. Therefore, flood waters could flow into the facility from surrounding land uses during 
a 100-year storm event. Based on the difference in elevation, the depth of floodwater on 
the project site would be minimal (approximately 0.3 feet) should floodwaters reach the 
site. However, an earthen berm, approximately 16 feet high and 15 feet wide, is located 
along the CUP southern boundary and physically separates development from Oxnard 
Drainage Canal #3 located south of the project site. Proposed improvements include 
elevating the proposed fire access road, constructing a berm along the western CUP 
boundary that would also extend to the northwest part of the project site to further 
separate the site from the surrounding area, and construction of an onsite retention basin. 
Additionally, the project does not include any structures that would redirect flood flows or 
increase flood elevations on the project site. The Applicant has committed to using 
sandbags to elevate the project site entrance above +8 feet mean sea level, should it be 
needed to prevent run-on of floodwater into the facility. The project would be in 
compliance with all applicable FEMA and County floodplain management standards. 
Therefore, the proposed project would result in less-than-significant project related 
impacts related to flooding and would not result in a cumulatively considerable 
contribution to a significant cumulative impact related to flooding.  
 
17B-4.  According to the FEMA FIRM, the project site is not located within a regulatory 
floodway. Therefore, no impacts related to regulatory floodways would occur. 
 
17B-5. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replace the policies for Item 17B of 
the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Hazards and Safety 
Element, Section 7.2 Flood Hazards). 
 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts from FEMA hydraulic hazards have been identified, therefore no 

mitigation measures are necessary.  
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

18. Fire Hazards (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 N LS PS-M PS 

a) Be located within High Fire Hazard 
Areas/Fire Hazard Severity Zones or 
Hazardous Watershed Fire Areas? 

X    X    

b) Be consistent with the applicable General 
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 18 of the 
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines? 

X    X    

 

18. Fire Hazards Impact Discussion: 
 
18a. The project site is not located within a high fire hazard area (Figure 11-11 of the 
Ventura County 2040 General Plan Update Background Report). Therefore, the proposed 
project would not have a project-specific impact and would not result in a cumulatively 
considerable contribution to a significant impact, with regard to fire hazards. 
 
18b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals and 

Policies (adopted September 15, 2020) that replace the policies for Item 18 of the Ventura 
County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Hazards and Safety Element, 
Section 7.1 Wildfire Hazards). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts from fire hazards have been identified, therefore no mitigation 
measures are necessary. 
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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 

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)? 

X    X    

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

X    X    

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

X    X    

 

19. Aviation Hazards Impact Discussion: 
 
19a. The project site is located within the sphere of influence of the NBVC Airport. As 

stated in the NBVC letter, dated May 31, 2016 (Attachment 13), the project site is located 
within NBVC’s Military Influence Area, which is a geographic delineation of the areas 
potentially impacted by NBVC’s operations. The project site is also within the NBVC’s 60-
decibel isoline. The project does not include construction of tall structures or buildings or 
reflective surfaces that would pose a hazard to aircraft. A +30-foot high mesh screen 
would be installed along the eastern boundary of the facility; however, due to the height 
and composition of the screen it would not pose a safety hazard to aviation. The 
September 2015 NBVC Joint Land Use Study (JLUS) recommends that land uses within 
a five-mile radius from the runway centerline be subject to additional regulations to 
prevent attractants of birds and wildlife that could increase risks to flight safety. The 
Agromin facility is located 8,500 feet from the NBVC Point Mugu runway and within the 
area subject to the NBVC Point Mugu Bird and Wildlife Aircraft Strike Hazards (BASH) 
Subzone. The NBVC Natural Resources Program indicates that gulls and corvids, birds 
most likely attracted to the Agromin composting facility, have not been found to be a 
significant contributor to BASH incidents at NBVC to date. Additionally, food material is 
the primary attractant to gulls and ravens and is no longer processed at the facility. The 
CUP would allow for the continued composting of green material. Processing of food 
waste would not occur on the project site and the project would not have the potential to 
attract avian scavengers such as gulls and ravens. It should be noted that on April 29, 
2019 food material handling at the site was ceased.  Therefore, the proposed project 
would have no project-specific impacts on aviation hazards, and the proposed project 
would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to significant aviation hazards.  
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19b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals and 

Policies (adopted September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 19 of the 
Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Hazards and Safety 
Element, Section, 7.8 Military Compatibility). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts on aviation hazards have been identified, therefore no mitigation 
measures are necessary. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

 X    X   

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

 X    X   

 
20. Hazardous Materials/Waste 
 
A. Hazardous Materials Impact Discussion: 
 
20a-1. The proposed project includes the continued use and storage of hazardous 

materials typically associated with equipment maintenance and composting activities. 
The existing business maintains an active permit to operate (permit number FA0006733) 
issued by the Ventura County Environmental Health Division (EHD)/Certified Unified 

Program Agency (CUPA). A Hazardous Materials Business Plan (HMBP) for the 

reportable materials was electronically submitted to the California Environmental 
Reporting System (CERS) and approved on January 27 2023 (CERS ID 10335433). 
Improper storage, handling, and disposal of potentially hazardous materials may result in 
the creation of adverse impacts on the environment. Compliance with applicable state 

and local regulations would reduce potential project specific impacts to less-than-
significant levels, and the proposed project would not result in a cumulatively considerable 

contribution to a significant cumulative impact regarding the use of hazardous materials.  
 

20a-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 20A of 
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the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment (refer to Hazards and Safety Element, 
Section 7.5 Hazardous Materials). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts from hazardous materials/waste (EHD/Fire) have been identified, 
therefore no mitigation measures are necessary. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M 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 
the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines? 

 X    X   

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

 X    X   

 
B. Hazardous Waste Impact Discussion: 
 
20b-1. The proposed project would generate hazardous waste typically associated with 

equipment maintenance. Improper storage, handling, and disposal of these wastes could 
result in the creation of adverse impacts on the environment. All project components and 
structures are  designed in conformance with compliance with California Code of 
Regulations (CCR), Title 22, Division 4.5.; California Health and Safety Code, Division 
20, Chapter 6.5.; and Ventura County Ordinance Code, Division 4, Chapter 5 (Hazardous 
Substances), Article 1, (Certified Unified Program Agency). Based on the above 
discussion, project-specific impacts resulting from the use or disposal of hazardous 
materials or hazardous waste would be less than significant with the inclusion of the 
conformance requirements discussed above, and the proposed project would not result 
in a cumulatively considerable impact.  
 
20b-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 20B of 
the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Hazards and Safety 
Element, Section 7.5 Hazardous Materials). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts from hazardous materials/waste (EHD) have been identified, 
therefore no mitigation measures are necessary. 
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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 

21. Noise and Vibration 

Will the proposed project:  

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

 X    X   

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

 X    X   

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)? 

 X    X   

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

 X    X   

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]? 

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

 X    X   

 
21. Noise and Vibration Impact Discussion: 
 
21a. The proposed project site is located south of Hueneme Road and west of Arnold 

Road.  The project site is located within the CNEL 60dB(A) noise contour as mapped in 
the noise contour map for the NBVC Point Mugu (Figure 11-17 of the Ventura County 
2040 General Plan Update Background Report). The project site is surrounded by 
agriculture on the west, north, and east and Ormond Beach wetland-dune complex to the 
south. The nearest set of railroad tracks are located approximately 1.75 miles northwest 
of the project site. The nearest noise sensitive receptors consist of a residence that is 
located approximately one-mile north of the project site and Tierra Vista Elementary 
school located approximately 1.9 miles north of the project site. In addition, residential 
areas in the City of Oxnard are located as close as 1.8 miles to the northwest and 1.9 
miles to the north of the Agromin Facility.  
 

To determine whether a project would result in a significant noise impact, the Ventura 
County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines set forth standards to determine whether the 
proposed use is a “Noise Sensitive Use” or a “Noise Generator.” Noise sensitive uses are 
dwellings, schools, hospitals, nursing homes, churches, and libraries. The proposed 
project does not involve construction or use of a dwelling, school, hospital, nursing home, 
church, or library. Noise generating uses include highways, truck routes, heavy industrial 
activities, and other relatively continuous noise sources. The proposed project would 
involve a noise generating use located on Tax Assessor’s Parcels 231-0-080-085, 231-
040-315 and 231-0-080-070, due to mobile and stationary equipment onsite.  
 
Existing operational noise is generated by the following equipment:  
 

Fixed Equipment:  
 

• Ingersoll Rand Air Compressor: This is an electric powered air compressor.  
• Hamer FFS Bagging System: This is an electric powered bagging system 

consisting of a feed hopper and conveyor system located outside of the packaging 

building and a bagging line located inside the building. The conveyor feeds the 

bagging line through an access chute in the roof of the packaging building.  
• ECS Compost System: This is the electric powered blower system utilized in the 

CASP operation.  
 

Portable Diesel Powered Equipment:  
 

• MORBARK 6600 Grinder 650 horsepower (HP)  

• WILDCAT COUGAR Screen 140 HP  

• CEC Screen 94 HP  

• POWERSCREEN 3300 Screen 174 HP 
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On Road Trucks Operating On the Project Site:  
 

• International Water Truck Navistar Dump Truck Off-Road Equipment:  

• CATERPILLAR Excavators 54 HP 

• CATERPILLAR Rubber Tired Loader 183 HP  

• CATERPILLAR Rubber Tired Loader 207 HP  

• CATERPILLAR Rubber Tired Loader 183 HP  
 

21a. through 21e. Noise level (or volume) is generally measured in decibels (dB) using 

the A-weighted sound pressure level (dBA). The A-weighting scale is an adjustment to 

the actual sound power levels to be consistent with that of human hearing response, 
which is most sensitive to frequencies around 4,000 Hertz (about the highest note on a 

piano) and less sensitive to low frequencies (below 100 Hertz). In addition to the actual 
instantaneous measurement of sound levels, the duration of sound is important since 

sounds that occur over a long period of time are more likely to be an annoyance or cause 
direct physical damage or environmental stress. One of the most frequently used noise 
metrics that considers both duration and sound power level is the equivalent noise level 
(Leq). The Leq is defined as the single steady A-weighted level that is equivalent to the 
same amount of energy as that contained in the actual fluctuating levels over a period of 
time. Typically, Leq is summed over a one-hour period. The actual time period in which 
noise occurs is also important since noise that occurs at night tends to be more disturbing 

than that which occurs during the daytime. The Day-Night average level (LDN) recognizes 
this characteristic by weighting the hourly Leqs over a 24-hour period. The weighting 
involves the addition of 10 dBA to actual nighttime (10 PM to 7 AM) noise levels, 
accounting for the greater amount of disturbance associated with noise during that time 
period. The Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) is also commonly used to specify 
noise standards. The CNEL is identical to the LDN except that it also adds 5 dB to sound 
levels occurring from 7 p.m. to 10 pm. The two measures of noise exposure, LDN and 
CNEL, are basically equivalent; there is generally less than 1 dBA difference between 
their values. Noise-sensitive locations include areas where an excessive amount of noise 
would interfere with normal operations or activities and where a high degree of noise 
control may be necessary. Examples include schools, hospitals, and residential areas.  
 

The County of Ventura General Plan limits the amount of noise generated by uses during 
normal operation that may affect sensitive receptors in the surrounding areas. Policy 
HAZ-9.2 of the Hazard and Safety Element of the General Plan states: 
 
New noise generators, proposed to be located near any noise sensitive use, shall 
incorporate noise control measures so that ongoing outdoor noise levels received by the 
noise sensitive receptor, measured at the exterior wall of the building, does not exceed 
any of the following standards:  
 

• Leq1H of 55dB(A) or ambient noise level plus 3dB(A), whichever is greater, during 
any hour from 6:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m.  

• Leq1H of 50dB(A) or ambient noise level plus 3dB(A), whichever is greater, during 
any hour from 7:00 p.m. to 10:00 p.m.  
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• Leq1H of 45dB(A) or ambient noise level plus 3dB(A), whichever is greater, during 
any hour from 10:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m.  
 

Construction-generated noise must comply with the County’s Construction Noise 

Threshold Criteria and Control Plan (adopted November 2005, amended July 2010). This 
document sets forth regulations on when construction activities can occur and how 
construction noise should be monitored. During daytime hours, construction work is 
required to comply with the County of Ventura’s construction noise thresholds. Normally, 
no evening or nighttime construction activity is permitted in areas having noise-sensitive 
receptors. However, in the event such activity is deemed necessary and is permitted, 
reduced noise threshold criteria are provided for construction that must occur during 
evening and/or nighttime hours. Emergency construction work is exempt from these 
construction noise thresholds.  
 

Construction Noise  

 

As shown in Table 1, noise levels associated with heavy equipment typically range from 

about 76 to 101 dBA at 50 feet from the source (Federal Transit Administration, 2018). 
The grading and excavation phase of project construction tends to create the highest 
noise levels because of the operation of heavy equipment. Continuous operation of this 

equipment during a nine-hour workday could cause noise levels on the project site and 
at adjacent receptor locations that would be above ambient levels and could exceed 
applicable noise standards. As shown in Table 1, noise levels during construction of the 
project could reach approximately 76-89 dBA at a distance of 50 feet from onsite 
construction equipment (project construction would not include the use of pile drivers). 
 

Table 1 
Typical Noise Levels at Construction Sites 

Equipment Onsite Average Noise Level at 50 Feet  

Pile Driver 101 dBA 

Air Compressor 81 dBA 

Concrete Mixer 85 dBA 

Saw 76 dBA 

Scraper 89 dBA 
Source: Federal Transit Administration, 2018. 

 
 
Construction activities would be performed in compliance with the County’s Construction 

Noise Threshold Criteria and Control Plan (November, 2005). This document sets forth 

regulations on when construction activities can occur and how construction noise should 

be monitored. During daytime hours, construction work is required to comply with the 

County of Ventura construction noise threshold. Because construction would be 

temporary and would be required to comply with the County’s Construction Noise Control 
Plan, construction of the project would not result in adverse effects to adjacent land uses. 
Furthermore, as stated above, the project site is located approximately one mile south of 
the nearest noise sensitive receptor, which is a residential dwelling. Construction noise 
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generally attenuates by about 6 dB per doubling of distance. Based on the information 
shown in Table 1, the maximum noise level at the project site could reach up to 89 dBA 
during construction activities and the maximum noise level at the nearest residential 
dwelling is estimated to reach approximately 47 dBA during construction. However, 
residential uses are not considered noise sensitive during the daytime, which is when 
construction activities would occur. Therefore, Tierra Vista Elementary School is 
considered the nearest sensitive receptor. According to the December 2018 Recirculated 
Draft Environmental Impact Report, noise levels at Tierra Vista Elementary school would 
not exceed 35 dBA, which is less than the background noise associated with roadway 
traffic, aircraft, and agricultural equipment. Temporary construction noise levels would be 
below the County standards for noise generation on adjacent properties.  
 

Operational Noise  

 

The primary sources of operational noise from the proposed project would be the mobile 
equipment, trommels, grinders, and screens. The proposed project would expand the 
composting area on the project site but would not introduce new noise sources or require 
the operation of new mechanical or other noise generating equipment. The equipment 
that is already used on the site would be utilized to move necessary materials to the 
expansion area. Operational noise associated with the proposed project would be similar 
to existing operational noise already occurring on the project site.  
 

Vibration  

 

Vibration is sound radiated through the ground. The rumbling sound caused by the 

vibration of room surfaces is called groundborne noise. The ground motion caused by 

vibration is measured as particle velocity in inches per second and, in the U.S., is 

referenced as vibration decibels (VdB). Construction activities that would occur at the 
project site may generate low levels of groundborne vibration. Table 2 identifies various 
vibration velocity levels for the types of construction equipment that would operate at the 
project site during construction. 
 

Table 2 
Vibration Source Levels for Construction Equipment 

Equipment Approximate Vdb 

25 Feet 50 Feet 60 Feet 75 Feet 100 Feet 

Large Bulldozer 87 81 79 77 75 

Loaded Trucks 86 80 78 76 74 

Jackhammer 79 73 71 69 67 

Small Bulldozer 58 52 50 48 46 
Source: Federal Transit Administration 2019 

 
 
Based on the information presented in Table 2, vibration levels during temporary 

construction activities would be less than 75 VdB at the closest residence, which is 

approximately one mile from the project site. This would not exceed the ground borne 

velocity threshold level of 78 vibration decibels (VdB) established by the Transit Noise 
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and Vibration Impact Assessment for residential uses during daytime hours (Hanson, et. 
al., May 2006). Operation of the proposed project would not increase vibration levels 

compared to existing conditions. Therefore, the proposed project would have a less-than-
significant project-specific impact for noise and vibration impacts on nearby sensitive uses 
and would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative 
impact related to noise and vibration impacts on nearby sensitive uses.  
 

21f. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals and 

Policies (adopted September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 21 of the 
Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Hazards and Safety 
Element, Section 7.9 Noise. 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts from noise and vibration caused by the project have been 
identified, therefore no mitigation measures are necessary. 
 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M 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 
Network? 

X    X    

b) Be consistent with the applicable General 
Plan Goals and Policies for Item 22 of the 
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines? 

X    X    

 
22. Daytime Glare Impact Discussion: 
 
22a. The project would not introduce any new structures, new facilities, or reflective 
surfaces that would be a source of glare. Existing operations would shift to different 
locations on the project site as detailed on the site plans (Attachment 4) but would 
continue to be mostly hidden from view along Arnold Road by the vegetation bordering 
the site. Additionally, the proposed project would not require nighttime operations that 
would require new lighting on the site other than what is already in place for site security. 
Therefore, the proposed project would not have a project-specific impact and would not 
result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant impact, with regard to 
glare.  
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22b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals and 

Policies (adopted September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 22 of the 
Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Land Use and Community 
Character Element, Section 2.2 Land Use Designations and Standards. 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant Impacts on daytime glare have been identified, therefore no mitigation 
measures are necessary. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

23. Public Health (EHD) 

Will the proposed project:  

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

  X    X  

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

 X    X   

 
23. Public Health Impact Discussion: 
 
23a. The proposed project may have public health impacts related to hazardous materials 
and wastes. The proposed project may also have public health impacts related to 
breeding and/or harborage of vectors of disease, such as flies, mosquitoes, and rodents. 
A Vector Control Plan (May 2020; Attachment 9) would be implemented to address and 
eliminate potential public health impacts related to vectors. Compliance with applicable 
state regulations enforced by the EHD will ensure that the proposed project would have 
a less-than-significant project-specific impact and would not result in a cumulatively 
considerable contribution to significant cumulative impacts, regarding public health. 
Storm water collected in the proposed retention basins (and stored in the storm water 
tanks, if needed) would include leachate from green material compost windrows. Storm 
water may contain pathogens, and improper application of this storm water may result in 
elevated pathogen levels in finished compost. Sale and distribution of such compost may 
increase human disease transmission, and is considered a significant impact.  However, 
impacts can be reduce to a less than significant level with the implementation of 
operational restriction on the use of leachate under mitigation measure PH MM-1 
Stormwater Application Restrictions.   
 

23b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals and 

Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced policies for Item 23 of the 
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Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Hazards and Safety 
Element, Section 7.5 Hazardous Materials). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
Storm Water Application Restrictions (PH MM-1) 
Purpose:  The purpose of this condition of approval is to ensure the implementation of 
Mitigation Measure PH MM-1 of the Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Project. In 
order to minimize impacts related to the application of storm water from the proposed 
retention basins and storm water tanks to compost windrows that may produce excessive 
pathogens, and potentially increase human disease transmission. 
 
Requirement:  With the implementation of Mitigation Measure PH MM-1, impacts will be 
reduced to a less than significant level. 
 
The following restrictions are provided to minimize the potential for pathogens in storm 
water to contaminate finished compost. 
 

• Storm water shall only be applied to active compost windrows, defined as organic 
materials in the process of being actively decomposed and generating 
temperatures of at least 122 oF (see Title 14 CCR Section 17852). 

• Compost windrows shall be managed to maintain 131 oF for a minimum of 15 days 
following application of storm water or green material used to absorb storm water 
(see Vector Control Plan) to comply with the pathogen reduction requirements of 
Title 14, Section 17868.3 of the California Code of Regulations. 

• Excess storm water not used at the Agromin Facility shall be disposed of as 
wastewater at a facility permitted to accept storm water, and not discharged to any 
storm drains or waterbodies. 

 
Documentation: The Permittee shall prepare an amendment to the Containment Area 
for Compost Processing Operations Plan, Agromin Oxnard Processing Facility (Sespe 
Consulting, Inc., 2016) incorporating the requirements of Mitigation Measure PH MM-1 
for review and approval.  
 
Timing:  Prior to the issuance of a Zoning Clearance for construction, Permittee shall 
submit the revised Containment Area for Compost Processing Operations Plan, Agromin 
Oxnard Processing Facility to the Ventura County Planning Division for review and 
approval. 
 
Monitoring and Reporting:  The Permittee shall implement the Storm Water Application 
Restriction Plan to the satisfaction of the Planning Director, the Ventura County 
Environmental Health Division and the Ventura County Public Works Agency for term of 
the Conditional Use Permit.  The Planning Division will maintain copies of all 
documentation and reporting related to the implementation of the Storm Water Application 
Restriction requirement. The Planning Division, the Ventura County Environmental Health 
Division and the Ventura County Public Works Agency have the authority to inspect the 
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site to confirm the Storm Water Application Restriction has been implemented consistent 
with the requirements of § 8114-3 of the Ventura County Non-Coastal Zoning 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

24. Greenhouse Gases (VCAPCD) 

Will the proposed project:  

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

 X    X   

 
24. Greenhouse Gases 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 impact area 
of project greenhouse gas emissions. The County has, however, routinely applied a 
10,000 metric tons carbon dioxide equivalent per year (MT CO2e/year) threshold of 
significance to industrial projects, in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 
15064.4(a)(2). VCAPCD has concurred with the County’s approach.  
 
Generally, the composting operations carried out at the project site under both existing 
conditions and the proposed project would result in a net greenhouse gas emissions 
benefit because compostable material that would otherwise be disposed of at landfills 
would instead be diverted to the project site for composting. Diverting organic waste 
material prevents methane (CH4, a potent GHG) emissions from being generated in 
landfills. Composting one ton of yard trimmings can prevent the production of 0.2 MT 
CO2e (County of Ventura, 2021b).  
 
Furthermore, the amount of greenhouse gases anticipated from the proposed project 
would be a small fraction of the levels being considered by the Ventura County Air 
Pollution Control District for greenhouse gas significance thresholds and far below those 
adopted to date by any air district in the state. Therefore, the proposed project would have 
a less-than-significant project-specific impact and would not result in a cumulatively 
considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact, related to greenhouse gas 
emissions. 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts from greenhouse gas emissions have been identified, therefore no 
mitigation measures are necessary. 
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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 

25. Community Character (Plng.) 

Will the proposed project:  

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

 X    X   

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

 X    X   

 
LAND USE: 
 
25. Community Character Impact Discussion: 
 
25a. The area surrounding the project site consists primarily of lands in agricultural 
production and, to a lesser degree, very low density, rural residential development. Land 
uses west, north, and east, of the project site consist of farmland. Land uses south of the 
project site consist of open space, coastal dunes, and the Pacific Ocean. The NBVC Point 
Mugu is located southeast of the project site. Arnold Road is located east of the project 
site. The Ormond Beach Generating Station is located further west of the project site. The 
project site itself is developed with a composting facility, which utilizes structures that were 
built to accommodate the former Del Norte mushroom facility, prior to the establishment 
of the composting operation on the site. The project includes construction of a fire access 
road, berm, compost expansion area, fire hydrants, water pipeline, parking spaces, 
retention basin, and mesh screen. 
 

Significant impacts on community character would not occur for the following reasons:  
 

1) The site is currently developed with a composting and soil amendment facility. The 
project would expand the composting facility but would not introduce new uses to 
the site and would therefore not change the character of the project site. 

2) The proposed project would not result in new development that could result in the 
displacement of existing agricultural development that primarily defines the 
character of the community in which the project site is located.  

3) The off-site access roads currently exist and would not be expanded or cause the 
displacement of agricultural development.  
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The Applicant proposes that post-closure be implemented in compliance with 14 CCR 
§17870 that includes measures to remove residues from structures and remove compost 
materials and equipment related to the operations on or before December 31, 2030. 
Existing buildings would remain under ownership by the underlying property owner.  
 
For these reasons, the project-specific community character impact would be less-than 
significant, and the proposed project would not result in a cumulatively considerable 
contribution to a significant impact to community character.  
 

25b. The proposed project has been evaluated for consistency with the following goals 
and policies in the Land Use and Community Character Element of the Ventura County 
General Plan Policies:  
 

LU-11.1.  The County shall encourage mixed-use, commercial, and industrial 
development be located within cities, existing unincorporated urban 
centers, or designated Existing Communities where necessary public 
facilities and services can be provided to serve such development. 

 
LU-11.3. The County shall require new commercial and industrial developments to 

be designed to be generally compact, grouped and consolidated into 
functional units providing for sufficient off-street parking and loading 
facilities, maximize pedestrian and vehicle safety, reduce vehicle miles 
traveled (VMT), encourage electric vehicle charging, and minimize the land 
use conflicts and traffic congestion. The County shall require that 
commercial and industrial discretionary development is designed to provide 
adequate buffering (e.g., walls, landscaping, setbacks) and operational 
conditions (e.g., hours of operation, and scheduling of deliveries) to 
minimize adverse impacts (e.g., noise, glare, and odors) on adjoining and 
adjacent residential areas. 

 

The Agromin composting facility at the project site is located on land zoned Agricultural 
Exclusive (AE). The purpose of the Agricultural Exclusive (AE) zone is to preserve and 
protect agricultural lands as a limited and irreplaceable resource. The proposed 
composting facilities would not be incompatible with the agricultural uses surrounding the 
project site or the NBVC Point Mugu aircraft land uses (i.e., runway) located 
approximately 8,500 feet to the east. In accordance with NCZO section 8174-4, a large-
scale commercial organics processing operation can be authorized in the AE zone with a 
CUP granted by the County. On May 7, 1998, the Ventura County Planning Commission 

granted CUP 5001, and adopted a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) and Mitigation 

Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the operation of a composting and soil 
amendment facility. CUP 5001 was subsequently amended by CUP 5001 PAJ1 and CUP 
5001 PAJ 2. The commercial organics processing operation has been in operation for 23 
years and has been conditioned to ensure compatibility with surrounding agricultural land 
uses. To ensure proposed development is compatible with surrounding agricultural land 
uses and consistent with County policy, the proposed project includes installation of a 
+30-foot high mesh screen along the eastern boundary of the facility to minimize dust and 
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particulate matter from being transported offsite. To ensure compatibility with NBVC Point 
Mugu, the project improvements would not have any reflective elements. While the 
Agromin composting facility is not located within existing urban centers, the industrial use 
has been, and is proposed to be designed and conducted in a manner that is compatible 
with surrounding agricultural and aircraft land uses. Therefore, the proposed project is 
consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals and Policies (adopted on 
September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 25 of the Ventura County Initial 
Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Land Use and Community Character Element, 
Section 2.1 Land Use Designations and Standards). The proposed project would have a 
less-than-significant project-specific impact and would not result in a cumulatively 
considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact, related to consistency with 
the applicable General Plan Goals and Policies for Item 25 of the Initial Study Assessment 
Guidelines. 
 
 Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts on community character have been identified, therefore no 
mitigation measures are necessary. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

26. Housing (Plng.) 

Will the proposed project:  

a)  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? 

X    X    

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

X    X    

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

X    X    

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

X    X    

 
26. Housing Impact Discussion: 
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26a. The proposed project would not eliminate any existing dwelling units. Therefore, the 

proposed project would not create a project-specific impact and would not result in a 

cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact, related to the 

elimination of existing housing.  
 

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

26c. CUP 5001-1 notes up to eight full time employees will be needed to operate the 

facility. The Agromin facility currently employs eight employees. The project would 
increase the number of employees to nine full- and four part-time/seasonal employees. A 
project is considered to have a significant impact on the demand for housing if the project 
would result in 30 or more new full-time lower-income employees.  Therefore, the 
proposed project would not create a project-specific impact and would not result in a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact, related to the 
demand for housing for employees associated with commercial or industrial development. 
 
26d. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals and 

Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced policies for Item 26 of the 
Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Housing Element, Section 
3.5 Fair Housing). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts on housing have been identified, therefore no mitigation measures 
are necessary. 
 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M 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 
function below an acceptable LOS? 

 

 X    X   

 
PUBLIC FACILITIES/SERVICES: 
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27. Transportation/Circulation: 
 
A. Roads and Highways 
 
(1) Level of Service Impact Discussion: 
 
Any discussion of potential impacts of level of service (LOS) is provided for informational 
purposes only and is neither required by CEQA nor subject to its requirements. 
 
27a(1)-a. Average heavy-duty truck trip estimates for throughput at the current facility 
(approximately 55,000 tons/year, based on 2013 data) are 72 one-way trips/day for 
materials transportation and four one-way trips/day for vendor deliveries. Average 
employee trips are currently 18 per day (based on 2.25 trips per employee per day, and 
an assumption of eight current employees).  
 
The proposed project would generate additional traffic on the Regional Road Network 
(RRN) and local public roads. However, the low volume of traffic generated by the project 
does not have the potential to alter the level of service of the adjacent County maintained 
road (Huememe Road) or County intersection (Arnold Road/Hueneme Road). All 
materials brought to and from the site would be via commercial collection vehicles, trucks 
and roll-off bins using Hueneme Road to Arnold Road. Traffic for the proposed project 
would be generated by incoming materials, employees, and outgoing products. The 
project would generate an estimated total of 33 additional average daily trips, which would 
consist of the following: follows: 
 

• Average employee trips: 2 trips per day for full time employees and 9 trips/day 
for seasonal employees  

• Average green material truck trips: 11 trips/day  
• Average daily vendor trips: 4 trips per day.  

 
To address the cumulative adverse impacts of traffic on the Regional Road Network, 
Ventura County Traffic Impact Mitigation Fee (TIMF) Ordinance 4246 and General Plan 
Policy 4.2.2 require that the PWATD collect a TIMF from developments. This project is 
subject to this Ordinance. With payment of the TIMF(s), the LOS and safety of the existing 
roads would remain consistent with the County’s General Plan. Therefore, adverse 
project-specific traffic impacts relating to level of service would be less-than-significant 
and the proposed project would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to 
a significant cumulative impact on roadway level of service. 
 
For Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT), the County’s screening criteria states that a project 
can be presumed to have a less than significant impact on VMT if the project generates 
or attracts fewer than 110 trips per day. The project would result in an increase of 
approximately 33 trips per day (ADT) to a total ADT of 105; therefore, adverse project-
specific traffic impacts relating to VMT would be less-than-significant and the proposed 
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project would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant 
cumulative impact on VMT. 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts on transportation/circulation have been identified, therefore no 
mitigation measures are necessary. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

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

Will the proposed project:  

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

 X    X   

 
(2) Safety/Design of Public Roads Impact Discussion: 
 
27a(2)-a. Access into the project site is via Arnold Road, which is under the jurisdiction of 
the City of Oxnard. The project site does not have frontage on a County maintained 

roadway. The low volume of traffic generated by the project does not have the potential 
to alter the level of safety of the County maintained road (Hueneme Road) located north 

of the project site or the nearest intersection (Arnold Road/Hueneme Road) located 
approximately 1.4 miles to the north. Additionally, vehicular access to the project site 
would remain substantially unchanged compared to existing conditions. Therefore, 
adverse project-specific traffic impacts relating to safety and design would be less-than-
significant, and the proposed project would not result in a cumulatively considerable 
contribution to a significant cumulative impact on roadway safety. 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts on roadway safety have been identified, therefore no mitigation 
measures are necessary. 
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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 

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

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

X    X    

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

X    X    

 
(3) Safety/Design of Private Access Impact Discussion: 
 
27a(3)-a. Traffic generated by the proposed project would not utilize any private access 

roads. Current access to the project site is from Arnold Road and meets the Ventura 
County Fire Protection District (VCFPD) standards. Therefore, the proposed project 
would not have a project-specific impact and would not result in a cumulatively 
considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact, regarding private roads and 
the safety and design of private access.  
 

27a(3)-b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 

and Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 27a(3) 
of the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Circulation, 
Transportation, and Mobility Element, Section 4.1 Roadways). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts on private road or private access have been identified, therefore 
no mitigation measures are necessary. 
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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 

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 
Road Guidelines? 

X    X    

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

X    X    

 
(4) Tactical Access Impact Discussion: 
 
27a(4)-a. Access to the project site is from Arnold Road. The proposed project includes 
construction of fire access roads that would align with the modified CUP’s southern and 
western boundary, to provide internal circulation and contain storm runoff. Additionally, 
the project includes the use of onsite access roads that are required to meet VCFPD 
Section 14.6 Access Standards. Therefore, adverse impacts relating to access for 
firefighting purposes will be less-than-significant and would not result in a cumulatively 
considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact on tactical access.  
 

27a(4)-b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 

and Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 27a(4) 
of the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Circulation, 
Transportation, and Mobility Element, Section 4.1 Roadways). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
No significant impacts on tactical access have been identified, therefore no mitigation 

measures are necessary. 
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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 

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

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 
Network (LRN)? 

 

X    X    

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

 
 

X    X    

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

X    X    

 
B. Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities Impact Discussion: 
 
27b-1 and 27b-2. The proposed project would not generate additional pedestrian and 

bicycle traffic. The pedestrian and bicycle traffic in this area is minimal, and the project 
would not impede any existing or future traffic since all of the construction activities and 

processing would take place within the CUP boundaries with no modification to the 
existing entrance to the facility from Arnold Road.  The subject property is not located 
within proximity to any segment of the Ventura County Bikeway Network; the nearest 
segment is along Pleasant Valley Road which is approximately 1.75 miles to the 
northwest of the subject properties.  Therefore, adverse impacts relating to the addition 
of pedestrians and bicycles into the area would not be significant and would not result in 
a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact on pedestrian 
and bicycle transportation facilities.  
 

27b-3. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 27B of 
the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Circulation, 
Transportation, and Mobility Element, Section 4.1 Roadways). 
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Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts on pedestrian/bicycle facilities have been identified, therefore no 
mitigation measures are necessary. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

N 
L
S 

PS-M PS N LS PS-M 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? 

 X    X   

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

 X    X   

 
C. Bus Transit Impact Discussion: 
 
27c-1. CUP 5001-1 notes up to eight full time employees will be needed to operate the 
facility. The Agromin facility currently employs eight employees. The project would 
increase the number of employees to nine full- and four part-time/seasonal employees. 
This increase would not create a substantial increase in demand for new bus transit 
facilities or services. The project site is approximately 1.4 miles south of the 
Arnold/Hueneme Road intersection. Gold Coast Transit operates a bus route on 
Hueneme Road with the nearest transit stop located approximately 3.15 miles east of the 
project site. Project-related construction activities would not require the closure of any 
traffic lanes along Hueneme Road. Therefore, the proposed project would not have a 
significant project-specific impact on bus transit facilities/services and would not result in 
a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact related to bus 
transit facilities/services. 
 
 27c-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced policies for Item 27c of the 
Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Circulation, Transportation, 
and Mobility Element, Section 4.2 Regional Multimodal System). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
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No significant impacts on bus transit facilities have been identified, therefore no mitigation 
measures are necessary. 
 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

27d. Transportation & Circulation - Railroads 

Will the proposed project:  

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

X    X    

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

X    X    

 
D. Railroads Impact Discussion: 
 
27d-1. There are no railroads within the vicinity of the project site with which the proposed 
project could interfere; the nearest railroad is located approximately 1.75 miles northwest 
of the project site. The proposed project would not create additional demand for railroad 

facilities or operations. Therefore, the proposed project would not have a project-specific 

impact and would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant 
cumulative impact, related to railroad facilities/operations.  
 

27d-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 27D of 
the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Circulation, 
Transportation, and Mobility Element, 4.2 Regional Multimodal System). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts on railroad facilities have been identified, therefore no mitigation 
measures are necessary. 
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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 

27e. Transportation & Circulation – Airports (Airports) 

Will the proposed project:  

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

X    X    

2)  Be located within the sphere of influence of 
either County operated airport? 

X    X    

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

X    X    

 
E. Airports Impact Discussion: 
 
27e-1 and 27e-2. The nearest airport is NBVC Point Mugu and the nearest runway 
(Runway 09/27) is located approximately 8,500 southeast of the project site. The project 
site is within the area subject to the NBVC Point Mugu Bird and Wildlife Aircraft Strike 
Hazards (BASH) Subzone. The project does not include construction of tall structures or 
buildings that would interfere with aircraft operations. Existing exterior lighting is directed 

downward, and no new lighting is proposed that could interfere with aircraft. The NBVC 
Natural Resources Program (Per Communication Letter from NBVC Dated May 31, 2016) 
indicates that gulls and corvids, birds most likely attracted to the Agromin composting 

facility, have not been found to be a significant contributor to BASH incidents at NBVC to 
date. The CUP would allow for the continued composting of green material; processing 
of food waste would not occur on the project site and therefore the project would limited 
potential to attract avian scavengers such as gulls and ravens compared to existing 
conditions. Therefore, the proposed project would not have a project-specific impact and 
would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative 
impact, related to interference with airports.  
 

27e-3. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 27E of 
the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Circulation, 
Transportation, and Mobility Element, Section 4.4 Air Transportation). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
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No significant impacts on airports have been identified, therefore no mitigation measures 
are necessary. 
 
 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

X    X    

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

X    X    

 

F. Harbor Facilities Impact Discussion: 
 
Impact Discussion: 
 
27f-1. The nearest harbor is Port Hueneme, located approximately 3.3 miles northwest of 
the project site. The proposed project would not affect the operations of the harbor and 

would not increase demand on harbor facilities. Therefore, the proposed project would 
not have a project-specific impact and would not result in a cumulatively considerable 

contribution to a significant cumulative impact, related to harbor facilities.  
 

27f-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 27F of 
the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Economic Vitality 
Element 10.3) 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts on Port Hueneme’s harbor facilities have been identified, therefore 
no mitigation measures are necessary. 
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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 

27g. Transportation & Circulation - Pipelines 

Will the proposed project:  

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

X    X    

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

X    X    

 
G. Pipelines Impact Discussion: 
 
27g-1. According to the Resource Management Agency Geographic Information System, 
the project site is not located near any oil and/or gas pipelines. The nearest major pipeline 
is located approximately 2,750 feet northwest of the project site. Therefore, the proposed 
project would not result in project-specific impacts and would not result in a cumulatively 
considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact, related to pipeline facilities. 
 
 27g-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 27G of the 
Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Hazards & Safety Element 
7.7) 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant Impacts on pipelines have been identified, therefore no mitigation 
measures are necessary. 
 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

N LS PS-M PS N LS PS-M 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 
the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines? 

X    X    

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

X    X    

 
28. Water Supply 
 
A. Water Supply – Quality Impact Discussion: 
 
28a 1. The Port Hueneme Water Agency provides water for operational purposes to the 

existing facility. This service, however, does not include potable water for domestic use. 
Bottled water imported to the site is used by the employees. Commercially obtained 

bottled water meets applicable water quality standards for domestic use. Therefore, the 

proposed project would not have project-specific impacts regarding water quality or 
cumulative impacts on water quality.  
 

28a-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 28A of 
the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Water Resources 
Element, Section 9.1 Water Supply). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts on water supply - quality have been identified, therefore no 
mitigation measures are necessary. 
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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 

28b. Water Supply – Quantity (WPD) 

Will the proposed project:  

1)  Have a permanent supply of water? X    X    

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

X    X    

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

X    X    

 
B. Water Supply – Quantity Impact Discussion: 
 
28b-1 and 28b-2. Implementation of the proposed project will result in an estimated 20 

acre-feet/year (AFY). The project Will Serve letter (dated July 18, 2013) from the Port 
Hueneme Water Agency committed to supplying up to 20 AFY to the Agromin facility. The 
Port Hueneme Water Agency indicated in August 2020 that the Will Serve letter remains 
in effect and that water is available to serve the facility. Water use for the project would 
not exceed 20 AFY; therefore, the commitment of the Port Hueneme Water Agency to 
supply water would not be exceeded, and the project would not significantly exacerbate 
overdraft of the Oxnard Plain Groundwater Basin. In addition, extractions of groundwater 
in accordance with the Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency allocation system 
do not have the potential to cause or contribute to long-term overdraft because the Fox 
Canyon aquifer is a managed and regulated groundwater source. Therefore, the 
proposed project would not have project-specific or cumulative impacts regarding water 
supply.  
 

28b-3. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 28B of 
the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Water Resources 
Element, Section 9.1 Water Supply). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
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No significant impacts on water supply - quantity have been identified, therefore no 
mitigation measures are necessary. 
 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

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

Will the proposed project:  

1)  Meet the required fire flow? X    X    

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

X    X    

 
C. Water Supply - Fire Flow Impact Discussion: 
 
28c-1. The Port Hueneme Water Agency provides water to the existing facility and there 
is adequate fire flow to the project site. Two new fire hydrants would be installed as part 
of the proposed project to enhance fire suppression capabilities. The hydrants would be 

required to meet VCFPD Fire Flow Requirements. Therefore, the proposed project would 

not have any project-specific impacts and would not result in a cumulatively considerable 

contribution to a significant cumulative impact, related to fire flow requirements.  
 

28c-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced the polices for Item 28C of 
the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Water Resources 
Element, Section 9.1 Water Supply) 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant Impacts on fire flow requirements have been identified, therefore no mitigation 
measures are necessary. 
 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

29a. Waste Treatment & Disposal Facilities - Individual Sewage Disposal Systems (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 29a of 
the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines? 

X    X    

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

X    X    

 
29. Waste Treatment/Disposal Facilities 
 
A. Individual Sewage Disposal System Impact Discussion: 
 
29a-1. The proposed project would use portable toilets; no connection to a public sewer 
or septic system is proposed. The proposed project would not have any project-specific 
impacts and would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant 
cumulative impact, related to the use of an individual sewage disposal system. 
 
 29a-2. The proposed project will be consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan 
Goals and Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced the polices for Item 
29A of the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Public Facilities, 
Services, and Infrastructure Element, Section 5.4 Wastewater Treatment and Disposal). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts on individual sewage disposal systems have been identified, 
therefore no mitigation measures are necessary. 
 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

29b. Waste Treatment & Disposal Facilities - Sewage Collection/Treatment Facilities (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 29b of 
the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines? 

X    X    

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

X    X    

 
B. Sewage Collection/Treatment Facilities Impact Discussion: 
 
29b-1. The proposed project does not include connection to a public sewer. The proposed 
project would not have any project-specific impacts and would not result in a cumulatively 
considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact, related to the use of a 
sewage collection/treatment facility. 
 
 29b-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 29B of 
the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to (refer to Public Facilities, 
Services, and Infrastructure Element, Section 5.4 Wastewater Treatment and Disposal). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts on sewage collection/treatment facilities have been identified, 
therefore no mitigation measures are necessary. 
 
 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

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

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

 X    X   

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

 X    X   

 
C. Solid Waste Management Impact Discussion: 
 
29c-1. Project construction and operation would generate minimal solid waste that would 
require disposal at other landfills. Solid waste would likely be disposed of at either the 
Simi Valley Landfill or the Toland Road Landfill. According to CalRecycle, the Simi Valley 
Landfill has a remaining capacity of 82,954,873 cubic yards and is anticipated to operate 
until 2063. The Toland Road Landfill has a remaining capacity of 16,068,864 cubic yards 
and is anticipated to operate until 2033. In addition, the project provides a location for 
composting which would divert organic solid waste that might otherwise require landfill 
disposal. Because there is currently sufficient capacity in the County landfills, the 
proposed project would have a less-than-significant project-specific impact and would not 
result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact, 
regarding Ventura County’s solid waste disposal capacity. 
 
29c-2. Ventura County Ordinance 4421 requires all discretionary permit applicants whose 
proposed project includes construction and/or demolition activities to reuse, salvage, 
recycle, or compost a minimum of 60% of the solid waste generated by their project. The 
Public Works Agency Integrated Waste Management Division’s waste diversion program 
(Form B Recycling Plan/Form C Report) ensures this 60% diversion goal is met prior to 
issuance of a final zoning clearance for use inauguration or occupancy, consistent with 
the Ventura County General Plan’s Waste Treatment and Disposal Facility Goals PFS-
5.1 through PFS-5.9 4. Therefore, the proposed project would have less-than-significant 
project-specific impacts and would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution 
to significant cumulative impacts, related to the Ventura County General Plan’s goals and 
policies for solid waste disposal capacity. 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts on solid waste management have been identified, therefore no 
mitigation measures are necessary. 
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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 

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 
the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines? 

 X    X   

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

 X    X   

 
D. Solid Waste Facilities Impact Discussion: 
 
29d-1.  Solid waste operations and facilities are those projects that involve solid waste 
handling, storage, processing and disposal activities. Solid waste includes, without 
limitation, recyclable material as defined under the California Integrated Waste 
Management Act.  The Agromin facility has an active permit to operate (permit number 
FA0006733) issued by the Ventura County EHD/CUPA. Compliance with applicable state 
and local regulations governing solid waste facilities would reduce potential project 
specific impacts to less-than-significant levels, and the proposed project would not result 
in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact regarding 
solid waste facilities.  
 
29d-2. The proposed project will be consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan 
Goals and Policies (adopted on Sptember 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 
29D of the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Public Facilities, 
Services, and Infrastructure Element, Section 5.5 Solid and Hazardous Waste).  
 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

30. Utilities 

Will the proposed project:  



 88 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

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

X    X    

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? 

X    X    

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

X    X    

 
30. Utilities Impact Discussion: 
 
30a and 30b. Sufficient electrical infrastructure exists on site to provide power to the 
expanded composting operations. The existing phone lines to the project site are 
adequate to accommodate the expanded composting operations. The proposed project 
would not cause a disruption or re-routing of an existing utility facility, nor would it increase 
demand on a utility that results in expansion of an existing facility. Therefore, the proposed 
project would not result in a project-specific impacts and would not result in a cumulatively 
considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact related to existing utility 
facilities.  
 
30c. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals and 

Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 30C of the 
Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Public Facilities, Services 
and Infrastructure Element, Section 5.7 Public Utilities). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts on utility facilities have been identified, therefore no mitigation 
measures are necessary. 
 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

31a. Flood Control Facilities/Watercourses - Watershed Protection District (WPD) 

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

 X    X   

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

 X    X   

 
31. Flood Control/ Drainage: 
 
A. WPD Facilities/Watercourses Impact Discussion: 
 
Impact Discussion: 
 
31a-1. The project site is located approximately 8,625 feet southeasterly of the Oxnard 

Industrial Drain; the nearest Ventura County Watershed Protection District (District) 

jurisdictional redline channel. No direct drainage connections to the Oxnard Industrial 
Drain are proposed. Drainage from increases in impervious area would be retained on 
the project site and captured by the onsite retention basin, then pumped out of the basin 
and used on the project site. Therefore, the proposed project would have a less-than-
significant project-specific impact and would not result in a cumulatively cumulative 

contribution to a significant cumulative impact, regarding flood hazards.  
 

31a-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 31A of 
the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Public Facilities, 
Services and Infrastructure Element, Section 5.6 Flood Control and Drainage Facilities). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts from flood hazards have been identified, therefore no mitigation 

measures are necessary. 
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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 

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

Will the proposed project:  

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

X    X    

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

X    X    

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

X    X    

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

X    X    

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

X    X    

 
B. Other Facilities/Watercourses Impact Discussion: 
 
31b-1. Through 5 The proposed project would preserve the existing runoff and local 
drainage patterns. Drainage from increases in impervious area would be retained on the 
project site and captured by the onsite retention basin, then pumped out of the basin and 

used on the project site. An existing earthen berm, approximately 16 feet high and 15 feet 
wide, wraps around the existing southwest CUP boundary and physically separates the 
composting operation from the Oxnard Drainage Canal #3 located south of the project 
site. A proposed berm and elevated fire access road along the new CUP boundary would 
further contain runoff onsite. Site drainage would not create an obstruction of flow in the 
existing drainage because any runoff would be similar to the present conditions. 
Therefore, the proposed project would not have a significant project-specific impact and 
would not result in a cumulatively cumulative contribution to a significant cumulative 
impact, regarding flood control facilities/watercourses.  
 

Runoff is by sheetflow conditions along existing grades. This runoff would not impact the 
capacity of the existing drainage facilities and overall drainage patterns would be 

unaltered as the existing drainage of the improvement areas would be maintained in the 
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present pattern. The project would not result in an increased potential for deposition of 
sediment and debris materials within existing channels and allied obstruction of flow 

compared to existing conditions due to the increase in impervious area and the proposed 
retention basin. Therefore, the proposed project would not have a significant project-
specific impact and would not result in a cumulatively cumulative contribution to a 
significant cumulative impact, regarding flood control facilities/watercourses, nor impacts 
to areas of special flood hazard, nor involve and increase in flow to natural or manmade 
drainage channels and facilities.  
 

31b-5. The project would be consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals and 
Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 31B-5 of the 
Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Public Facilities, Services, 
and Infrastructure Element, Section 5.6 Flood Control and Drainage Facilities). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts on flood control facilities/watercourses have been identified, 
therefore no mitigation measures are necessary. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

32. Law Enforcement/Emergency Services (Sheriff) 

Will the proposed project:  

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

X    X    

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

X    X    

 
32. Law Enforcement/Emergency Services Impact Discussion: 
 
32a. The existing facility at the project site operates from 6:00 am to 6:00 pm, Monday 
through Saturday. When not in operation, the facility is gated and locked and includes 
security lighting. The proposed project involves increased compost expansion area but 
would not require additional personnel, equipment, or facilities of the Ventura County 

Sheriff’s Department. Therefore, the proposed project would have a less-than-significant 
project-specific impact, and would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution 
to a significant cumulative impact, with regard to law enforcement services.  
 

32b. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals and 

Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced policies for Item 32 of the 
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Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Public Facilities, Services, 
and Infrastructure Element, Section 5,11 Law Enforcement and Emergency Services). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts on law enforcement/emergency services have been identified, 
therefore no mitigation measures are necessary. 
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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 

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

Will the proposed project:  

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

X    X    

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

 

X    X    

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

X    X    

 
33. Fire Protection District 
 
A. Distance/Response Time Impact Discussion: 
 
33a-1. The closest Ventura County Fire Station is Station 53, located 2.75 miles northwest 
of the project site at 304 N 2nd Street, Port Hueneme. Oxnard City Fire Station #2 is 
located approximately 2 miles to the northwest of the project site at 531 E Pleasant Valley 
Road, Oxnard. The nearest fire stations are within 5 miles of the project site; therefore, 
the proposed project would not have a project-specific impact and would not result in a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact, with regard to 
distance and response activities related to fire protection services.  
 

33a-2. The proposed project would maintain the current land use of the project site and 
would not involve an increase in intensity of use that would require additional fire stations 
and personnel. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in a project-specific 
impact and would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant 
cumulative impact, with regard to distance and response activities related to fire protection 
services.  
 

33a-3. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted on September 15 2020) that replace policies for Item 33A of the 
Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Public Facilities, Services, 
and Infrastructure Element, Section 5.12 Fire Protection). 
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Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant Impacts on fire protection services (distance and response), have been 
identified, therefore no mitigation measures are necessary. 
 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

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

Will the proposed project:  

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

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

X    X    

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

X    X    

 
B. Personnel/Equipment/Facilities Impact Discussion: 
 
33b-1. The proposed project would maintain the current land use of the project site and 
would not involve an increase in intensity of use that would result in the need for additional 
fire personnel. Therefore, the proposed project would not have a project-specific impact 
and would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative 
impact, with regard to personnel for fire protection services.  
 

33b-2. The proposed project would maintain the current land use of the project site and 
would not involve an increase in intensity of use that would require a new fire facility or 
additional equipment. Therefore, the proposed project would not have a project-specific 
impact and would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant 
cumulative impact, with regard to facilities and equipment for fire protection services.  
 

33b-3. The project will be consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals and 

Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 33B of the 
Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Public Facilities, Services, 
and Infrastructure Element, Section 5.12 Fire Protection). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
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No significant impacts on fire protection services (personnel, equipment and facilities), 
have been identified, therefore no mitigation measures are necessary. 
 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

34a. Education - Schools 

Will the proposed project:  

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

X    X    

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

X    X    

 
34. Education 
 
A. Schools Impact Discussion: 
 
34a-1. The closest elementary schools to the project site include Tierra Vista Elementary, 
approximately 1.9 miles north of the project site, Ocean View Early Education School, 
Ocean View Junior High School and Mar Vista Elementary School are approximately 2.0 
miles north of the project site. Channel Islands High School is located approximately 2.4 
miles north of the project site, and Oxnard College and Fred L Williams Elementary 
School are located approximately 2 miles north of the project site. Art Haycox Elementary 
School, Vista Real Charter High School, and Julien Hathaway Elementary School and 
are all located approximately 2 miles northwest of the project site. The proposed project 
would maintain the current land use of the project site and would not involve an increase 
in intensity of use that would interfere with the operation of existing schools. The proposed 
project does not involve the introduction of a new use or development (e.g., new housing) 
that would result in a corresponding demand for school facilities and the payment of 
school fees pursuant to Section 65996 of the California Government Code. Therefore, the 
proposed project would not result in significant project-specific impacts and would not 
result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact related 
to existing school facilities. 
 
34a-2. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 34A of the 
Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to Public Facilities, Services, 
and Infrastructure Element, Section 5.8 Community Facilities). 
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Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts on schools have been identified, therefore no mitigation measures 
are necessary. 
 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

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

Will the proposed project:  

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

X    

 

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

X    

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

X    

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

 X    

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

X    X    

 
B. Libraries Impact Discussion: 
 
34b-1 through 34b-4. The proposed project does not include a residential component. 
The proposed project would not increase the local or regional population, and therefore 
would not create an increase in demand for or use of library facilities. The closest libraries 
are located at Oxnard College, approximately 2.5 miles north of the project site, and the 
Ray D. Prueter Library and South Oxnard Branch Libraries located approximately 2.5 
miles northwest of the project site. Due to the distance of the closest libraries to the project 
site, the proposed project would not interfere with the operation of a library. The proposed 
project would not increase demand for library services and would therefore not result in 
a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact related to 
library facilities. 
 

34b-5. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable 2040 General Plan Goals 
and Policies (adopted on September 15, 2020) that replaced the policies for Item 34B of 
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the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (refer to refer to Public Facilities, 
Services, and Infrastructure Element, Section 5.9 Library Facilities and Services). 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts on public libraries have been identified, therefore no mitigation 
measures are necessary. 
 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

N LS PS-M PS N 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? 

X    X    

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

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

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

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

X    X    

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

X    X    

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

X    X    

 
35. Recreation Impact Discussion: 
 
35a. The proposed project does not include a residential component, or an increase in 
intensity of use or employees, sufficient to cause a population increase that would cause 
an increase in the demand for parks, trails, or recreational facilities. 
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35b. The proposed project does not include a residential component, or an increase in 
intensity of use or employees, sufficient to cause a population increase that would cause 
a population increase that would cause a decrease in parks, trails, or recreational 
facilities. 
 
35c. The proposed project site is not located within or adjacent to a planned or proposed 
future park, recreational facility, or trail corridor. The proposed project would be built within 
the boundaries of an existing developed site and therefore no impacts on future 
recreational facilities, parks, or trails would occur. 
 
35d. The proposed project is consistent with the applicable General Plan Goals and 

Policies for Item 35 of the Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines. 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
No significant impacts on recreation facilities have been identified, therefore no mitigation 
measures are necessary. 
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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 

36. Tribal Cultural Resources 

Would the project:  

a)  Cause a substantially adverse change in the 
significance of a tribal cultural resource, 
defined in Public Resources Code section 
21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural 
landscape that is graphically defined in terms 
of size, scope of the landscape, sacred 
place, or object with cultural value to a 
California Native American tribe. 

X    X    

b)  Listed or eligible for listing in the California 
Register of Historical Resources, or in the 
local register of historical resources as 
defined in Public Resources Code Section 
5020.1(k)? or  

X    X    

c)   A resource determined by the Lead Agency, 
to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth 
in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code 
Section 5024.1.   

X    X    

 

36. Tribal Cultural Resources Impact Discussion: 
 
36a. through 36c.  The proposed project does not include activities that will cause a 
substantial adverse change of any tribal cultural resources. The Ventura County 
Resource Management Agency received the results of a Cultural Resources Record 
Search Quick Check from the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) on 
October 1, 2015 indicating that the project site had been previously surveyed and cultural 
resources were not found. A full archaeological records search of the SCCIC in 2017 
indicted that there are no previously recorded cultural resources on the project site, but 
three cultural resources were previously recorded within 0.25 mile of the project site. 
Grading and trenching would be confined to the installation of a stormwater retention 
basin, fire access road, fire hydrants, parking area, and soil cement treatment at the 
proposed compost expansion area. Excavation to accommodate the fire access roads, 
fire hydrants, and water pipelines would be no deeper than eight feet below grade. The 
proposed retention basin will be at a depth of approximately one foot and the soil cement 
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treatment for the proposed compost expansion area is based on a cement treatment 
depth of 18 inches.  Consultation as required under Public Resources Code Section 
21080-3.1 et seq. (AB 52) was conducted previously for the project on August 2, 2016. 
No California Native Tribes contacted at this time have requested consultation for the 
proposed project, therefore impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources are considered less than 
significant. 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
No significant impacts on public libraries have been identified, therefore no mitigation 
measures are necessary. 
 

Issue (Responsible Department)* 

Project Impact Degree 
Of Effect** 

Cumulative Impact 
Degree Of Effect** 

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

37. Energy 

Would the project:  

a) Result in potentially significant environmental 
impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or 
unnecessary consumption of energy 
resources, during project construction or 
operation? 

X    X    

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan 
for renewable energy or energy efficiency? 

X    X    

 
37. Energy Impact Discussion: 
 
37a. and 37b.   As discussed above, the proposed project will not require any new utility 
connections in order to implement the requested permit either for construction of the 
modified facility or operation of the existing facility for the term identified in the project 
description.  As the facility relies on existing buildings and equipment, the proposed 
project will not result in any increase of energy usage or the requirement for review under 
the Ventura County Building Code or the new energy efficiency standards under the 
Ventura County Energy Reach Code. The proposed increase in vehicle traffic associated 
with the modified trips for the site were found to be consistent with the applicable policies 
related to greenhouse gas reduction and vehicle miles traveled.   
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
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Therefore, the proposed project would not result in a significant impact with respect to 
wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, nor conflict with 
or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficacy.  
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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 

38. Wildfire 

If located in or near state responsibility 
areas or lands classified as very high fire 
hazard severity zones, would the project: 

 

a)  Substantially impair an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation 
plan? 

X    X    

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other 
factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and 
thereby expose project occupants to, 
pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the 
uncontrolled spread of a wildfire? 

X    X    

c) Require the installation or maintenance of 
associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel 
breaks, emergency water sources, power 
lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate 
fire risk or that may result in temporary or 
ongoing impacts to the environment? 

X    X    

d) Expose people or structures to significant 
risks, including downslope or downstream 
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, 
post-fire slope instability, or drainage 
changes? 

X    X    

 

38. Wildfire Impact Discussion: 
 
38a. through 38d.  The proposed project is not located within a state responsibility area 
or within a Fire Severity Zone (Ventura County GIS 2022).  The site is served by Ventura 
County Fire Department Station 53 (304 N Second St, Port Hueneme) and Ventura 
County Federal Fire Department at Naval Base Ventura County at Point Mugu (through 
mutual aid agreement) for public safety and fire protection purposes.  The proposed 
project is an extension of time for an existing permit with a request to modify the permit 
boundary and reconfigure operations onsite.  The proposed changes to the infrastructure 
onsite will not exacerbate fire risk onsite and are keeping with the minimum standards for 
Ventura County for both organic processing operations (Standard 516) and fire apparatus 
access standards (Standard 501).  The proposed project will not exacerbate wildfire risk 
or any related fire risk (i.e., exposing people or structures to significant risks from post-
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wildfire instability or changes) associated with continued operations at the site and the 
proposed modifications. 
 
Mitigation/Residual Impact(s) 
 
Therefore, the proposed project would not result in a significant impact with respect to the 
risks associated with wildfire. 
 

*Key to the agencies/departments that are responsible for the analysis of the items above: 
Airports - Department Of Airports AG. - Agricultural Department VCAPCD - Air Pollution Control District 
EHD - Environmental Health Division VCFPD - Fire Protection District GSA - General Services Agency 
Harbors - Harbor Department Lib. Agency - Library Services Agency Plng. - Planning Division 
PWA - Public Works Agency Sheriff - Sheriff's Department WPD – Watershed Protection 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 
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? 

 X 

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 
relatively brief, definitive period of time while long-term impacts 
will endure well into the future). 

 X 

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.) 

 X 

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

 X 

 
Findings Discussion: 
 

1.   No. As stated above in Section B, Item 4 of this Initial Study, the proposed project 
would not significantly affect fish or wildlife species, special status plant or animal 
species, animal communities, and nesting birds in nearby Ormond Beach or 
elsewhere. As stated above in Section B, Item 8 of the Initial Study, the proposed 
project would not eliminate important examples of the major periods of California 
history or prehistory. 

 
2. No. The proposed project consists of the continued operation of a composting and 

soil amendment facility, a revised CUP boundary, an increase of onsite feedstock 
and compost storage from 10,000 cubic yards to 12,500 cubic yards, and the 
installation of facility improvements. The proposal is to operate this facility until 
December 31, 2030, at which time the composting operation will cease and the 
site will be restored such that it is compatible with planned restoration efforts in the 
adjacent coastal areas. As discussed in Section B of this Initial Study, the project 
would not result in significant impacts to the environment.  
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3.   No. As stated in Section B of this Initial Study, the proposed project does not have 

the potential to create a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant 
cumulative impact.  

 
4.   No. No environmental effects have been identified in this Initial Study that would 

cause substantial adverse effects, either directly or indirectly on human beings. 
The proposed project consists of the continued operation of a composting and soil 
amendment facility until December 31, 2030, a revised CUP boundary, an increase 
of onsite feedstock and compost storage from 10,000 cubic yards to 12,500 cubic 
yards, and the installation of facility improvements. As stated in Section B of this 
Initial Study, the proposed project would not involve the use of hazardous materials 
in a manner that pose any unusual risks since they must be handled in compliance 
with all applicable regulations. Additionally, the proposed project would not involve 
operational noise that would interfere with surrounding uses, traffic hazards, 
adverse air quality impacts, adverse impacts on water bodies located on or around 
the project site, and the project would not generate any hazardous wastes with 
substantial adverse effects on human beings. 
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Section D – Determination of Environmental Document 
 
 

Based on this initial evaluation: 
 

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

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

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

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

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

 
 
 
 
         April 6, 2023   
John Oquendo,  Case Planner     Date 
 
 
Attachments: 
 
Attachment 1 - Project Vicinity Map  
Attachment 2 - Project Location Map  

Attachment 3 - Existing Facility Map  

Attachment 4 - Site Plan  
Attachment 5 - List of Pending and Approved Projects  
Attachment 6 - Map of Pending and Approved Projects  
Attachment 7 - Dust Suppression Protocol (June 2020) 
Attachment 8 - Odor Impact and Minimization Plan (May 2020)  
Attachment 9 - Vector Control Plan (May 2020)  
Attachment 10 -Containment Area Plan (May 2020)  
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Attachment 11 -Initial Study Biological Assessment (September 9, 2013, Updated 
August 17, 2015) 

Attachment 12- Predatory Bird Management Plan (June 2020) 
Attachment 13 - Naval Base Ventura County (NBVC) comment letter (May 2016) 
Attachment 14 - CCR §§ 17852 and 17896.2, Definitions  
Attachment 15 -Geotechnical Engineering Report 
Attachment 16 - Work cited 
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Attachment 6 

County of Ventura List and Map of Past, Present, and Reasonably Foreseeable 
Future Projects Used in the Cumulative Impacts Analysis 

 
Permit Case No. Permit Type* Description 
PL13-0012 
 
 

 

Conditional Use 
Permit (CUP) 

Request by San Miguel Produce to 
continue to allow the use of principal 
structures for the preliminary packing, 
storage, and preservation of produce 
(product cooler, ice house, hydrovac 
tubes, portable packaging and truck 
staging) on 6.0 acres, and an 
accessory office and agricultural 
contractor service and storage yard 
(farm apparatus storage, truck 
access/parking, vehicle and equipment 
maintenance) on 4 acres.  The 27.18-
acre property is addressed as 4444 
Navalair Road. APN 232-0-041-270.  
(Approved) 

PL14-0103 
 
 

 

Minor 
Modification to 
Conditional Use 
Permit (CUP) 
4384 

Request for on-going Oil Exploration 
and Production at the Naumann Drill 
site located on 3214 Etting Road.  The 
request includes: (1) removal of 
existing crude oil storage tanks and 
water storage tank and the construction 
of three new 1,000-barrel tanks (21’ in 
diameter and 16’ tall) in a new 
containment area; (2) re-configure 
various pieces of existing equipment on 
to make room for additional wells on 
the drill site; (3) the drilling of four wells; 
(4) to allow transportation of crude oil 
and waste water from the Project Site 
at all times and not restricted to 
Monday through Saturday, between 
7:30 am and 6:30 pm; and to reset the 
CUP expiration date to be 30 years 
from the date of the Minor Modification 
approval.  APN 232-0-062-030 

LU11-0088 
 
 

 

Conditional Use 
Permit (CUP) 

Request for a Conditional Use Permit 
for the ongoing operation of an 
agricultural preliminary packing and 
storage facility located at 3803 Dufau 
Road.  The project was originally 
permitted under Conditional Use Permit 
4842-2 and Variance 5249.  No new 
development or addition of impervious 
areas is proposed.  Water to the project 
is provided by the City of Oxnard.  An 
on-site private septic system provides 
sewage disposal for the development.  
APN 218-0-091-120 

 1 

 2 

 3 

5



Permit Case No. Permit Type* Description 
PL13-0123 
 
 

 

Minor 
Modification to 
Conditional Use 
Permit 4262  

Request for continued operation of an 
existing unmanned wireless 
communication facility (WCF) for an 
additional 10-year 
period. The wireless communication 
facility is located on a AE-40 Zone 
District. The proposed facility includes 
a 120-foot tall antenna tower (to be 
lowered from 150 feet) with the 
following components: (1) A 6-foot 
diameter microwave dish mounted at 
20 feet; (2) A 6-foot diameter 
microwave dish mounted at 50 feet; (3) 
A 2-foot diameter microwave dish 
mounted at 70 feet; (4) A 4-foot 
diameter microwave dish mounted at 
100 feet; (5) Twelve antennas and 
RRUs; (6) A screening shroud that 
covers all antennas and RRUs; and 
(7) Two omni antennas mounted at 116 
feet.  A section of the existing chain link 
fencing will be replaced and a new gate 
installed. The entire fence will be fitted 
with faux ivy and maintained around 
the perimeter of the equipment 
enclosure. APN 218-0-042-380 
(Approved) 

PL15-0151 
 
 

 

Permit 
Adjustment to 
Conditional Use 
Permit (LU07-
0111)  

Request for an Agricultural Contractor's 
Storage Yard located at 4524 East 
Pleasant Valley Road.  Proposed 
development includes a trash 
enclosure, a heat 
treat chamber, 2 storage containers, 
and a pallet sorter system.  Work areas 
will be modified to accommodate new 
and existing development within the 
Conditional Use Permit boundary in the 
existing structures collectively identified 
as the former Pleasant Valley 
Warehouse for the California Bean 
Growers Association.  APN 230-0-017-
001 

PL16-0043 
 
 

 

Conditional Use 
Permit (CUP) to 
replace expired 
CUP 5332 

Request for a new CUP to replace 
expired CUP No. 5332 and resolve 
violation CV16-0116 for the continued 
use of an existing T-Mobile Wireless 
Telecommunication Facility which 
consists of 6 antennas (4 at 66 ft. top of 
antenna and 2 at 60 ft. top of antenna) 
and 1 microwave dish (52 foot 6 in top 
of dish) on an existing 130-foot-tall 
SCE transmission tower with 
equipment cabinets at grade within a 
stucco enclosure compound. The 

 4 

 5 
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Permit Case No. Permit Type* Description 
project also consists of replacing 3 
existing antennas with 3 new model 
antennas, and installing 1 new 
equipment cabinet and battery back 
units within the existing stucco cabinet 
enclosure. There will be no expansion 
of the footprint of the facility or ground 
disturbance. APN 234-0-100-055 

PL16-0073 
 
 

 

Modification to 
Conditional Use 
Permit (CUP) 
4923 

Request for a ten-year time extension 
to Conditional Use Permit 4923 for 
continued use of an existing wireless 
communication facility located on 
Laguna Peak Road on Laguna Peak, 
street, address of 6308 Caryl Road. 
APN 239-0-050-085 

PL15-0162 
 

 
 

Planned 
Development 
Permit 

Request to change the pitch of the roof 
of an existing 1384 square foot 
beachfront dwelling with a 70 square 
foot storage loft and a 184 square foot 
attached one car garage addressed as 
2001 Ocean Drive. APN 206-0-179-280 
(Approved) 

PL16-0029 
 
 

 

Site Plan 
Adjustment to 
Planned 
Development 
Permit 1354 

Request to remodel an existing single 
two floor family dwelling at 2517 Ocean 
Drive in Silver Strand Beach. Proposed 
development includes: (1) Enlargement 
of the existing 304 sq. ft. roof deck by 
258 sq. ft. with an increase in the 
height of guardrail from 36" to 42" to 
meet the height requirements of the 
Building Department; (2) Construction 
of a new at grade exterior walkway and 
stairs on the southern elevation; (3) 
Remodel the existing second floor 
kitchen and install two new fireplaces; 
and (4) Remodel the existing third floor 
bathroom.  APN 206-0-179-025 

PL15-0150 
 

 
 

Planned 
Development 
Permit 

Request to demolish a triplex and to 
construct a duplex located in the 
Residential Beach Harbor (RBH) Zone 
District, addressed as 3289 Ocean 
Drive.  APN 206-0-226-010 
 

PL15-0184 
 
 

 
 

Planned 
Development 
Permit 

Request to demolish an existing 930 
sq. ft. one-floor single family dwelling at 
4133 Ocean Drive in Hollywood Beach 
and to construct a new three floor 
single family dwelling. Proposed first 
floor is 881 sq. ft. with a 508 sq. ft. 
garage, second floor of 1,167 with a 
217 sq. ft. deck and a 1,285 sq. ft. third 
floor with a 217 sq. ft. deck. House will 
have a 257 sq. ft. roof deck. APN 206-
0-272-290 (Approved) 
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City of Oxnard List and Map of Past, Present, and Reasonably Foreseeable Future 
Projects Used in the Cumulative Impacts Analysis 

 

Permit Case No. Permit Type* Description 
16-540-01 
 

 

Planned 
Development 
Permit  

Request to construct a triplex to be 
located at 4830 Terrace Avenue.  The 
project will require three deviations 
from zoning standards: (1) interior yard 
space; (2) reduced garage; (3) 
reduction in rear yard setback 

14-535-01 
14-540-01 
14-570-02 
14-310-05 
14-687-01 
 
 
 

 

Planned 
Residential Group 
(PRG), Zoning 
Clearance (ZC), 
Density Bonus 
(DB), Zoning 
Clearance (ZC), 
Lot Line 
Adjustment (LLA), 
and Cultural 
Review 
 

Request to construct 101 apartment 
units on the northwest corner of 
Pleasant Valley and southwest of 
Highway 1. (Approved) 
 

14-500-04 
14-580-01 
14-570-02 
14-310-05 
14-570-02 
 

 

Special Use 
Permit (SUP); 
Zone Text 
Amendment 
(ZTA), Zoning 
Clearance (ZC) 

Request to construct 70 senior housing 
units to be located at the northwest 
corner of Pleasant Valley Road, 
southwest of Highway 1. (Approved) 
 

14-300-04 
14-300-03 
16-140-15 
 

 

Special Use 
Permit (SUP), 
Density Bonus 
(DB), Tentative 
Tract Map 

Request for a multi-family condominium 
complex (a.k.a. Vista Pacifica) with 40 
units in five buildings with a community 
park, located at 5557 and 5527 Saviers 
Road.  Administrative Modification to 
convert to apartments.  (Approved)   
 

15-140-30 
 
 

 

Modification to 
Special Use 
Permit (SUP) 

Renovation of existing K-Mart 
Shopping Center, façade upgrade, 
repaving of the parking lot, installation 
of new loading zone, trash enclosures 
and sign program.  The project site is 
located northeast corner of Ventura 
Road and Channel Islands Boulevard 
(Approved) 
 

14-500-08 
14-310-06 
 

 

Special Use 
Permit (SUP) 
Tentative Map 
 
 

Request to construct a 27,760 square 
foot, multi-tenant industrial building 
(a.k.a. Amoretti) and associated site 
improvements located at 1501 and 
1551 Pacific Avenue. (Approved) 
 

 2 

20 

22 

23 
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Permit Case No. Permit Type* Description 
 
11-140-48 
 

 

 
Minor 
Modification to a 
Special Use 
Permit (SUP) 

Request from St. Paul Baptist Church 
to construct an 18,000 square foot 
church with 788 seats located at 1777 
Stratham Boulevard.  (Approved) 
 

09-500-06 
 

 

Special Use 
Permit (SUP) 
 
 

Request from St. John the Baptist 
Coptic Church to construct a one-story 
church on a vacant 35,000 square foot 
vacant lot located on 1200 Pacific 
Avenue. (Approved) 
 

Ormond Beach 
Specific Plan 

 The Ormond Beach Specific Plan is 
composed of the North and South 
Ormond Beach Specific Plan Project. 
The North Ormond Beach (or “South 
Shore”) Specific Plan encompasses the 
area located on the north side of 
Hueneme Road, east of Edison Drive, 
west of aids Road, and south of Tierra 
Vista and Villa Capri Neighborhoods, 
within the City's Southeast Community. 
The South Shore study area consisted 
of approximately 322 acres lying north 
of Hueneme Road that is currently 
used for agriculture. The South Shore 
Specific Plan proposed a mix of uses 
including up to 1,283 residential 
dwelling units of varying types and 
densities; an elementary school; a high 
school; a community park; 
neighborhood parks; an 18-acre lake; a 
mixed-use commercial marketplace; 
light industrial uses; open spaces and 
trails; and a system of public facilities 
and service infrastructure to support 
the proposed development (City of 
Oxnard website). 
 
The South Ormond Beach Specific 
Plan encompasses the area located to 
the south side of Hueneme Road, east 
of Edison Drive, west of Arnold Road, 
and north of coastal dunes and beach 
areas.  The study area consisted of 
approximately 595 acres. 
Approximately 367 acres were 
proposed to be developed as a 
business park, including a 
business/research campus, light 
industrial facilities and harbor-related 
uses. The remaining 228 acres were 
proposed to continue in agricultural use 
and would not be annexed to the City 

 5 
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Permit Case No. Permit Type* Description 
as part of this project. Rather, these 
228 acres were considered for sale to 
the California Coastal Conservancy or 
partner organization for use as part of 
the larger Ormond Beach wetland 
restoration project. All existing 
agricultural uses were expected to 
continue in this area until the 
restoration process begins (City of 
Oxnard website). 
 
In October 2012, in response to a 
lawsuit filed by the Environmental 
Defense Center, Sierra Club and the 
Environmental Coalition of Ventura 
County, a Court rejected the 
Environmental Impact Report (State 
Clearinghouse Number 2005091094) 
that the City of Oxnard prepared to 
support the Specific Plans (EDC 
website). As of the date of this Initial 
Study, no certified EIR exists for the 
Ormond Beach Specific Plan. It is not 
expected that the project would 
commence prior to 2019, when the 
proposed project is expected to 
terminate operation at the project site. 

 

  



 
 

City of Port Hueneme List and Map of Past, Present, and Reasonably Foreseeable 
Future Projects Used in the Cumulative Impacts Analysis 

 

Permit Case No. Permit Type* Description 
 
The only projects in the City of Port Hueneme are for road maintenance (see e-mail dated 
September 7, 2016 from John Baker, Interim Planning Director) 
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Arnold Road Facility Dust Suppression Protocol

County of Ventura
Planning Case No. PL13-0101

Attachment 7 - Dust Suppression
Protocols



PART 1: Introduction
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SX�^RS]�RKXNLYYU�aO\O�MRY]OX�^Y�Z\SWK\SVc�Z\O`OX^�aSXN�

^\KX]ZY\^�YP�N_]^�P\YW�NS]^_\LON�]YSV�]_\PKMO]$�\YKNaKc]$�

KXN�N\KSXKQO�aKc]�KXN�aSXN�^\KX]ZY\^�YP� PSXO�Y\QKXSM�

ZK\^SMVO]� P\YW� ^RO� MRSZZSXQ$� Q\SXNSXQ$� ]M\OOXSXQ$� KXN�

]^Y\KQO�YP�Q\OOX�WK^O\SKV]&�

FRS]�NYM_WOX^�S]�Y\QKXSdON�SX^Y�̂ RO�PYVVYaSXQ�ZK\^]2

" =.?A� &# 6SYWTIZHYNTS-� L\SOPVc� Z\O]OX^]� ")#� ^RO�

Z\SXMSZVO]�YP�KS\LY\XO�]ONSWOX^'Y\QKXSM�WK^O\SKV�

MYX^\YV$� "*#� MYWWYX� ]Y_\MO]� YP� KS\LY\XO�

ZYVV_^KX^]� YX%]S^O$� KXN� "+#� Q_SNOVSXO]� PY\�

SWZVOWOX^SXQ� K� Z\YZO\� WYXS^Y\SXQ� KXN�

SX]ZOM^SYX�PY\�̂ RO�]S^O$�SXMV_NSXQ�̂ RO�_]O�YP�K�6_]^�

BYVV_^SYX�5YX^\YV�B\YQ\KW�̂ Y�OX]_\O�KX�OPPOM^S`O�

N_]^�ZYVV_^SYX�MYX^\YV�Z\YQ\KW&

" =.?A�'# =WTOJHY�<UJWFYNTSX�"�/9=X-�SNOX^SPSO]�

^cZSMKV� N_]^� ZYVV_^SYX� MYX^\YV� MRKVVOXQO]� PY\�

]ZOMSPSM�YX]S^O�YZO\K^SYX]�KXN�̂ RO�4?B]�̂ RK^�K\O�

K`KSVKLVO� ^Y� WOO^� ^RY]O� MRKVVOXQO]&� FOb^� KXN�

Q\KZRSM�SVV_]^\K^SYX�K\O�_]ON�^Y�Z\O]OX^�K�WOX_�

YP�KZZ\YZ\SK^O�4?B]�^RK^�MKX�LO�_^SVSdON�YX�K�

NKSVc� LK]S]� NOZOXNSXQ� YX� OX`S\YXWOX^KV�

MYXNS^SYX]� KPPOM^SXQ� ^RO� PKMSVS^c$� SXMV_NSXQ$� L_^�

XY^�VSWS^ON�̂ Y$�aSXN�]ZOON�KXN�NS\OM^SYX$�\OVK^S`O

R_WSNS^c$�NKSVc�Z\YMO]]SXQ�QYKV]$�O^M&

&$& .==860./686AE

6_]^�MYX^\YV�4?B]�K\O�KZZ\YZ\SK^O�KXN�\O[_S\ON�N_\SXQ�

^RO�PYVVYaSXQ�KM^S`S^SO]2�

" 6\S`SXQ�̀ ORSMVO]�YX�_XZK`ON�\YKN]�KXN�K\OK]

" ?Y`SXQ� `ORSMVO]� YX� ]S^O� KXN� ^RK^� WKc� SX`YV`O�

]ONSWOX^�̂ \KMUSXQ�YX^Y�ZK`ON�\YKN]&

" 5YX]^\_M^SXQ� KXN� WKSX^KSXSXQ� ]YSV� KXN� WK^O\SKV�

]^Y\KQO�ZSVO]&

" 7bZY]SXQ�]YSV]$�SXMV_NSXQ�̀ OQO^K^SYX�MVOK\SXQ$�KXN�]YSV�

Q\KNSXQ&

" 5YXN_M^SXQ�PSXKV�Q\KNSXQ�KXN�]S^O�]^KLSVSdK^SYX&

" 4K^MR�N\YZZSXQ�P\YW�P\YX^�OXN�VYKNO\]&

" IRO\O�Y\QKXSM�WK^O\SKV�N_]^�KXN�NOL\S]�\O]_V^�P\YW�

^SZZSXQ$� Q\SXNSXQ$� ]M\OOXSXQ$� WSbSXQ$� Y\� Y^RO\�

KM^S`S^SO]&

&$' .1C.;A.42@

" 5YWZVSO]� aS^R� 8ONO\KV� KXN� 5KVSPY\XSK� KS\� ZYVV_^SYX�

VKa]$� 9>A43>� 9&3&B&� PYYN� ]KPO^c� ]^KXNK\N]$� KXN�

>9?3�PYYN�]KPO^c�]^KXNK\N]&

" 3� X_WLO\� YP� ^OMRXS[_O]� K\O� \OKNSVc� K`KSVKLVO� KXN�

OK]c�̂ Y�SX]^KVV�KXN�WKSX^KSX&

" 5KX� ]_L]^KX^SKVVc� Z\O`OX^� KS\LY\XO� ZK\^SM_VK^O�

WK^^O\$�Lc�VSWS^SXQ�^RO�KWY_X^�YP�ObZY]ON�]YSV�KXN�

\O[_S\SXQ�SWZVOWOX^K^SYX�YP�4?B]&

" DON_MO� ^RO XOQK^S`O� `S]_KV� SWZ\O]]SYX� WKNO� Lc�

ZYY\Vc�WKXKQON�]S^O]

" 5YWZVKSX^]� \OQK\NSXQ�N_]^�ZYVV_^SYX�K\O� POa�aROX�

N_]^�MYX^\YV�4?B]�K\O�SX�ZVKMO

&$( 16@.1C.;A.42@

" EYWO�̂ OMRXS[_O]�K\O�OPPOM^S`O�PY\�YXVc�]RY\^�ZO\SYN]�

KXN�WKc� \O[_S\O� P\O[_OX^�NKSVc� KZZVSMK^SYX]� ^Y�LO�

OPPOM^S`O

" EYWO� ^OMRXS[_O]� "O&Q&� aO^� ]_ZZ\O]]SYX#$� SP� XY^�

KZZVSON�Z\YZO\Vc$�WKc�MK_]O�WY\O�O\Y]SYX�̂ RKX�̂ ROc�

Z\O`OX^�"O&Q&�]YSV�VY]]�Lc�\_XXSXQ�aK^O\�ObMOON]�]YSV�

VY]]�Lc�aSXN#&
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FRO�3Q\YWSX�A\QKXSM]�B\YMO]]SXQ�KXN�5YWZY]^�8KMSVS^c�S]�

VYMK^ON� K^� .0-1� 3\XYVN� DYKN� SX� ^RO� AbXK\N� K\OK� YP�

_XSXMY\ZY\K^ON�HOX^_\K�5Y_X^c&�FRO\O�K\O�PS`O�ZK\MOV]�

_XNO\�3Q\YWSX�MYX^\YV�̂ Y^KVSXQ�*,&)-�KM\O]&�FRO�KM\OKQO

VYMK^ON� Y_^]SNO� YP� ^RO� 5S^c� YP� AbXK\Ne]� SXMY\ZY\K^ON�

LY_XNK\SO]� KXN� aS^RSX� ^RO� HOX^_\K� 5Y_X^c� 5GB�

LY_XNK\c�̂ Y^KV]�))&,,�KM\O]&&�FRO K\OK S]S] M_\\OX^Vc�]O\`ON�

Lc� K VSWS^ON� XO^aY\U� YP� SXP\K]^\_M^_\O$� YX%]S^O� ]OZ^SM�

]c]^OW� PY\� aK]^OaK^O\$� ZK`ON� KXN� _XZK`ON� `ORSMVO�

KMMO]]�\YKN]$�ZK`ON�KXN�_XZK`ON�Z\YMO]]SXQ�K\OK]$�KXN�

ZK`ON� KXN� _XZK`ON� OWO\QOXMc� `ORSMVO� KMMO]]� \Y_^O]&�

3MMO]]�^Y�^RO�PKMSVS^c�S]�MYX^\YV�Lc�K�P\YX^% QK^O$ aRSMR�S]�

VYMUON�N_\SXQ�XYX%L_]SXO]]�RY_\]&�FRO�]S^O�LY_XNK\SO]�

K\O� PY\WON� Lc� K� MYWLSXK^SYX� YP� MRKSX� VSXU� POXMSXQ$�

XK^_\KV�̀ OQO^K^SYX$�KXN�OK\^ROX�LO\W]&

3Q\YWSX�_]O]� ^RO�5Y_X^c�KM\OKQO ^Y� \OMOS`O$�Z\YMO]]$�

KXN� ^\KX]PY\W� Q\OOX� aK]^O� SX^Y� Y\QKXSMKVVc� MO\^SPSON�

MYWZY]^�KXN�W_VMR&�5YWZY]^�KXN�PO\^SVSdO\�WSb^_\O]�K\O�

KV]Y� LVOXNON� YX%]S^O� SX� L_VU� PY\� ^RO� ]_\\Y_XNSXQ�

MYWWO\MSKV� Q\YaO\]&� 3Q\YWSX� KV]Y� _]O]� ^RO� 5Y_X^c�

KM\OKQO K]� K� \O^KSV� cK\N$� aRO\O� PSXS]RON� MYWZY]^$�

Z\YZ\SO^K\c� ]YSV� KWOXNWOX^]$� KXN� W_VMR� K\O� ]^Y\ON$�

]YVN$�KXN�]YWO^SWO]�LVOXNON�̂ Y�\O^KSV�M_]^YWO\]&

'$& 92A2<?<8<460.8�1.A.

FRO� PKMSVS^c� S]� VYMK^ON� SX� K� ?ONS^O\\KXOKX� "N\c�

]_L^\YZSMKV#� MVSWK^O� dYXO$� ObZO\SOXMSXQ� WSVN� KXN�

\OVK^S`OVc�aO^�aSX^O\]$�KXN�aK\W$�N\c�]_WWO\]&�AX]RY\O�

L\OOdO]� UOOZ� ^RO� PKMSVS^c� MYYVO\� SX� ^RO� ]_WWO\� KXN�

aK\WO\�SX�aSX^O\�̂ RKX�̂ RY]O�P_\^RO\�SXVKXN&�FRO�K`O\KQO�

WOKX�̂ OWZO\K^_\O�S]�.)�g8�").�g5#&�FRO�K`O\KQO�WSXSW_W�

^OWZO\K^_\O�S]�-*g8�"))�g5#�KXN�^RO�K`O\KQO�WKbSW_W�

^OWZO\K^_\O� S]�.1�g8�"*)�g5#&�9OXO\KVVc�^RO�aOK^RO\� S]

MYYV�KXN�N\c$�aS^R�+-,�NKc]�YP�]_X]RSXO�KXX_KVVc&�FRO�

K`O\KQO�KXX_KV�Z\OMSZS^K^SYX�S]�)-&.*�SX�"+1/�WW#&�FRO�

Z\SWK\c� WYX^R]� YP� Z\OMSZS^K^SYX� K\O� <KX_K\c� ^R\Y_QR�

?K\MR�KXN�@Y`OWLO\�̂ R\Y_QR�6OMOWLO\&

'$( 12@64;�=.?.92A2?@

FRO�LO]^�WO^RYN�YP�MYX^\YVVSXQ�N_]^�S]�^Y�Z\O`OX^�N_]^�

Z\YN_M^SYX&�FRS]�MKX�LO�LO]^�KMMYWZVS]RON�Lc�VSWS^SXQ�̂ RO�

KWY_X^�YP�LK\O�]YSV�ObZY]ON�K^�YXO�^SWO�KXN� VSWS^SXQ�

N_]^�QOXO\K^SXQ�KM^S`S^SO]�^Y�ZO\SYN]�aS^R�WSXSWKV�aSXN�

`OVYMS^SO]� KXN'Y\� aROX� aSXN� NS\OM^SYX]� aY_VN� XY^�

]_L]^KX^SKVVc� SWZKM^� XOK\Lc� ]OX]S^S`O� \OMOZ^Y\]&� 6_]^�

MYX^\YV�4?B]�QOXO\KVVc� ]^KLSVSdO�ObZY]ON�]_\PKMO]�KXN�

WSXSWSdO�KM^S`S^SO]�^RK^�]_]ZOXN�Y\�^\KMU�N_]^�ZK\^SMVO]&�

8Y\� ROK`SVc� ^\K`OVON� KXN� NS]^_\LON� K\OK]$� aO^�

]_ZZ\O]]SYX� "aK^O\SXQ#$� MROWSMKV� N_]^� ]_ZZ\O]]SYX$�

Q\K`OV� KXN'Y\� K]ZRKV^� ]_\PKMSXQ$� ^OWZY\K\c� Q\K`OV�

OX^\KXMO]$�O[_SZWOX^�aK]R% Y_^�K\OK]$�KXN�RK_V�^\_MU�

MY`O\]� MKX� LO� OWZVYcON� K]� N_]^� MYX^\YV� KZZVSMK^SYX]&�

BO\WKXOX^�Y\�^OWZY\K\c���`OQO^K^SYX���KXN���W_VMRSXQ����

MKX� LO� OWZVYcON� PY\� K\OK]� YP� YMMK]SYXKV� Y\� XY�

MYX]^\_M^SYX�^\KPPSM&�B\O`OX^S`O�WOK]_\O]�aY_VN�SXMV_NO�

WSXSWSdSXQ ]_\PKMO�K\OK]�̂ Y�LO�NS]^_\LON$�VSWS^SXQ�YX%]S^O�

`ORSMVO�̂ \KPPSM�̂ Y�)-�WZR$�KXN�MYX^\YVVSXQ�̂ RO�X_WLO\�KXN�

KM^S`S^c�YP�`ORSMVO]�YX�]S^O�K^�KXc�QS`OX�̂ SWO&�?OMRKXSMKV�

WOK]_\O]� ]_MR� K]� aK^O\� ]Z\Kc]� MKX� LO� OWZVYcON� YX�

ZSOMO]�YP�O[_SZWOX^�"]_MR�K]�MRSZZO\]$�Q\SXNO\]$�]M\OOX]#�

MKZKLVO�YP�Z\YN_MSXQ�KS\LY\XO�ZK\^SM_VK^O]&�B\O`OX^S`O�

WOK]_\O]� aY_VN� SXMV_NO� MY`O\ON� MYX`OcY\]$� WS]^SXQ�

]c]^OW]$� KXN� ZRc]SMKV� ]OZK\K^SYX� YP� N_]^� QOXO\K^SXQ�

KM^S`S^SO]� P\YW�]OX]S^S`O�\OMOZ^Y\]&�FRO� PYVVYaSXQ�^KLVO�

]RYa]�N_]^�MYX^\YV�Z\KM^SMO]�^RK^�MKX�LO�KZZVSON�^Y�^RO�

]S^O�MYXNS^SYX]�̂ RK^�MK_]O�N_]^&
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1ZXY�0TSYWTQ�=WFHYNHJX

@UJJI�

8NRNYX
CJLJYFYNTS 9ZQHMNSL

DFYJWNSL�

9NXY�@\XYJR

AWFHP�<ZY�

@YFGNQN]FYNTS

2VZNURJSY�

0T[JWX

2VZNU$�DFXM�

.WJFX
AWZHP�0T[JWX

6S]^_\LON�3\OK]�aS^R�@Y�

F\KPPSM
J J J J

6S]^_\LON�3\OK]�E_LTOM^�

^Y�F\KPPSM
J J J

?K^O\SKV�E^YMU�BSVO�

E^KLSVSdK^SYX
J J

5VOK\SXQ�!�7bMK`K^SYX J J J

F\_MU�F\KPPSM�YX�GXZK`ON�

DYKN]
J J J J

?_N'6S\^�5K\\c�A_^ J J J

B\O%B\YMO]]SXQ�3\OK] J J

8SXS]RSXQ'?SbSXQ�3\OK] J J J

B\YN_M^�ERSZZSXQ J J J

3NNS^SYXKV�Z\O`OX^K^S`O�YZO\K^SYXKV�WOK]_\O]�SXMV_NO2

" EMRON_VO�N_]^�QOXO\K^SXQ�KM^S`S^SO]�N_\SXQ�ZO\SYN]�YP�

VSQR^�aSXN]�KXN�WSXSWSdO�ObZY]ON�WK^O\SKV]�Y\�K\OK]&

" C_SMUVc� ]^KLSVSdO� ObZY]ON� ]YSV]� _]SXQ� `OQO^K^SYX$�

W_VMRSXQ$� MKVMS_W� MRVY\SNO$� ]Z\SXUVSXQ$� KXN�

]^YXO'Q\K`OV�VKcO\SXQ&

" ;NOX^SPc� KXN� ]^KLSVSdO� UOc� KMMO]]� ZYSX^]� KXN�

Z\YMO]]SXQ�K\OK]�XOK\�]OX]S^S`O�\OMOZ^Y\]&

" ?SXSWSdO�^RO�YPP%]S^O�^\KX]ZY\^�N_]^�Lc�KX^SMSZK^SXQ�

^RO�NS\OM^SYX�YP�Z\O`KSVSXQ�aSXN]

" 6S\OM^� MYX]S]^OX^� POON]^YMU� NOVS`O\c� ^\KPPSM� ^Y�

]^KLSVSdON�\YKNaKc]�aS^RSX�̂ RO�]S^O&�

" DOWY`O�N_]^�NOZY]S^ON�Lc�`ORSMVO]�KXN�O[_SZWOX^�

YX�ZK`ON�]_\PKMO]�K]�]YYX�K]�ZY]]SLVO$�^R\Y_QR�^RO�

_]O�YP�]^\OO^�]aOOZO\]$�KXN�L\YYW]&

" IK^O\�]RY_VN�LO�KZZVSON�Lc�WOKX]�YP�Z\O]]_\O%^cZO�

NS]^\SL_^Y\]� Y\� ZSZOVSXO]� O[_SZZON� aS^R� K� ]Z\Kc�

]c]^OW�Y\�RY]O]�KXN�XYddVO]�^RK^�aSVV�OX]_\O�O`OX�

NS]^\SL_^SYX&

" 3VV�NS]^\SL_^SYX�O[_SZWOX^�]RKVV�LO�O[_SZZON�aS^R�K�

ZY]S^S`O�WOKX]�YP�]R_^YPP&

" 3^� VOK]^�YXO�WYLSVO�_XS^�]RY_VN�LO�K`KSVKLVO�K^�KVV�

^SWO]� ^Y� KZZVc� aK^O\� Y\� N_]^� ZKVVSK^S`O� ^Y� ^RO

PKMSVS^c&

" 5YX]^\_M^� XK^_\KV� Y\� K\^SPSMSKV� aSXNL\OKU]� Y\�

aSXN]M\OOX]&�FRO]O�WKc�LO�NO]SQXON�K]�OXMVY]_\O�

PY\�]WKVV�N_]^�]Y_\MO]&

" B\B\Y`SNO� \KZSN� MVOKX_Z� YP� ]ONSWOX^]� NOZY]S^ON� YX�

ZK`ON�\YKN]&

" 8_\XS]R�]^KLSVSdON�MYX]^\_M^SYX�\YKN�OX^\KXMO]�KXN�

`ORSMVO�aK]R%NYaX�K\OK]&
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) ;X]^KVV�̂ \KMU�Y_^ MYX^\YV&�7]^KLVS]R�]^KLSVSdON�7X^\KXMO'7bS^�aS^R�\OQ_VK\�]aOOZSXQ�!�aK^O\SXQ&

* ?KSX^KSX�̀ OQO^K^S`O�aSXNL\OKU$�W_VMRON�K\OK]$�KXN'Y\�MYX]^\_M^�]SV^�POXMO&

+ =OOZ�P\OO�YP PSXO�ZK\^SMVO�]^YMUZSVO&�

, BVKMO�Q\K`OV�SX�ROK`c�̂ \KPPSM�K\OK]&�IK^O\�K]�XOMO]]K\c�̂ Y�\ON_MO�N_]^$�)-�WZR�Y\�VO]]

- ?KSX^KSX�PSXS]RON�MYWZY]^�]^YMUZSVO�K\OK�PK\^RO]^�_ZaSXN

. ;X]^KVV�8OON]^YMU�B\OZK\K^SYX�6_]^�5YX^\YV�?OMRKXS]W]�"?S]^�]c]^OW$�?OMRKXSMKV�MY`O\]$�O^M&#

/ ?KSX^KSX�5YXM\O^O�8OON]^YMU�B\OZK\K^SYX�3\OK�

0 ?KSX^KSX�ISXN\Ya�5YWZY]^�3\OK�"IK^O\$�F_\X$�FOWZ&�WYXS^Y\SXQ#

1 ?KSX^KSX�WYS]^_\O�SX�PSXS]RON�Z\YN_M^�ZSVO]�KXN�LSX]&�
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B\Y`SNON� LOVYa� S]� K� WY\O� NO^KSVON� NO]M\SZ^SYX� KXN�

^\Y_LVO]RYY^SXQ�Q_SNO�PY\�OKMR�WKTY\�N_]^�]_ZZ\O]]SYX�

4?B&

($'� =?2@2?C.A6<;�<3�C242A.A6<;

FRS]�4?B�SX`YV`O]�̂ RO�Z\O]O\`K^SYX�YP�ObS]^SXQ�̀ OQO^K^SYX�

KXN�SNOX^SPSMK^SYX�KXN�Z\Y^OM^SYX�YP�NO]S\ON�̀ OQO^K^SYX&�

" 7J\� =TNSY� !&-� 3\OK]� ^Y� LO� Z\Y^OM^ON� ]RY_VN� LO�

NOVSXOK^ON�Z\SY\�̂ Y�MVOK\SXQ�KXN�Q\_LLSXQ�YZO\K^SYX]�

Y\� Y^RO\� ]YSV� NS]^_\LSXQ� KM^S`S^SO]&� ;^� S]� KV]Y�

KZZ\YZ\SK^O�PY\�K\OK]�aRO\O�XY�KM^S`S^c�S]�ZVKXXON�Y\�

aRO\O�KM^S`S^c�S]�ZVKXXON�PY\�K�VK^O\�NK^O&

" 7J\�=TNSY�!'- 3\OK]�YP�ObS]^SXQ�`OQO^K^SYX�^RK^�K\O�

]MRON_VON�PY\�Z\O]O\`K^SYX�]RY_VN�LO�MVOK\Vc�WK\UON�

aS^R� K� ^OWZY\K\c� POXMO&�?SXSWSdO� NS]^_\LKXMO� Lc�

VYMK^SXQ�^OWZY\K\c�\YKNaKc]$�]^Y\KQO�PKMSVS^SO]$�KXN�

ZK\USXQ�K\OK]�KaKc�P\YW�Z\O]O\`ON�̀ OQO^K^SYX&

" 7J\� =TNSY� !(- ;X]^\_M^� OWZVYcOO]$� aY\UO\]$�

]_\`OcY\]$� KXN� ]_LMYX^\KM^Y\]� ^Y� RYXY\� Z\Y^OM^ON�

K\OK]&�?KSX^KSX�KXc�ObS]^SXQ�S\\SQK^SYX�]c]^OW]�KXN�

`OQO^K^SYX&

" 7J\�=TNSY�!)- =OOZ�O[_SZWOX^�KaKc�P\YW�^\OO]�^Y�

Z\O`OX^�\YY^�KXN�̂ \_XU�NKWKQO&�F\OXMRSXQ�]RY_VN�LO�
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Regulatory Authority:

California Code of Regulations (14CCR) Title 14, Section 17863.4 requires an Odor
Impact Minimization Plan (OIMP) for all compostable material handling operations and
facilities.

The following OIMP is being submitted to the Ventura County Environmental Health
Division for the Agromin Organics Recycling Compost Facility located at 6859 Arnold
Road, Oxnard, California 93033.

Facility Name: Agromin Organics Recycling Compost Facility

Facility Location: 6859 Arnold Road
Oxnard, CA 93033
Phone (805) 650-1616

Mailing Address: 201 Kinetic Drive
Oxnard, CA 93030

Land Owner: HHC Investment Group, LLC
201 Kinetic Drive
Oxnard, CA 93030
Phone (805) 485-9200
APN 231-0-040-31, 231-0-080-06

Operator: Agromin Organics Recycling
201 Kinetic Drive
Oxnard, CA 93030
Phone (805) 485-9200

Contacts: Mr. Bill A. Camarillo Evan W.R. Edgar (Engineer)
201 Kinetic Drive Edgar & Associates, Inc.
Oxnard, CA 93030 1822 21st Street
(805) 485-9200 Sacramento, CA 95811

(916) 739-1200
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Title 14 Compliance:

Agromin Organics Recycling (Agromin) has existing composting operations at 6859 Arnold
Road, in Oxnard California. The purpose of preparing this OIMP is to comply with the
provisions of Title 14.

Material Type:

The compost operation receives feedstock to be blended and composted which include:
" Processed and unprocessed wood and green waste.
" Animal bedding and manure
" Gypsum, lime, and other soil amendments.

Site Operations:

Material Delivery

The compost feedstocks are delivered to the site by commercial green material collection
vehicles. An attendant will be on site, during operating hours, to check loads for prohibited
materials. Any loads exhibiting odor problems at the time of delivery will be either given
priority in processing or directed to the landfill for disposal.

The source-separated green materials are delivered to the compost facility and directed
to the receiving area following weighing. The compost facility personnel will conduct a
load check upon deposition. Contaminated and uncompostable materials will either be
returned to the hauler or placed in a bin located near the receiving area.

Once received, the feedstock materials are stockpiled in the Storage Area, as shown on
the attached site plan, for a maximum period of 7 days for green material. Green material
feedstocks are then loaded into a grinder, using a front-end loader, for size reduction and
mixing; additional mixing (with a front-end loader) and moisture conditioning may take
place, as necessary. Some of the chipped/ground, uncomposted green and/or wood
material may be separated and stored for sale to off-site markets as mulch, biomass fuel
or an alternate use.

Material Processing

Green Materials: The green material will be processed in a portable grinder in the
processing area and deposited directly into composting piles. A front-end loader will be
used to feed the material into the grinder. The ground material will be formed into
elongated piles as shown on the Site Plan.

The material is formed into trapezoidal-shaped piles of approximately 27 feet wide, 12
feet high, and 68 feet in length. Piles are separated by a minimum 5-foot wide access
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area for loading, monitoring, watering, moving, and turning. The pile layout for the
operations is as illustrated in Site Plan.

Water will be added as necessary to the piles to maintain the appropriate composting
moisture. Handheld hoses will be used to spray water under the weatherproof covers, as
needed to maintain optimum composting conditions. The frequency of spray irrigation will
vary with the season and moisture content of feedstock materials. A water truck may also
be used to control dust generation during grinding or screening and be available for fire
protection.

The temperature and moisture of the piled materials will be monitored and controlled, and
the piles turned on a 15-day cycle so that the composting process is maintained and
evenly distributed to all materials. Piles will be maintained to meet the time and
temperature requirements as discussed below for an anticipated period of 60 days.

During the pathogen reduction phase, the turning process in the piles provides sufficient
oxygen to sustain the biological activity and keep the material at a temperature of 55
degrees Celsius (131 degrees Fahrenheit), or higher for a pathogen reduction period of
15 days or longer. During the period when the compost is maintained at 55 degrees
Celsius or higher, there shall be a minimum of five (5) turnings of the windrow (14 CCR
§17868.3). When the desired level of decomposition has been achieved, the compost
materials will be screened, then moved to the curing areas for a two to six-week period
or left in place until shipment from the site.

Section 17863.4 (b) (1) - Odor Monitoring Protocol

Properly managed green material stockpiles should not create nuisance odors. Improper
management of feedstock piles and processed green material may cause nuisance
odors.

The grinding operator will be processing materials within the time frames stated and will
monitor and evaluate odors and reduce the storage time should nuisance odors be
emitted and verified odor compliant be received and filed. The best way to ensure that all
parties work together is to implement an odor impact minimization plan that is agreed
upon between the operator and the LEA.

The closest receptors will be operations staff and management who will be onsite during
operating hours to monitor the compost materials handling operation. The sensitive
receptor nearest to the Project is slightly more than one-half mile to the northeast. Our
analysis of prevailing wind conditions for the site indicates wind is predominantly from the
west and for a brief time from the northeast during winter. The westerly winds blow over
primarily agricultural fields and the northeasterly winds blow any odors to the ocean.
Neither of these flows should significantly impact neighbors as there are very few
sensitive receptors within the path of these prevailing winds.
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Each day the Operator will evaluate onsite odors and evaluate planned operations for the
potential to release objectionable odors. If the operator detects an objectionable onsite
odor, he will take the following actions:

1. Investigate and determine the likely source of the odor;

2. Determine if onsite management practices could remedy the problem and
immediately take steps to remedy the situation;

3. Determine whether or not the odor is traveling beyond the site by patrolling the site
perimeter and noting existing wind patterns; and

4. Determine whether or not the odor event is significant enough to warrant contacting
the adjacent neighbors or the LEA.

In the event of significant odors where a complaint has been filed, the protocol is for the
Operator to inspect the location of a received complaint. The Operator shall attempt to
determine if an offensive odor exists and notify the LEA of the complaint and the
determination of odor source. In the event that the complaint cannot be verified in this
manner, the Operator will continue to perform self-monitoring and continue the best
management practices (BMPs) described in his operating document. In the event an
offensive odor is detected, the Operator shall present the LEA with additional or enhanced
BMPs to minimize the likelihood of future odor detection.

Mitigation measures for the windrow method would include adjustments to the turning
and watering schedules and increased turning. The operator will reduce the holding time
from 7 days, at certain times of the year where there are a high percentage of grass
clippings or wet leaves, to a time period which will effectively minimize odors.

The operator will maintain proper drainage as to not allow ponded water to cause the
material in contact with the pad to go anaerobic and cause odors.

Section 17863.4 (b) (2) - Meteorological Data

Climatic conditions in Ventura County are not expected to significantly affect the composting
operation. Ventura County's climate has been characterized as Mediterranean with
moderate temperatures. These temperatures range from a monthly average low of 44.3F in
January to a monthly average high of 75.0F in August, reported by the Western Regional
Climate Center for the period of July 1, 1948 to July 31, 2003 at the Oxnard, California
Station, latitude N34 11' longitude 119 12’, elevation 50 feet mean sea level (MSL). Rainfall
is seasonal; approximately 95 percent of the precipitation occurs from November through
April. Snowfall is unusual at the site.

If necessary, windrow turning schedules will be altered during brief periods of wet weather
to ensure proper aeration of the compost piles and to maintain appropriate moisture content.
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The prevailing on-shore wind direction is from the west and occasionally during winter,
the northeast. If necessary, the transferring or processing of green material will be either
curtailed or altered during brief periods of high winds to prevent odors or dust from being
transported toward potential receptors.

Section 17863.4 (b) (3) - Complaint Response Protocol

Complaints may be received by either the Operator or the LEA.

" The Operator receives and reviews the complaint.

" The Operator will go to the location of the complaint to assess if the site may be
responsible for the odor.

" The Operator documents complaints in the site operations log and on the attached
complaint form.

" The Operator assesses complaint and responds in the on-site log within 24 hours of
receiving the complaint, or 48 hours should the citizen complaint be received on a
weekend or holiday.

" The Operator implements reasonable recommendations suggested by experts or
regulatory agencies. The Operator will continue operations utilizing best
management practices.

" The Operator and complainant (if known and choosing to participate) meet within a
reasonable time frame to assess the original problem and results from implementing
the recommendations.

" Results and actions must be documented in the site operations log, which serves as
the operation’s permanent record.

Section 17863.4 (b) (4) - Design Considerations and Procedures to Minimize
Odors.

Facility Siting: The siting of the green material composting operations in agricultural
Ventura County away from many sensitive receptors is the optimal siting criteria to reduce
the potential for odor complaints.

Proper Drainage: Standing water is a potential source of odors. The operations pad is a
compacted all-weather surface. The windrows are placed atop concrete aprons that are
sloped at a minimum 1% gradient. This slope permits runoff to be routinely collected and
reapplied to the windrow. Differential settlement of the pad and storage areas will be
minimized through regrading of surfaces as needed. The pad will be maintained to
prevent ponding.
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Surface runoff from rainwater at the facility is generally collected on-site within the
concrete processing pads or within a detention basin located on the southern portion of
the facility. In practice, after a rainfall water can also pool in various areas of the site.
Other portions of the operation occur on unpaved areas of the site. These operations
areas are sloped to maintain rainwater on site. As the site soils are sandy silt, rainwater
tends to absorb quickly. If water does pool, shallow pools are absorbed using on-site
mulch and placed back into compost piles. Larger pools are pumped into a water truck
and used in the process on compost piles. Standing water is minimized to the maximum
extent possible. The basin is maintained to prevent sedimentation and organic loading
that could potentially cause odors.

Feedstock characteristics:
The following materials will be managed to minimize odors.

" Unprocessed wood and green waste.

To add porosity and aeration to the composting feedstock, loads of just processed wood
chips will be added to the windrow where odors may be emanating.

The following procedures will be implemented during the composting process:

" The workers at the compost facility are trained to screen incoming vehicles for
presence of unacceptable wastes. All loads will be checked prior to loading the
material into the processing equipment or windrows. Unacceptable material that does
not pose an immediate threat to public health and safety and the environment will be
collected at the composting facility and segregated, handled, and disposed of by
trained personnel in accordance with applicable law and regulation. Debris boxes shall
be maintained at all times for placement of unacceptable materials. These debris
boxes shall be removed for legal offsite disposal at a permitted landfill and replaced
within 7 days of initial placement.

" The composting facility personnel training programs will include instruction in methods
to observe incoming loads and to check for the receipt of unacceptable materials. The
key employees include the scale personnel, composting facility load check personnel,
equipment operators, and the site manager.

" Storage limitation to no more than 7 days for incoming green material feedstocks prior
to processing.

" Proper handling/blending to maintain proper carbon/nitrogen ratios to reduce
ammonia levels; maintenance of turning schedule—by use of a compost turner—will
maintain aerobic conditions.

" Proper temperature/moisture control through timely turning of windrows, monitoring of
temperatures and moisture, and appropriate application of water, in accordance with
Title 14 requirements for pathogen reduction and Best Management Practices for
compost operations.
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In the unlikely event that at any point during the composting process verifiable odor
problems occur, identified source materials will be removed and transported to nearby
landfills for disposal or use as alternative daily cover.

Equipment reliability: On-site equipment is well-maintained and reliable. Equipment
fueling, maintenance and repairs are contracted to a third-party contractor. In the event
of severe mechanical failure, similar processing equipment can be rented from nearby
vendors. The facility maintains good relationships with nearby equipment vendors who
can provide back up and temporary equipment on very short notice.

Personnel training: All facility personnel will be adequately trained in subjects pertinent to
site compostable materials handling operations and maintenance, physical contaminants
and hazardous materials recognition and screening, use of mechanized equipment,
environmental controls, emergency procedures and the requirements of Article 6.

Personnel will be trained in the proper use of facility equipment. Potential hazards and
safety features will be stressed. No employee will be permitted to operate equipment until
the employee has demonstrated that he or she is competent to operate that equipment.
Annual review and training ensuring continued safe operations of the facility and
compliance with regulations will be conducted.

Employees are routinely instructed in the correct use of protective clothing, gloves, and
respirators. In addition, employees are routinely instructed to avoid standing directly
downwind of the windrows during turning operations, or the grinder or trommel screen
while in operation. When this is not feasible, employees will wear filtration masks
designed to filter Aspergillus spores.

Utility service interruptions:
" Electric and Gas: most of the critical on-site equipment is diesel-powered and not

subject to local power failures. Should an extended power failure occur, a backup
generator will be procured from a local equipment rental company to power the pre-
processing equipment.

" Telephone: the office staff and the key employees on site utilize cellular telephones
and/or radios to communicate and coordinate their daily and routine operating
practices.

" Water: With 2,500 & 3,500-gallon water trucks on site the facility has sufficient water
to meet its needs for dust control and moisture content in the windrows.
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Section 17863.4 (b) (5) - Operational Considerations and Procedures to Minimize
Odors.

Odor Control: The compost industry has proven that with proper management techniques
and use of appropriate tools, offensive and nuisance odors can be controlled. Odor
emissions from the green material feedstock will be minimized through proper
management of the storage piles. The turning and consistent monitoring of the active
compost will maximize the aerobic decomposition. Maintenance of the optimum moisture
content and application of water will enhance and expedite aerobic decomposition and
minimize odor emissions.

Bioaerosols: The primary feedstock for the compost process is green waste. Potential
adverse health effects associated with airborne fungal spores, specifically Aspergillus
fumigatus and or Aspergillus flavus, have raised concerns by some Californians during
the siting and operation of compost facilities. The staff of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board in cooperation with the California Department of Health Services, and
Cal/EPA’s Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment prepared a technical
bulletin during 1993 and released the summary of findings in LEA Advisory No. 6 dated
December 16, 1993. A properly operated compost facility should not present a health risk
from Aspergillus fumigatus. Sound management practices include maintaining moisture,
temperature and pH levels, aerating, turning and mixing. Reducing the dispersal of dust
and spores is best to control exposure. The uses of water sprays or mists while turning
piles and refraining from turning on windy days will help accomplish this. The operator
plans to follow the best management practices (BMP’s) outlined in LEA Advisory No 6,
including:

" Maintaining stockpile moisture content between 45 and 60 percent; and

" Maintaining adequate stockpile temperatures (above 55 C) throughout the pathogen
reduction period (as mandated by 14 CCR §17868.3).

Drainage issues: Standing water is a potential source of odors. The operations areas are
sloped to maintain rainwater on site. Surface runoff from rainwater at the facility is
generally collected on-site within the concrete processing pads or within a detention basin
located on the southern portion of the facility. In practice, after a rainfall water tends to
pool in various areas of the site. In unpaved areas, rainwater tends to absorb quickly as
the site soils are sandy silt. In other areas shallow pools are absorbed using on-site mulch
and placed back into compost piles. Larger pools are pumped into a water truck and
used in the process on compost piles. Standing water is minimized to the maximum extent
possible. The basin is maintained to prevent sedimentation and organic loading that could
potentially cause odors.

Operations Procedures: Organic materials are off-loaded and processed immediately upon
delivery. Processing includes the spreading of raw feedstock onto the ground and the
removal, by hand, of materials to be recycled. The maximum storage time is 7 days for
incoming green material feedstock. The compost cycle will be 60 to 90 days. Should
complaints be filed and verified, the feedstock storage time could be reduced at certain
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times of the year when there is a higher percentage of grass trimmings or wet leaves. The
compost turning operation could be curtailed when high winds could odors towards
sensitive receptors.

Feedstock will be screened for contaminants and debris boxes shall be maintained at all
times for placement of unacceptable materials. These debris boxes shall be removed for
legal offsite disposal at the nearest permitted facility.

Contingency plans for minimizing odor:
" Equipment - In the event of breakdown, the operator will continue operations with

replacement of affected equipment by:
o renting from reputable, local equipment rental companies and/or
o borrowing equipment from other nearby operations, or those of affiliated

companies in the region and/or
o purchase of new equipment.

" Water - with a 2,500 gallon and a 3,500-gallon water truck located on site, and the
utilization of leachate as dust moisture control the facility has sufficient water to meet
its needs.

" Power - Critical on-site equipment is mainly diesel-powered and not subject to local
power failures. Site personnel carry mobile telephones for communication. Should an
extended power failure occur, a backup generator will be procured from a local
equipment rental company to power the aeration equipment.

" Personnel – Additional personnel are available from other Agromin operations, or
those of affiliated companies in the region.

As a last resort, materials determined to be the source of excessive odors will be removed
and transported to the nearest available landfill for disposal or use as alternative daily
cover.

Section 17863.4 (d) – Annual Review of OIMP

The OIMP will be reviewed annually by the operator and revised as necessary.

A copy of this OIMP will be kept at the facility’s administrative office. The OIMP will be
revised within 30 days to reflect significant changes to operations that affect the OIMP,
with a copy provided to the LEA, when appropriate.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION & OBJECTIVE

This Vector Control Plan is submitted as a supplement to Agromin’s existing Odor Impact
Minimization Plan, Arnold Road Facility Dust Suppression Protocol and Predatory Bird
Management Plan.

Together, these plans will help ensure that odors, dust, and vectors remain under control
throughout operation of the Agromin Facility, located at 6859 Arnold Road in the unincorporated
portion of Ventura County, CA. This plan also specifically addresses the need to control vectors
as a result of Agromin’s proposal to expand the operation’s footprint. This proposal is currently
under review by the County of Ventura (PL13-0101 Agromin).

If a conflict is identified between the measures required as part of the Vector Control Plan and the
measures required by the Predatory Bird Mitigation Plan, the measures required as part of the
Predatory Bird Mitigation Plan shall prevail.

The General Operating Standards require compost operators to take measures to control vectors.
Specifically, Section 17867 (a)(2) of Title 14 regulations

(http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/Laws/Regulations/Title14/ch31a5.htm#article6)

provides the guidance with respect to vector control activities. This code section states that “All
handling activities shall be conducted in a manner that minimizes vectors, odor impacts, litter,
hazards, nuisances, and noise impacts; and minimizes human contact with, inhalation, ingestion,
and transportation of dust, particulates, and pathogenic organisms.”

The acceptance of green material as part of ongoing composting operations provides an
environment conducive to vector attraction. The objectives of this plan are to:

! Implement measures that will minimize the population of rats/mice, flies, mosquitos, or
other vectors.

Measures to deter or restrict birds from inhabiting the facility are addressed in detail in a separate
Predatory Bird Management Plan.

2.0 GREEN MATERIAL COMPOSTING OPERATIONS PLAN

Composting Technologies:

The proposed composting technologies will only include green material windrow composting.

Compost Feedstocks:

The proposed operations will accept compostable material including green material, wood waste
and brush, and compost blending amendments such as fertilizer. No composting of food material
is proposed.
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3.0 VECTOR CONTROL MEASURES – FLIES, MOSQUITOS, RODENTS,
MESOPREDATORS, & OTHERS

Agromin will implement control measures to minimize the attraction of the most common compost
facility vectors, including flies, mosquitos, rodents, and mesopredators. Each day, the operator
will determine if significant populations of on-site vectors are present and evaluate planned
operations for the potential to attract vectors. If the operator detects a significant vector
population, he/she will take the following actions:

! Investigate and determine the likely source of attraction

! Determine if onsite management practices (described below) could remedy the problem
and immediately take steps to remedy the situation.

! Determine whether or not the vector attraction event is significant enough to warrant
contacting a licensed vector specialist.

The primary on-site deterrent to on-site vector control shall be the prompt processing of green
materials in accordance with the Agromin’s quality control protocol. Generally, this protocol
requires load checking to ensure contaminants of less than 1%, the initial sorting and mixing of
raw feedstocks within 24-48 hours of delivery, prompt size reduction through grinding, final mixing,
moisture control, temperature monitoring, final screening, continuous trash collection with regular
trash hauling, and segregated storage of finished materials. The maximum storage time shall be
7 days for incoming green material feedstock.

A more detailed set of control measures for each vector is described below.

Flies:

Flies are a nuisance and a vector. They pick up dangerous organisms with their mouth and other
body parts and pass them to humans and animals through their feces and vomitus. Flies that
breed and feed on damp and decaying organic matter include: Fruit flies, Phorid flies,
Sphaerocerid flies, House flies, Blow flies, Bottle flies, and cluster flies. The goal of Agromin’s fly
control program is to eliminate the feeding and breeding sites within the compost feedstocks and
within the compost windrows. The following measures shall be implemented to accomplish this
goal:

! Eliminate the feeding and breeding sites within the facility by maintaining sufficient
windrow/pile structure temperature. This shall be accomplished by blending all green
material together to achieve a C:N ratio between 25-40:1 or higher prior to active
composting and a temperature between 131 and 160 degrees F during active composting.

! The feedstock materials shall be turned at least once every three days using a compost
turner.

! All windrow or pile spillage shall be incorporated back into the pile or windrow. All spaces
between processing piles and/or windrows shall be kept free of waste and site drainage
shall be directed away from compost piles.

! To the extent feasible, screens shall be placed on all windows and doors providing human
habitation.

! Sticky fly traps shall be placed in all structures housing employees on a regular basis.
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Mosquitoes:

Mosquitoes are responsible for more human death than any other living creature. Every year,
over one million people die from mosquito-borne diseases. Mosquitoes can carry many different
kinds of diseases, including malaria, heartworm, dengue fever, encephalitis, yellow fever, and
West Nile Virus. All Mosquitoes need water to complete their life cycle. Therefore, the goal of
Agromin’s mosquito control program is to eliminate standing water on-site through proper
drainage.

The surface runoff within the Agromin facility is either collected on-site within the concrete
processing pads or within a detention basin located on the southern portion of the facility. Small
quantities of surface runoff can also pond in a few locations on-site. Small quantities of
ponded/pooled water are either absorbed using on-site mulch and placed back into compost piles
or pumped into a water truck and used in the process on compost piles to help achieve a feedstock
moisture content of approximately 50%. Smaller pools also tend to naturally percolate into site
soils.

Large quantities of surface runoff are collected in a one-foot deep detention basin located on the
southern portion of the facility. This basin is lined with soil cement, a mixture of native soils and
Portland Cement Concrete, which prevents water from infiltrating into the ground. Although
infrequent, during large storms the basin captures and stores large quantities of standing water
with the potential to create a breeding area for mosquitoes.

Despite the propensity for percolation of runoff and the absorption of on-site runoff within the
green material processing areas, there are times when standing water does occur on-site.
Therefore, Agromin shall implement the following measures to prevent mosquito breeding
throughout the facility:

! Source elimination – on-site personnel shall survey the site daily for standing water and
shall turn over un-sealed containers holding water, filling in holes containing water with
sand and gravel, clearing ditches and/or drainage facilities of dirt and debris, and covering
structures and/or vessels that can hold water. Standing water shall not be held for more
than 5 days.

! Small amounts of standing water within the detention basin shall be immediately covered
with green material to allow for sufficient absorption within 5 days. After absorption has
occurred, the material shall be re-integrated into the compost windrow or feedstock pile to
achieve a feedstock moisture content of approximately 50%.

! No barriers, diversions, or flow spreaders shall be integrated into the facility design which
in any way facilitates the retention of standing water outside of the detention basin.

! Vegetation conducive to mosquito production, such as water hyacinth (Eichhomia spp.),
duckweed (Lemna and Spirodela spp.) and filamentous algal mats shall be prohibited from
establishment within the detention basin.

! If the quantity of water collected in the detention basin is too great and elimination of
ponded water isn’t feasible, then mosquitoes shall be controlled with the use of either
larvicides or mosquito fish. The larvicide operation shall only be applied by a licensed
pesticide applicator. The mosquito fish are available for free upon request from Ventura
County’s Vector Control Program and can be directly introduced to the detention basin.
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One of these control methods shall be introduced to the detention ponds if large amounts
of standing water remain for more than 5 days.

! Personal Protective Measures – Mosquito repellent shall be kept on-site for use by on-site
personnel in the event that a high concentration of mosquitos is identified.

Rodents:

Rodents are attracted to compost sites. Rodents can carry and spread diseases such as the hanta
virus and bubonic plague and they can cause fires or electrical shorts by chewing through
electrical wires in structures and equipment. They can proliferate in a number of spaces, including
engine compartments, old vehicles, storage sheds, brush piles and under buildings or other
structures. Therefore, the goal of Agromin’s rodent control program is to eliminate the three basic
environmental factors conducive to rodent proliferation: (1) Food, (2) Water, and (3) Harborage.
The following measures shall be implemented to accomplish this goal:

! All garbage shall be removed from the site perimeter and from within buildings on a daily
basis. All garbage shall be placed in trash receptacles with a tight-fitting cover.

! Remove all old vehicles, and other rubble from the site.

! Remove excess compost and/or green material feedstocks from along the walls of
buildings.

! Building materials (lumber, roofing, cement blocks, bricks, buckets) shall not be stacked
within on-site buildings or structures.

! Within all structures, finished products shall be stored on palettes.

! All site landscaping shall be trimmed and/or thinned periodically to minimize potential rat
habitation. All trees and/or shrubs located adjacent to existing structures shall be thinned
so that approximately two feet of separation exists between each tree/shrub to minimize
the potential for rodents to freely move between them.

! If the above described sanitation and building construction control measures are
ineffective in controlling rodent populations on-site, traps can be utilized as necessary to
control the rodent population. Inspection of all traps shall occur on a weekly basis to
ensure proper baiting. No rodenticides (anti-coagulants) shall be used as trap bait. All
dead animals shall be disposed and removed from the site immediately to prevent further
vector attraction.

Mesopredators:

A mesopredator is a medium-sized predator in the middle of a trophic level, which typically preys
on smaller animals, but often displays an opportunistic diet and toleration of close contact with
humans. Examples of mesopredators include opossums, feral cats, and raccoons. Due to their
opportunist diet tendencies, these mesopredators may be attracted to the facility. The presence
of these species may pose a threat to special status bird species present in the vicinity, as
mesopredators may predate bird nests. The goal of Agromin’s mesopredator control activities is
to avoid significant impacts during operations to special status bird species by limiting the
attraction of mesopredators to the facility and ensuring no increase in the number of
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mesopredators during the nesting season. The following measures shall be implemented to
accomplish this goal:

! California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) approved trapping of mesopredators
as an abatement strategy. Traps shall be placed at regular intervals around the perimeter
of the Conditional Use Permit (CUP) boundary, and will have large enough mesh to avoid
trapping non-target small mammals. All trapping procedures shall follow CDFW
regulations. Inspection of traps, removal of nuisance animals, and release of non-targeted
species will occur within 12 hours of trap deployment. No poisoning of mesopredators or
any other trapped animal is permitted, unless approval is granted by the CDFW and the
Ventura County Planning Division.

! Use of registered repellents, to ensure mesopredators are not attracted to the site. These
repellents shall be used in a matter that is consistent with CDFW regulations and will be
placed along the perimeter of the CUP boundary.

4.0 SUCCESS REPORTING

! The number of gulls present in the tipping area and the general population of gulls around
the facility will be monitored as detailed in the Predatory Bird Management Plan and
included in the progress reports submitted to the LEA for both the CASP system and the
SMARTFERM project.

! Fly populations, mosquito populations, and rodent populations shall be monitored and
included in the progress reports submitted to the LEA.

! Mesopredator monitoring reports conducted by a CDFW licensed trapper shall be
submitted bi-annually to the Ventura County Planning Division, CDFW, and the USFWS
detailing the number of mesopredators during the past six months and the effectiveness
of the control measures utilized.



 
 
 
   

 
 

 
 
 

374 Poli Street, Suite 200 • Ventura, CA 93001 
Office (805) 275-1515  •  Fax (805) 667-8104 
 

 
CONTAINMENT AREA FOR COMPOST PROCESSING 

OPERATIONS PLAN 
 
 
 

Agromin Oxnard Processing Facility 
6859 Arnold Road 

Oxnard, California 93033 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

May 2020 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 

Prepared for: Agromin 
201 Kinetic Drive 
Oxnard, California 93030 
 

Prepared by: Sespe Consulting, Inc. 
374 Poli Street, Suite 200 
Ventura, California 93001 

 
 
 

County of Ventura
Planning Case No.

PL13-0101
Attachment 10 - Containment

Area Plan



Agromin  Containment Area Plan 
Oxnard Processing Facility   May 2020 
 
 
 

CONTAINMENT AREA FOR COMPOST PROCESSING 
OPERATIONS PLAN 

 
Agromin  

Oxnard Processing Facility 
Oxnard, CA 

 
May 2020 

  

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

A. GENERAL INFORMATION ...................................................................................................1 

B. OPERATIONS INFORMATION .............................................................................................1 

1. Proposed Types, Sources and Quantity of Feedstock .............................................................. 2 
2. Site Operations:........................................................................................................................ 2 

C. SITE CONDITION INFORMATION ........................................................................................4 

1. Average Rainfall: ...................................................................................................................... 4 
2. Geology: ................................................................................................................................... 4 
3. Nearest Water Supply Well: ..................................................................................................... 5 
4. Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) 100-Year Floodplain: ................................ 5 

D. DESIGN INFORMATION ......................................................................................................5 

1. Potential Impacts to Groundwater Quality: ............................................................................. 5 
2. Facility Designs to Protect Groundwater and Surface Waters ................................................ 5 
3. Facility Designs to Prevent Wastewater Runoff and Site Inundation: ..................................... 7 

 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 

1. Recommendations for Cement Treatment in Composting Areas, Earth Systems, February 19, 2016 
2. Drainage Study 
3. Storm Event Action Plan 

 



Agromin  Containment Area Plan 
Oxnard Processing Facility   May 2020 
 

 
AgrominOxnard-Containment Area Plan-2020_v6_no oxnard.docx 1 Sespe Consulting, Inc. 

 
CONTAINMENT AREA FOR COMPOST PROCESSING 

OPERATIONS PLAN 
 

Agromin Oxnard Facility 
Oxnard, CA 

 
 
A. GENERAL INFORMATION  

This Containment Area for Compost Processing Operations Plan (Plan) was prepared in accordance with 
the Ventura County Watershed Protection District’s (VCWPD) standard permit condition of approval for 
composting facilities.  The plan addresses two primary issues: 
 

- Preventing site inundation during a 100-year storm event. 
- Providing impermeable surfaces for working areas to protect groundwater. 

 
Agromin is requesting the modification of existing Conditional Use Permit (CUP) 5001-1 to authorize the 
continued operation of a Compostable Materials Handling Facility, a modification to the CUP boundary,  
and the construction and operation of facility improvements.   
  
 Business Name:  California Wood Recycling dba Agromin 

 
Site Address:  Agromin 
   6859 Arnold Road 
   Oxnard, CA 93033 
   (see attached Site Location map) 
 
Business Contact: Bill Camarillo 
   Agromin  

201 Kinetic Drive 
Oxnard, CA 93030 
bcamarillo@agromin.com 

   Telephone:   (805) 485-9200 
    

Property Owners / Parcel Numbers: The project is located on portions of three separate parcels. The 
City of Oxnard parcel (APN 231-0-040-165) adjacent to the north is not part of the proposed project. The 
Tax Assessor’s parcel numbers, associated acreages and property owners for the parcels are: 

  
 
B. OPERATIONS INFORMATION 

The facility is an existing compost facility within unincorporated Ventura County.   Daily hours of 

Parcel Number (acres) Property Owner / Mailing Address 
231-0-080-085 (7.31 ac.) 

Shoreline Arnold Road LLC/ 6591 Collins Dr #E11 
Moorpark CA 93021-1493 231-0-080-070 (2.46 ac.) 

231-0-040-315 (7.65 ac.) 
Total parcel area:  17.42 acres  Area within proposed CUP boundary:  11.44 acres 
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operation are from 6:00 AM to 6:00 PM, Monday through Saturday. 
 

1. Proposed Types, Sources and Quantity of Feedstock 

INCOMING 
FEEDSTOCK  

APPROXIMATE 
ANNUAL QUANTITY 

(tons/year) 
SOURCE EXAMPLES 

Green Material 
(including agricultural 
by-product material, 
agricultural material, 
paper products, wood 
waste, yard trimmings) 

55,000 to 60,000 

Clean lawn & landscape cuttings (grass, 
leaves, branches, plants, etc.) picked up 
from residential customers (yard waste 
can). Green material separated from other 
municipal solid waste at an MRF. Clean 
green and wood material generated by 
farmers, commercial landscaping 
companies and other contractors. 

Total: 55,000 to 60,000  
 

 
2. Site Operations: 

Operations currently and proposed to be conducted at the facility are (see the attached Site 
Plan): 

 
- Feedstock Receiving for Green Material: Currently, green material is delivered to the site in 

commercial collection vehicles, trucks and roll-off bins.  An attendant is on site during 
operating hours to visually check loads for prohibited materials. Loads with excessive 
contaminants are rejected before being allowed past the scale house. The incoming green 
material is weighed at the scale house and then unloaded into one of four open air tipping 
lanes where employees manually pick through the piles to remove unwanted contaminants.  
The green material is then pushed out of the tipping lanes with a loader into storage 
windrows while employees continue to manually remove contaminants.  The storage 
windrows are moved and reformed up to three more times to allow the cleaning process to 
continue.   These green materials may be handled and stockpiled in the storage area for up 
to 7 days. Common contaminants include glass, metal and film plastic. Once removed from 
the feedstock they are placed in a roll off trash bin and ultimately taken to Simi Valley 
landfill for disposal. 

 
- Chipping and Grinding Operations:  After four cleanings the green material is loaded into a 

grinder, using a front-end loader, for size reduction and mixing.  Additional mixing (with a 
front-end loader) and moisture conditioning may take place, as necessary.  The material 
may also be screened using a trommel screen with various screen sizes that allows the 
smaller “unders” to be separated from the larger “overs”. The overs from screening and 
other wood waste are processed into a wood chip, stored on-site and then transferred 
offsite for sale as bio-fuels or mulch. 

 
- Windrow Composting Process:  The green material unders generated after chipping and 

grinding are placed into windrows for composting.  Green material is composted in the 
designated paved windrow areas. Currently windrow composting occurs atop a paved 
surface in the central portion of the facility.  The composting process goes through two 
stages before a finished compost is produced: 
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o Active composting - An aerobic process where the compost feedstock is in the 

process of being rapidly decomposed and is unstable. Active compost generates 
temperatures of at least 122 degrees Fahrenheit during decomposition.  This 
process requires that the material be maintained at a proper moisture level and be 
frequently turned in order to introduce oxygen to the material. 

 
o Curing - Following the active composting period, the material is moved into curing 

piles for additional aging and drying. This curing process allows partly decomposed 
compost particles to finish the composting process at a lower temperature.   

 
After curing, the stabilized compost is processed with a trommel screen, which separates 
the larger pieces and fines from the finished product to achieve the desired final compost 
product. Once the stabilized compost is screened it is either transferred offsite in bulk for 
sale, or is bagged on-site and then transferred offsite for sale.  It may also be blended with 
amendments prior to sale. Bagging occurs indoors in the 9,275 ft2 masonry packaging 
building which houses a Hamer FFS Bagging System.  This is an electric powered bagging 
system consisting of a feed hopper and conveyor system located outside of the packaging 
building and a bagging line located inside the building.  The conveyor feeds the bagging line 
through an access chute in the roof of the packaging building. 

 
- Products and Product Sales:  The facility produces three primary products, all of which are 

transferred to the material storage bins located in the southeast portion of the facility for 
sale.  These products include: 

 
o Stabilized cured compost - As needed amendments may be added to the compost.  

The mixing may occur at the material storage bins area. 
 
o Mulch - There is currently no statutory or regulatory definition for mulch. It is 

commonly defined as a soil covering used to control weeds or erosion; retain 
moisture in soil; and insulate soil from cold weather. The mulch produced at the 
facility is generally comprised of wood chips, ground up landscape trimmings, 
shredded bark and coarse compost material.  

 
o Chipped wood sold as biomass fuels. 

 
All product sales occur in the southeast portion of the facility near the material storage bins and 
scale house.  The project produces the base product (compost, mulch, wood chips) and conducts 
retail wholesale operations on-site.  Amendment materials that may be added to “stabilized or 
cured” compost to provide attributes for certain finished compost products or may be sold 
along with compost-based products produced at the facility.  Amendments currently utilized at 
the facility include but are not limited to: 

 
o Apex T & S 24·4·12 
o Landscape Color 14·14·14 
o Bloom 14-14-14 
o Triple Super Phosphate 

0·4S·O 
o Blood Meal 13-0-0 

o 6·24·24 XB 
o Sulfur Soil Prills 
o Palm Plus 13-S-8 
o Calcium Nitrate lS·O·O 
o Hydroform Blue Chip 

38·0·0 
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o Potassium Nitrate 13-0-46 
o Urea (46·0·0) 
o Ammonium Phosphate 16-

20·0 
o Gypsum (80 & SO lbs) 
o Dolomite Lime 
o Triple Pro Best lS ·lS·lS 
o Cool Weather 21·7·6 
o Hydroprills 21-7-14 
o Rootshield Granular 
o Sulfur Coated Urea 2S·8·8 
 

o EZ Green Chicken 
Fertilizer 

o Bone Meal 2.S-12·0 
o Gro Power S-3·1 
o Gro Power Plus S-3·1 
o Turf Supreme 16·6·8 
o Ferrous Sulfate 21% 
o Organic Crumbles 7-8·4 
o Zinc Sulfate 36% Granular 
o Ammonia Sulfate 21·0·0 
o Sulfur of Potash 0-0-5O 

 
These amendments are stored within an existing covered building in the northeast portion of 
the facility, immediately north of the material storage bins (see Site Plan).   
 
Bulk materials are delivered by vendor trucks and directly unloaded into the appropriate 
outdoor storage bins located on the southeast portion of the facility. 
 

o Peat Moss 
o Perlite (volcanic glass) 
o Vermiculite 
o Pumice 
o Scoria (basaltic lava rock) 
o Ground Bark 

o Gypsum 
o Washed Sand 
o Decomposed Granite 
o Pea gravel 
o Rock 

 
 
C. SITE CONDITION INFORMATION 

1. Average Rainfall: 

Average annual rainfall:  12.23 inches  
25-year, 24-hour storm event: 4.46 inches 
100-year storm event:  5.53 inches 
 
Nearby Climate Station Name:   
  POINT MUGU-USN (approx. 2.1 miles southeast of the facility) 
  Site ID:  93-0223 & 223A 
  October 1957 to September 1992 (average)   

 
2. Geology: 

 
(Source: “Geotechnical Engineering Report, Proposed Anaerobic Digester Facility, 6859 Arnold 
Road, Oxnard, County of Ventura, California”, RJR Engineering, December 12, 2012) 

 
Soil Types: “Artificial fill is present within the upper 2 feet of the site. Fill consists of loose to 
medium dense, dark brown, sandy silt. Holocene deposits are encountered stratigraphically below 
the upper disturbed soils. The undifferentiated deposits consist of interlayered near shore beach 
sands, estuary, alluvial deposits, and deltaic deposits. These soils consist of interlayered and 
discontinuous lenses of dark brown to dark grey sand and silt with interlayered gravel and clay. 
The clays are highly plastic, and soft and the sands are generally medium dense to dense in 
consistency.” 



Agromin  Containment Area Plan 
Oxnard Processing Facility   May 2020 
 

 
AgrominOxnard-Containment Area Plan-2020_v6_no oxnard.docx 5 Sespe Consulting, Inc. 

 
Groundwater Depth: “Groundwater was encountered at a depth of 4 to 6 feet in the area of 
drilling. We would anticipate that groundwater at or near the surface during periods of higher 
rainfall and/or surrounding irrigation should be anticipated.”   
 
Nearest Surface Water:  A coastal wetland is located directly south of the project site outside of 
the containment berm.  It is physically separated from the composting operation by an existing 
earthen berm approximately 16 feet high and 15 feet wide. The berm prevents surface run-off 
from entering the adjacent waterway.  Also, the nearest outdoor processing area is located at 
least 100 feet away from the wetlands (see Site Plan).   

 
3. Nearest Water Supply Well: 

The nearest active water well is 01N22W35E03S located over 1,200 feet west of the proposed 
CUP boundary. 

 
4. Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) 100-Year Floodplain: 

The facility is not located within a 100-year flood plain according to the FEMA Flood Map.   
 
D. DESIGN INFORMATION 

1. Potential Impacts to Groundwater Quality: 

According to the State Water Resources Control Board Order WQ 2015-0121-DWQ General Waste 
Discharge Requirements for Composting Operations: 
 

o Compostable materials may contain nutrients, metals, salts, pathogens, and oxygen-
reducing compounds that can degrade water quality if allowed to migrate into 
groundwater or surface water. The process of composting can allow contaminants to 
migrate with leachate or wastewater from these materials. Additionally, composting 
nutrient-rich feedstocks on more permeable soil has the potential to create elevated 
nitrate concentrations in groundwater. 

 
o Composting operations have the potential to degrade water quality with nutrients 

(e.g., nitrate), salinity (e.g., sodium chloride), pathogens, oxygen-reducing materials, 
sediment, and other waste constituents. 

 
o Composting operation setbacks from water supply wells and surface water bodies are 

provided in this General Order. Setbacks are included as a means of reducing 
pathogenic risks by coupling pathogen inactivation rates with groundwater travel 
time to a well or other potential exposure route (e.g. water contact activities).  
Composting operations shall be setback at least 100 feet from the nearest surface 
water body and/or the nearest water supply well. 

 
2. Facility Designs to Protect Groundwater and Surface Waters 

- Impermeable surfaces:  Strategies to control infiltration of wastewater into groundwater 
include reducing the permeability of areas where compostable materials are stored or 
composted, conveying drainage to a detention pond or tank, and reducing the permeability 
of detention ponds.   
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Currently feedstock receiving and windrow composting occurs atop an impermeable paved 
surface in the central portion of the facility.  The facility footprint will increase in size to 11.44 
acres.  This includes expansion into a portion of parcel 231-0-040-315 which is a contiguous 
parcel under common ownership (see the attached Site Plan). The expansion area is currently 
unpaved.  The area will be utilized for the following: 
 

- Provide additional area for active composting and curing operations in windrows:  If 
needed to support operations, roughly 0.7 acres of the expansion area would be 
utilized for active composting in windrows (see Site Plan).  The State Water Resources 
Control Board Waste Discharge Requirement (WDR) for Composting Operations, 
Order WQ 2015-0121-DWQ, adopted on August 4, 2015, requires the soil hydraulic 
conductivity for working areas in compost operations of this type (Tier II facility) to 
meet 1.0 x 10-5 cm/s or less.  Soil stabilization using a mixture of native soils and 
Portland Cement Concrete can be used to achieve the 1.0 x 10-5 cm/s requirement.  
Attachment 1 contains a report of testing completed on on-site soils by Earth Systems 
that shows soil-cement mixtures exceeding 4% cement can achieve the 1.0 x 10-5 cm/s 
requirement.  Agromin will treat this portion of the expansion area using soil cement 
or similar treatment to achieve the 1.0 x 10-5 cm/s requirement prior to utilizing the 
expansion area for active composting.  
 
Prior to using the treated area for active composting and curing operations, Agromin 
will obtain core samples of the treated area and submit them to a soil testing 
laboratory for permeability testing in order to verify the hydraulic conductivity 
requirement of 1.0 x 10-5 cm/s has been met. A copy of the laboratory report that 
demonstrates the hydraulic conductivity requirements are met will be submitted to 
the County of Ventura Watershed Protection District–Groundwater Section and to 
the RMA Planning Division. 

 
- Provide additional area for storage of final product compost:  If needed to support 

operations, roughly 1.0 acres of the expansion area would be utilized for stabilized 
final product compost storage (see Site Plan).  Active composting would continue to 
occur only on the paved or soil-cement treated areas of the site.  Following the active 
composting and curing period, the stabilized final product compost would be moved 
into the expansion area for storage.  Under this scenario the 1.0-acre portion of the 
expansion area would remain as is (unpaved or not treated to reduce hydraulic 
conductivity).  This is allowed under WDR WQ 2015-0121-DWQ definition of “working 
surface” which states: 

 
Working Surface - Any area at a Composting Operation used for the storage 
and/or treatment of feedstocks, additives, amendments, or compost (active, 
curing, or final product). The final product area may be excluded from the working 
surface hydraulic conductivity requirements under the following conditions:  

 
- The area is isolated in a dedicated area away from the active and curing 

compost;  
- The area is clearly marked as “final product” and  
- The area is identified in the NOI and technical report and approved by the 

Regional Water Board.  
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Final Product - The compost material that has completed the curing phase. 
Residual substances originally present in the compost pile are consumed after 
proper curing. The compost has been brought to maturity, and organic acids and 
resistant compounds have been substantially decomposed. 

 
- Use of detention ponds and tanks:  Agromin is proposing to manage and contain an 85th 

percentile, 24-hour storm event.  Agromin can manage and contain the 85th percentile, 24-
hour storm event with relatively minor changes to the existing site drainage and operations. 
The proposed site improvements would include: 
 

o Constructing one one-foot deep storm water detention basin to capture storm 
water. The storm water detention basin would be located at the southeast corner of 
the facility (see Site Plan).  

 
o Installation of an elevated internal road adjacent to the coastal zone boundary. The 

proposed road would be installed at an elevation approximately one foot above the 
existing ground elevation in order to direct storm water away from the coastal zone 
and back toward the facility. 

 
o Operational changes would include, when needed, actively managing storm water 

using trash pumps and hoses to pump storm water from operational areas to the 
detention basin.  

 
- Setbacks from water supply wells: The nearest active water well is 01N22W35E03S located 

over 1,200 feet west of the proposed CUP boundary.  This is well beyond the SWRCB 
Composting WDR requirement of 100 feet. 

 
- Setbacks from surface waters: A coastal wetland is located directly south of the project site 

outside of the containment berm.  It is physically separated from the composting operation 
by an existing earthen berm approximately 16 feet high and 15 feet wide. The berm prevents 
surface run-off from entering the adjacent waterway.  Also, the nearest outdoor processing 
area is located at least 100 feet away from the wetlands.   

 
3. Facility Designs to Prevent Wastewater Runoff and Site Inundation: 

An approximately 16 feet high and 15 feet wide soil berm surrounds the site on all of its western 
and southern boundaries as well as portions of its northern and eastern boundaries.  During 
normal storm events, this berm prevents rainwater from both leaving the site as well as running 
on to the site from properties to the north or from Arnold Road.   
 
Though the site can contain typical rainfall amounts, Ventura County Watershed Protection 
requires compost processing operations be protected against inundation from a 100-year storm 
event.  Attachment 2 contains a Drainage Study that evaluates regional and on-site projected 
storm water flows and containment strategies. It proposes the use of sandbags at the facility low 
point (roughly 200-foot section along facility east boundary/site entrance) to prevent site 
inundation flows on to the site from Arnold Road during a 100-year storm event. 
 
In order to be prepared for a major storm event, the following steps will be taken at the facility: 
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- Weather forecasts from the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration’s (NOAA) 
website will be monitored on a consistent basis to ensure storms are adequately anticipated 
and staff has ample time to prepare the facility. 

 
- A minimum of 200 pre-filled sandbags will be maintained onsite.  These bags will be stored in 

the existing covered building in the northeast portion of the facility, immediately north of the 
material storage bins (see Site Plan). This quantity of sandbags is sufficient to prevent site 
inundation from the majority of storms experienced at the facility.  

 
- The facility also maintains two pallets of empty sandbags on site at all times (1,000 bags – 500 

per pallet).  They also have an onsite supply of sand (300 to 500 cubic yards) and a mechanical 
sandbag filling hopper.  If needed additional sandbags can be quickly filled. 

 
- Once a storm event begins, site conditions will be constantly monitored to ensure there is no 

discharge leaving the site and/or run on entering the site due to inundation from nearby 
Arnold Road.   

 
Attachment 3 contains the Storm Event Action Plan which outlines the procedures onsite staff will 
follow related to stormwater monitoring and management.   
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Attachment 1 
 

Recommendations for Cement Treatment in Composting Areas 
Earth Systems, February 19, 2016 
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Submitted by email to arne.anselm@ventura.org 
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Attachment 2 
 

Drainage Study 
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Submitted by email to arne.anselm@ventura.org 
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Attachment 3 
 

Storm Event Action Plan 
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STORM EVENT ACTION PLAN 
 

Agromin Oxnard Processing Facility 
6859 Arnold Road 

Oxnard, California 93033 
 

1. WEATHER MONITORING 
A designated Agromin employee will be responsible for monitoring local weather forecasts so predicted storms can be 
anticipated and properly prepared for.   

 
 
 
 
 

Local NOAA Station: Point Mugu, Naval Air Warfare Center (KNTD) 
http://forecast.weather.gov/MapClick.php?lat=34.16188033221266&lon=-119.15271464146684#.VxpZQHrG-rw  
 
Weather forecasts should be monitored daily.  Ideally, forecasts should be checked in the morning hours (7-8 AM) to allow 
for sufficient preparation time throughout the workday if an unanticipated storm event is predicted.  A print-out of the 
NOAA forecast page is presented below: 

 

Responsibility Employee 
Primary Forecast Monitor VP Sales & Marketing (Dave Green) 
1st  Alternative Site Manager (Dave Camarillo) 
2nd Alternative Operations Supervisor (Matt Dale) 

Forecast Discussion 

Forecast Precipitation 
chances (%) displayed here 
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2. SITE PREPARATION 
 
When NOAA predicts a storm with a 50% chance of precipitation or greater, the following steps should be taken to ensure 
stormwater is properly managed onsite.  To find the quantity of rain predicted for an upcoming storm, users can refer to 
the “Forecast Discussion” link on the right-hand side of the NOAA “7-Day Forecast” webpage (see figure above).  Predicted 
rain levels in inches are generally described within the text presented on this page, as well as a more detailed discussions 
related to the anticipated strength and duration of predicted storms.   
 

Contingency  Required Action 
BEFORE RAIN 

 
Less than 50% chance of precipitation 

  
No action required. 

 
More than 50% chance of precipitation 
-Under 1.0 inch of precipitation 
expected 

  
Alert facility staff of pending storm event. 
Ensure 200 pre-filled sandbags are available onsite. 
Continuing monitoring NOAA and be aware of any changes in 
predicted strength/duration of storm event. 

 
More than 50% chance of precipitation 
-Over 1.0 inch of precipitation expected 

  
Alert facility staff of pending storm event. 
Ensure 200 pre-filled sandbags are available onsite. 
Ensure mechanical sandbag filling hopper is ready in case additional 
sandbags need to be quickly filled. 
Continuing monitoring NOAA and be aware of any changes in 
predicted strength/duration of storm event. 
 

DURING RAIN 
 
Monitor water levels at Arnold Road: 
 
Arnold Road is not flooding 
 
 
 
Arnold Road begins to flood 

  
 
 
No immediate action required. 
Continue monitoring onsite conditions and storm predictions to 
ensure proper preparation. 
 
Using on-site employees and loader bucket, begin transferring 
sandbags to staging locations near the facility entrance.   
Continue monitoring onsite conditions. 

 
Arnold Road flooding becomes 
significant  

  
Cease facility operations. 
Using on-site employees, begin placing sandbags at facility entrance 
low points (see Site Plan).  
Determine if additional sandbags need to be filled using hopper.  
Continue placing sand bags until facility is contained. 
 

On-site water management:  Use trash pumps to move any on-site runoff that does not flow to 
drainage basin in a timely manner. 
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Initial Study Checklist

This Biological Assessment DID provide adequate information to make recommended CEQA findings
regarding potentially significant impacts.

Project Impact
Degree of Effect

Cumulative Impact
Degree of Effect

N LS PS-M* PS N LS PS-M* PS
Biological Resources X X

Species X X
Ecological Communities X X
Habitat Connectivity X X

N: No impact
LS: Less than significant impact
PS-M: Potentially significant unless mitigation incorporated.
PS: Potentially significant
* DO NOT check this box unless the Biological Assessment provided information adequate enough to
develop mitigation measures that reduce the level of impact to less than significant.
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Summary

The purpose of this report is to update previous biological analyses prepared for the proposed project,
based on the current June 2015 project description. This analysis builds upon the 2013 Focused ISBA,
the County of Ventura publicly circulated Mitigated Negative Declaration (December 13, 2013) (2013
MND), agency and stakeholder comments received on the 2013 MND, and the Predatory Bird
Management Plan (April 2015) (PBMP). On June 29, 2015 Rincon Biologists met rdoc oc` Ajpiot�n
Planning Biologist, Senior Planner, and Supervising Planner to define the scope of the Focused ISBA
update and request updated substantial evidence received since the release of the 2013 MND.

The applicant proposes to modify the existing Conditional Use Permit (CUP) CUP-5001-1 to continue
existing permitted operations for four years to 2019, construct a pilot-scale anaerobic digester (PSAD),
and expand the facility from approximately 8.45 acres to 11.44 acres to accommodate the storage of up
to 40,000 cubic yards (cy) of compost (^jgg`^odq`gt m`a`mm`_ oj c`m`di \n }pmje`^o~). The CUP area occurs
within Assessor Parcel Numbers (APNs) 231-0-040-315, 231-0-080-085, and 231-0-080-070, which
together comprise approximately 17.42 acres. This includes approximately 5.38 acres within the coastal
zone boundary that is excluded from the proposed project footprint.

The table below summarizes the material throughput and total on-site at any time allowed under the
existing and proposed CUP.

Based on the above table, the change in baseline material on-site is an additional 30,000 cy of green
waste on-site at any time. As discussed in the 2013 MND, the primary vector (avian scavengers, rodent,
and medium and large mammals as updated in this analysis) attractant is putrescible waste at the tipping
areas.1 The CEQA Guidelines specify that the baseline upon which environmental impacts are assessed
normally consists of the physical conditions that exist at the time the environmental analysis begins
(§§15125(a) 15126.2(a)). The analysis in this report is based on no change to the existing legally
accepted amount of putrescible waste (5,000 cy) at any one time and annual through put (60,000 tons
per year).

N`m oc` Ajpiot�n 2013 request, this focused Initial Study Biological Assessment specifically addresses
oc` kmje`^o�n kjo`iod\g dhk\^on oj r`og\i_n+ nk`^d\g no\opn nk`^d`n+ \i_ oc` coastal zone (Attachment B).
No protected trees, or wildlife movement corridors are present within or adjacent to the proposed project
and, therefore, these issues are not required to be discussed in this analysis.

Rincon Consultants, Inc. (Rincon) conducted a site visit on June 26, 2013 to assess the presence of
nesting bird habitat within the existing CUP boundary. A follow-up survey was conducted on July 24,
2015 to evaluate the CUP expansion area and to confirm the results of the previous site visit; nesting
birds were not observed in the CUP boundary expansion area. An additional 300-foot buffer around the
new CUP boundary was evaluated through review of aerial imagery and a literature (Survey Area).

1
Putrescible Wastes include }wastes that are capable of being decomposed by micro-organisms with sufficient rapidity as to

cause nuisances because of odors, vectors, gases or other offensive conditions, and include materials such as, but not limited
to food wastes, offal, and dead animals.~ (California Code of Regulations, § 17402, Definitions)

Material Existing (Permitted) Proposed Project

Total on-site food and
green material

10,000 cy on-site at any one time 40,000 cy on-site at any one time

Putrescible waste (mix
of food and green)

5,000 cy on-site at any one time 5,000 cy on-site at any one time

Annual throughput 60,000 tons per year 60,000 tons per year
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The proposed CUP boundary and PSAD is entirely within a heavily disturbed area that lacks natural
habitat and does not support special status species. No natural plant communities are present within the
CUP boundary. An urban/disturbed plant community is present to the north and east. Active agriculture is
present to the east. A disturbed salt marsh is present to the south and southwest; this area has been
periodically disturbed for agricultural uses. An unknown wetland feature is present to the southeast; this
area is within the privately managed Ventura County Game Reserve, directly north of Point Mugu Naval
Air Weapons Station (NAWS) property. Both the disturbed salt marsh and the unknown wetland found
outside of the CUP boundary are considered ESHA, albeit disturbed by historic agricultural activity.
Ormond Beach includes several hundred acres of salt marsh and brackish or freshwater wetlands,
coastal dunes and scrub, and upland areas that provide habitat for special status species that are
considered ESHA under the Local Coastal Plan and Coastal Zoning Ordinance (§8172-1).The project
site is located outside of the coastal zone, but the existing facility and operation is permitted within 100
feet of ESHA as evaluated in the 1998 MND. The proposed project is legally permitted within 100 feet of
adjacent coastal zone ESHA; no new development is proposed within the existing 100-foot ESHA buffer.
With mitigation requiring demarcation of the coastal zone boundary, impacts to the adjacent coastal zone
and ESHA and sensitive resources would be less than significant.

No waters or wetlands occur within the proposed PSAD project or the expanded CUP boundary. A man-
made ditch is present to the east and southeast adjacent to Arnold Road, and a disturbed salt marsh is
present to the south. The proposed project would not further encroach upon Ventura County required
wetland buffers for these features.

No special status species were observed during field surveys. A CNDDB search identified 24 special
status plant and animal occurrences within the project vicinity (5 miles), and additional species were
identified in nearby biological studies. No suitable habitat is present within the proposed project and no
special status species are expected to occur within or adjacent to the proposed project. Several special
status species may have a moderate potential to occur within the Study Area in the disturbed salt marsh
to the south of the CUP boundary: Ventura marsh milk-vetch (Astragalus pycnostachyus var.
lanosissimus), ferruginous hawk (Buteo regalis),short-eared owl (Asio flammeus), burrowing owl (Athene
cunicularia), Ajpgo`m�n bjg_ad`g_n (Lasthenia glabrata ssp. coulteri), wandering (=saltmarsh) skipper
(Panoquina errans), white tailed-kite (Elanus leucurus), California horned lark (Eremophila alpestris
actia), Beldinb�n savannah sparrow (Passerculus sandwichensis beldingi), light-ajjo`_ Pd_br\t�n m\dg
(Rallus obsoletus levipes), and estuary seablite (Suaeda esteroa). No plants would be directly or
indirectly affected by the proposed project. No direct impacts to plants, wildlife, or nesting birds would
occur.

This evaluation specifically addresses the potential for the proposed storage of green and putrescible
compost to attract both aerial and terrestrial predators and how they may impact special status nesting
bird species, such as the western snowy plover (Charadrius alexandrinus nivosus) (WSP) and California
least tern (Sternula antillarum browni) (CLT) nesting on Ormond Beach and Ormond East dunes to the
south+ \n r`gg \n oc` @`g_dib�n n\q\ii\c nk\mmjr (BSS) and light-footed Pd_br\t�n rail (LFRR) that nest
in the salt marsh habitat south of Edison Canal and Perimeter Road. The proposed PSAD would reduce
the amount of exposed food waste currently available to predators, by up to 1,000 cy at any one time.
However, the presence of putrescible compost feedstock has the potential attract avian and terrestrial
predators to the project site at the tipping point, prior to diversion into the proposed PSAD, existing
Covered Aerated Static Pile (CASP), and windrows with green waste. Proposed measures are
incorporated into the Vector Control Plan and Predatory Bird Management Plan (PBMP) to minimize the
potential for attracting predators. The proposed project would also incorporate vector control methods as
required by under state law, such as covering food processing waste with green waste, use of bird wires
to discourage roosting, mixing the material inside of a masonry building, and daily litter clean-up.
Additionally, compost may be stored under a pre-fabricated ClearSpanTM covered fabric structure to
minimize access by predatory birds if required under the PBMP. As evaluated in the 2013 MND, impacts
would be less than significant with mitigation, including a new mitigation measure recommended to
address mesopredators (e.g., opossum) with the potential for overlapping home ranges between the
facility and off-site nesting habitat.
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Section 1: Construction Footprint Description

Construction Footprint Definition (per the Ventura County Planning Division): The
construction footprint includes the proposed maximum limits of temporary or permanent
direct land or vegetation disturbance for a project including such things as the building
pad(s), roads/road improvements, grading, septic systems, wells, drainage
improvements, fire hazard brush clearance area(s), tennis courts, pools/spas,
landscaping, storage/stockpile areas, construction staging areas, fire department
turnarounds, utility trenching and other grading areas. The construction footprint on
some types of projects, such as mining, oil and gas exploration or agricultural
operations, may be quite different than the above.

Development Proposal Description:

The proposed project is a modification to an existing Conditional Use Permit (CUP) CUP-5001-1 for the
existing Agromin Organics Composting facility located at 6859 Arnold Road, Oxnard, California, for the
following:

1. Four year extension of the existing CUP to 2019;

2. Expand the existing CUP boundary by approximately 2.99 acres, from approximately 8.44 acres
to approximately 11.44 acres;

3. Expansion of the on-site storage from 10,000 cy of compost up to total of 40,000 cy of compost at
any one time, including 5,000 cy of mixed food and green waste compost and 35,000 cy of green
waste; and

4. Installation of a pilot-scale anaerobic digester (PSAD).

The current operational area of the existing facility is approximately 8.5 acres and includes several
existing structures including masonry buildings, biofilters, soil amendment operations areas, feed hopper,
and scale house. The facility also includes an existing processing area and food stock receiving and
storage area, a finished product stockpile area, a drainage basin, and a parking area.

The only proposed new development is the PSAD on an existing building pad. The PSAD will test the
performance of a semi-mobile, small-scale, dry anaerobic digestion system designed to recycle
approximately 4,500 tons of the green and food waste received each year at the Agromin Organics
Recycling Composting Facility. The system will include four steel-fabricated and insulated tunnels, each
12 feet (ft.) in width, 12 ft. in height, and 40 ft. in length. Each tunnel has a specially designed hatch that
provides a gas%tight seal to ensure anaerobic conditions are properly maintained during processing. The
base system also contains a below%grade concrete percolate tank, a mechanical%electrical container,
containerized combined heat and power system, package bio%filter, external biogas storage bladder and
environmental control device. The amount of material processed as part of the research project will not
exceed 1,000 cy on%site at any one time. The proposed PSAD area would occupy approximately 3,000
square feet (sq. ft.) atop an existing concrete pad.

The proposed project would also expand the CUP boundary to the west and north of the existing facility
to accommodate and increase in storage of feedstock and compost from the originally proposed 17,500
cy to 40,000 cy of under a future Full Solid Waste Facility Permit. The expansion would increase the
CUP area from 8.45 acres to 11.44 acres. The facility throughput will not exceed the 60,000 tons per
year of end product proposed in the original CUP Project Description utilized in the 1998 MND. The
storage volume is now proposed to be increased to accommodate feedstock fluctuations, finished
compost maturity, and seasonal agricultural market demands.

No grading would occur outside of the approved CUP footprint. The proposed project would be located
entirely within the non-coastal zone portion of the existing Agromin Organics Composting facility. In a
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letter submitted to Agromin dated August 15, 2011, the County indicated that the coastal zone boundary
had previously been incorrectly mapped and is now mapped further inland, and that the CUP boundary
would need to be revised upon the next renewal/extension request. In response to this letter, Agromin
has adjusted their operation footprint and is in the final stages of relocating all operational components
outside of the revised coastal zone boundary line. The coastal zone boundary depicted on the attached
site plan and figures included in this ISBA reflects the latest California Coastal Commission mapping.
The proposed project would not include night lighting or an increase in existing noise levels.

Construction Footprint Size

The proposed CUP boundary is approximately 11.44 acres. The existing CUP boundary is approximately
8.44 acres. The proposed CUP expansion would add approximately 2.99 acres and extending into a
portion of APN 231-0-040-315. The proposed PSAD construction footprint is less than 3,000 sq. ft. and is
located entirely within the non-coastal zone portion of the existing CUP boundary.

The current site plan is presented in Attachment A.

Project Design for Impact Avoidance or Minimization

The proposed project has the potential to attract and impact bird species. Of particular concern is the
potential for the project to attract gull species.

Since the circulation on the 2013 MND, the following measures have been implemented to reduce
impacts from scavenger birds:

' Add wires over the tipping area so that gulls cannot fly into this area from above;

' Active harassment noise producing and predatory based behavioral bird deterrents (e.g.,

noisemakers and propane cannons);2

' Maintain a daily litter clean-up program around the site;

' Add a matrix of bird wires around the perimeter of the roof so that there will be few places for

gulls to roost; and

' Practice good housekeeping and regular cleaning in the tipping area.

As described in the Predatory Bird Management Plan and Vector Control Plan, the following measures
will be taken to reduce the potential for impacts to birds:

' Equipment operators would cover food processing water material with processed green waste
material immediately after tipping;

' Push the covered food processing wastes material into the masonry building for blending and
temporary storage prior to adding to either the CASP or proposed PSAD system; and

' If dictated by the PBMP, installation of a pre-a\]md^\o`_ Ag`\mQk\iy ^jq`m`_ a\]md^ nomp^opm` jq`m
the food waste tipping and temporary storage area in order to help minimize predatory bird
interaction with food waste delivered to the site.

Coastal Zone/Overlay Zones

The proposed CUP boundary is located in the non-coastal zone; see the discussion above for the coastal
zone boundary determination history. The project is not located within any Overlay Zone.

Zoning

The proposed CUP boundary (under the jurisdiction of the County) is within Zone AE-40 (Agricultural
Exclusive: minimum 40 acres).

Elevation

The elevation at the proposed project site is approximately 10 ft. above mean sea level.

2
Sound producing deterrents (e.g., noise makers, sound cannons) would be prohibited under 2013 MND Biological Mitigation

Measure 1 (as amended), as described in the PBMP and discussed in Section 4.1.
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Other

The proposed project is located entirely within the active and disturbed Agromin Organics Recycling
Facility, and any described above operations within the coastal zone would be relocated.

Section 2: Survey Information

2.1 Survey Purpose

Discretionary actions undertaken by public agencies are required to demonstrate compliance with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The purpose of this Focused Initial Study Biological
Assessment (ISBA) is to gather enough information about the biological resources associated with the
proposed project, and their potential to be impacted by the project, to make a CEQA Initial Study
ndbidad^\i^` adi_dib ajm ]djgjbd^\g m`njpm^`n- Gi b`i`m\g+ GQ@?�n \m` dio`i_`_ oj9

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

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

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

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

N`m oc` Ajpiot�n m`lp`no+ ocdn Dj^pn`_ GQ@? nk`^dad^\ggt \__m`nn`n oc` kmje`^o�n kjo`iod\g dhk\^on oj
wetlands, special status species, and the coastal zone. No protected trees or wildlife movement corridors
are present within or adjacent to the proposed project and, therefore, are not discussed in this analysis
(Attachment C).

2.2 Survey Area Description

Survey Area Definition (per the Ventura County Planning Division): The physical area a
biologist evaluates as part of a biological assessment. This includes all areas that could
potentially be subject to direct or indirect impacts from the project, including, but not
limited to: the construction footprint; areas that would be subject to noise, light, dust or
runoff generated by the project; any required buffer areas (e.g., buffers surrounding
wetland habitat). The construction footprint plus a 100 to 300-foot buffermbeyond the
required fire hazard brush clearance boundarym(or 20-foot from the cut/fill boundary or
road fire hazard brush clearance boundary l whichever is greater) is generally the size
of a survey area. Required off-site improvementsmsuch as roads or fire hazard brush
clearancemare W\QZcRSR W\ bVS ac`dSg O`SO) Ic`dSg O`SOa QO\ SfbS\R ]TT bVS ^`]XSQbpa
parcel(s) because indirect impacts may cross property lines. The extent of the survey
area shall be determined by the biologist in consultation with the lead agency.

Survey Area 1 (SA1)

Location

For the purposes of this assessment, the survey area includes the proposed CUP boundary plus a
300-foot buffer. The CUP boundary was surveyed on foot. Areas outside of the CUP boundary,
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including the 300-foot buffer, were not surveyed on foot but were assessed through review of current
and historic aerial imagery and a literature review.

Survey Area Environmental Setting

The entire existing CUP boundary and proposed expansion area are disturbed by active recycling of
agricultural waste materials. The topography is generally flat and no wetlands or drainages are
within the proposed CUP boundary. The Survey Area, which extends 300 feet from the proposed
CUP boundary, includes active agriculture to the east, north and west of the proposed CUP
boundary; Arnold Road and drainage ditch to the east, NAWS the southeast, and the privately
owned Ventura County Game Preserve to the south, which was previously used for agriculture.

Surrounding Area Environmental Setting

The Survey Area is surrounded by agricultural uses (primarily row crops and sod) to the east, north
and west, and a disturbed salt marsh to the south. The parcel immediately north of the site is also
utilized by Agromin for the manufacturing of soil amendments and is a permitted use located within
the limits of the City of Oxnard. The southern portion of the survey area is surrounded by a privately
owned game preserve previously used for agriculture. Further to the south is the man-made Oxnard
Drainage Canal #3 (Edison Canal) and Ormond Beach.

Cover

The existing CUP boundary is comprised of approximately 15% buildings or other impervious cover,
approximately 80% bare ground or cleared/graded, and approximately 5% of primarily non-native
vegetation (landscaped trees and weeds). The CUP expansion area is 100% bare ground/cleared.
The proposed PSAD location is entirely developed with a concrete pad.

2.3 Methodology

References

The following information sources and databases were queried for this analysis:

' California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), BIOS. (July 17, 2015). BIOS is an internet-
based biological data map server. This database was searched to identify other projects that
have occurred in the vicinity of the subject property.

' CDFW, California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB; July 17, 2015). Species tracked within 10
miles of the CUP boundary are presented in Attachment B.

' CDFW Special Vascular Plants, Bryophytes, and Lichens List (July 2015).

' CDFW Special Animals List (July 2015).

' CNPS Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants database, v7-08a 2-01-08,
http://cnps.web.aplus.net/cgi-bin/inv/inventory.cgi/Html?item=checkbox_9.htm#q9

' Ventura County Planning Division, December 2013, MND (including public comments)

' Ventura County Planning Division, 2014 Locally Important Animal List and 2014 Locally Important
Plant List.

' Ventura County Planning Division (July 2015) Pending & Recently Approved Projects3

' Initial Study Checklist for CUP 5001, World Soils Corporation Composting Project, prepared by
ENSR Consulting and Engineering, October 27, 1997 (herein referred to as 1997 ENSR report)

3
It should be noted that this online map may not be comprehensive, given that the Agromin CUP Modification (PL13-0101) is

not depicted.
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' Nesting data for California least tern (Sterna antillarum browni) and western snowy plover
(Charadrius alexandrinus nivosus) Ormond Beach for years 2002 through 2014 (refer to
Appendix D)

' U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetlands Inventory (July 17, 2015).
http://www.fws.gov/wetlands/Data/Mapper.html

' Predator management reports, annual listed species management reports, and telemetry studies
conducted by NAWS

' Landfill management documents provided by County staff

' Citizen science databases (i.e., eBird)

Attachment D includes a complete list of references.

Field Surveys

Rincon conducted a limited reconnaissance survey of the proposed PSAD project and surrounding CUP
on June 26, 2013, to support a nesting bird habitat assessment. The survey was conducted between the
hours of 10:15 and 11:30 a.m.

Rincon conducted a site visit to assess the current conditions of the site and observe gull and corvid
numbers on March 11, 2014. The survey was conducted between the hours of 11:00 a.m. to 12:30 p.m.
(Rincon, 2015a).

A follow-up limited reconnaissance survey was conducted on July 24, 2015 to evaluate the proposed
CUP expansion area and presence of ground nesting birds, and to confirm the conditions observed
during the previous site visit. The survey was conducted between the hours of 7:00 to 9:00 a.m. No
nesting birds were observed in the expansion area, and approximately one gull per minute was observed
flying overhead, often the same bird. One California gull was observed flying into the area and landing on
a pile of organic waste. No signs of terrestrial predators were observed.
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Section 3: The Biological Inventory

See Appendix One for an overview of the types of biological resources that are protected
in Ventura County.

3.1 Ecological Communities: Plant Communities, Physical Features and Wetland

Plant Communities

Locally important or rare plant communities were within the survey area(s).

Major Plant Communities Summary

The proposed CUP boundary and surrounding disturbed and agricultural areas lack native habitat and do
not contain plant communities that can be classified using the California Manual of Vegetation
(2009).The unknown wetland (PC5) to the southwest and disturbed coastal salt marsh (PC3) to the south
of the CUP boundary are outside the project site, but are part of a sensitive and locally important Ormond
Beach wetland dune complex that provides the transitional habitat along the margins of bays, lagoons,
and estuaries from Point Conception to the Mexican peninsula.

Six communities are located off-site and could not be mapped to the alliance level. The communities
were identified within the Survey Area during the desktop review: Agriculture, Cleared Land, Salt Marsh {
Disturbed, Undifferentiated Exotic Vegetation, Unknown Wetland, and Urban/Disturbed (Figure 1).

Agriculture (PC1) consists of row crops (mostly likely strawberries) and sod farms. These agricultural
areas are intensively maintained and frequently disturbed. Native plant species are expected to occur on
a very limited basis due to the frequent disturbance. PC1 is present to the north and east of the proposed
project.

Cleared Land (PC2) consists of dirt roads associated with agricultural uses. PC2 is present to the north
and east of the proposed project.

Salt Marsh c Disturbed (PC3) is located south of the proposed project, outside of the CUP boundary.
This plant community was not surveyed on foot but mostly likely includes plant species such as salt
grass (Distichlis spicata) and pickleweed (Salicornia sp.). Review of historic aerial imagery indicates that
this plant community has been subject to periodic disturbance for agricultural uses.

Undifferentiated Exotic Vegetation (PC4) is present along Arnold Road to the east and northeast of
the proposed project, some within the CUP boundary, and consists of ornamental trees.

Unknown Wetland (PC5) refers to an area mapped by the National Wetland Inventory and by the
Coastal Conservancy as Palustrine Emergent-Persistent (Distichlis, Salicornia, Frankenia) Seasonally-
Flooded Drainage-Channel-Floodplain (Aspen, 2007) to the southeast of and outside of the CUP
boundary. This community is located on the private Ventura County Game Reserve, and may be a
managed wetland. The area is inaccessible.

Urban/Disturbed (PC6) is located within the CUP boundary and to the north and west. This includes the
active areas of the agricultural materials recycling facility, as well as a man-made berm installed to
delineate the limits of the non-coastal zone and prevent intrusion into the coastal zone. Native plant
species include big saltbush (Atriplex lentiformis) and non-native plant species such as five-horn bassia
(Bassia hyssopifolia), tree tobacco (Nicotiana glauca), crystalline ice plant (Mesembryanthemum
crystallinum) bromes (Bromus sp.) and mustard (Brassica sp.) are present on the berm, but the
remainder of this area is largely devoid of vegetation.

Plant Communities

Map
Key
(1)

SVC
Alliance

SVC
Association

Misc. (2)
Status

(3)
Condition

(4)
Acres
Total

Acres
Impacted

Comments (5)
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Plant Communities

PC1 -- -- Agriculture N/A Developed 10.06 0.00
Active row crops and

sod farms.

PC2 -- -- Cleared Land N/A

Cleared-
Permits

Assumed/
not

Required

1.68 0.00
Dirt roads associated

with agricultural areas.

PC3 Unknown Unknown
Salt Marsh {

Disturbed
ESHA Disturbed 4.71 0.00

Has been subject to
periodic disturbance for
agricultural uses over at
least the past 25 years.
Partially inaccessible on

a managed private
game reserve.

PC4 -- --
Undifferentiated

Exotic
Vegetation

N/A -- 0.49 0.00
Ornamental trees

located along Arnold
Road.

PC5 Unknown Unknown
Unknown
Wetland

ESHA Unknown 3.22 0.00
Managed private game
reserve. Inaccessible

PC6 -- -- Urban/Disturbed N/A Developed 22.21 2.99
Acres impacted includes
only the expanded CUP

area.

Totals 43.77 2.99
LIC..................Locally Important Plant Community
ESHA..............Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas (Coastal Zone)
CDFG Rare:

G1 or S1 .....Critically Imperiled Globally or Subnationally (state)
G2 or S2 .....Imperiled Globally or Subnationally (state)
G3 or S3 .....Vulnerable to extirpation or extinction Globally or Subnationally (state)

Cal OWA ........Protected by the California Oak Woodlands Act
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Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas (ESHA)

EI?7 Wa nO\g O`SO W\ eVWQV ^ZO\b ]` O\W[OZ ZWTS ]` bVSW` VOPWbOba O`S SWbVS` `O`S ]`
especially valuable because of their special nature or role in an ecosystem and which
Q]cZR PS SOaWZg RWabc`PSR ]` RSU`ORSR Pg Vc[O\ OQbWdWbWSa O\R RSdSZ]^[S\bao %FcPZWQ
Resources Code § 30107.5). ESHA includes coastal dunes, beaches, tidepools,
wetlands, creek corridors, and certain upland habitats in the Santa Monica Mountains
(Ventura County Coastal Area Plan).

Habitats that meet the definition of ESHA were found within the survey area(s).

Ormond Beach includes several hundred acres of salt marsh and brackish or freshwater wetlands,
coastal dunes and scrub, and upland areas that provide habitat for special status species that are
considered ESHA under the Ventura County Local Coastal Plan.

The CUP boundary is located outside of the coastal zone. The existing facility and operation is permitted
within 100 feet of ESHA as evaluated in the 1998 MND. No new physical development (e.g., PSAD) is
proposed within the existing 100-foot ESHA buffer. The proposed PSAD anaerobic digester will be
located on an existing concreate pad more than 400 feet from the coastal salt marsh ESHA.

The disturbed salt marsh habitat south of the CUP boundary is considered an ESHA; however, the
current condition and value of this habitat is not known as it since is mostly on private property and has
not been surveyed. As discussed in the August 20, 2013 Rincon letter (incorporated herein by
reference), historical aerial imagery indicates that this marsh area within and adjacent to the CUP
boundary has been subject to repeated disturbance for agricultural uses for several decades. The CUP
boundary has been utilized for soil composting prior to leasing by Agromin in 2005. Prior to 2005,
previous agricultural users encroached into the former coastal zone boundary. A berm demarcating the
then-mapped coastal zone boundary and the southern extent of the CUP boundary was constructed in
2003 by World Soils Corporation. Agromin has maintained this berm since leasing the property in 2005.

As discussed above, in a letter dated August 15, 2011, the County states the coastal zone boundary had
previously been incorrectly mapped and is now mapped further inland, and that the CUP boundary would
need to be revised upon the next renewal/extension request. In response to this letter, Agromin has
adjusted their operation footprint and is in the final stages of relocating all operational components
outside of the revised coastal zone boundary line. The area within the coastal zone that is now excluded
from the CUP may have been vegetated with salt marsh, but has historically been disturbed and the
previous condition cannot be stated with certainty. Due to the historic disturbance, the quality of the
marsh habitat on-site south of the berm is likely poor.

The proposed and existing CUP boundary is disturbed. The proposed CUP expansion would be located
to the northwest of the existing facility in an area that has been historically disturbed. Implementation of
the proposed project would not result in direct or indirect impacts to the disturbed salt marsh.

Waters and Wetlands

Waters and/or wetlands were found within the survey area(s).

Waters and Wetlands Summary

There are no waters or wetlands within the proposed CUP boundary. Waters within the Study Area
include an irrigation ditch that occurs adjacent to Arnold Road that discharges into Oxnard Drainage
Canal #3 (Edison Canal).

Wetlands within the Study Area include the disturbed salt marsh south of the proposed CUP boundary
are mapped by the National Wetlands Inventory as temporarily flooded, palustrine wetlands that have
been diked or impounded in some form. Review of historical aerial imagery indicates that this area has
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been subject to periodic disturbance for agricultural production (Rincon, 2013a). Due to this disturbance,
the habitat quality is expected to be poor. The berm described above separates the former CUP area
from this disturbed salt marsh. The proposed PSAD would be constructed existing concrete pad
approximately 400 ft. north of the disturbed salt marsh, and would not affect the disturbed salt marsh.
The proposed CUP expansion area begins approximately 300 feet north of the disturbed salt marsh.

The unknown wetland on the private game preserve to the southeast within the survey area is mapped
as Palustrine Emergent-Persistent (Distichlis, Salicornia, Frankenia) Seasonally-Flooded Drainage-
Channel-Floodplain wetland (Aspen, 2007). These wetlands are on opposite side of Arnold Road and a
chain link gate, and would not be affected by the proposed project.

The 1997 ENSR report evaluated the potential for the then larger project footprint to affect wetlands. This
report recommended a buffer of 50 ft. or more between the disturbed salt marsh to the south and a
proposed greenhouse. No green house was built in the southern portion of the current CUP area, and an
earthen berm was been constructed along the southern coastal zone boundary to prevent encroachment
into this wetland area. The wetland buffer recommendations are updated in the Waters and Wetland
Table, below.

Approximately 4.16 acres of the project site to the southwest of the current CUP boundary that has
recently (2011) been identified as within the coastal zone, which was previously designated by County as
non-coastal zoning and land use. As discussed above, this area is excluded from the CUP boundary.
This coastal zone portion was likely vegetated with salt marsh similar to what is found south of the CUP
boundary. Based on review of historical aerial imagery, if this coastal zone portion had not been used for
the composting facility, it likely would have been disturbed for agricultural purposes just as the disturbed
salt marsh south of the CUP boundary has been.

The County the Non-Coastal Zoning Ordinance requires outdoor composting to be located at least 100
feet from surface water (§ 88107-36.4.3). Outdoor compositing primarily occurs more than 200 feet from
surface water. The berm constructed along the southern CUP boundary would prevent surface run-off
from entering the disturbed marsh to the south. Additionally, all run-off is retained on-site as discussed in
the 2013 MND. Ditches near the CUP boundary carry agricultural runoff which is likely contaminated with
fertilizers and pesticide; as such water quality in these ditches is expected to be poor without contribution
from the proposed project.

Waters and Wetlands

Map
Key
(1)

Wetland
Type (2)

Wetland
Name
(if any)

Wetland
Status (3)
(if known)

Wetland Size (4) Hydrologic
Status (5)

Primary Water Source (6)

W1
Ditch-

unpaved
None Unknown

Approx. 900 linear ft.
adjacent to CUP, extending
several 1,000 more ft. to the

north and south.

Flowing Agricultural runoff.

W2
Salt marsh
- disturbed

None Unknown Approx. 900 ft by 350 ft. Unknown
Likely agricultural runoff and

rainfall, possibly also
groundwater.

W3
Unknown
wetland

None Unknown Unknown, inaccessible. Unknown

Likely agricultural runoff and
rainfall, possibly also

groundwater. Mapped as
Palustrine Emergent-Persistent

(Distichlis, Salicornia, Frankenia)
Seasonally-Flooded Drainage-
Channel-Floodplain (Aspen,

2007)
USACE ........U.S. Army Corps of Engineers regulated
CDFG ..........California Department of Fish & Game regulated
County .........County General Plan protected wetland
WPD ............Co. Watershed Protection District (red-line stream)
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Waters and Wetlands (continued)

Map
Key

County
Wetland

Significance
(7)

Wetland Distance
from Project (8)

Comments (9)

W1
Not

Significant
~35 ft.

Ditch is man-made and captures agricultural runoff.

W2 Unknown ~50 ft.
Salt marsh has been subject to repeated disturbance due to agricultural production
not related to the proposed project or the CUP area.

W3 Unknown ~50 ft. Unknown wetland type owned and managed by a private game reserve.

Water/Wetland Buffers

Map
Key (1)

Recommended
Buffer (2)

Comments

W1B1 35 ft

This ditch is not a significant wetland under the Ventura County General Plan, is adjacent to a well-
traveled road and agricultural uses, and is man-made. The existing 35 foot buffer from the CUP
boundary is adequate, given that no new development is proposed within 100 feet of the ditch, and the
that the proposed project will not discharge water or run-off into the ditch.

W2B1 50 ft

This marsh has been repeatedly disturbed for agricultural production, and is adequately protected
from the adjacent CUP area by an earthen berm. The proposed project does not include any new

development that will be located closer to the salt marsh than what is currently permitted. The existing
composting operation was permitted within a 100-foot buffer from the coastal salt marsh that is located
oj oc` njpoc ja oc` kmje`^o ndo`+ ^jindno`io rdoc \ lp\gdad`_ ]djgjbdno�n m`^jhh`i_\odji ajm \ 4/-foot
buffer between a greenhouse that was originally proposed (which is now a parking and storage area)
and the disturbed salt marsh. Additionally, since the 1998 MND the berm and drainage basin were
constructed and provide a physical barrier between the CUP boundary and the disturbed salt marsh.

W3B1 50 ft.

This wetland is separated from the project site by a fence and a paved road. Agricultural lands are
also adjacent to this wetland. The existing 60 foot buffer from the CUP boundary is adequate, given
that no new development is proposed within 100 feet of the wetland, and the proposed project will not
discharge water or run-off into the wetland.

3.2 Species

Observed Species

Special Status Species and Nests
See Appendix One for definitions of the types of special status species that have federal, state or local
kmjo`^odji \i_ ajm hjm` diajmh\odji ji oc` m`bpg\odjin oc\o kmjo`^o ]dm_n� i`non-

Special status species were observed or have a moderate to high potential to occur within the
survey area(s).

Habitat suitable for nests of birds protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act does exist within
the survey area(s).

Special Status Species Summary

A review of County biological reports in BIOS identified the 1997 ENSR report for the location of the
proposed project, which was then the World Soils Corporation composting facility under CUP 5001. No
other County biological reports were identified in the vicinity of the project; however the Coastal
Conservancy Ormond Beach biological studies, Ormond Beach Specific Plan Final EIR, and NAWS
listed species monitoring reports were reviewed.

No special status species were observed during the nesting bird habitat assessment surveys, which were
focused on CUP boundary and surrounding area. The potential for special status species to occur is
based on this limited habitat assessment and an extensive desktop review of the adjacent habitats in the
Study Area. A search of the CNDDB identified 24 special status plant and animal species with recorded
occurrences within five (5) miles of the CUP boundary. Of these species tracked by CNDDB, seven (7)



Focused Initial Study Biological Assessment Report for Agromin CUP Modification Project

17

special status animals and four (4) special status plant species have a low to moderate potential to occur
within the survey area, but outside of the CUP boundary. These species are listed in the table below.
Nine species without potential to occur within the survey area are also included in this table out of
concern for potential indirect effects, and include the senile tiger beetle (Cicindela senilis frosti), western
snowy plover (Charadrius alexandrines nivosus), the California least tern (Sternula antillarum browni),
and south coast garter snake (Thamnophis sirtalis infernalis). The following species without 5-mile
CNDDB occurrences are included in the table based on detection in regional biological and monitoring
reports, and include the white-tailed kite (Elanus leucurus majusculus), California horned lark
(Eremophila alpestris actia), Peregrine falcon (Falco peregrinus anatum), northern harrier (Circus
cyaneus), and two-striped garter snake (Thamnophis hammondii).

Of those species analyzed in the tables below, only those with a moderate potential to occur within the
Survey Area are mapped on the Species Map below (Figure 2).

Attachment B details the CNDDB-tracked species occurrences that have been documented within five
(5) to ten (10) miles of the project boundaries. None of the species in the tables below or in Attachment B
have potential to occur within the existing or proposed CUP boundary.

Nesting Bird Summary

A nesting bird habitat assessment survey was conducted on June 26, 2013. The assessment focused on
the location of the proposed PSAD, but generally described the facility and existing CUP boundary. A
follow-up survey was completed for the expanded CUP boundary on July 24, 2015. The follow-up survey
included a visual assessment of the 300 foot buffer south of the proposed CUP boundary.

The project is proposed in an area that is subject to a high level of human activity and disturbance and
which primarily consists of temporary piles of compost materials that are subject to frequent disturbance.
No vegetation is present that could support nesting birds. House sparrows (Passer domesticus) were
observed nesting in rafters in the northernmost portion of the site; however, this species is not protected
under state or federal law. A mud nest was observed inside the northernmost building within the CUP
boundary, but this nest would not be affected by the proposed project. The southeastern disturbed salt
marsh beyond the berm (in the coastal zone) portion of the project site has open space where a ground
nesting species _j`ni�o m`lpdm` hp^c q`b`o\o`_ ^jq`m (`-b-, killdeer) has a potential nest. However, the
proposed PSAD and expanded CUP boundary are greater than 300 feet from potential nesting areas
south of the berm in the Study Area. Ground nesting birds such as the killdeer could occur between
berms on the proposed CUP expansion boundary in the northeast portion of the project site, but are
unlikely to do so given the ongoing disturbance. The existing and proposed CUP area is subject to
ongoing disturbance, and no potential for ground nesting exists within the existing and proposed CUP
area.

Below is a discussion of special status species that could potentially nest and forage outside the CUP
boundary, but could be indirectly affected by predators attracted to the facility as discussed under
Section 4.1 (below).

Special Status Ground Dwelling Bird Species. The California horned lark and burrowing owl have
the potential to occur in Study Area agricultural fields (Figure 2). Ventura County is outside the currently
known breeding range of the burrowing owl. Incidental observations were recorded by birdwatchers
during the 2013 overwintering period at Arnold Road south of Edison Canal, and in 2013 and 2014
agricultural fields 3,500 feet north of the project site (Sullivan et al., 2009). The California horned lark is a
documented winter resident in agricultural fields, but may also be present year round and nest in the
Oxnard plain. California horned lark nests are known to be predated by reptiles and mammals (Beason,
1995). The California horned lark is not the subject of any monitoring and recovery plan in the area, and
nesting locations are unknown. Incidental observations of this species have been recorded by bird
watchers indicate the species is common throughout the south Oxnard plain and Ventura County; may
be a year-round resident, but is observed more in the fall and winter (Sullivan et al., 2009). Migrants from
outside California may join these wintering flocks (Ziener, 1988).

Special Status Shorebirds. The nesting bird habitat assessment report evaluated the potential for
the project to attract gulls and their potential to impact western snowy plovers (WSP) and California least



Focused Initial Study Biological Assessment Report for Agromin CUP Modification Project

18

terns (CLT) nesting at Ormond Beach to the southwest. WSP nest in open, sandy beaches proximal to
the ocean. This feature is important because offspring must feed on their own as soon as they hatch, and
they feed on insects typically found around washed up debris or beach vegetation. CLT also prefer open
sandy areas, but can nest further inland as their offspring feed typically on small fish brought to them by
the adults. Terns will nest at landfill sites and have nested as far inland as evaporation ponds near
Kettleman City in the Central Valley (Marschalek, 2010). Both plovers and terns are sensitive to
disturbance. Given the high level of human activity at the proposed project site and based upon a
thorough review of past nesting monitoring reports, neither species would be expected to occur on-site.
The following is taken from the nesting bird habitat assessment report:

}Plover and tern nesting colonies are relatively small at Ormond Beach. Between 2007
and 2012, plovers and terns established an average of 32.5 and 48.5 nests per year,
respectively (Fox-Fernandez et al., 2012a and 2012b). However, both species have
experienced a steady decline in productivity in recent years. Currently, common
ravens (Corvus corax) and California ground squirrels (Otospermophilus beecheyi)
provide the greatest predation pressure for plovers and terns at Ormond Beach. Gulls
have been observed during breeding season surveys at Ormond Beach, but have
generally been observed in low numberszbut gulls often leave little or no sign behind
_pmdib _`km`_\odji `q`ion (M�Ajii`gg \i_ @`^f+ 1//2)+ nj do ^\iijo ]` ^ji^gp_`_ oc\o
predation by gulls dn ijo j^^pmmdib-~

Since the nesting bird habitat assessment report, Ormond CLT and WSP colonies experienced a crash
in 2013 (Fox-Fernandez, et al., 2013; NAWS, 2015), and a recovery in 2014 (Barringer, 2015a; NAWS
2015), as is further detailed in Section 4.1 (below). Subsequent site visits confirmed the CUP expansion
area is too disturbed to host CLT and WSP nesting habitat.

Special Status Marsh Birds. The @`g_dib�n n\q\ii\c nk\mmjr (@QQ) and light-ajjo`_ Pd_br\t�n
rail (LFRR) are both year-round residents and cryptic nesters in saltwater marshes dominated by
pickleweed. Suitable march habitat exists south of Edison Canal in Ormond 600 feet south of the CUP
boundary and south of Perimeter Road on NAWS property, beginning 500 feet south of the CUP
boundary.

The LFRR (a subspecies of the Ridgewat�n clapper rail) has been both state and federally listed since
the 1970s in response to salt marsh development and degradation, and an increase in mesopredator
(i.e., raccoon, red fox, opossum, and domestic animal) depredation (Lentz, 2005). A nesting pair was
observed approximately 600 feet south of the CUP boundary on NAWS property from 2011{2014
consistent with CNDDB records (NAWS, 2012{2015). The LFRR has slowly recovered in its range from
Point Conception to Baja, including Mugu Lagoon (Lentz, 2005; NAWS, 2015). The NAWS subpopulation
was the eighth largest subpopulation in California in 2014 (Zembal, 2014). After doubling in size between
2001 and 2003, the rail population fluctuated between 14 and 19 breeding pairs from 2003 { 2007. The
population has begun increasing again after a range-wide decline in 2008. The NAWS population mirrors
the statewide recovery and is up from five pairs in 2008, but at 16 pairs detected in 2014 has decreased
from the 23 pairs detected in 2013 (NAWS, 2015). At the portion of NAWS adjacent to the project site
south of Perimeter Road there were three pairs detected in 2010, a single nesting pair and one male in
2011, two pairs in 2012 and 2013, and one pair in 2014 (Zembal, 2014). The population on the Coastal
Conservancy property is unknown east of Arnold Road, but connected to NAWS habitat by the Edison
Canal. In 2013 two juveniles were found shot on the Coastal Conservancy property on the east side on
Arnold Road. Broadcast call counts were conducted at the Ormond Beach Nature Conservancy property
in May 2013, but no vocalizations were heard. Incidental 2015 observations of this species have been
recorded by bird watchers at the canal at Arnold Road (Sullivan et al., 2009).

In 1974, the BSS was listed as state endangered. Since then, census surveys every five years have
shown this species recovering in larger marshes, such as Mugu Lagoon. The 2015 census found that the
population had increased slightly at Point Mugu, from 1,042 territories in 2010 to 1,130 territories in 2015
(Rincon, 2015b). 2015 census data from Ormond marshes east of Arnold Road is not yet published, but
the species is classified as locally common at Ormond marshes (Aspen, 2007). Suitable habitat is
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mapped beginning approximately 600 feet from the southern edge of the proposed CUP boundary, past
the Edison Canal (Aspen, 2007, Appendix C-7). Recent (2007, 2006) CNDDB records begin at NAWS
south of Perimeter Road approximately 600 feet south of the CUP boundary, and at Ormond
approximately 3,500 feet southwest of the CUP boundary. Incidental 2015 observations of this species
have been recorded by bird watchers in abundance at Ormond Beach in 2015 (Sullivan et al., 2009).

Observed and Potentially Occurring Special Status Species

Map
Key (1)

Survey/
Source

(2)

Scientific Name
(3)

Common Name

Qk`^d`n�
Status

(4)

Potential
to Occur

(5)
Habitat Requirements (6)

SSP1
NAWS,
2014

Asio flammeus short-eared owl SC Moderate

Found in swamp lands, both fresh and salt;
lowland meadows; irrigated alfalfa fields.
Tule patches/tall grass needed for
nesting/daytime seclusion. Nests on dry
ground in depression concealed in
vegetation.

SSP2 CNDDB

Astragalus
pycnostachyus

var.
lanosissimus

Ventura Marsh
milk-vetch

FE, SE,
1B.1

Moderate
Coastal salt marsh. Within reach of high
tide or protected by barrier beaches, more
rarely near seeps on sandy bluffs.

SSP3

CNDDB
City of

Oxnard,
2009

Athene
cunicularia

burrowing owl SC Moderate

Open, dry annual or perennial grasslands,
deserts and scrublands characterized by
low-growing vegetation. Subterranean
nester, dependent upon burrowing
mammals, most notably the California
ground squirrel.

SSP4 CNDDB Buteo regalis
ferruginous

hawk
WL Moderate

Occurs in variety of open grasslands,
sagebrush flats, scrub habitats, marshes,
low foothills; eats mostly lagomorphs,
ground squirrels, and mice.

SSP5 CNDDB
Charadrius

alexandrinus
nivosus

western snowy
plover

FE, SSC None
Sandy beaches, salt pond levees & shores
or large alkali lakes; needs sandy, gravelly
or friable soils for nesting.

SSP6 CNDDB
Chloropyron

martimum ssp.
martimum

salt marsh
]dm_�n-beak

FE,SE,
1B.2

Moderate
Coastal salt marsh and coastal dunes;
limited to higher zones of salt marsh
habitat.

SSP7 CNDDB
Cicindela

senilis frosti
senile tiger

beetle
None Low

Marine shoreline, from Central California
coast south to salt marshes of San Diego.
Inhabits dark-colored mud in the lower
zone and dried salt pans in the upper zone.

SSP8
NAWS,
2014

Circus cyaneus northern harrier SC Low

Coastal salt and freshwater marsh. Nests
and forages in grasslands, from salt grass
in desert to mountain cienagas. Nests on
ground in shrubby vegetation, usually at
marsh edge; nest built of a large mound of
sticks in wet areas.

SSP9
Aspen,
2007

Elanus
leucurus

white-tailed kite SC,FP Low

Rolling foothills and valley margins with
scattered oaks & river bottomlands or
marshes next to deciduous woodland.
Open grasslands, meadows, or marshes
for foraging close to isolated, dense-topped
trees for nesting and perching

SSP10

Aspen,
2007,
City of

Oxnard,
2009

Eremophila
alpestris actia

California
horned lark

WL Moderate

Coastal regions, chiefly from Sonoma Co.
to San Diego Co. Also main part of San
Joaquin Valley and east to foothills. Short-
grass prairie, "bald" hills, mountain
meadows, open coastal plains, fallow grain
fields, alkali flats.
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Observed and Potentially Occurring Special Status Species

SSP11
NAWS,
2014

Falco
peregrinus

anatum

American
Peregrine falcon

FP Low

Near wetlands, lakes, rivers, or other
water; on cliffs, banks, dunes, mounds;
also, human-made structures. Nest
consists of a scrape or a depression or
ledge in an open site.

SSP12 CNDDB
Lasthenia

glabrata ssp.
coulteri

Ajpgo`m�n
goldfields

1B.1, LIS Moderate

Coastal salt marshes, playas, valley and
foothill grassland, vernal pools; usually
found on alkaline soils in playas, sinks, and
grasslands.

SSP13 CNDDB
Panoquina

errans

wandering
(=saltmarsh)

skipper
None Moderate

Southern California coastal salt marshes;
requires moist salt grass for larval
development.

SSP14 CNDDB
Passerculus

sandwichensis
beldingi

@`g_dib�n
savannah
sparrow

SE Moderate

Coastal salt marshes, from Santa Barbara
south through San Diego County; nests in
salicornia on and about margins of tidal
flats.

SSP15 CNDDB
Rallus

obsoletus
levipes

light-footed
Pd_br\t�n rail

FE, SE,
FP

Moderate

Salt marshes traversed by tidal sloughs,
where cordgrass and pickleweed are the
dominant vegetation; requires dense
growth of either pickleweed or cordgrass
for nesting or escape cover; feeds on
mollusks and crustaceans.

SSP16 CNDDB
Sorex ornatus
salicornicus

southern
California

saltmarsh shrew
SSC Low

Marshy areas (fresh emergent wetland
habitat, but also valley foothill riparian
habitat and moist forests. Dense, mature
riparian habitats with logs or litter are
preferred for foraging and nesting.

SSP17 CNDDB
Sternula

antillarum
browni

California least
tern

FE, SE,
FP

None

Nests along coast from San Francisco Bay
south to Northern Baja California; colonial
breeder on bare or sparsely vegetated, flat
substrates; sand beaches, alkali flats,
landfills or paved areas.

SSP18 CNDDB
Suaeda
esteroa

estuary seablite 1B.2, LIS Moderate
Marshes and swamps; coastal salt
marshes in clay, silt and sand substrates.

SSP19 CNDDB
Thamnophis
hammondii

two-striped
garter snake

SC Low

Coastal California from vicinity of Salinas
to northwest Baja California. From sea to
about 7,000 ft elevation. Highly aquatic,
found in or near permanent fresh water.
Often along streams with rocky beds and
riparian growth.

SSP20
Aspen,
2007

Thamnophis
sirtalis spp.

South Coast
garter snake

SC None

Coastal plain from Ventura Co. to San
Diego Co., from sea level to about 2788 ft.
Highly aquatic, found in or near permanent
fresh water. Often along streams with
rocky beds and riparian growth.

Special Status Species (continued)

Map
Key

Adequate
Habitat
Onsite

Adequate
Habitat
Size (7)

Acreage
Impacted

Comments (8)

SSP1 Y Unk 0.00
Documented at the Mugu Lagoon marsh. No suitable habitat or potential to
nest within the CUP boundary. No project vicinity (5-mile) CNDDB records.

SSP2 Y N 0.00
Tracked within 1 mile of the CUP boundary. No suitable habitat or potential to
occur within the CUP boundary (including the proposed PSAD project).
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Special Status Species (continued)

SSP3 Y Unk 0.00

Three recent (2009, 2010) CNDDB records at NAWS. Also reported in south
Oxnard sod fields (City of Oxnard, 2009). Ventura County is outside the
current known nesting range; potential to occur as an overwintering resident
in small numbers. Due to ongoing disturbance and lack of ground squirrel
burrows, no potential to overwinter within the CUP boundary. Given lack of
documented nesting in County, no potential to nest at the Agromin facility or
in the surrounding agricultural fields. Suitable foraging habitat (and potentially
fossorial mammal burrows) may be located off-site in ruderal, fallow
agriculture, active agriculture, and agricultural ditches outside the actively
disturbed CUP boundary but within the Study Area.

SSP4 Y N 0.00
Tracked within 1 mile of the CUP boundary at Mugu Lagoon. Potentially
suitable foraging habitat in marsh to south of CUP boundary. No suitable
habitat or potential to nest within the CUP boundary.

SSP5 N N 0.00
Tracked within 1 mile of the CUP boundary. Known to nest at Ormond Beach
to the southwest. No suitable habitat within the CUP boundary.

SSP6 Y Unk 0.00

Tracked within 1 mile of the CUP boundary as close as the backdunes of
Ormond Beach near the power plant. Potentially suitable habitat in marsh to
south, though historical disturbance may be limiting. No suitable habitat or
potential to occur within the CUP boundary.

SSP7 N N 0.00
Tracked within 5 miles of CUP boundary. Potentially suitable habitat in marsh
to south, though historical disturbance may be limiting. No suitable habitat
within the CUP boundary.

SSP8 Y Unk 0.00
No suitable habitat or potential to nest within the CUP boundary.
Documented foraging on shorebirds and marsh birds at Ormond East
(NAWS, 2012 and 2014). No project vicinity (5-mile) CNDDB records.

SSP9 N N 0.00

Observed at dry duck ponds, and suitable foraging habitat present in the
saltmarsh, albeit outside the Study Area (Aspen, 2007). No project vicinity (5
miles) CNDDB records. No suitable nesting habitat in the CUP boundary, nor
are primary prey species (e.g., California voles) expected to be present on-
site during daytime operations. Multiple eBird records at the terminus of
Arnold Road.

SSP10 Y Unk 0.00

Species is regularly observed foraging in project vicinity sod farms,
documented as a winter resident (Aspen, 2007). No suitable habitat or
potential to nest or forage within the CUP boundary. No project vicinity (5-
mile) CNDDB records; nearest CNDDB record is at the Camarillo airport.

SSP11 Y Unk 0.00
2014 resident at Ormond East (NAWS 2014), and known to prey on
shorebirds along the coast. No suitable habitat or potential to nest or forage
within the CUP boundary. No project vicinity (5-mile) CNDDB records.

SSP12 Y Unk 0.00
Tracked within 1 mile of the CUP boundary. Potentially suitable habitat in
marsh to south, though historical disturbance may be limiting. No suitable
habitat or potential to occur within the CUP boundary.

SSP13 Y Unk 0.00
Tracked within 1 mile of the CUP boundary. Potentially suitable habitat in
marsh to south, though historical disturbance may be limiting. No suitable
habitat or potential to occur within the CUP boundary.

SSP14 Y Unk 0.00

Tracked within 1 mile of the CUP boundary, south of Perimeter Road on
NAWS and 3,000 ft. southeast of the CUP boundary. Potentially suitable
habitat in marsh to south, though historical disturbance may be limiting. No
suitable habitat or potential to occur within the CUP boundary.

SSP15 Y Unk 0.00

Tracked within 1 mile of the CUP boundary, south of Perimeter Road on
NAWS. Potentially suitable habitat in marsh to south, though historical
disturbance may be limiting. No suitable habitat or potential to nest or forage
within the CUP boundary. Low potential to forage occur in the hunting club
managed disturbed marsh within Survey Area; known within and south of
Edison Canal and less disturbed areas on NAWS.

SSP16 Y Unk 0.00
Tracked within 1 mile of the CUP boundary. Potentially suitable habitat in
marsh to south, though historical disturbance may be limiting. No suitable
habitat or potential to occur within the CUP boundary.

SSP17 N N 0.00
Tracked within 1 mile of the CUP boundary. Known to nest at Ormond Beach
to the southwest. No suitable habitat or potential to occur within the CUP
boundary.

SSP18 Y Unk 0.00
Tracked within 1 mile of the CUP boundary. Potentially suitable habitat in
marsh to south, though historical disturbance may be limiting. No suitable
habitat or potential to occur within the CUP boundary.
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Special Status Species (continued)

SSP19 N Unk 0.00

Suitable habitat for this species is available primarily in the southern coastal
salt marsh and coastal freshwater/brackish marsh habitats. No suitable
habitat or potential to occur within the CUP boundary. Arnold ditch lacks
preferred riparian growth and rocky bed habitat, and the surrounding
marshes are brackish Not likely to occur in managed (disced) Study Area
disturbed wetlands.

SSP20 N Unk 0.00

A south coast garter snake was observed crossing Arnold Road adjacent to
the cultivated sod fields (Aspen, 2007). Suitable habitat for this species is
available primarily in the southern coastal salt marsh and coastal
freshwater/brackish marsh habitats, as mapped in Arnold Road agricultural
ditch south of the CUP boundary in the Study Area (Aspen, 2007). However,
the ditch lacks preferred riparian growth and rocky bed habitat, and the
surrounding marshes are brackish. No suitable habitat or potential to occur
within the CUP boundary. No project vicinity (5-mile) or regional (10-mile)
CNDDB records; the only recorded occurrence in Ventura County is along
the Santa Clara River in Santa Paula. Not likely to occur in managed (disced)
Study Area disturbed wetlands.

FE .................Federal Endangered
FT ..................Federal Threatened
FC..................Federal Candidate Species
FSC ...............Federal Species of Concern
SFP................California Fully Protected Species
SE..................California Endangered
ST..................California Threatened
SR..................California Rare
SSC ..............California Species of Special Concern
CDFG/NatureServe Rank

G1 or S1 - Critically Imperiled Globally or Subnationally (state)
G2 or S2 - Imperiled Globally or Subnationally (state)
G3 or S3 - Vulnerable to extirpation or extinction Globally or Subnationally (state)

California Rare Plant Rank (RPR)
RPR 1A - California Native Plant Society/CDFW listed as presumed to be extinct
RPR 1B - California Native Plant Society/CDFW listed as rare or endangered in California and elsewhere
RPR 2 - California Native Plant Society/CDFW listed as rare or endangered in California but more common elsewhere
RPR 3 - California Native Plant Society/CDFW listed as in need of more information.
RPR 4 - California Native Plant Society/CDFW listed as of limited distribution or infrequent throughout a broader area

in California.
LIS .................Locally Important Species
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Section 4: Recommended Impact Assessment & Mitigation

4.1 Sufficiency of Biological Data

Additional information needed to make CEQA findings and develop mitigation measures: No

Additional biology-related surveys or permits needed prior to issuance of land use permit: No

The proposed project site is fully disturbed. The completed surveys and the analysis contained herein
are sufficient to complete this Focused ISBA. The analysis below is based on the 2013 MND, and
changed circumstances and additional information since the public review of the 2013 MND. The 2013
MND was never approved by the County; however, based on consultation with the County, this ISBA
builds on the 2013 MND impact analysis and mitigation measures.

4.2 Impacts and Mitigation

A. Species Project: PS-M; Cumulative: PS-M

Direct Impacts

No special status plant or animal species were observed at the proposed project site or elsewhere within
the CUP boundary. While the disturbed salt marsh to the south of the CUP boundary may provide
suitable habitat for a variety of special status species, no habitat is within the proposed project area or
within the CUP boundary, both of which are subject to heavy disturbance on a daily basis. The proposed
project is not expected to directly impact special status plant or wildlife species.

As discussed above, fifteen (15) special status animal species occur, or have potential to occur, between
the CUP boundary and the Pacific Ocean: senile tiger beetle, ferruginous hawk, northern harrier,
American Peregrine falcon, short-eared owl, burrowing owl, white-tailed kite, California horned lark,
wandering skipper, BSS, LFRR, WSP, CLT, two striped garter snake, and the southern California
saltmarsh shrew. Two special status animals have the potential to occur in agricultural fields north of the
site: the burrowing owl and California horned lark. As discussed under Section 4.2.C, Ecological
CommunitiesmWaters and Wetlands (below), the project will have no direct or indirect impacts to
wetland habitat or hydrology; therefore, no direct effect on coastal salt marsh, wildlife or habitat. Wildlife
is buffered from operational noise by the existing earthen berm, which will remain in place. Raptors,
including the white-tailed kite, ferruginous hawk, and Peregrine falcon, may forage outside the CUP
boundary in the Study Area, but no roosting or nesting habitat is present on-site.

Nesting Birds. The Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and the California Department of
Fish and Game (CDFG) Code (3503, 3503.5, 3511, 3513 and 3800) protect most native birds. In
addition, the federal and state endangered species acts protect some bird species listed as threatened or
endangered. CDFG Code 3513 supports the MBTA by prohibiting any take or possession of birds that
are designated by the MBTA as migratory nongame birds except as allowed by federal rules and
regulations promulgated pursuant to the MBTA. In addition, CDFG Codes (3503, 3503.5, 3511, and
3800) further protect nesting birds and their parts, including passerine birds, gulls, corvids, raptors, and
no\o` }apggt kmjo`^o`_~ ]dm_n- Nmje`^o-related impacts to birds protected by these regulations could occur
during the breeding season because, unlike adult birds, eggs and chicks are unable to escape impacts.

Nesting birds may potentially occur within native habitats, ornamental trees, shrubs, and relatively dense
herbaceous vegetation. The only on-site potential nesting habitat for migratory birds is within the exotic
vegetation associated with the drainage basin. No special status bird species were observed during the
Nesting Bird Habitat Assessment Survey, which focused on the area within the existing CUP boundary.
The only area within the CUP boundary that could host habitat for nesting birds is adjacent to the
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drainage basin, and no alteration of this vegetation is included in the proposed project. The project will
not directly affect birds potentially nesting on-site, in the adjacent disturbed salt marsh, or nearby
agricultural fields.

Indirect Impacts

As discussed above, fifteen special status animal species occur, or have potential to occur, between the
CUP boundary and the Pacific Ocean and in agricultural areas north of the project site. As discussed
under Section 4.2.B, Ecological CommunitiesmWaters and Wetlands (below), the project will have no
direct or indirect impacts to wetland habitat or hydrology; therefore, no effect on coastal salt marsh,
wildlife or habitat. Wildlife is buffered from operational noise by the existing earthen berm, which will
remain in place. No increase in noise adjacent to the disturbed saltmarsh would occur from extension of
the CUP for four years, expansion of the boundary in the northern area of the project site, and
construction of the PSAD. Raptors may forage outside the CUP boundary in the Study Area, but no
roosting or nesting habitat is present on-site, and the proposed project would not result in removal of
foraging habitat. The facility does not operate at night, and there is no existing or proposed night lighting
that will affect wildlife. The Vector Control Plan and PBMP prohibit the use of rodenticides; therefore, no
impacts will occur to special status raptor species and predators from rodenticide bio-accumulation.

Indirect Impacts from Predation to Special Status Bird Species

The salt marsh and beaches of the Ormond complex that begin south of the CUP boundary include
habitat for nesting special status bird species. Increasing feedstock and compost storage to up to 40,000
cy has the potential to attract additional avian and terrestrial predators, which may then predate on
special status bird species known to nest in the vicinity, such as the WSP, CLT, BSS, and LFRR.
Analysis included in the PMBP (April 2015) and the 2013 MMD is incorporated herein by reference.

Little data exists on bird and rodent use of the various types of nontraditional waste management
facilities, particularly those processing putrescible food waste. Gabrey (1997) found that birds are 350
times more attracted to traditional putrescible waste landfills than green waste composting sites. Fewer
mammals were captured at green waste composting site, suggesting that green waste compost facilities
would not serve as focal points for rodent populations. Blackwell and Seamans (2008) did not find the
populations of small mammals (rodents) at a 25-acre food and green waste compost facility to be
sufficient to attract larger mammalian carnivores (e.g., coyotes) or raptors. Blackwell and Seamans also
found immediate bulking and grinding of wood is a deterrent in attracting mammals and birds. Studies
above indicate that green waste is not a significant attractor for nuisance species and vectors at higher
than background levels. Therefore the analysis below is primarily focused on the attraction of predators
to putrescible (food waste) compost.

Indirect impacts may occur to nesting birds from the potential for the composting facility to attract
scavenger birds, rodents, mesopredators, and top predators. Facilities that accept food waste provide an
anthropogenic food supply for scavenging nuisance species, which can impact other, more sensitive
biological resources through predation and/or competition. Indirect predatory impacts include both
predation from attempted consumption, and effects on the behavior of shorebirds, which can include
abandonment or neglect of young, resulting in reduced reproduction (Preisser et al., 2005). Additionally,
in 2011, the facility began accepting food waste, which may have increased scavenger bird attraction as
discussed in the 2013 MND (CalRecycle, 2015). The primary attractant for birds is the tipping area where
delivery trucks initially deliver waste. Other existing attractants include initial processing and outdoor
storage, blending and storage of food waste within the masonry building, and active outdoor windrow
composting (TCM, 2013). The precise numbers of scavenger birds present at the facility or in the vicinity
(i.e., Ormond Beach and NAWS) have not been monitored, but studies and observation indicate the
number of gulls ranges from tens to several hundred (Ventura County 2013; Rincon 2015a). NAWS has
an active year round predation management program (NAWS, 2002), and predation on nesting federally
and state listed birds has been thoroughly studied on the base (Zimmerman & Golightly, 2006; Craig &
Golightly, 2005). Loud noise and heavy activity would deter medium and large mammals from
frequenting the facility during the day, but it possible they are present during the evening and after dark.
However, signs of terrestrial predators were not observed on July 24, 2015. LEA inspection reports from
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2011 through 2015 have not indicated that rodent control is an issue at the facility. The table below
summarizes the potential of species with the potential to predate nesting birds at Ormond.

Special Status Nesting Bird Predator Analysis Summary

Species Local Habitat and Life History Predation Threat
Potential for Project Indirect

Nesting Bird Impact

Birds

short-eared owl

(Asio flammeus)

Native nocturnal species. Species
of Special Concern. Passes
through the coast irregularly, but
known at NAWS (Lentz, 2005;
NAWS, 2015)

Suspected in LFRR
predation at NAWS.

Low. Project would not create habitat
or perches, Vector Control Plan
would limit on-site prey.

great-horned owl

(Bubo
virginianus)

Native year round nocturnal
species.

Documented WSP and
CLT predator at NAWS
(Craig, 2006). Suspected in
OE WSP and CLT
predation. Relocation at
NAWS as part of the Bird
Airstrike Hazard Program
(BASH).

Low. Project would not create habitat
or perches, Vector Control Plan
would limit on-site prey.

northern harrier

(Circus cyaneus)

Native diurnal species, uncommon
migrant and winter visitor.
Recording foraging at Point Mugu.
Species of Special Concern.

OE WSP and CLT predator
in 2012, 2013, 2014.
Recorded predating 6 WSP
nests during 2014 spring
migration (April). Raptors
documented to have a
large impact on LFRR
predation. Relocation at
NAWS as part of BASH.

None. Project would not create
habitat or perches, Vector Control
Plan would limit on-site prey.

American crow
(Corvus
brachyrhynchos)

Native diurnal year round resident.
Nests and roosts in cypress,
juniper, palms, present in the Cities
of Port Hueneme and Oxnard.
Highly intelligent, versatile
omnivore. Highly intelligent,
versatile omnivore.

Not recorded predating,
irregularly observed at the
beach (NAWS, 2002). One
crow lethally removed from
NAWS in 2013.

Low. Not observed in high numbers
at the Agromin facility or NAWS.
PBMP would address on-site
attraction.

common raven

(Corvus corax)
Native diurnal year round resident.
Nests and roosts in cypress,
juniper, palms, present in the Cities
of Port Hueneme and Oxnard.
Highly intelligent, versatile
omnivore.

Documented OB WSP and
CLT predator. Lethal
control at OE. Develop
avoidance techniques; live-
trapping of specific
individuals is difficult.
Lethally removed at NAWS.

High. Not observed in high numbers
at the Agromin facility. PBMP would
address on-site attraction.

Peregrine falcon

(Falco peregrinus
anatum)

Native diurnal species, year-round
resident at Ormond. Species of
Special Concern.

Documented OE CLT
predator, suspected LFRR
predator. Raptors
documented to have a
large impact on LFRR
predation. No NAWS lethal
removal.

None. Project would not create
habitat or perches, Vector Control
Plan would limit on-site prey.

American kestrel

(Falco
sparverius)

Common native year-round diurnal
resident. Large insects and small
rodents are the main prey, but
amphibians, reptiles, and birds are
also taken.

Documented WSP CLT
Predator at OE, relocated
in 2014.

None. Project would not create
habitat or perches, Vector Control
Plan would limit on-site prey.

western gull

(Larus
occidentalis)

Native diurnal year round resident,
potentially to a lesser extent when
nesting on Anacapa Island. Urban
and low tide opportunistic
scavengers; not a targeted
predator. 1500 acre home range
(Ackerman et al., 2009). Studies
have shown that birds may forage

Documented CLT and
WSP predator at OE.
Problem at OE prior to
2011; NAWS management
and monitoring intensified
in 2012. Lethally removed
by NAWS in 2011, 2012,
2013, and 2014. Observed
in low numbers at OB

High. Gulls have been observed to
congregate at the Agromin site, likely
as a result of the smell and potential
availability of scrap food. PBMP
would address on-site attraction.
Gulls are not a significant predator of
Ormond marsh bird nests.
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based on smell, and that avian
olfactory is poorly understood
(Steiger et al. 2008). A local
population of gulls numbering in the
tens to hundreds roosts periodically
at the facility and adjacent
agricultural fields.

2008-2013 (Barringer,
2015). Not a main 2014
predator at OE and OB.

Heermani�n bpgg

(Larus
heermanni)

Native diurnal migratory resident.
Breeds in Gulf of California in
Mexico, migrates to California in
early summer. Common year round
resident except March through
May.

Not present during the
spring. Lethally removed at
NAWS as part of predatory
management plan, but not
removed in 2011, 2012,
2013, and 2014.

Moderate. Only present for the later
part of the CLT and WSP breeding
season. PBMP would address on-site
attraction.

ring-billed gull

(Larus
delawarensis)

Native diurnal year round resident.
Inland nesting, year round resident.

Documented CLT and
WSP predator. Lethally
removed from NAWS in
2012 and 2013.

High. PBMP would address on-site
attraction.

California gull

(Larus
californicus)

Native diurnal migratory resident.
California gull have also been
reported at the Ormond, though
generally only during the winter.
Breeding locations in California
include the San Francisco Bay and
Mono Lake.

Not present during the
spring. Lethally removed at
NAWS as part of predatory
management plan, but not
removed in 2011, 2012,
2013, or 2014.

Moderate. Present for the later
(summer) portion of the CLT and
WSP breeding season. PBMP would
address on-site attraction.

Reptiles

Western
diamondback
rattlesnake

(Crotalus viridis)

Native diurnal year round resident.
Rattlesnakes are an important
element in the coastal marsh
ecosystem; with Mugu Lagoon one
of the last remaining coastal
marshes with rattlesnakes. It is not
known what impact rattlesnakes
have on rodent populations in the
marsh, or the importance of their
role in this habitat type (NAWS,
2002).

May pose a threat to
clapper rails (NAWS,
2002). Not recorded
predating nests at locally.

Low. Not documented at the Agromin
facility. Vector Control Plan would
limit on-site prey.

Mammals

Coyote

(Canis latrans)

Native nocturnal species. Coyotes
are known to suppress and exclude
other mesopredator (e.g., skunks,
raccoons, and opossums)
populations at NAWS where they
coexist through direct competition
and even predation (Craig &
Golightly, 2005). Coyotes are
attracted to areas of concentrated
human activity where food is made
available, either intentionally or
unintentionally (NAWS, 2002). Fecal
samples indicate locally the species
also feed on strawberries in nearby
agricultural fields (Craig & Golightly,
2005). Urban/suburban southern
California populations home range
vary from 272 to 3,534 acres
(Romsos, 1998). In 2003 and 2002
six individual coyotes had an
average home range of 4,423 acres
near NAWS (Craig & Golightly,
2005).

Documented significant OE
CLT predator in 2014 and
previous years. LFRR
predator, but species not
detected in fecal analysis
(Craig & Golightly, 2005).

Low. Coyote population is not likely
to increase as a result of small and
medium mammals at an 11 acre
composting operation (Blackwell &
Seamans, 2008). A potential increase
in coyote presence would have little
effect on reproductive success of CLT
and WSP due to pre-dispersal and
dispersal seasonal home range
fluctuation (Craig & Golightly, 2005).
Omnivore, know to feed at dumps
(CDFW, 2014).

Virginia
opossum

(Didelphis
virginiana)

Introduced nocturnal nuisance
species attracted to anthropogenic
food sources. Home range of 18.8 to
46.0 hectares, may vary for males
during the breeding and non-

Documented LFRR and
CLT predator (USFWS,
2009; NAWS 2015). As
part of 2014 predatory
management, 30 were

High. Present at Ormond, with a
territory size that would overlap with
the proposed project and nesting
habitat south of Edison Canal and
south of Perimeter Road. Urban
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breeding season (Wright et al.,
2012). NAWS opossum home
ranges are between 0.0.4 km

2
and

4.43 km
2
, with average of estimate

0.78 km
2

(Craig & Golightly, 2005)

lethally removed at OE
alone (NAWS, 2014).

adapted opportunistic feeder, known
to visit compost piles (CDFW, 2014).
Feeds on fruits, nuts, green plants,
insects, snails, snakes, frogs, birds
and their eggs, and small mammals
such as meadow voles, mice, and
rats.

feral cat

(Felis
domesticus)

Introduced species. Home range of
up to 1,351 acres (Horn et al.,
2011).

Documented LFRR
(USFWS, 2009) and
Ormond BSS predator
(Aspen, 2007). Lethally
removed ta NAWS.

Moderate. Studies indicate not
present in high numbers, but an
effective predator when present.
Present at Ormond, with a territory
size that would overlap with the
proposed project and nesting habitat
south of Edison Canal and south of
Perimeter Road. Carnivore, eats
rodents and birds. Vector Control
Plan would further limit on-site rodent
prey.

striped skunk
(Mephitis
mephitis)

Native nocturnal species. Not
documented as present in the
project vicinity in 2012 and 2014
NAWS monitoring reports. In the
context of Ormond sensitive
habitats, skunks are considered
nuisance species.

Documented LFRR
predator at Seal Beach
(USFWS, 2009). NAWS
removed one skunk in
2011. Not detected in
Coastal Conservancy
studies, or nocturnal CLT
OE predation studies
(Zimmerman & Golightly,
2006). Skunks occasionally
feed on ground-nesting
birds, but their impact is
usually minimal due to the
large abundance of
alternative foods (Knight,
1994).

Low. Regional reports show this
species is not present in high
numbers, or a significant nest
predator at Ormond. Omnivore that
prefers insects, and mice in the winter
(CDFW, 2014). Vector Control Plan
would further limit on-site prey (i.e.,
mice)..

house mouse
(Mus musculus)

Invasive nocturnal species. Occurs
in most habitat types in the region.

Not a documented nest
predator.

None. Rodents would be controlled
through adherence to the required
Vector Control Plan. Home range
would not overlap between the
proposed project and nesting habitat
south of Perimeter Road and Edison
Canal.

long-tailed
weasel
(Mustela
frenata)

Native species. Not locally common.
Range between 51.8 and 180.3 HA
(Gerhing & Swihart, 2004).

Included in NAWS predator
management, removed in
2011 (NAWS, 2002;
NAWS, 2012). Not
common at OE
(Zimmerman & Golightly,
2006).

Low. Species is not common at
Ormond. Obligate carnivore, not
expected to be attracted to food
waste. Primary prey species is
rodents, occasionally eats birds and
eggs. A composting facility this size is
not anticipated to attract rodents in
excess of existing background levels
(Blackwell & Seamans, 2008). Vector
Control Plan would limit on-site prey.

raccoon
(Procyon lotor)

Native nocturnal nuisance species
attracted to anthropogenic food
sources. Observed at Ormond and
Mugu year round (Aspen, 2007;
(Craig & Golightly, 2005). Tracks
have never been seen on beach, but
are present in the salt marsh
(NAWS, 2014). Adult males occupy
areas of about 3 to 20 square miles
(8 to 52 km), compared to about 1 to
6 square miles (3 to 16 km) for
females. At NAWS home ranges
vary between 0.4 km

2
and 4.43 km

2

and average of 5.38 km
2
, with a

Documented LFRR
predator (USFWS, 2009),
and present in Ormond
marshes. Documented
BSS predator at Carpinteria
Salt Marsh. Not
documented predator of
OB WSP and CLT. OE CLT
2014 nest predator, 10
removed in 2014 (NAWS,
2015).

Moderate. Present at Ormond, with a
territory size that would overlap with
the proposed project and marsh BSS
and LFRR nesting habitat south of
Edison Canal and Perimeter Road.
Not a significant predator of CLT and
WSP. A potential increase in raccoon
presence would have little to no effect
on reproductive success of CLT and
WSP due to pre-dispersal and
dispersal seasonal home range
fluctuation (Craig & Golightly, 2005).
Urban adapted opportunistic
omnivore, but will eat trash.
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larger home range during pre-
dispersal and dispersal season
(Craig & Golightly, 2005).

Norway rat

(Rattus
norvegicus)

Invasive nocturnal species. Occurs
in most habitat types in the region.
Normally travels an area averaging
100 to150 ft (30 to 45 m) in
diameter, seldom travel farther than
300 ft (100 m) from their burrows to
obtain food or water (Timm, 1994).

OB and OE WSP and CLT
predator. Documented
LFRR and BSS predator
(Rush et al., 2012;
USFWS, 2009; Aspen
2007). LFRR may be able
deal effectively with
Norway rats (Zembel,
2014).

Low. If introduced black or Norway
rats are attracted to the garbage and
increase in numbers and then leave
the facility they could depredate
native bird nests and young adjacent
to the facility. However, nesting
special status marsh birds are
documented greater than 500 ft
away, in suitable habitat south of
Edison Canal and south of Perimeter
Road. Therefore, rats if present at the
facility would not be expected to
predate special status birds. The
Vector Control Plan would limit
rodents on-site.

roof rat

(Rattus rattus)

Invasive nocturnal species. Occur in
most habitat types in the region.
Urban California home range of 0.2-
0.5 HA (Recht, 1985) and 0.22 HA
to 1.87 HA in riparian forest
(Whissono et al., 2007).

Roof rats are documented
egg predators, but not at
Ormond.

Low. Rodents would be controlled
through adherence to the required
Vector Control Plan. Home range
would not overlap between the
proposed project and nesting habitat
south of Perimeter Road and Edison
Canal.

California
ground squirrel

(Spermophilus
beecheyi)

Native diurnal species. Occur in
most habitat types in the region.
Home range rarely exceeds of 225 ft
(University of California, 2010).

Documented OB WSP and
CLT predator. Documented
LFRR predator (USFWS,
2009). OE predator control
has reduced nesting CLT
and WSP mortality (NAWS,
2014).

Low. Rodents would be controlled
through adherence to the required
Vector Control Plan. Home range
would not overlap between the
proposed project and nesting habitat
south of Perimeter Road and Edison
Canal.

red fox
(Vulpes vules)

Introduced species. No longer
present at NAWS or Ormond, which
is likely due to the expansion of
coyotes at Ormond (Craig &
Golightly, 2005).

Documented LFRR and
BSS predator in CA (Rush
et al., 2012; USFWS,
2009), but not at Ormond.
Documented BSS predator
at Carpinteria Salt Marsh.

None. Species no longer present in
region due to presence of coyotes.

OB: Ormond Beach, west of Arnold Road

OE: Ormond East, under the management of NAWS east of Arnold Road

The home range of an animal is determined by habitat composition, physiographic make-up, food
distribution, and other survival factors. Bird migrations drive dramatic changes in the abundance and
richness of shorebirds and gulls (Lafferty et al., 2013). Impacts from predation are discussed below for
special status 1) ground dwelling bird species that could occur off-site in agricultural areas, 2) shorebirds,
and 3) marsh birds.

Special Status Ground Dwelling Bird Species. The California horned lark and burrowing owl have
the potential to occur in agricultural field, the Study Area, and beyond north of the CUP boundary (Figure
2). Ventura County is outside the known breeding range of the burrowing owl, therefore no impacts to
nesting burrowing owls are anticipated. Incidental observations of the California horned lark indicate the
species is common throughout the south Oxnard plain and Ventura County, and that the species may be
a year-round resident but is observed more in the fall and winter (Sullivan et al., 2009). Given that no
increase in putrescible waste is proposed, local abundance, large amount of surrounding nesting habitat
(agricultural fields), adherence to state vector control regulations, and the existing NAWS predator
management program, indirect predation impacts to the nesting California horned lark population from
the continued use and expansion of the facility would be less the significant.
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Special Status Shorebirds. As discussed under Section 3.4 above, CLT and WSP are known to
nest beginning approximately 2,000 feet southwest of the CUP Boundary, at 1) Ormond Beach, and 2) at
NAWS at Ormond East. Ormond and Ormond East are separated by a fence intended to keep
recreational Ormond Beach users out of the NAWS military facility.

Ormond Beach CLT and WSP nesting colonies began to decline in 2008, experienced a population
crash in 2013, and an increase in numbers in 2014 (Graph 1, Percent Hatching Success). It is uncertain
why these species experienced a decline and crash in 2013, but in addition to high winds and tidal
flooding the most likely causes are predation by common ravens and California ground squirrels at
Ormond Beach (Rincon, 2013b), and opossums and northern harriers at Ormond East (NAWS, 2013).
Avian predation of CLT and WSP chicks at Ormond East is documented before the facility began to
accept food waste in 2011 (NAWS, 2012). Changes in regional weather may also be affecting nesting
success, particularly for terns which forage for small fish in water bodies that may be changing due to low
precipitation and higher temperatures.

Source: Hartley (2008{2010), Smith (2007, 2009, 2010), Gocal (2007), Rincon (2011{2013), Barringer (2014)

However, 2014 was a more successful nesting year for both CLT and WSP at Ormond Beach and
Ormond East (Barringer, 2015; NAWS, 2015). The primary factors that affect breeding abundance,
fluctuations in success and preferred nest locations at Ormond Beach include changes in forage prey
availability, predation pressure, and various human-caused disturbances (Barringer, 2015a).

Regional historical nesting data for plovers is not readily available. A brief review of historical nesting
data for McGrath State Beach for 2008 to 2012 shows a steady decline in the number of nests
established and fledglings reported. The number of nests established at NAWS (outside Ormond East)
has remained relatively stable, but the number of fledglings produced has declined from year to year and
is generally similar to Ormond East and Ormond Beach. Hollywood Beach monitoring reported
}kc`ijh`i\g~ i`nodib success in 2013 and 2014, possibly due to the increase in beach habitat as a
result of harbor dredging (Barringer, 2015b). Regional beach (Ventura County) monitoring cite predation
by both birds and mammals as an important factor, and vandalism at McGrath State Beach (Barringer,
2015b; NAWS, 2015; Hartley 2013). Mammals and common ravens tend to be a much greater threat to
WSP and CLT egg nests, whereas other avian predators such as gulls and raptors are more likely to
prey upon chicks, fledglings and adults (NAWS, 2014).

Scavenger Birds. Gulls have been well documented as predators of shorebird eggs, chicks, and
occasionally adults, as discussed in the 2013 Focused ISBA, 2013 MND, and PBMP. Gull populations in
the area follow seasonal cycles, with the greatest number of gulls occurring during post-breeding
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dispersal and fall migration. Lafferty et al. (2013) determined that gull populations were lowest at Ventura
County beaches during April through June, increasing in July to greatest abundance in August through
October. Consequentially, fewer gulls are present during the egg-laying period for WSP and CLT, but the
gulls become more abundant during the chick-raising time of July and August. Locally, gulls have been
observed predating on WSP and CLT at Ormond East (2011). NAWS has a predator management
program that includes a biologist or predator management professional present at the wrack line to haze
congregating gulls, as well as attempt to haze northern harriers hunting in the colony, which has been
shown to be effective (NAWS, 2013). Lethal management using firearms or Compound DRC-1339
avicide occurs at NAWS rc`i }km`_\ojm bpggn~ \m` _`o`^o`_ km`_\odib \ ^jgjit (NAWS, 2012).4 No gull
predation was documented at Ormond Beach or Ormond East in 2014 for WSP and CLT (NAWS, 2015,
Barringer 2015a). The proposed PSAD project component may reduce the number of gulls in the area by
reducing the availability of accessible putrescible food waste within windrows by up to 1,000 cy.
However, it should be noted that in studies cited above, putrescible waste ground into windrows with
green waste has been demonstrated to abate vector attractant.

The Vector Control Plan and PBMP submitted to the County for the proposed project includes several
methods for reducing the presence of gulls, as well as other birds and rodents. The primary means for
reducing the presence of gulls will be covering food wastes with green wastes during temporary storage
outdoors, as well as processing and storing food waste materials inside of a masonry building. The
reduction of available food is expected to adequately reduce the number of gulls visiting the facility,
thereby reducing the number of gulls in the near vicinity. This is also expected to reduce the presence of
other nuisance bird species, such as common ravens. Bird wires will also discourage gulls from roosting
and entering the facility, and success has already been observed with bird wires that have thus far been
installed. In response to recorded CLT and WSP predation at Ormond East and other NAWS colonies,
the NAWS predator management plan includes active human harassment on the beach, which has been
demonstrated to be effective (NAWS, 2013- 2015).

As discussed under Section 2.0, Project Design for Impact Avoidance or Minimization, since the release
of the 2013 MND the operator has taken proactive steps to reduce the scavenger birds present at the
project site. Bi-monthly inspections by the County of Ventura Environmental Health Division as the Lead
Enforcement Agency (LEA) show that in 2015 the Agromin facility has been in compliance with required
vector controls aimed at discouraging birds from the facility (CalRecyle, 2015). Below are relevant
excerpts from the LEA inspection reports, ordered from latest to oldest, since the release of the 2013
MND, in italics where taken directly from the reports.

June 15, 2015: No violations or areas of concern. During the inspection, a load of foodwaste was
dumped at the facility. The operators began aggressive bird control and discouraged birds from
landing in the area. Processed green waste was immediately placed over the foodwaste. The
operation appears well managed, no violations or area of concern observed at time of inspection.

April 22, 2015: No violations or areas of concern.

March 24, 2015: No violations or areas of concern. At time of inspection the food waste composting
operation was in compliance with State Regulationsk. Bird control was in place with the stringers
over the food waste composting piles. Green waste compost was observed covering the food waste
windrows. Odors were minimal.

February 26, 2015: No violations or areas of concern. The area was well managed. Seagulls were
not present.

January 27, 2015: §17867(a)(2) violation for immature flies (maggots) near foodwaste storage
bunker. The remainder of the foodwaste composting site appeared to be in compliance at time of

4
All trapping activities were in accordance with all applicable laws and regulations, which include the Endangered Species Act

(16 U.S.C. §1531-44), the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16 U.S.C. §703-712) (Migratory Bird Depredation Permit number
MB189470-1 and amendments), Title 14, section 465.5 of the California Code of Regulations and Wildlife Services Directive
2.450, sections 3a through 3d.
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number of seagulls observed on-site and off-site the operation area were less than 50 (sic).

December 10, 2014: No violations or areas of concern. Vector control measures appear to be
impacting the number of seagulls at the site. The number of seagulls observed on-site and off-site
the operation area were less than 50. Odor was minimal.

November 25, 2014: §17867(a)(2) violation. Approximately 100 seagulls were observed on-site at
time of inspection. Bird control measures have improved since last month's inspection but bird control
still remains an issue. Continue and or enhance aggressive bird control measures and deterrent
methods until bird population is under control.

October 31, 2014: §17867(a)(2) violation. Seagulls continue to be present at the site in large
numbers, greater than 100. Seagulls were scattered intermittently by use of bird bombs and bird
whistles. Seagull were observed flying to and from neighboring properties and compost sites...The
means at controlling and or minimizing the seagulls at the site is currently ineffective.

September 18, 2014: §17867(a)(2) violation. Seagulls continue to be present at the site in large
numbers. Operator effectively scattered the seagulls intermittently. Seagull were observed flying to
and from neighboring properties and compost site. Bird control remains an issue.

June 11, 2014: §17867(a)(2) violation. Observed ~50-100 seagulls landing on the food waste/green
waste stockpiles. Use of the bird whistler was employed, but with limited effect. The birds continued
to stay in the general area. There were no mechanical scarecrows in operation at time of inspection.
At time of inspection, no active composting was observed at the CASP composting site. The food
waste/green waste was stockpiled inside and outside the building next to the CASP composting area.
Odors were detected downwind of the stockpile area.

March 31, 2014: Violations unrelated to vector control. Bird control was in effect, an employee was
observed patrolling the site using a bird control device as needed.

January 23, 2014. No violations or areas of concern. At the time of inspection the facility was found to
be in compliance with Section 17867(a)(2) for bird control. Bird control measures included, but not
limited to a propane sound cannon, stringers covering the food waste composting area and
surrounding buildings, hand held bird screechers, and employees monitoring for the presence of
seagulls at the facility. Food waste is mixed with green waste then stored within a building until
composted. Current vector control measures appear adequate for this operation.

Below are excerpts of gull activity from CLT and WSP monitoring reports since the circulation of the 2013
MND:

Barringer, 2015: In contrast to previous years where many predators were observed in or near the
\SabW\U Q]Z]\gk dS`g TSe OdWO\ ]` [O[[OZWO\ ^`SROb]`a eS`S ]PaS`dSd during surveys in 2014 after
7^`WZ) k Even with the common presence of gull species due to the Agromin green waste recycling
facility nearby, gulls have not been a notable predator of WSP or CLT at Ormond Beach.

NAWS: In 2014 a gull predated a WSP nest at Holiday Beach, and one western gull was lethally
removed at Ormond East. In 2013, Ormond East had 8 unknown WSP avian predators and 17
unknown predators (most likely northern harriers), and seven gulls were removed. In 2012, no gulls
were recorded predating WSP and CLT at Point Mugu, and five gulls were lethally removed.

LEA reports indicate that in the first half of 2015 bird abatement was successful, following multiple
violations in beginning summer and extending into late fall of 2014. The trends of more gulls on-site
during summer to winter 2014 may reflect the practices of the operator, or peak gull migration patterns.
Gull abundance peaks in Ventura County earlier (August-September) than shorebird abundance
(October through December) (Lafferty et al., 2013). If gull migration was attributed to the cause of
increased presence during peak migration, early to mid-season (prior to late July) CLT and WSP broods
would not be affected by migratory gull species that arrive later in the breeding season.
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Gull abatement measures in 2015 have been successful in meeting LEA requirements, which based on
the above referenced LEA reports is a criteria of less than 100 gulls. On July 24, 2015, gulls were not
observed in large numbers or flocks. Regional gull ecology, nest predation, and migration patterns are
complex and exact quantification of indirect impacts from the compost facility in comparison to
surrounding land uses (e.g., agricultural fields, nearby existing cities and military facilities) would be
difficult. The above reports and site visits have not shown ravens to be present in large numbers at the
facility; however large flocks of ravens are known to be present in the southern Oxnard plain. The
existing baseline of 5,000 cy of food waste on-site at any time is not changing. However, there is still
potential for the project to result in adverse effects to sensitive species by subsidizing scavenger birds
(e.g., if increasing numbers of gulls habituate to ongoing abatement measures or if the multiple-
technique abatement is relaxed). Therefore, as evaluated in 2013 MND, indirect impacts to off-site
nesting CLT and WSP from scavenger bird predation would be less than significant with mitigation
requiring implementation of a PBMP.

The revised project description includes covering the tipping area with a Ag`\mQk\iy structure, if
dictated by the PBMP. Building design has been shown to affect scavenger gull use transfer stations,
and birds are less likely to use transfer stations that are enclosed (Washburn, 2012). The addition of the
fabric Ag`\mQk\iy structure the PBMP would further reduce impacts from avian scavengers.

Rodents. As shown in the table above, if small mammals (e.g., California ground squirrel, Norway rat,
and roof rat) were to be attracted to the Agromin facility, they would not be expected to predate CLT and
WSP since rodent home ranges do not overlap between nesting colonies (beginning approximately
1,000 feet south) and the facility. The 2014 Ormond Beach CLT and WSP monitoring report documented
a reduction in mammalian predators, likely due to drought (Barringer, 2015a). Management of rodents
on-site is required under state law, and would be addressed through the Vector Control Plan. Ground
squirrels would continue to be managed by NAWS east of Arnold Road, and control efforts have reduced
mammalian predation over time (NAWS, 2015). No impacts from small mammals/rodent would occur to
nesting WSP and CLT nesting colonies, based on existing Agromin and NAWS predator management
and a lack of overlap in rodent home range between the facility and nesting colonies.

Large and Medium Mammals. Skunk, feral cat, raccoon, and red fox have not been documented as
significant WSP and CLT predators at Ormond Beach or Ormond East. This may be in part of because
coyotes keep their populations in check (Craig, 2005). An opossum was presumed responsible for CLT
nest abonnement at NAWS in 2012 and one in 2013, and their home range may overlap with the facility
and Ormond East and Ormond Beach WSP and CLT colonies. Mesopredators and coyotes would
continue to be managed by NAWS, which have positive indirect effect on species present on the Coastal
Conservancy property east of Arnold Road. As discussed above, populations of small mammals
(rodents) at a 25 acre food and green waste compost facility were not sufficient to attract larger
mammalian carnivores (e.g., coyotes) (Blackwell & Seamans, 2008).The Vector Control Plan does not
address mesopredators, nor was the issue evaluated in the 2013 MND. Indirect impacts from opossum
predation of WSP and CLT nesting colonies would be less than significant with mitigation measure
requiring incorporation of mesopredator (including opossum) abatement into the Vector Control Plan.

Special Status Marsh Birds. As discussed under Section 3.4 above, LFRR and BSS are known
to nest beginning approximately 600 feet southwest of the CUP Boundary, south of Perimeter Road and
the Edison Canal.

Predation upon the LFRR by raptors, owls, Norway rats, ground squirrels, feral cats, opossum, and
raccoons has been documented and has the potential to occur at Ormond marshes (USFWS, 2009;
Aspen 2007; NAWS, 2014). Norway rats and feral cats are documented as the main predators of the less
studied BSS statewide; in addition, the same predators that prey upon LFRR can be expected to prey
upon the BSS given their similar habitat and nesting requirements. The mammalian species described
above may also benefit from direct food subsidies at the facility, possibly resulting in impacts to marsh
habitat 500 feet to the south of the CUP boundary. However, as discussed above no change to the
putrescible waste baseline is proposed.

Scavenger Birds. The 2013 MND includes the following with regard to scavenger birds:
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JVS 8SZRW\Upa aOdO\\OV a^O``]e PW`Ra O\R ZWUVb-footed clapper rail nest unexposed in dense salt
marsh vegetation; they are cryptic and relatively hidden from view from scavenger birds. Indirect
effects to salt marsh nesting birds from the attraction of scavenging predators will be minimal, given
that scavenging birds are not an important predator of the nests of either species (USFWS, 2009;
Powel, 2006). Indirect effects from squirrels and rats will be addressed through the Vector Control
Plan, and with adherence to Bio MM-1 scavenger bird hazing activities will not affect the salt marsh
birds.

As discussed in the table above and the 2013 MND, scavenger birds are not documented regionally as
significant marsh bird predators. This may be because LFRR and BSS are cryptic pickleweed nesters,
and not easily detected or targeted by opportunistic avian scavengers.

Raptors and Owls. Raptors are documented as the most significant predator of LFRR (USFWS, 2009).
No raptor or perching habitat (e.g., telephone poles, fence posts) are proposed, and potential small
mammal prey (rodents) that may be attracted to the facility are required by state law to be controlled.
Peregrine falcons have been observed to prey on birds (e.g., pigeons), but generally not gull or corvids.
As discussed above, populations of small mammals (rodents) at a 25 acre food and green waste
compost facility were not sufficient to attract raptors (Blackwell & Seamans, 2008). With adherence to
state vector control regulations the proposed project would not attract raptors and owls to facility, and the
proposed project would have no impact on owl or raptor predation of BSS and LFRR.

Rodents. The Vector Control Plan also includes measures for control rodent populations at the facility,
such as maintaining a trash-free area, removing excess compost/waste materials from along the walls of
buildings, storing finished materials on pallets, keeping on-site landscaping trimmed to reduce cover for
rodents, and utilizing traps if necessary (no anti-coagulants would be used) (TCM, 2013). These methods
should be sufficient for the control of rodents. The 2013 MND states: Indirect effects [to BSS and LFRR]
from squirrels and rats will be addressed through the Vector Control Plan. To the east of Arnold Road,
NAWS conducts intensive predator management, and removed 56 California ground squirrels before and
during the 2014 breeding season (NAWS, 2015). Furthermore, as shown in the table above, the home
ranges of nuisance rodents, including the Norway rat, ground squirrels, and roof rat would not overlap
between suitable nesting habitats beginning 500 feet south of the CUP boundary. As evaluated in the
2013 MND, indirect impacts as a result of the proposed project to the LFRR and BSS from rodent/small
mammal predation would be less than significant.

Large and Medium Mammals. The coyote is the only top predator common at Ormond, and as discussed
in the table above, it may discourage other mesopredators and so should be excluded from vector
control management. As shown in the table above, the following mesopredators have home ranges that
may overlap between the proposed project and suitable BSS and LFRR habitat: feral cats, opossum, and
raccoons. Substantial evidence presented above indicated that green waste does not attract nuisance
mammals. The amount of putrescible waste amount on-site at any one time (~5,000 cubic yard) is not
changing; increase in transient predator attraction to the facility or an increase in existing population as a
result of a change in baseline is not anticipated. Additionally, Ormond LFRR and BSS populations are
generally increasing (Zembal, 2010; Rincon 2015b).The 2011 through 2014 NAWS monitoring reports do
not indicate any negative effects (e.g., increased animal predation) on the LFRR at the far western arm
of Mugu Lagoon (marsh north of Ormond East) since the facility began to receive putrescible waste in
2011. NAWS aggressive year-round predator management east of Arnold Road will continue to indirectly
benefit nesting success in the Coastal Conservancy marshes and beaches south of the project site.
NAWS trapped and removed 46 opossums and 12 raccoons in 2014 (NAWS, 2015). No data is currently
available regarding populations of nuisance mammals at the facility; therefore, there are currently no
baseline levels for comparison of the existing operations against future increases in green waste. As
discussed above, the putrescible waste baseline is not changing. However, the above nocturnal species
are not likely to be observed during LEA inspections; therefore their presence at the facility may go
undetected. As discussed above, the 2013 Vector Control Plan does not address mesopredators, nor
were mesopredator impacts evaluated in the 2013 MND. Therefore, indirect impacts to BSS and LFRR
from mesopredators would be less than significant with a new mitigation measure requiring incorporation
of mesopredator abetment into the Vector Control Plan.
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Cumulative Impacts

The cumulative region of interest for impacts to biological resources can be defined as the watershed.
The project site is located within the Santa Clara River Oxnard Sub-watershed and adjacent to the
Calleguas Creek Watershed (Ventura County Watershed Coalition, 2015). The cumulative project lists
for the County of Ventura, City of Oxnard, and City of Port Hueneme do not have projects that when
considered with the proposed project would result in incremental effects or cumulatively significant
impacts to special status shore and marsh birds within the region of interest (County of Ventura, 2015;
City of Oxnard, 2015; City of Port Hueneme, 2014). The proposed project would not affect
implementation of the Coastal Conservancy Ormond restoration plan. Beach revetment activities in the
City of Port Hueneme would not significantly impact special status birds (City of Hueneme, 2014).
Development in rural and agricultural areas of Ventura County is essentially under a moratorium as a
m`npgo ja n`q`m\g }Q\q` Mk`i Qk\^` \i_ ?bmd^pgopm\g P`njpm^`n~ (QM?P) jm_di\i^`n \i_ didod\odq`n- Rc`
Ventura County SOAR ordinance, extended through 2020, requires County-wide voter approval of any
^c\ib` oj oc` Ajpiot E`i`m\g Ng\i diqjgqdib oc` }?bmd^pgopm\g+~ }Mk`i Qk\^`+~ jm }Ppm\g~ g\i_ pn` h\k
designations, or any change to a General Plan goal or policy related to those land use designations.
Cumulative impacts to special status species would be less than significant.

Significance Finding l Project Impacts: Less than significant with mitigation.

Significance Finding l Cumulative Impacts: Less than significant with mitigation.

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

1998 CLT Mitigation Measure. The 1998 MND and CUP conditions of approval included a
mitigation measure requiring surveys and relocation of CLT on-site prior to issuance of Zoning
Clearance. However, based on the current condition and use of the proposed project site and
review nesting data since 1998, this measure is not necessary as CLT would not be expected to
nest within 1,000 feet the CUP boundary.

2013 MND Mitigation Measures. Existing Biological Mitigation Measure 1 (below) was included
in the 2013 MND, with change shown in strikeout/underline. Recommended changes include
enforcement action should the PBMP not be effective in deterring birds, a prohibition on bird
nets that have the potential to entrap non-target species, and to encourage seasonal
considerations. The existing bird control methods that generate noise would be prohibited under
the PBMP, because of negative impacts on surrounding sensitive species. The proposed
addition of the Ag`\mQk\iy a\]md^ structure the PBMP would further reduce impacts.

New Mitigation Measure. As discussed above, predation of nesting BSS and LFRR by medium
sized mammals was not evaluated under the 2013 MND, or included in the 2013 Vector Control
Plan. New Biological Mitigation Measure 1 would reduce predation impacts to less than
significant by requiring mesopredators to be addressed in the Vector Control Plan, and providing
a nexus for the Planning Division to monitor mesopredator abatement.

Programmatic/Off-site Mitigation. No agency approved mitigation programs (i.e., mitigation
banks, in-lieu-fees) exist at Ormond Beach. Even if such a program were approved by the
agencies, off-site indirect special status bird impacts would be difficult to quantify. Funding of the
monitoring program, particularly by the Costal Conservancy, is recommended under the 2014
Breeding Season Monitoring Report for Western Snowy Plover and California Least Tern for
Ormond Beach, California (Recommendation No. 5). However, there is no existing policy
framework or legal nexus to impose WSP and CLT monitoring contribution as a mitigation
measure/condition of approval for the proposed project. The proposed project is consistent with
the Ventura County General Plan (2011) biological resource policies; no additional biological
resource permit conditions are necessary to make the required CUP finding of General Plan
consistency (§ 8111-1.2.1.1). The project is consistent with the Ajpiot�n Local Coastal Program
since it is proposed entirely outside the coastal zone. Off-site nesting birds that could be
indirectly impacted are under federal jurisdiction (NAWS) and the jurisdiction of the City of
Oxnard.
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Existing Biological Mitigation Measure 1: Predatory Bird Management Program (PBMP)
Purpose: The purpose of this mitigation is to augment the proposed Vector Control Plan, and avoid
significant impacts during operation of the proposed facilities to special status bird species, by limiting the
attraction of avian scavengers (e.g., gulls and corvids) that may also predate nests, and ensure
compatibility with conservation efforts outlined in the Recovery Plan for Western Snowy Plover (USFWS
2007) and the California Least Tern Recovery Plan (USFWS 1985). The PBMP shall employ predatory
bird behavior and habitat modification control methods that do not interfere with wildlife inhabiting and
nesting within the Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas (ESHA) adjacent to the project.

Requirement: The Permittee shall implement a PBMP that deters solid waste avian scavengers such as
gulls and corvids from the facility. The PBMP must describe:

a. The specifications for bird wires installed over the tipping area configured specifically to dissuade
predator species from being attracted to the facility.

b. Methods that specifically address predatory bird behavior and habitat, and substantiate the safety
and effectiveness of the proposed predatory bird behavior and habitat modification methods. The
Permittee shall not use methods that interfere with wildlife use of the ESHA (e.g., noisemakers and
propane cannons, distress calls, bird nets hazardous to migratory birds or other protected bird
species, or falcons and dogs). Additional behavioral or habitat modification methods that may be
incorporated and described in the PBMP to augment the bird wires include:

' Ido` _`^jtn \i_ }km`_`\oc~ ]dm_ `aadbd`n;

' Placement of an inert cover (e.g., green waste or physical barriers) over the food waste;
' Active human harassment;
' Non-toxic lethal control consistent with the MBTA permit requirements;
' Addition of landing deterrents on roost sites; and
' Reducing availability of anthropogenic sources of food and water.

Other control methods may be incorporated into the PBMP with evidence that they will not affect
adjacent nesting birds or wildlife.

c. An initial baseline of predatory bird activity, and methodology.

d. Monitoring methodology, such as weekly point counts conducted by trained professional biologists
(i.e., capable of identifying gulls to species and age class) to estimate numbers of gulls, determine
which species of gulls are at the composting operation, and determine the general compass direction
of gull arrivals and departures.

e. Success criteria, such as no increase on the number of predatory birds.

It is expected that the management process will have to be adaptive, and the PBMP may be revised with
approval from the Planning Director to reflect recommendations of the monitoring County-approved
qualified biologist. Emphasis should be placed on bird management during the nesting season, when
impacts could occur.

The Permittee shall prepare and submit bi-annual monitoring reports detailing the number of predatory
birds using weekly point counts, or other survey method and duration recommended by the County-
approved qualified biologist in consultation with CDFW and USFWS. The monitoring reports shall also
evaluate the initial effectiveness and bird response to control methods. The methods will be adapted as
necessary to ensure effectiveness. The semi-annual monitoring report shall qualitatively (e.g., general
observations) and quantitatively (e.g., point count results) asses the effectiveness of the control methods
employed. The semi-annual monitoring reports shall be submitted to the Resource Management Agency
(RMA){Planning Division, USFWS, and CDFW for the life of the CUP.

Timing: Prior to the issuance of a Zoning Clearance for use inauguration for the time extension of the
existing operation, the Permittee shall submit a PBMP for review and approval by the Planning Director.
After Planning Director approval of the PBMP, but prior to issuance of a Zoning Clearance for use



Focused Initial Study Biological Assessment Report for Agromin CUP Modification Project

37

inauguration, RMA-Planning Division staff shall inspect the facilities and/or review photo documentation
for conformity with the physical habitat and behavioral modification components of the PBMP (e.g., bird
wires). The Permittee shall submit semi-annual monitoring reports for consistency with the PBMP to the
Planning Division and the USFWS and CDFW Ventura offices, by August 30 and February 28 of each
year, for the life of the permit.

Documentation: The Permittee shall submit to the Planning Division a PBMP prepared by a County-
approved qualified biologist that meets the requirements of this condition along with a performance
security to implement and monitor the PBMP for the life of the CUP. The Permittee shall provide to the
County a signed contract with a County-approved qualified biologist that includes a requirement to
evaluate, monitor, and report on adherence to the requirements of this mitigation measure.

By August 30 and February 28 of each year, the Permittee shall submit bi-annual monitoring reports
detailing the number of predatory birds on-site in weekly intervals during the prior six months and the
effectiveness of the control methods to the Planning Division, USFWS, and CDFW. If changes to the
PBMP are recommended during facility operation, they shall be submitted in writing to the Planning
Division, CDFW, and USFWS.

Monitoring: The Permittee shall confirm with the RMA-Planning Division that a County-approved
qualified biologist has been contracted to evaluate and monitor the requirements of this condition prior to
issuance of a Zoning Clearance for use inauguration. The Permittee shall construct the physical
behavioral and habitat modification components prior to the issuance of a Zoning Clarence for use
inauguration. The RMA-Planning Division shall maintain copies of the signed contract, PBMP, and bi-
annual monitoring reports submitted by the Permittee, in the project file. The RMA-Planning Division shall
review the bi-annual motoring reports for conformity with the requirements of this mitigation measure and
the approved PBMP. If the PBMP is not effective in deterring predatory birds consistent with the success
criteria specified in the Planning Director approved PBMP (including if specific design features are not
permitted by the County or applicable agencies) all putrescible waste (or other waste demonstrated to
attract predatory birds) shall be removed from the facility within 30 days of notice from the Planning
Director. If notice is provided by the Planning Director or LEA, putrescible waste shall not be accepted
until a CUP modification is approved based on updated environmental review and policy consistency
analysis. The RMA-Planning Division has the authority to conduct site inspections to ensure ongoing
compliance with this condition consistent with the requirements of § 8114-3 of the Ventura County Non-
Coastal Zoning Ordinance.

New Biological Mitigation Measure 1: Mesopredator Abatement Vector Control Plan Augmentation

Purpose: The purpose of this mitigation is to augment the proposed Vector Control Plan and requiring
monitoring, to avoid significant impacts during operation of the proposed facilities to special status bird
species, by limiting the attraction mesopredators (e.g., opossums, feral cats, raccoons) that may also
predate special status bird nests.

Requirement: The Permittee shall implement mesopredator abatement measures as part of the required
Vector Control Plan, which shall be developed by a CDFW licensed trapper in consultation with a
County-approved qualified biologist. This component of the Vector Control Plan shall include:

' Abatement, such as trapping for medium-sized mammals (e.g., feral cats, raccoons, and
opossums), registered repellents, and/or exclusionary barriers (e.g., underground wire). Traps
should be set at regular intervals along the entire perimeter of the CUP boundary. Traps may
include Tomahawk traps or similar sized traps that will have large enough mesh to avoid trapping
non-target small mammals, such as the southern California saltmarsh shrew. The inspection of
traps, removal of captured nuisance animals, and release of non-target species will occur within
12 hours of trap deployment.

' Success criteria, such as no increase on the number of mesopredators during the nesting
season.

' Monitoring Methodology, such as weekly reports. Monitoring must include identification to
species, and location.
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Any non-target species will be released in appropriate areas. Cats wearing collars will be transported to
the Ventura County Animal Control, or if the collars have owner contact information, then the owner will
be contacted. All trapping procedures must follow CDFW regulations, and any necessary approvals from
the CDFW will be obtained prior to implementation. Poisoning is prohibited, unless approved by the
Planning Division and allowed under the applicable CDFW permit. Top predators (i.e., coyote, bobcat)
that naturally control the population of mesopredators shall not be euthanized.

Timing: Prior to issuance of a Zoning Clearance for use inauguration, the Permittee shall submit a
Mesopredator Abatement Vector Control Plan for review and approval by the Planning Director. Prior to
issuance of a Zoning Clearance for use inauguration, the Permittee shall provide a copy of a permit from
CDFW that allows trapping of furbearing non-game mammals consistent with the Vector Control Plan.

Documentation: The Permittee shall submit to the Planning Division a Vector Control Plan that meets
the requirements of this condition along with a performance security to implement and monitor the Vector
Control Plan for the life of the CUP. Prior to issuance of a Zoning Clearance for use inauguration, the
Permittee shall provide a copy of a permit from CDFW that allows trapping of furbearing non-game
mammals consistent with the Vector Control Plan.

Monitoring of nuisance species must be conducted by a CDFW licensed trapper; monitoring by a County-
approved qualified biologist is not required. By August 30 and February 28 of each year, the Permittee
shall submit bi-annual monitoring reports detailing the number of mesopredators during the prior six
months and the effectiveness of the control methods to the Planning Division, USFWS, and CDFW. If
changes to the Vector Control Plan are recommended during facility operation, they shall be submitted in
writing to the Planning Division, CDFW, and USFWS. Approval for changes is required by the Planning
Director and Environmental Health Division (LEA).

Monitoring: The RMA-Planning Division shall maintain copies of the Vector Control Plan, and bi-annual
monitoring reports submitted by the Permittee, in the project file. The RMA-Planning Division shall review
the bi-annual motoring reports for conformity with the requirements of this mitigation measure and the
approved Vector Control Plan. If the Vector Control Plan is not effective in deterring mesopredators
consistent with the success criteria specified in the Planning Director approved Vector Control Plan
(including if lethal removal is not permitted by applicable agencies) all putrescible waste (or other waste
show to attract mesopredators) shall be removed from the facility within 30 days of notice from the
Planning Director and/or LEA. If notice is provided by the Planning Director or LEA, putrescible waste
shall not be accepted until a CUP modification is approved based on updated environmental review and
policy consistency analysis. The RMA-Planning Division has the authority to conduct site inspections to
ensure ongoing compliance with this condition consistent with the requirements of § 8114-3 of the
Ventura County Non-Coastal Zoning Ordinance.

B. Ecological Communities Project: PS-M; Cumulative: PS-M

Sensitive Plant Communities

No sensitive plant communities are present within the CUP boundary. No direct impacts would occur to
Study Area sensitive communities No indirect impacts to sensitive communities would occur with
adherence to state dust control regulations, which the facility is in conformance with (CalRecycle, 2015).

Significance Finding l Project Impacts: No direct or indirect impact to sensitive plant communities

Significance Finding l Cumulative Impacts: No cumulative impacts to sensitive plant communities.

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

None required

Waters and Wetlands

No water or wetlands are present within or adjacent to the proposed project. Disturbed marsh habitat is
present to the south and southwest of the CUP boundary, but will not be affected by the proposed
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project. An earthen berm currently separates the CUP area from the marsh, a portion of which lies within
the coastal zone. This off-site privately owned habitat has been subject to periodic disturbance. No areas
under the jurisdiction of US Army Corps of Engineers, California Regional Water Quality Control Board,
and California Department of Fish and Wildlife have been identified in the CUP boundary.

The Ventura County Coastal Area Plan (2008) describes an intact dune-transition zone-marsh system
associated with Ormond Beach. However, this description would be referring to wetlands found
immediately adjacent to Ormond Beach near Arnold Road and adjacent to the Ormond Beach north of
the Reliant Energy power plant. General Plan wetland buffer adjustments consistent with Biological
Resources Policy 1.5.2-4 are discussed under the Waters and Wetlands table under Section 3.1,
Ecological Communities (above). The potential transition zone between Ormond Beach and the
disturbed marsh south of the CUP boundary is disrupted by a large man-made canal.

Significance Finding l Project Impacts: No direct or indirect impact to waters and wetlands

Significance Finding l Cumulative Impacts: No direct or indirect cumulative impacts to ecological
communities.

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

None required

Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas

Ormond Beach includes several hundred acres of salt marsh and brackish or freshwater wetlands,
coastal dunes and scrub, and upland areas that provide habitat for special status species that are
considered ESHA under the Local Coastal Plan. No new development is proposed within the existing
100-foot ESHA buffer. The proposed anaerobic digester will be located more than 400 feet from the
coastal salt marsh ESHA. A portion of the project site is located within the coastal zone, and was
disturbed by the composting operation as recently as 2009. The existing composting facility is currently
operating within the proposed CUP boundary, however, operations in the area would cease as part of
the proposed project. 2013 MND Existing Biological Mitigation Measure 2 (below) will ensure that that
operation will remain within the CUP boundary and outside the ESHA and coastal zone through requiring
installation of fencing along the southern CUP boundary. No indirect impacts to ESHA would occur with
adherence to state dust control regulations, in which the facility is in conformance (CalRecycle, 2015).
With adherence to Existing Biological Mitigation Measure 2, the existing ESHA buffer is adequate and
there will be no project specific or cumulative direct or indirect impacts to ESHA.

Significance Finding l Project Impacts: Less than significant impacts to ESHA with mitigation
requiring coastal zone and CUP boundary demarcation.

Significance Finding l Cumulative Impacts: Less than significant impact to ESHA with mitigation
requiring coastal zone and CUP boundary demarcation.

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

2013 MND Mitigation Measure. The following mitigation measure was included in the 2013
MND. Recommended changes are shown in strikeout/underline, and reflect that the wetland
actually begins on the other side of the berm constructed along the former coastal zone
boundary, 225 feet southeast of the updated coastal zone boundary. Specific design for fence
posts is recommended so that birds and small reptiles do not become trapped in hollow posts,
and so that raptor perching habitat is not inadvertently created.

Existing Biological Mitigation Measure 2: Fencing of Project CUP/Coastal Zone Boundary

Purpose: The purpose of this mitigation measure is to ensure that all development activities occur within
the permitted project boundary to avoid impacts to the coastal wetland, located approximately 225 feet
south of in the coastal zone boundary portion on the project parcel and south of the project parcel.

Requirement: The Permittee shall: (1) install silt-screen (or other acceptable) fencing along the CUP
project site boundary along the coastal zone boundary only (fencing is not required adjacent to existing
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agriculture or roads); and, (2) install signage on the fencing that informs employees that entry into, and
development activities within, the coastal zone and wetland are prohibited. The silt-screen fencing shall
]` \o g`\no ocm`` a``o cdbc- Rc` r`\oc`m kmjja ndbi\b` nc\gg no\o`9 }Nmje`^o and coastal zone boundary
and coastal wetland|_j ijo `io`m-~ Rc` N`mhdoo`` nc\gg np]hdo9 (1) a site plan that graphically illustrates
the location of the fencing and signage; (2) elevations of the fencing, which graphically illustrate the
height and design of the fencing; and, (3) plans for the signage that include the dimensions of, and copy
to be provided on, the signage. Hollow fence posts shall be capped to avoid entrapment or injury of small
birds and reptiles, and treated with anti-perching devices to prevent raptor (e.g., northern harrier)
perching.

Timing: Prior to the issuance of the first Zoning Clearance for the project, the Permittee shall submit the
plans for the fencing and signage to the Planning Division for review and approval. The Permittee shall
install the fencing and signage prior to issuance of a Zoning Clearance for use inauguration of the
existing operations.

Monitoring and Reporting: The Planning Division maintains the approved site plan and fencing and
sign plans in the project file. The Planning Division has the authority to conduct periodic site inspections
to ensure ongoing compliance with this condition pursuant to the requirements of § 8114-3 of the
Ventura County Non-Coastal Zoning Ordinance.
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Section 5: Photos

Photos

Location

P1

Map Key
P1.1

View Direction

South

Description

View of eastern edge
of expansion area
looking south.

Location

P2
Map Key

P2.1

View Direction

South

Description

View of expansion
area facing south.
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Photos

Location
P2

Map Key
P2.2

View Direction

Southeast

Description

Mulch piles can be
seen on the east side
of the expansion area.

Location
PP2

Map Key
P2.3

View Direction

Southwest

Description

View of western side
of expansion area
with berm visible.
Non-native vegetation
(hive horn bassia) in
the foreground.
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Photos

Location
P3

Map Key
P3.1

View Direction

Southeast

Description

Large view of
expansion area.

Location
PP4

Map Key
P4.1

View Direction

East

Description

View of expansion
area with mulch piles
in the background.
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Photos

Location
PP4

Map Key
P4.2

View Direction

Northeast

Description

View of expansion
area towards the
northeast. Mulch piles
and yellow fencing
can be seen.

Location
PP4

Map Key
P4.3

View Direction

Southeast

Description

View of southern
berm with the Pacific
Ocean in the
background.
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Photos

Location
PP5

Map Key
P5.1

View Direction

North

Description

View of expansion
area towards the
northeast.

Location
PP5

Map Key
P5.2

View Direction

Northeast

Description

View of eastern CUP
boundary.
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Appendix One

Summary of Biological Resource Regulations

Rc` T`iopm\ Ajpiot Ng\iidib Bdqdndji+ \n }g`\_ \b`i^t~ pi_`m ACO? ajm dnnpdib _dn^m`odji\mt g\i_ pn` k`mhdon+
uses the relationship of a potential environmental effect from a proposed project to an established regulatory
standard to determine the significance of the potential environmental effect. This Appendix summarizes important
]djgjbd^\g m`njpm^` m`bpg\odjin rcd^c \m` pn`_ ]t oc` Bdqdndji�n ]djgjbdnon (^jinpgo\ion \i_ no\aa) di h\f ing CEQA
findings of significance:

Sensitive Status Species Regulations

Nesting Bird Regulations

Plant Community Regulations

Tree Regulations

Waters and Wetlands Regulations

Coastal Habitat Regulations

Wildlife Migration Regulations

Locally Important Species/Communities Regulations

Sensitive Status Species Regulations

Federally Protected Species

Ventura County is home to 29 federally listed endangered and threatened plant and wildlife species. The U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service (USFWS) regulates the protection of federally listed endangered and threatened plant and
wildlife species.

FE (Federally Endangered): A species that is in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its
range.

FT (Federally Threatened): A species that is likely to become endangered in the foreseeable future.

FC (Federal Candidate): A species for which USFWS has sufficient information on its biological status and threats
to propose it as endangered or threatened under the Endangered Species Act (ESA), but for which development of
a proposed listing regulation is precluded by other higher priority listing activities.

FSC (Federal Species of Concern): A species under consideration for listing, for which there is insufficient
information to support listing at this time. These species may or may not be listed in the future, and many of these
species were formerly recognized as "Category-1 A\i_d_\o`~ nk`^d`n-

The USFWS m`lpdm`n k`mhdon ajm oc` }o\f`~ of any federally listed endangered or threatened species. }Take~ is
_`adi`_ ]t oc` SQDUQ \n }oj c\m\nn+ c\mh+ kpmnp`+ cpio+ ncjjo+ rjpi_+ fdgg+ om\k+ ^\kopm`+ jm ^jgg`^o+ jm oj \oo`hko
to engage in any such conduct; may include significant habitat modification or degradation if it kills or injures wildlife
by signdad^\iogt dhk\dmdib `nn`iod\g ]`c\qdjm\g k\oo`min di^gp_dib ]m``_dib+ a``_dib+ jm nc`go`mdib-~

The Endangered Species Act (ESA) does not provide statutory protection for candidate species or species of
concern, but USFWS encourages conservation efforts to protect these species. USFWS can set up voluntary
Candidate Conservation Agreements and Assurances, which provide non-Federal landowners (public and private)
with the assurance that if they implement various conservation activities to protect a given candidate species, they
will not be subject to additional restrictions if the species becomes listed under the ESA.

State Protected Species

The California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) regulates the protection of endangered, threatened, and fully
protected species listed under the California Endangered Species Act. Some species may be jointly listed under the
State and Federal Endangered Species Acts.

SE (California Endangered): A native species or subspecies which is in serious danger of becoming extinct
throughout all, or a significant portion, of its range due to one or more causes, including loss of habitat, change in
habitat, overexploitation, predation, competition, or disease.

ST (California Threatened): A native species or subspecies that, although not presently threatened with extinction,
is likely to become an endangered species in the foreseeable future in the absence of the special protection and
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management efforts required by this chapter. Any animal determined by the commission as "rare" on or before
January 1, 1985, is a "threatened species."

SFP (California Fully Protected Species): This designation originated from the State's initial effort in the 1960's to
identify and provide additional protection to those animals that were rare or faced possible extinction. Lists were
created for fish, mammals, amphibians, reptiles, and birds. Most fully protected species have also been listed as
threatened or endangered species under the more recent endangered species laws and regulations.

SR (California Rare): A species, subspecies, or variety of plant is rare under the Native Plant Protection Act when,
although not presently threatened with extinction, it is in such small numbers throughout its range that it may
become endangered if its present environment worsens. Animals are no longer listed as rare; all animals listed as
rare before 1985 have been listed as threatened.

SSC (California Species of Special Concern): Animals that are not listed under the California Endangered
Species Act, but which nonetheless 1) are declining at a rate that could result in listing, or 2) historically occurred in
low numbers and known threats to their persistence currently exist.

The CDFW m`lpdm`n k`mhdon ajm oc` }o\f`~ ja \it Qo\o`-listed endangered or threatened species. Section 2080 of
the Fish and Game Code prohibits "take" of any species that the California Fish and Game Commission determines
to be endangered or threatened. }Take~ is defined in Section 86 of the Fish and Game Code as "hunt, pursue,
catch, capture, or kill, or attempt to hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill."

The California Native Plant Protection Act protects endangered and rare plants of California. Section 1908, which
regulates plants listed under this act, states: }ij k`mnji nc\gg dhkjmo dioj ocdn no\o`+ jm o\f`+ kjnn`nn+ jm n`gg rdocdi
this state, except as incident to the possession or sale of the real property on which the plant is growing, any native
plant, or any part or product thereof, that the commission determines to be an endangered native plant or rare
i\odq` kg\io+ `s^`ko \n joc`mrdn` kmjqd_`_ di ocdn ^c\ko`m-~

Unlike endangered, threatened, and rare species, for which a take permit may be issued, California Fully Protected
species may not be taken or possessed at any time and no licenses or permits may be issued for their take except
for collecting these species for necessary scientific research and relocation of the bird species for the protection of
livestock.

The California Endangered Species Act does not provide statutory protection for California species of special
concern, but they should be considered during the environmental review process.

California Rare Plant Ranks (RPR)

Plants with 1A, 1B, 2 or 4 should always be addressed in CEQA documents. Plants with a RPR 3 do not need to be
addressed in CEQA documents unless there is sufficient information to demonstrate that a RPR 3 plant meets the
criteria to be listed as a RPR 1, 2, or 4.

RPR 1A: Plants presumed to be extinct because they have not been seen or collected in the wild in California for
many years. This list includes plants that are both presumed extinct in California, as well as those plants which are
presumed extirpated in California. A plant is extinct in California if it no longer occurs in or outside of California. A
plant that is extirpated from California has been eliminated from California, but may still occur elsewhere in its
range.

RPR 1B: Plants that are rare throughout their range with the majority of them endemic to California. Most of the
plants of List 1B have declined significantly over the last century.

RPR 2: Plants that are rare throughout their range in California, but are more common beyond the boundaries of
California. List 2 recognizes the importance of protecting the geographic range of widespread species.

Plants identified as RPR 1A, 1B, and 2 meet the definitions of Sec. 1901, Chapter 10 (Native Plant Protection Act)
or Secs. 2062 and 2067 (California Endangered Species Act) of the California Department of Fish and Game Code,
and are eligible for state listing.

RPR 3: A review list for plants for which there is inadequate information to assign them to one of the other lists or to
reject them.

RPR 4: A watch list for plants that are of limited distribution in California.

Global and Subnational Rankings

Though not associated directly with legal protections, species have been given a conservation status rank by
NatureServe, an international non-profit conservation organization that is the leading source for information about
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rare and endangered species and threatened ecosystems. The Ventura County Planning Division considers the
following ranks as sensitive for the purposes of CEQA impact assessment (G = Global, S = Subnational or State):

G1 or S1 - Critically Imperiled
G2 or S2 { Imperiled
G3 or S3 - Vulnerable to extirpation or extinction

Locally Important Species

Locally important species� kmjo`^odjin \m` \__m`nn`_ ]`gjr pi_`m }Jj^\ggt Ghkjmo\io Qk`^d`n.Ajhhpidod`n
P`bpg\odjin-~

For lists of some of the species in Ventura County that are protected by the above regulations, go to
http://www.ventura.org/rma/planning/ceqa/bio_resource_review.html.

Migratory Bird Regulations

The Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and the CDFW Code (3503, 3503.5, 3511, 3513 and 3800) protect
most native birds. In addition, the federal and state endangered species acts protect some bird species listed as
threatened or endangered. Project-related impacts to birds protected by these regulations would normally occur
during the breeding season, because unlike adult birds, eggs and chicks are unable to escape impacts.

The MBTA implements various treaties and conventions between the U.S. and Canada, Japan, Mexico, and Russia
for the protection of migratory birds, which occur in two of these countries over the course of one year. The Act
maintains that it is unlawful to pursue, hunt, take, capture or kill; attempt to take, capture or kill; possess, offer to or
sell, barter, purchase, deliver or cause to be shipped, exported, imported, transported, carried or received any
migratory bird, part, nest, egg or product, manufactured or not. Bird species protected under the provisions of the
MBTA are identified by the List of Migratory Birds (Title 50 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Section 10.13 as
updated by the 1983 American Ornithologists' Union (AOU) Checklist and published supplements through 1995 by
the USFWS).

CDFW Code 3513 upholds the MBTA by prohibiting any take or possession of birds that are designated by the
MBTA as migratory nongame birds except as allowed by federal rules and regulations promulgated pursuant to the
MBTA. In addition, there are CDFW Codes (3503, 3503.5, 3511, and 3800) which further protect nesting birds and
their parts, including passerine ]dm_n+ m\kojmn+ \i_ no\o` }apggt kmjo`^o`_~ ]dm_n-

NOTE: These regulations protect almost all native nesting birds, not just sensitive status birds.

Plant Community Regulations

Plant communities are provided legal protection when they provide habitat for protected species or when the
community is in the coastal zone and qualifies as environmentally sensitive habitat area (ESHA).

Global and Subnational Rankings

Though not associated directly with legal protections, plant communities have been given a conservation status
rank by NatureServe, an international non-profit conservation organization that is the leading source for information
about rare and endangered species and threatened ecosystems. The Ventura County Planning Division considers
the following ranks as sensitive for the purposes of CEQA impact assessment (G = Global, S = Subnational or
State):

G1 or S1 - Critically Imperiled
G2 or S2 - Imperiled
G3 or S3 - Vulnerable to extirpation or extinction

CDFG Rare

Rare natural communities are those communities that are of highly limited distribution. These communities may or
may not contain rare, threatened, or endangered species. Though the Native Plant Protection Act and the California
Endangered Species Act provide no legal protection to plant communities, CDFW considers plant communities that
are ranked G1-G3 or S1-S3 (as defined above) to be rare or sensitive, and therefore these plant communities
should be addressed during CEQA review.
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Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas

Rc` Aj\no\g ?^o nk`^dad^\ggt ^\ggn ajm kmjo`^odji ja }`iqdmjih`io\ggt n`indodq` c\]do\o \m`\n~ jm CQF?+ rcd^c do
_`adi`n \n9 }?it \m`\ di rcd^c kg\io jm \idh\g gda` jm oc`dm c\]do\on \m` `doc`m m\m` jm `nk`^d\ggt q\gp\]g` ]`^\pn` ja
their special nature or role in an ecosystem and which could be easily disturbed or degraded by human activities
\i_ _`q`gjkh`ion~ (Q`^odji 2/0/6-4)-

ESHA has been specifically defined in the Santa Monica Mountains. For ESHA identification in this location, the
Coastal Commission, the agency charged with administering the Coastal Act, has described the habitats that are
considered ESHA. A memo from a Coastal Commission biologist that describes ESHA in the Santa Monica
Mountains can be found at: http://www.ventura.org/rma/planning/ceqa/bio_resource_review.html.

Locally Important Communities

The Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines defines a locally important community as one that is
considered by qualified biologists to be a quality example characteristic of or unique to the County or region, with
this determination being made on a case-by-case basis. The County has not developed a list of locally important
communities, but has deemed oak woodlands to be a locally important community ocmjpbc oc` Ajpiot�n Oak
Woodland Management Plan.

Tree Regulations

Selected trees are protected by the Ventura County Tree Protection Ordinance, found in Section 8107-25 of the
Ventura County Non-Coastal Zoning Ordinance. This ordinance, which applies in the unincorporated areas of the
County outside the coastal zone, regulates|through a tree permit program|the removal, trimming of branches or
roots, or grading or excavating within the root zone of a "protected tree." Individual trees are the focus of the
jm_di\i^`+ rcdg` j\f rjj_g\i_n \m` \__dodji\ggt kmjo`^o`_ \n }gj^\ggt dhkjmo\io ^jhhpidod`n-~

The ordinance allows removal of five protected trees (only three of which can be oaks or sycamores; none of which
can be heritage or historical trees) through a ministerial permit process. Removal of more/other than this may
trigger a discretionary tree permit.

If a proposed project cannot avoid impacts to protected trees, mitigation of these impacts (such as replacement of
lost trees) is addressed through the tree permit process|unless the impacts may affect biological resources
beyond the tree itself+ np^c \n oj n`indodq` no\opn nk`^d`n oc\o h\t ]` pndib oc` om``+ i`nodib ]dm_n+ oc` om``�n mjg`

as part of a larger habitat, etc. These secondary impacts have not been addressed through the tree permit program
and must be addressed by the biologist in the biological assessment in accordance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

A tree permit does not, however, substitute as mitigation for impacts to oak woodlands. The Public Resources
Code requires that when a county is determining the applicability of CEQA to a project, it must determine whether
oc\o kmje`^o }h\t m`npgo di \ ^jiq`mndji ja j\f rjj_g\i_n oc\o rdgg c\q` \ ndbidad^\io `aa`^o ji oc` `iqdmjih`io-~ Ga
such effects (either individual impacts or cumulative) are identified, the law requires that they be mitigated.
Acceptable mitigation measures include, but are not limited to, conservation of other oak woodlands through the
use of conservation easements and planting replacement trees, which must be maintained for seven years. In
addition, only 50% of the mitigation required for significant impacts to oak woodlands may be fulfilled by replanting
oak trees.

The following trees are protected in the specified zones. Girth is measured at 4.5 ft. from the midpoint between the
uphill and downhill side of the root crown.

PROTECTED TREES

Common Name/Botanical Name

(Genus species)

Girth Standard

(Circumference)

Applicable Zones

All Base
Zones

SRP1

Alder (Alnus all species) 9.5 in. X

Ash (Fraxinus all species) 9.5 in. X

Bay (Umbellularia californica) 9.5 in. X
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Cottonwood (Populus all species) 9.5 in. X

Elderberry (Sambucus all species) 9.5 in. X

Big Cone Douglas Fir (Pseudotsuga macrocarpa) 9.5 in. X

White Fir (Abies concolor) 9.5 in. X

Juniper (Juniperus californica) 9.5 in. X

Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 9.5 in. X

Oak (Single) (Quercus all species) 9.5 in. X X

Oak (Multi) (Quercus all species) 6.25 in. X X

Pine (Pinus all species) 9.5 in. X

Sycamore (Platanus all species) 9.5 in. X X

Walnut (Juglans all species) 9.5 in. X

Historical Tree
3

(any species) (any size) X X

Heritage Tree
4

(any species) 90.0 in. X X

X Indicates the zones in which the subject trees are considered protected trees.

1. SRP - Scenic Resource Protection Overlay Zone

2. SHP - Scenic Highway Protection Overlay Zone

3. Any tree or group of trees identified by the County or a city as a landmark, or identified on the Federal or
California Historic Resources Inventory to be of historical or cultural significance, or identified as contributing to a
site or structure of historical or cultural significance.

4. Any species of tree with a single trunk of 90 or more inches in girth or with multiple trunks, two of which
collectively measure 72 inches in girth or more. Species with naturally thin trunks when full grown or naturally
large trunks at an early age, or trees with unnaturally enlarged trunks due to injury or disease must be at least
60 feet tall or 75 years old.

Waters and Wetlands Regulations

Numerous agencies control what can and cannot be done in or around streams and wetlands. If a project affects an
area where water flows, ponds or is present even part of the year, it is likely to be regulated by one or more
agencies. Many wetland or stream projects will require three main permits or approvals (in addition to CEQA
compliance). These are:

x 3/3 N`mhdo (S-Q- Army Corps of Engineers)

x 3/0 A`modad^\odji (California Regional Water Quality Control Board)

x Qom`\h]`_ ?go`m\odji ?bm``h`io (A\gdajmid\ B`k\moh`io ja Ddnc \i_ E\h`)

Djm \ hjm` ocjmjpbc `skg\i\odji ja r`og\i_ k`mhdoodib+ n`` oc` T`iopm\ Ajpiot�n }U`og\i_ Nmje`^o N`mhdoodib
Epd_`~ \o http://www.ventura.org/rma/planning/ceqa/bio_resource_review.html.

404 Permit (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers)

Most projects that involve streams or wetlands will require a 404 Permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(USACE). Section 404 of the federal Clean Water Act is the primary federal program regulating activities in
r`og\i_n- Rc` ?^o m`bpg\o`n \m`\n _`adi`_ \n }r\o`mn ja oc` Sido`_ Qo\o`n-~ Rcdn di^gp_`n nom`\hn+ r`og\i_n di jm
next to streams, areas influenced by tides, navigable waters, lakes, reservoirs and other impoundments. For
nontidal waters, UQ?AC epmdn_d^odji `so`i_n pk oj rc\o dn m`a`mm`_ oj \n oc` }jm_di\mt cdbc r\o`m h\mf~ \n r`gg \n oj
the landward limits of adjacent Corps-defined wetlands, if present. The ordinary high water mark is an identifiable
natural line visible on the bank of a stream or water body that shows the upper limit of typical stream flow or water
level. The mark is made from the action of water on the streambank over the course of years.

Permit Triggers: A USACE 404 Permit is triggered by moving (discharging) or placing materials|such as dirt,
rock, geotextiles, concrete or culverts|into or within USACE jurisdictional areas. This type of activity is also
m`a`mm`_ oj \n \ }_dn^c\mb` ja _m`_b`_ jm adgg h\o`md\g-~
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401 Certification (Regional Water Quality Control Board)

If your project requires a USACE 404 Permit, then you will also need a Regional Water Quality Control Board
(RWQCB) 401 Certification. The federal Clean Water Act, in Section 401, specifies that states must certify that any
activity subject to a permit issued by a federal agency, such as the USACE, meets all state water quality standards.
In California, the state and regional water boards are responsible for certification of activities subject to USACE
Section 404 Permits.

Permit Trigger: A RWQCB 401 Certification is triggered whenever a USACE 404 Permit is required, or whenever
an activity could cause a discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the U.S. or wetlands.

Streambed Alteration Agreement (California Department of Fish and Game)

If your project includes alteration of the bed, banks or channel of a stream, or the adjacent riparian vegetation, then
you may need a Streambed Alteration Agreement from the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG). The
California Fish and Game Code, Sections 1600-1616, regulates activities that would alter the flow, bed, banks,
channel or associated riparian areas of a river, stream or lake. The law requires any person, state or local
governmental agency or public utility to notify CDFG before beginning an activity that will substantially modify a
river, stream or lake.

Permit Triggers: A Streambed Alteration Agreement (SAA) is triggered when a project involves altering a stream
or disturbing riparian vegetation, including any of the following activities:

' Substantially obstructing or diverting the natural flow of a river, stream or lake

' Using any material from these areas

' Disposing of waste where it can move into these areas

Some projects that involve routine maintenance may qualify for long-term maintenance agreements from CDFG.
Discuss this option with CDFG staff.

Ventura County General Plan

The Ventura County General Plan contains policies which also strongly protect wetland habitats.

Biological Resources Policy 1.5.2-3 states:

Discretionary development that is proposed to be located within 300 feet of a marsh, small wash,
intermittent lake, intermittent stream, spring, or perennial stream (as identified on the latest USGS 7½
minute quad map), shall be evaluated by a County approved biologist for potential impacts on wetland
habitats. Discretionary development that would have a significant impact on significant wetland habitats
shall be prohibited, unless mitigation measures are adopted that would reduce the impact to a less than
significant level; or for lands designated "Urban" or "Existing Community", a statement of overriding
considerations is adopted by the decision-making body.

Biological Resources Policy 1.5.2-4 states:

Discretionary development shall be sited a minimum of 100 feet from significant wetland habitats to
mitigate the potential impacts on said 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 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 requirement of a buffer
(setback) shall not preclude the use of replacement as a mitigation when there is no other feasible
alternative to allowing a permitted use, and if the replacement results in no net loss of wetland habitat.
Such replacement shall be "in kind" (i.e. same type and acreage), and provide wetland habitat of
comparable biological value. On-site replacement shall be preferred wherever possible. The replacement
plan shall be developed in consultation with California Department of Fish and Game.

Coastal Habitat Regulations

T`iopm\ Ajpiot�n Aj\no\g ?m`\ Ng\i \i_ oc` Aj\no\g Xjidib Mm_di\i^`+ rcd^c ^jinodopo` oc` #Jj^\g Aj\no\g
Nmjbm\h# (JAN) ajm oc` pidi^jmkjm\o`_ kjmodjin ja T`iopm\ Ajpiot�n ^j\no\g uji`+ `inpm` oc\o ohe County's land
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use plans, zoning ordinances, zoning maps, and implemented actions meet the requirements of, and implement the
kmjqdndjin \i_ kjgd^`n ja A\gdajmid\�n 0865 Aj\no\g ?^o \o oc` gj^\g g`q`g-

Environmentally Sensitive Habitats

The Coastal Act sk`^dad^\ggt ^\ggn ajm kmjo`^odji ja }`iqdmjih`io\ggt n`indodq` c\]do\o \m`\n~ jm CQF?+ rcd^c do
_`adi`n \n9 }?it \m`\ di rcd^c kg\io jm \idh\g gda` jm oc`dm c\]do\on \m` `doc`m m\m` jm `nk`^d\ggt q\gp\]g` ]`^\pn` ja
their special nature or role in an ecosystem and which could be easily disturbed or degraded by human activities
\i_ _`q`gjkh`ion~ (Q`^odji 2/0/6-4)-

Section 30240 of the Coastal Act states:

(a) "Environmentally sensitive habitat areas shall be protected against any significant disruption of
habitat values, and only uses dependent on such resources shall be allowed within such areas."

(b) "Development in areas adjacent to environmentally sensitive habitat areas and parks and recreation
areas shall be sited and designed to prevent impacts which would significantly degrade such areas,
and shall be compatible with the continuance of such habitat areas."

There are three important elements to the definition of ESHA. First, a geographic area can be designated ESHA
either because of the presence of individual species of plants or animals or because of the presence of a particular
habitat. Second, in order for an area to be designated as ESHA, the species or habitat must be either rare or it
must be especially valuable. Finally, the area must be easily disturbed or degraded by human activities.

Protection of ESHA is of particular concern in the southeastern part of Ventura County, where the coastal zone
extends inland (~5 miles) to include an extensive area of the Santa Monica Mountains. For ESHA identification in
this location, the Coastal Commission, the agency charged with administering the Coastal Act, has described the
habitats that are considered ESHA. A memo from a Coastal Commission biologist that describes ESHA in the
Santa Monica Mountains can be found at: http://www.ventura.org/rma/planning/ceqa/bio_resource_review.html.

Rc` Ajpiot�n Jj^\g Aj\no\g Nmjbm\h jpogdi`n joc`m nk`^dad^ kmjo`^odjin oj `iqdmjih`io\ggy sensitive habitats in the
Coastal Zone, such as to wetlands, riparian habitats, dunes, and upland habitats within the Santa Monica
Mountains (M Overlay Zone). Protections in some cases are different for different segments of the coastal zone.

Copies of the Coastal Area Plan and the Coastal Zoning Ordinance can be found at:
http://www.ventura.org/rma/planning/Programs/local.html.

Wildlife Migration Regulations

Rc` T`iopm\ Ajpiot E`i`m\g Ng\i nk`^dad^\ggt di^gp_`n rdg_gda` hdbm\odji ^jmmd_jmn \n \i `g`h`io ja oc` m`bdji�n
significant biological resources. In addition, protecting habitat connectivity is critical to the success of special status
species and other biological resource protections. Potential project impacts to wildlife migration are analyzed by
biologists on a case-by-case basis. The issue involves both a macro-scale analysis|where routes used by large
carnivores connecting very large core habitat areas may be impacted|as well as a micro-scale analysis|where a
road or stream crossing may impact localized movement by many different animals.

Locally Important Species/Communities Regulations

Locally important species/communities are considered to be significant biological resources in the Ventura County
General Plan.

Locally Important Species

The Ventura County General Plan defines a Locally Important Species as a plant or animal species that is not an
endangered, threatened, or rare species, but is considered by qualified biologists to be a quality example or unique
species within the County and region. The following criteria further define what local qualified biologists have
determined to be Locally Important Species:

Locally Important Animal Species Criteria

Taxa for which habitat in Ventura County is crucial for their existence either globally or in Ventura County. This
includes:

' Taxa for which the population(s) in Ventura County represents 10 percent or more of the known extant
global distribution; or
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' Taxa for which there are five or fewer element occurrences, or less than 1,000 individuals, or less than
2,000 acres of habitat that sustains populations in Ventura County; or,

' Native taxa that are generally declining throughout their range or are in danger of extirpation in Ventura
County.

Locally Important Plant Species Criteria

' Taxa that are declining throughout the extent of their range AND have five (5) or fewer element
occurrences in Ventura County.

The County maintains a list of locally important species, which can be found on the Planning Division website at:
http://www.ventura.org/rma/planning/ceqa/bio_resource_review.html. This list should not be considered
comprehensive. Any species that meets the criteria qualifies as locally important, whether or not it is included on
this list.

Locally Important Communities

The Ventura County Initial Study Assessment Guidelines defines a locally important community as one that is
considered by qualified biologists to be a quality example characteristic of or unique to the County or region, with
this determination being made on a case-by-case basis. The County has not developed a list of locally important
communities. Oak woodlands have however been deemed by the Ventura County Board of Supervisors to be a
locally important community.

The state passed legislation in 2001, the Oak Woodland Conservation Act, to emphasize that oak woodlands are a
vital and threatened statewide resource. In response, the County of Ventura prepared and adopted an Oak
Ujj_g\i_ K\i\b`h`io Ng\i oc\o m`^jhh`i_`_+ \hjib joc`m ocdibn+ \h`i_dib oc` Ajpiot�n Gidod\g Qop_t
Assessment Guidelines to include an explicit reference to oak woodlands as part of its definition of locally important
communities. The Board of Supervisors approved this management plan and its recommendations.
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Attachment A

Minor Modification Site Plan, CUP Application 5001-1
Dated May14, 2015
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County of Ventura Memorandum, August 20, 2013
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DATE: August 22, 2013

TO: Michelle Glueckert D'Anna

FROM: Holly Harris, Planning Division

SUBJECT: Additional Information Required for the Major Modification to CUP 5001
(PL13-0101), Agromin, 6859 Arnold Road, Ormond Beach

The following questions and comments need to be addressed in order to evaluate
biological resources impacts under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
and to determine project consistency with the Non-Coastal Zoning Ordinance (NCZO)
and the Ventura County General Plan, including the Coastal Area Plan (CAP).

The proposed project is for a time extension to allow the ongoing operation of the
facility, and permit a new anaerobic digester. Biological resource impacts were
previously evaluated as part of the Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for CUP 5001,
approved on May 7, 1998, based on an Initial Study Checklist prepared by ENSR
Consulting and Engineering (October 27, 1997) (1997 ENSR IS Checklist). The analysis
of impacts to biological resources should update the original CEQA analysis, evaluate
cWT _a^_^bTS _a^YTRcmb X\_PRcb, and provide mitigation measures that:

' Address indirect off-site project impacts to special status species in adjacent
saltmarsh wetlands and at Ormond Beach;

' Discuss the changes in circumstance as required under CEQA (§ 15162) since the
2008 approval, and update the 1998 MND analysis; and

' Provide a professional biological opinion regarding consistency with the NCZO, the
General Plan and CAP policies regarding CEQA impacts, wetland buffers, and
saltmarsh/wetland protections as discussed below.

Incompleteness Items

1. Focused Initial Study Biological Analysis (ISBA). The County concurs with the
conclusion of the letter from Rincon Consultants (July 3, 2013) that floristic and wildlife
surveys are not necessary since suitable habitat is not on-site. The focused ISBA only
needs to include information that is required to complete the biological resources initial
study questions included in the Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (April 26, 2011).

<DIKMAJCPI
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Therefore, the applicant must submit a focused ISBA that includes the sections from the
Standards for ISBA Assessments (October 12, 2012), as described below.

Initial Study Coversheet and Checklist
Sd\\PaXiT cWT _a^YTRcmb updated impacts in this checkbox.

Section 1, Project Footprint Description
Describe all proposed and existing structures, their approximate size, location, and
purpose. Please also attach a reduced site plan showing the entire project site. This
section must also describe any site configuration changes since the 2008 Minor
Modification and 1998 MND. Specifically, describe if any grading occurred outside of the
approved CUP footprint, including (but not limited to) areas within the coastal zone.

Under Project Design for Impact Avoidance or Minimization, please describe any known
avoidance or minimization measures already incorporated into the project design and
recommended by the Vector Control Plan (August, 2013).

Section 2, Survey Information
The applicant must clearly describe the purpose of the focused ISBA, which is to
evaluate the project consistent with CEQA and provide substantial evidence for
evaluation of general plan policy consistency. The generic example provided in the
template is adequate, and the first bullet can be deleted since an on-site inventory is not
required. Survey area mapping and tables are not required, but this section should
include the survey information provided in the Nesting Bird Habitat Assessment (June
27, 2013), if the entire parcel was reviewed, and discuss if any off-site areas were
surveyed.

Section 3, The Biological Inventory
As discussed above, an on-site survey is not required.

Section 3.1, Plant Communities, must describe vegetation alliances disturbance by
coastal zone development, and any other changes that have occurred since the 1998
MND, or that were not analyzed in a subsequent entitlement. Complete the Vegetation
Alliances Table and a map for plant communities both inside the coastal zone on the
parcel and outside the parcel and project footprint. The Plant Communities Table should
include the pre-disturbance condition for the coastal zone development. For the areas
outside of the footprint communities, the report only needs to identify special status
vegetation communities.

Section 3.1, Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas (ESHA), must address the
potential for any special status plant communities or coastal ESHA that may exist in or
adjacent to the coastal zone portion, and if this area has been affected by development
that was not evaluated in the ENSR IS Checklist.

Section 3.1, Waters and Wetlands, must describe the general location of all waters and
wetlands located within 300 feet of the non-coastal area and 500 feet in the coastal area
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of the project footprint. General Plan Policy 1.5.2-4 requires that the development be
sited 100 feet from any wetland, unless a biologist recommends adjusting the buffer. In
order to make the general plan consistency findings required for project approval
(NCZO § 8111-1.2.1.a), the Wetland Table must be clear in recommending an
appropriate buffer from all wetlands, given the criteria of Policy 1.5.2-4. The 1997 ENSR
IS Checklist recommended kcWT _a^_^bTS VaTT]W^dbT bW^d[S QT bdUUXRXT]c[h aT\^eTSl
Ua^\ k]Paa^f fTc[P]S WPQXcPc Pc cWT b^dcWTPbcTa] R^a]Ta ^U cWT _aoperty and from the
narrow salt\PabW R^\\d]Xch ^] cWT b^dcWTa] Q^aSTa)l KWT ^aXVX]P[ ;LG P__roval
included a 50-foot buffer from the greenhouse (which is now parking), and did not
include the drainage swale. Given that the berm and drainage basin was permitted in
the saltmarsh and wetland, an updated evaluation as to whether the existing buffer is
adequate is required. Additionally, the NCZO (§ 8107-36.4.3) requires that outdoor
composting be located 100 feet from ksurface water, including springs, seeps, wetlands,
P]S X]cTa\XccT]c bcaTP\bl U^a ^dcS^^a R^\_^bcX]V) @owever, if the focused ISBA
includes substantial evidence that potential impacts to water resources and surrounding
properties have been adequately mitigated by design or terrain, the Planning Director
may reduce the size of the buffer.

Section 3.2, Species. The submitted Nesting Bird Habitat Assessment adequately
describes the on-site species. The Special Status Species Table only needs to include
species with a low to high potential to occur on adjacent habitats, as identified by
personal observations, previous biological reports, during background research, and in
discussions with other agencies and experts. The applicant must prepare a map
including all surrounding habitats. For example, the 9T[SX]Vmb bPeP]]PW b_Paa^f
(Passerculus sandwichensis beldingi) and light-footed clapper rail (Rallus longirostris
levipes) may be present immediately to the south of the project site.1

The nesting bird analysis provided in the Nesting Bird Habitat Assessment is adequate
for the project footprint, but should also discuss if the drainage swale was included in
the survey. An inventory of potential protected nesting birds should also be included in
this section. This section should include the information on the habitats of Western
snowy plover (Charadrius nivosus nivosus) (plover), and California least tern (Sterna
antillarum browni) (tern) provided in the Nesting Bird Habitat Assessment, and include
historic nesting data and trends over the last five years (or as long monitoring data has
been available).

Section 3.3, Wildlife Corridors. The 1997 ENSR IS Checklist evaluated impacts to
wildlife corridors, and found that no impacts would occur since there are no corridors
on-site. Therefore, this section may be omitted unless there would be increased noise,
or if the project includes night lighting, which could adversely affect wildlife corridors that
may be located within proximity to the project site. If this section is not omitted, section
4.2.C.should address indirect impacts and mitigation measures.

1
The approximate area as identified in the California Natural Diversity Database CNDDB (accessed

August 15, 2013), based on discussion with U.S. Fish and Wildlife staff, and www.ebird.com (accessed
August 15, 2013).
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Section 4.0. Recommended Impact Assessment and Mitigation
Section 4.1, Sufficiency of Biological Data. The report must provide the information
required by this section.

Section 4.2, Impacts and Mitigations, must indicate whether the impact level under
species, ecological communities, and corridors will be: No Impact, Less than Significant
(LS), Potentially Significant But Mitigable (PS-M), or Potentially Significant (PS). For
each LS, PS-M, and PS response, the applicant must provide an explanation of the
evidence that supports the recommended finding.

A. Species. The 1997 ENSR IS Checklist evaluated impacts as significant, with residual
impacts less than significant with mitigation requiring surveys for and relocation of
nesting terns. Examples of indirect project impacts and circumstance changes that may
need to be evaluated include:

i. Indirect Plover and Tern Impacts. Beyond the nesting averages provided in the
Nesting Bird Habitat Assessment, the recent data should be presented as a graph,
showing nesting colony trends over at least the last 5 years for each species. The
impact analysis must include a discussion of how these trends may differ or be
similar to reference sites without a food composting facility, such as McGrath beach
and Point Mugu beach. This section must include an analysis of increased plover
and tern gull predation, and classify the impact. The impacts analysis must provide
detailed information on the effectiveness of the proposed vector control methods
and/or mitigation measures, and consider the feeding and behaviors and patterns of
gulls. For example, would the bird wires recommended in the Vector Control Plan
deter gull from frequenting the facility, or would the gulls still be attracted to the
area? Also, provide information on whether corvids and rodents are present at the
project site, and if existing and proposed vector control methods will adequately
address predation impacts.

ii. Other Special Status Species. The report must include an analysis of whether
project operations or construction could indirectly affect special-status species that
may be present in the saltmarsh and drainage facilities. The focused ISBA should
evaluate indirect impacts of operation (e.g., lighting and noise) on adjacent special-
status species and habitats. For example, could drainage ditch maintenance and
QadbW R[TPaX]V SdaX]V QaTTSX]V bTPb^] PUUTRc ]TbcX]V 9T[SX]Vmb bPeP]]PW b_Paa^fb7

iii. Existing Mitigation Measures. The existing biological resource mitigation measure
requires surveys and relocation of terns prior to issuance of a Zoning Clearance for
construction. The report must provide a recommendation on whether this mitigation
should be imposed on the current project, or if it can be improved to apply to avian
b_TRXTb cWPc \Ph ^RRda SXaTRc[h PSYPRT]c c^ cWT UPRX[Xch %T)V)' 9T[SX]Vmb bPeP]]PW
sparrow, light-footed clapper rail).
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B. Ecological Communities. The 1997 ENSR IS Checklist determined that there would
be no impacts to wetland habitat and Locally Import Species/Communities. The 1997
ENSR IS Checklist bcPcTb kP[cW^dVW cWT b^dcWfTbcTa] R^a]Ta ^U cWT _a^_Tach bXcT Xb
located in the coastal zone, no activities are planned in the area. The proposed
development is not anticipated to adversely i\_PRc R^PbcP[ aTb^daRTb)l The report must
describe if any development resulted in indirect or direct impacts (e.g., changes to
adjacent wetland hydrology) and, if so, must include recommended mitigation
measures. The impacts analysis should also consider CAP polices, including Central
Coast Wetland Policies W-6 and W-9 that provide protections and guide mitigations of
Ormond Beach saltmarsh.

2. Vector Control Plan. The report must specify if anti-coagulants or other rodenticides
will be used on-site. If anti-coagulants or rodenticides will not be used, the Vector
Control Plan should explicitly state so.

3. Policy Consistency. As discussed above, the project will need to be found
consistent with the General Plan, including the CAP where applicable. Specifically,
biological opinions requested under Item 1 will be used (in part) to determine whether
the project complies with the General Plan Biological Resources Policies 1.5.2-3 and
1.5.2-4, and CAP Central Coast Polices B-1 and W-2. Consistent with General Plan
Policy 1.5.2-5 and CAP Central Coast Wetland Policies W-6 and W-9, the County will
be working with other agencies and jurisdictions to provide comprehensive and
biologically sound management of coastal wetlands, including the Ormond Beach
saltmarshes.

The full text of Ventura County General Plan and Coastal Area Plan can be found at the
following web address:
http://www.ventura.org/rma/planning/plans/general-plan/index.html
http://www.ventura.org/rma/planning/programs/local-coastal/index.html
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Attachment C

List of California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB)-
tracked species with recorded occurrences within at

least a 10-mile radius of the project site
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2020 ADDENDUM TO JUNE 2016 PREDATORY BIRD MANAGEMENT PLAN

In 2020, the project description for the Agromin Shoreline composting facility changed such that
composting of food waste would no longer be proposed as a source of materials for composting. It
has been assumed, and generally observed, that food waste was the primary material that attracted
gulls and ravens to the site.

In the absence of food waste, the attractant is no longer present and gulls and raven use should
decline significantly or cease entirely. If this is the case, the need for predatory bird management,
as presented in this Plan, likely is no longer needed.

Before the plan is entirely withdrawn, Agromin proposes to conduct a monitoring program
designed to quantify predatory bird use post removal of food waste. This monitoring would be
conducted twice per month for three months with a qualified biologist visiting and quantifying bird
use approximately two hours. Concurrent to this periodic monitoring effort, the qualified biologist
will install wildlife trail cameras set to take photos at regular intervals with views of the active
working site. The photos will be collected during each of the monthly on-site visits and analyzed
to quantify predatory bird use. The results of these two surveys will be presented to the County at
the end of the three-month sampling effort. The results will be analyzed to determine the extent of
predatory bird use and provide management recommendations addressing how best to proceed.

The remainder of this Plan has been left unchanged should it become needed pending the results of
the initial surveys.



EXECUTIVESUMMARY

Agromin is seeking a Minor Modification of its Conditional Use Permit (CUP) issued by the
County of Ventura for its exiting composting and soil amendment facility located at 6859 Arnold
Road in unincorporated Ventura County, California. The applicant proposes installing a semi-
mobile SMARTFERM Anaerobic Digestion System facility and expanding its operations thru
March, 2019. Since 1998, a composting facility at this location has periodically attracted
opportunistic avian scavengers (i.e., various gull species and corvids such as common ravens and
crows), sometimes in large concentrations, that commonly inhabitant at the area.

The Ventura County Initial Study for this project1 notes that scavenging birds attracted to the site,
especially in large concentrations, may indirectly impact nesting birds. Three nesting bird species
are of particular concern, as they are special-status species protected under state and/or federal
endangered species legislation. They are: California least tern (Sterna antillarum browni), a state
and federally listed endangered species; western snowy plovers (Charadrius alexandrinus nivosus),
a state Species of Special Concern and a federally listed threatened species; and, ;[bZ_d]ui

savannah sparrow (Passerculus sandwichensis beldingi), a state-listed endangered species and a
federally-listed Category 2 candidate species.

Mitigation Measure 1 of the fhe`[Yjui Initial Study Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) requires
the preparation of a Predatory Bird Management Program (PBMP) to augment the applicantui
proposed Vector Control Plan. The purpose of the PBMP is to establish objectives and define the
methods for implementing a program designed to minimize use of the site by gulls and corvids.
The PBMP describes the proposed methods, how they will be implemented, and how the
effectiveness of the program will be monitored. The PBMP offers an adaptive management
approach to an initial management program that will be designed and implemented based on the
best available information and expertise. Monitoring results will be collected regularly and
periodically; these data will guide future management decisions, which will be made based on
which methods are successful and should be continued (and possibly increased) and which methods
proved unsuccessful and should be abandoned.

The selection of methods proposed to deter predatory bird activity, and the extent to which they are
applied, are based on a comprehensive review of available and/or allowable behavior and habitat
modification control methods. BRC has selected methods that avoid impacting the three special-
status species that occur and breed within the Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas (ESHA)
west of the project site. The primary method proposed for deterring scavenging and predatory bird
use at the project site is to ensure a daily fh[i[dY[ e\ YWfj_l[ AWhh_iu ^Wmai (Parabuteo unicinctus)
under the supervision of a permitted falconer; the intent is to sufficiently menace the scavenging
birds so that they leave and do not return to the site.

Progress reporting is required twice-annually throughout the life of the CUP. Monitoring results
will be reviewed in each progress report and any recommended changes from the prior period can
only be undertaken with Ventura <ekdjoui approval.

1 Initial Study issued 13 December 2013.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This Plan addresses the requirements of Biological Mitigation Measure 1 of the Ventura County
Initial Study-Mitigated Negative Declaration that was prepared to meet Agrominui CUP
Modification and Time Extension request. The existing Biological Mitigation Measure 1 requires
the applicant submit to a Predatory Bird Management Plan (PBMP) to avoid significant impacts
during operation of the proposed facility to special-status bird species. The plan is designed to
limit the attraction of avian scavengers (i.e., gulls [Larus sp.] and ravens/crows: [Corvus sp.] ) that
might impact the breeding biology of these special-status species.

The proposed project would expand operations at the existing composting and soil amendment
facility and would include the construction of a SMARTFERM Anaerobic Digestion System
facility (PL13-0101) (Ventura County, December 13, 2013). The facility is located at 6859 Arnold
Road, within unincorporated Ventura County, California (Figures 1 and 2). This report
supplements the Vector Control Plan (September 2013) for continued operation of commercial soil
amendment facilities and proposed installation and operation of a semi-mobile, small-scale
anaerobic digestion system (SMARTFERM), manufactured by Zero Waste Energy, LLC.

1.1 OBJECTIVES

The objective of the PBMP is to ensure compatibility with conservation efforts outlined in the
Recovery Plan for Western Snowy Plovers (USFWS 2007) and the California Least Tern Recovery
Plan (USFWS 1985).

This Plan describes the measures selected to mitigate possible impacts to special-status bird species
that reside nearby, how those measures will be applied, and how their effectiveness will be
quantified and evaluated.

1.2 PREDATORY BIRD ISSUES

Gulls and corvids commonly occur in coastal agricultural environments. Their numbers can vary
and depend largely on the abundance of food (Belant 1997; Liebezeit and George 2002). These
species are also known to sometimes prey on shorebirds/waterbirds, including western snowy
plover (WSP) and California least tern (CLT) (Thompson et al. 1997; Page et al. 2009).

Gulls and their effects on small shorebirds are not considered in the California Least Tern
Recovery Plan (USFWS 1985), but they are discussed under action item 2.4.4 of the Recovery Plan
for Western Snowy Plover (USFWS 2007). Recovery actions under this PBMP with respect to
gulls and corvids include the possible control of gull nesting colonies near WSP nests, controlling
gull roosting within WSP breeding areas, and removing corvid nests near WSP nests.

Gulls often congregate at the Agromin site, likely drawn there by the smell and availability of scrap
food. There is no evidence of gull predation on eggs/young to the local colony of WSPs and CLTs.
Common ravens are another predator that occurs at Ormond Beach and inland. There has been no
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evidence or reports of predation at WSP or CLT nests by common ravens on or near Ormond
Beach (Barringer 2015; Hartley 2016).

1.3 SPECIES OF CONCERN

Three nesting bird species are of particular concern near the project site as they are special-status
species protected under state and/or federal endangered species legislation. They are: California
least tern (CLT), a state and federally listed endangered species; western snowy plover (WSP), a
state Species of Special Concern and a federally threatened species; WdZ( ;[bZ_d]ui iWlWddW^

sparrow (BSS), a state-listed endangered species and a federally-listed Category 2 candidate
species.

1.3.1 Western Snowy Plover

The western snowy plover is a California Species of Special Concern and a federally-listed
threatened species that primarily inhabit surf-zone coastline habitats. The Pacific coast population
was listed in 1993; its decline is primarily attributed to habitat loss. WSPs typically nest in
association with CLT colonies (Powell and Collier 2000). This shorebird typically nests along
barren margins of interior alkaline lakes, on coastal beaches, and around agricultural ponds. They
can frequently be observed west of the project site in the nearby salt marsh habitat. Their nesting
season generally overlaps that of the CLT. No direct impacts to this species or their nesting habitat
are expected as a result of operations at the Agromin project site.

WSPs nest both north of and south of the power plant (Fox-Fernandez et al. 2012ab; 2013), with
about 60% nesting north of the power plant (aka: North Ormond Beach) and about 32% nesting
south of the power plant (aka: South Ormond Beach) in recent years. The WSP nesting colony
nearest to the Agromin site is located at South Ormond Beach on the sandy beach/dune area,
approximately 0.5 miles southwest of the facility. A few nests (perhaps 2 or 3) in recent years
occurred within the salt flat area, approximately 1,000 feet west of the Agromin site. The nesting
season for WSPs is considered to extend from March 1 through September 30.

1.3.2 California Least Tern

California least terns, a state- and federally-listed endangered species, nest in colonies on the
ground adjacent to the project site, typically among the coastal dunes. CLTs forage on small fish
found in the nearby Oxnard Drain, in nearby lagoons, and in the open ocean. CLTs overwinter in
southern latitudes, but return to nest at historical colony sites in April and typically remain in the
area through August. A previous restoration of the Oxnard Drain undertaken by a landowner
adjacent to Agromin was intended to enhance the quality of the CLTui \ehW]_d] ^WX_jWj and
increase populations of CLT prey. That project included the improving of flows and the deepening
of a channel.
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California least terns have nested at both the North and South Ormond Beach areas for many years,
with the largest number of nests (n = 81) in recent years occurring in 2008 (Smith 2008). CLTs
generally nest in the same vicinity as WSPs, but the CLTs appear somewhat more seaward-bound
based on survey reports prepared since 2007. CLTs typically nest from late April through mid-
August; 2015 was the first year that CLTs failed to establish any nests on Ormond Beach (Hartley
2016). Only one pair of CLTs attempted to nest. The exact causes of the failure to nest are
unknown, but are believed to be related to increased human activity.

1.3.3 1NUMRWPb[ CJ^JWWJQ CYJZZX_

;[bZ_d]ui savannah sparrow, a state-listed endangered species and a federally-listed Category 2
candidate species, is a resident songbird that occurs within coastal areas in southern California and
Mexico. BSS usually prefer to nest in dense stands of pickleweed associated with salt marshes and
mudflats. The species forages over a wider range of habitats.

Individuals can be observed foraging in the vegetation present along the edge of the Oxnard Drain
west of the project site, especially on the coastal side of the ditch where the vegetation is more
prominent. BSS are considered a resident species at this location. No comprehensive surveys for
BSS have been conducted in recent years. A 2002 assessment completed for Southland Sod Farms,
Inc. estimated that the general area probably supported about 15-20 nesting pairs e\ ;[bZ_d]ui

savannah sparrows at the time (Thelander 2002).

1.4 SUMMARY OF REQUIREMENTS

The PBMP is required to employ predatory bird behavior and habitat modification control methods
that do not interfere with wildlife inhabiting and nesting within the Environmentally Sensitive
Habitat Areas (ESHA) adjacent to the project. The elements of the PBMP are designed to deter
avian scavengers from aggregating at the facility. The PBMP may be revised with approval from
the Planning Director and in consultation with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife
(CDFW) and United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) to reflect recommendations of the
monitoring by the County-approved qualified biologist. This process of applying an initial set of
activities, monitoring their effectiveness, reassessing whether to continue them, and modifying or
adding new activities as-needed to achieve a set goal is referred to as adaptive management.

According to the Initial Study-Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND), the PBMP must describe:

' Methods used to alter the behaviors and use of the project site by gulls and ravens,

' Methods used to quantify changes in predatory/scavenger bird activity,

' Data collection methods for monitoring the effectiveness of the program.

' Monitoring criteria for evaluating the success/failure of the program.

' Reporting requirements.
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2.0 PREDATORY BIRD MANAGEMENT PLAN IMPLEMENTATION

The primary goal of this plan is to reduce the presence of gulls and corvids at the Agromin site to
reduce the possibility for potential for gull and corvid predation of listed species present in offsite
areas during the breeding season. The deterrents described below will be implemented throughout
the year to reduce the presence of these animals on site; without a year-round effort, dispersal
during the nesting season is more likely to be effective2.

2.1 EXISTING CONDITIONS

2.1.1Current Avian Scavenger Use Levels

No data sufficient for any statistical analyses are available to quantify the current use of the project
site by avian scavengers. Interviews with staff at the facility indicate that gulls are the most
common avian scavengers frequenting the site. Common ravens occur more sporadically and
usually as individuals or small groups no larger than a few individuals. No large flocks of common
ravens are reported.

Gulls are the most common group of avian scavengers using the project site. In general, the largest
numbers of gulls occur most frequently and in the largest concentrations during the non-breeding
season for gulls and for WSPs and CLTs (usually September to March). The gulls appear to have
learned the circumstances when potential food sources may be available (i.e., when materials are
being delivered to the site). Large flocks of over 100 gulls have been observed periodically.

2.1.2 Current Deterrents

Current deterrents in use include bird wires and Mylar flagging, guns firing cracker shells and
screamer shells, covering of food material using mulch and textile covers, and occasionally the use
of distress recordings of birds.

The bird wires with Mylar flags are strung over the exposed compost piles and food material
tipping area. Bird wires and Mylar flags are also strung over the Organic Materials Blending Area
building. The use of wires appears to be an effective deterrent to prevent the avian scavengers from
roosting on the building. In contrast, no wires or flags are used on top of the building on the
Agromin property to the north (which operates under a different permit process) and gulls regularly
use this building as a roosting site.

According to Agromin staff, the current protocol for handling food material is to have a crew
member be present for the arrival of all food material or mixed green material/food material
trucks. Mulch is placed on top of the food material within a few minutes. The material is then
transported via a loader into the processing area where it is ground and sorted. After grinding
and sorting, the green material is transported to outdoor compost windrows and the food

2 Agromin is responsible for attempting to control the presence of predatory birds within its project site. Corvid
and gull use in areas adjacent to the project site (e.g., agricultural fields, game preserves, beaches, saltmarshes,
and estuaries) is a natural occurrence and is beyond the scope of the PBMP.



7

material to covered aerated static pile rows located south and east of the Organic Materials
Blending Area. Here the materials are immediately covered with textile fabric. A portion of
the mixed green material and food material materials are planned for use within the proposed
SMARTFERM units.

2.2 PROPOSED DETERRENT METHODS

For the PBMP to be effective, both the amount of food material and the length of time of the
availability of food material for avian scavengers must be aggressively minimized. Scavenger
presence is mostly determined by the amount of exposed food material within the Agromin
facilities. Per the Vector Control Plan, Agromin must cover the food processing material for the
SMARTFERM project with processed green material immediately (defined as within fifteen
minutes) after tipping and move this blend of green material and food material into the organic
materials blending area in the masonry building. Compliance with this control activity will greatly
reduce the attraction of the initial tipping area to gulls.

Any existing open feedstock piles containing exposed food material beyond the Organic Material
Blending Area shall be covered with textile fabric if exposed food material is planned to be present
for longer than 24 hours. If the exposed food material within the piles is not planned to be present
for longer than 24 hours, the piles shall be immediately leveled to the required windrow height and
mixed/covered with green material so that the food material is not exposed. All food material must
be full covered with green material prior to the close of business. Alternatively, these piles can be
enclosed in a structure (masonry, concrete, or other) that has a gate or a door to allow the loader to
access them for pile management.

Many methods are purported to be effective at deterring gulls, corvids, or other avian scavengers.
The species involved and the individual circumstances at the facilities studied vary greatly. It is
typical to develop an approach to deterrence specific to the local conditions and the local
scavengers. Also, some of the available methods used elsewhere are simply not feasible for use at
the Agromin site, or they result in a low cost-to-benefit ratio, or they are not permitted under the
terms of the MND. Therefore, after considerable evaluation and consideration of a variety of
factors, Agromin proposes an avian scavenger deterrence program using the following approach
and techniques.

2.2.1 Bird Wire, Mylar Flagging, and Netting

The bird wires with Mylar flags will continue to be strung over the exposed piles and food material
tipping area. Bird wires and Mylar flags are already strung over the Organic Materials Blending
Area building. Their use appears to be a partially effective deterrent, mainly to prevent avian
scavengers from roosting on the building.

Netting will be selectively used to exclude gulls from small, confined areas where scavengers are
observed and where netting can be applied effectively. Nets have proven useful in preventing bird
access to open buildings, to covering vehicles, and they may be of use in other situations where
wire lines are not practical. Netting may potentially entangle other, non-target fully protected
species; therefore, installations of netting will be limited to specific problem areas and the selection
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of netting spacing will be based on avoiding entangling non-target species (grid widths of 5 inches
or more). Nets will be monitored and if non-target protected species are being entangled, the use of
nets may be discontinued.

Although the adjacent property to the north is outside of the CUP boundary, it is owned and
operated by Agromin. The roof of the building in this area is currently used by roosting gulls.
Therefore, to further reduce the attractiveness of the Agromin property to scavenger species,
Agromin should also place bird wire and flags on this building using similar spacing and structure
as the bird wire and flags on the Organic Materials Blending Area masonry building, as this
currently appears to be effective.

2.2.2 Noisemakers

Noisemaker shells fired from pistols and/or shotguns are effective deterrents of avian
scavengers. They tend to work best for dispersing groups of birds attempting to access food
items that appear on the surface of piles just before they can be covered. These devices rarely
cause the scavengers to entirely depart the facility; therefore, they are mostly useful as a
localized and temporary dispersal tool. These devices already have been shown to be effective
and will continue to be used. They are not expected to disturb any of the three special-status bird
species that occur in the region.

2.2.3 Lasers

Hand-held lasers have recently proven to be an effective avian deterrent method under certain
circumstances. We have little expectation that they will be a primary means of moving large
numbers of scavengers any great distance from the project for extended periods during the day.

Like any method, the use of lasers has its limitations. For example, successful laser use appears to
be somewhat species-specific and is least effective during bright daylight conditions (Blackwell et.
al. 2002). Like noisemakers, lasers tend to work best when used to move birds from one area of a
project site to another; they are less effective at moving birds entirely away from facilities for
extended periods of time. Their effectiveness is based on temporarily frightening individuals or
small groups of birds when they see a laser-generated green dot very closely approaching them,
seemingly out of nowhere.

We intend to experiment with commercially-available lasers manufactured specifically for this
purpose to see if their use has a greater dispersal effect than noisemakers. We will evaluate
whether or not lasers are more effective at dispersing avian scavengers that noise makers, if the
behavior of the scavengers differs in terms of how far they disperse, and for how long they remain
dispersed. Data on these experiments will be collected systematically for an effective analysis. If
preliminary results support a conclusion that the effects of lasers are preferable to those of
noisemakers, especially in this particular setting, we will consider integrating them into the overall
list of tools available over the long term for dispersing scavengers.



9

2.2.4 Deploy Harrisbs Hawks to Disperse Avian Scavengers

Based on our review of available methods, and a few preliminary experiments at the Agromin
project site, we believe that daily deployment of captive AWhh_ius hawks (Parabuteo unicinctus) at
the site has the greatest probability of achieving nearly all of the desired goals, i.e., dispersing
avian scavengers away from the project site and for extended periods.

There are many species of raptors used in falconry that have recently been adapted to use in avian
pest control programs. Each species has its own flight and behavioral characteristics. For the
Agromin site, and given the proximity of several special-ijWjki X_hZ if[Y_[i( AWhh_iui ^Wmai feii[ii

the perfect temperament and flight characteristics to be used to disperse avian scavengers.

In early April 2016, Agromin contacted a Camarillo-based avian pest control vendor who provided
W Z[cedijhWj_ed e\ ki_d] AWhh_iui ^Wmai Wj j^[ fhe`[Yj i_j[ \eh \[Z[hWb( ijWj[( WdZ Yekdjo h[]kbWjehi*

The demonstration successfully showed that (1) AWhh_iui ^Wmai Wh[ [Wi_bo controlled by the
falconer, (2) they can be flown within a small, controllable space, thus posing no threat to nearby
special-status species, and (3), that gulls will leave the project site when a AWhh_iui ^Wma _i beei[ ed

the facility. No common ravens were present at the site during the demonstration; however, the
falconer indicated that W hWl[dui h[WYj_ed je j^[ fh[i[dY[ e\ AWhh_iui ^Wmai _i i_c_bWh to that of
gulls.

Agromin is ready to initiate a full-time program of avian scavenger dispersal using one, sometimes
jme( AWhh_iui ^Wmai Wj j^[ fhe`[Yj i_j[* This activity requires that a licensed falconer with one or
ceh[ jhW_d[Z AWhh_iui ^Wmai X[ fh[i[dj Wj j^[ i_j[ m^[d[l[h j^[ \WY_b_jo _i ef[hWj_d]* M^[ fheY[ii

_dlebl[i h[b[Wi_d] j^[ AWhh_iui ^Wma(s) whenever avian scavengers are present on the facility. The
fhe]hWc m_bb X[ ef[hWj[Z ie j^Wj j^[ AWhh_iui ^Wma%i& h[cW_d m_j^_d j^[ XekdZWh_[i e\ j^[ 9]hec_d

facility at all times.

3.0 MONITORING

It is important that field data be collected systematically to quantify all of the avian scavenger
dispersal activities that are undertaken at the Agromin facility. These data will be essential to
understanding the effectiveness of the program, to aid in evaluating whether the program is
successful, and to justify any changes to the deterrent program using adaptive management
techniques.

3.1 =XWR\XZRWP JWM =NJ[]ZRWP \QN @ZXPZJVb[ 4OONL\R^NWN[[

The primary goal of the avian scavenger deterrent program is to ensure that no significant negative
impacts occur as a result of the Agromin operations to any of the three special-status bird species
that nest in the vicinity of the facility.

A secondary goal, which is directly related to achieving the primary goal, is to significantly reduce
the frequency and overall numbers of gulls and common ravens that frequent the Agromin project
site during operational hours to numbers and frequencies to acceptable levels (i.e., similar to those
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at non-industrial sites in the same vicinity). BRC proposes a data collection system and monitoring
program that will collect data of sufficient quantity and quality to measure the success of meeting
these stated goals.

Gull and corvids occur year round throughout the region, though their numbers vary seasonally.
The largest numbers occur in the region post-breeding season (late summer through spring).
They are opportunistic foragers. They are distributed throughout the region largely based on the
availability of food resources, which can change from day to day, at any given location. They
also are accustomed to relying on artificial food sources to supplement more natural food
sources. This is the typical foraging strategy for any opportunistic generalist species.

At any given time, the scavenging and predation patterns by both gulls and corvids can be
affected by many different factors, only one of which is the possible presence of available food
sources being present at the Agromin facility. If food is available at Agromin during their
foraging sorties, then a few gulls finding those resources at that time can quickly become a flock
or large concentration of many individuals. Conversely, if periodic foraging sorties to Agromin
rarely result in finding food resources, then the site becomes less and less visited over time. It is
the goal of the avian scavenger dispersal program to minimize the number of successful feeding
events the site provides, thus making it a less frequented location. The end result is that at any
]_l[d j_c[( edbo W \[m ti[WhY^_d] iYWl[d][hiu i^ould be present at the facility, and they should
be almost always unsuccessful at finding food resources.

3.1.1 Monitoring Avian Scavenger Activity at the Project Site

We propose initially establishing three types of systematic data collection schemes to monitor
whether the overall objectives of the PBMP are being met. The frequency of monitoring for
subsequent years will be dependent on the success of this program and the quality of the data we
collect. Also, the level of the proposed monitoring will be evaluated in first annual report. At these
reporting intervals, Ventura County has the option to modify the monitoring program based on a
determination of whether the monitoring is meeting th[ I;FIui ]eWbi.

The first monitoring program is a simple walking point count to determine the number of gulls
and corvids present within the project site whenever a biologist or the falconer arrives on site.
The will entail arriving at a standardized parking location to be used as a standardized starting
point, then walking a standardized route around the general perimeter of the active work area
and tabulating the numbers of scavengers observed as well as their behaviors (e.g, perched,
flying low, flying high, foraging on piles, not foraging on piles, etc.), the time of day, and
current weather conditions.

The data are collected onto a standardized data collection form that is automated using a
tablet/smartphone. The geospatial data are automatically collected. ;K<ui has developed a
computer-based and cloud-based digital program called RAPTR© that is specifically designed
for this purpose. This survey count will be completed within a set time period (15-20 minutes
per survey) to help standardize the results. The data will be primarily used to compare
scavenger use at the project site over time and to help identify any trends in use. In time, a large
enough sample size will have been collected to conduct standard statistical treatments and tests
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of significance. When the falconer is onsite to fly j^[ AWhh_iu ^Wma( he or she will complete a
second mWba_d] ikhl[o W\j[h j^[ ZWoui Z[j[hh[dj WYj_l_jo ^Wi [dZ[Z WdZ X[\eh[ j^[ falconer and
the hawk(s) depart the site.

3.1.2 Monitoring Avian Scavenger Activities Interactions with CLTs/WSPs

The primary goal of the deterrent program is to ensure that special-status species are not affected
by the Agromin operations. To monitor whether this goal is being met, we propose undertaking
two types of monitoring. The first type is based on attempting to determine what avian
scavengers do after they leave the Agromin facility due to the deterrent activities. The second is
to monitor the nesting colonies of CLTs and WSPs while deterrent activities are underway to
determine the level of predatory bird activity at the nesting colonies concurrent to the deterrent
activities. These data will be analyzed to determine if there are any correlations between raven
and gull activity at the Agromin project site and at the special-status bird nesting colonies in the
same time periods.

It will be useful to document where gulls/ravens go after they are deterred from the Agromin
site. We believe that collecting a sample of ~50 individual departure events will be sufficient to
statistically characterize the movements of deterred avian scavengers during the CLT/WSP
nesting season. From this sample of flights we can hopefully determine the extent to which
scavengers depart from Agromin and then directly interact with the nesting colonies of either
species.

BRC biologists will work with the falconer using radio communications to document the flight
paths of harassed gulls/ravens as they depart the Agromin site. By maintaining visual contact
with these departing birds between the Agromin site and the CLT/WSP colonies to the west,
several observers working together can determine whether or not deterred scavengers visit the
colonies, and whether they interact with CLT or WSP eggs, nests, or young.

3.1.3 WSP/CLT Disturbance Monitoring

Based on our review of recent annual reports documenting CLT and WSP nesting colony
success, it is apparent that disturbances by a variety of sources are a significant and cumulative
problem. Learning more about the types of disturbances in the colonies such as when those
disturbances occur (i.e. daytime versus nighttime), temporal patterns to the disturbance
activities, natural predation events by native species, the presence of people or pets in the
colonies, and other useful parameters will hopefully aid in improving the annual productivity of
these species and their long term nesting success at Ormond Beach.

Argomin and its consultants will work collaboratively with the various agencies responsible for
monitoring the CLT and WSP colonies to learn more about the causes of disturbance to these
species. BRC proposes installing a sufficient number of continuously operating, camouflaged or
otherwise ^_ZZ[d m_bZb_\[ tjhW_b cameraiu. BRC biologists will strategically place the cameras so
they are likely to record the causes of any nesting failures by either species. The approach is not
statistically based; therefore, the study design (i.e., camera deployment) is subjective and
intended to have the highest likelihood of collecting useful information about disturbance
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WYj_l_j_[i* 9]hec_d m_bb \kdZ j^[ fhefei[Z tjhW_b YWcu avian monitoring program and will
provide the results to the appropriate agencies for their use in managing these two special-status
species.

4.0 REPORTING

Agromin will submit bi-annual monitoring reports to the County3 throughout the duration of the
CUP. These reports will summarize the effectiveness of the monitoring efforts based on analyses of
data collected in the field and general observations. The monitoring reports will identify and
recommend changes (if warranted) to the control methods undertaken. Quantitative data collection
and statistical tests of significance will be applied to the fullest extent possible. General
observations will be supported by field notes, photographs, and other qualitative data collection
techniques.
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Review of the subject proposed project, Agromin CUP 5001-1, Conditional Use Permit
Modification, Project Case # PL13-0101 is provided below. After review of the revised proposed
action, we have determined that the proposed project may impact military operations, and
provide the following analysis and recommendations for your consideration.

Summary of Recommendations
1. Coordinate with Naval Base Ventura County regarding bird deterrent activities to ensure

bird attraction and dispersal do not impact air operations at Point Mugu and avoid
hazards to flight safety

2. Update the Predatory Bird Management Plan to consider and avoid potential impacts to
special-status species located on Point Mugu

a. Coordinate with Naval Base Ventura County to monitor nests on Point Mugu
during the initial use of pyrotechnics to ensure Western Snowy Plovers are not
leaving the nest due to disturbance

b. Ensure personnel utilizing lasers to haze birds are aware of aircraft operating in
the vicinity, and avoid purposefully or accidentally pointing the laser at aircraft in
accordance with Federal law

3. Update the Vector Control Plan to include a monitoring and response system for
mosquitos, establish a rodent threshold, and more frequently monitor rodent traps

4. Avoid shiny surface fabric for the weather cover of the anaerobic digester
5. Ensure external lighting is directed downward

Noise and Safety Contours
The proposed project is located within the Naval Base Ventura County (NBVC) Military
Influence Area. The proposed project is located outside of the Air Installation Compatible Use
Zone (AICUZ) 65 Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) high noise contour, and also
outside of the accident potential zones for NBVC Point Mugu. However, the proposed project is
located beneath a number of flight tracks for both Runways 03/21 and 09/27 and in areas
subject to the NBVC Point Mugu airfield Imaginary Surfaces. Imaginary Surfaces are a complex
series of imaginary planes that define airspace to remain free of obstructions around an airfield.
The proposed project location falls within the Conical Surface for Runway 03/21 and within the
Approach and Departure Clearance Surfaces for Runway 09/27, with a slope of 50:1 from the
runway surface. At an estimated distance of 8,500 feet from the end of Runway 09/27, the
maximum building height at the Agromin site should be no more than 170 feet. As such, the
maximum proposed building height for the anaerobic digester of 33.5 feet is well below the
threshold to impact the Imaginary Surfaces. However, we respectfully request that the material
used for the weather cover avoid a shiny surface that may create glare. We also respectfully
request that any lighting fixtures installed at the facility be directed downward to avoid impacting
pilot’s vision during take-offs and landings, especially during nighttime operations.

Bird and Wildlife Aircraft Strike Hazards
Another important consideration to evaluate the compatibility and potential impacts to military
operations of the proposed project is its potential impact to risk of Bird and Wildlife Aircraft
Strike Hazards, or BASH. The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and military recommend
locating land uses that may attract birds at least 10,000 feet from active movement areas of
airfields. Such bird-attracting land uses include transfer stations, landfills, golf courses,
wetlands, stormwater ponds and dredge disposal sites. Given the Agromin facility’s location
approximately 8,500 feet from the NBVC Point Mugu runway, the Navy appreciates the
proposed efforts to minimize bird attraction at the facility, and requests ongoing coordination
with the project applicant to address any potential risks to aircraft or other military operations.

County of Ventura Planning
Case No. PL13-0101

Attachment 13 - NBVC
Memorandum
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The Agromin facility is located within the area subject to the NBVC Point Mugu BASH Subzone
recommended in the September 2015 NBVC Joint Land Use Study (JLUS). The JLUS
recommends that land uses within a five-mile radius from the runway centerline may be subject
to additional regulations to prevent attractants of birds and wildlife that could increase risks to
flight safety.

Seventeen damaging wildlife/aircraft strikes at NBVC Point Mugu have occurred since 1980,
resulting in over $84M in cumulative damage costs. NBVC protects its air operations through
implementation of the 2012 NBVC Bird/Wildlife Aircraft Strike Hazard Plan (BASH Plan). NBVC
employs a BASH Coordinator and two full-time BASH Specialists to mitigate risk of bird-aircraft
strikes. The NBVC BASH Program implements the NBVC BASH Plan, including
hazing/dispersing wildlife, trapping and relocation, lethal control of certain species, waterfowl
hunting, installation of anti-perching mechanisms on horizontal surfaces, wire girding or plastic
flagging across open water, removal of abandoned structures, repair perimeter fences,
improvements to tidally influenced and stormwater drainage, efforts to prevent stormwater
accumulation, tree and woody vegetation removal to eliminate cover and perches, monthly
wildlife surveys, regular wildlife hazard assessments, maintain currency of BASH and natural
resources management plans (INRMP), efforts to improve reporting of wildlife/aircraft strikes
and collection of remains for positive species identification, and employment of three full-time
BASH management specialists through the USDA. (NBVC BASH Plan, 2012)

Consultation with the NBVC Natural Resources Program indicates that gulls and corvids, those
birds most likely attracted to a composting facility, have not been found to be a significant
contributor to BASH incidents at NBVC to date. However, it remains an important concern to
ensure bird attraction and dispersal does not have an impact to air operations at Point Mugu.
As noted above, coordination by the project application with NBVC is requested. Such
coordination would be consistent with the BASH Plan recommendation, “Develop a close
working relationship with adjacent landowners to minimize wildlife activity on their property.”

Special-Status Species
Beyond the need to minimize the risk of bird-aircraft strike hazards, it is important to consider
potential impacts to listed threatened or endangered species. NBVC has the responsibility to
manage significant environmental resources, including over 2,100 acres of wetlands at Point
Mugu, the largest salt marsh habitat in Southern California, and five federally and one state-
listed threatened or endangered species on NBVC Point Mugu.

Challenges related to special-status species can result in restrictions to military operations and
reduce the value of an installation for testing and training by limiting the types of permissible
activities in terms of composition, magnitude, or timing.

NBVC has an extensive Natural Resources Program to provide stewardship over threatened
and endangered species, marine mammals, and other protected species and associated
habitat. NBVC implements an Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRPM) and
has a team of natural resource managers and ecologists to provide excellent stewardship over
the important natural resources within our charge.

Specific comments on the Updated Project Description and Attachments are provided below:
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Attachment 7 – Predatory Bird Management Plan

Section 1.2 Predatory Bird Issues
The Predatory Bird Management Plan notes the congregation of gulls at the Agromin site, and
states that “there is no evidence of gull predation on eggs/young to the local colony of WSPs
and CLTs.” However, there is evidence of gull predation on Western Snowy Plovers (WSP) and
California Least Tern (CLT) chicks on Naval Base Ventura County (NBVC) Point Mugu, just
across the property fenceline, approximately 2,000 feet from the Agromin facility. In addition,
there is an abundance of evidence of raven predation on WSP and CLT nests on Point Mugu, in
close proximity to the Agromin facility. It is also likely that ravens have predated on nests on
Ormond Beach over the years, but have not done so recently, because all nests have
enclosures to protect eggs from predators, such as ravens.

Section 1.3.2. California Least Tern
The PBMP notes that 2015 was the first year that CLTs failed to establish any nests on Ormond
Beach, and only one pair of CLTs attempted to nest. However, it should be noted that there are
hundreds of pairs of CLTs that regularly nest on the Navy beaches adjacent to Ormond Beach,
within 2,500 feet of the Agromin facility.

Section 1.3.3. Belding’s Savannah Sparrow
The PBMP states, “No comprehensive surveys for BSS have been conducted in recent years.”
However, in 2015, 20 pairs of Belding Savannah Sparrows were observed at the Ormond Beach
Wetlands during the statewide BSSP survey (Zembal 2015).

Section 2.2.2. Noisemakers
The PBMP states that noisemaker shells are not expected to disturb any of the special-status
bird species that occur in the region. However, if Western Snowy Plovers are nesting in the
adjacent salt panne on Point Mugu, they may leave the nest due to pyrotechnics. If nests are
within a determined distance (1,000 feet), nests should be monitored during the initial use of
pyrotechnics to ensure plovers are not leaving the nest due to disturbance.

Section 2.2.3. Lasers
The Agromin facility is located adjacent to the Point Mugu airfield. Personnel utilizing lasers to
haze birds should be aware of aircraft operating in the vicinity, and avoid purposefully or
accidentally pointing the laser at aircraft. NBVC Air Operations reports lasers aimed at aircraft
to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA). Public Law 112-95 §311 prohibits knowingly
aiming a laser pointer at an aircraft or in the path of an aircraft, subject to fines and
imprisonment.

FAA Advisory Circular 70-1 (Outdoor Laser Operations) notes that lasers can have “potentially
hazardous adverse effects … on aircraft operators in the navigable airspace, [including] flash
blindness and afterimage created when a laser beam interferes with the vision of the pilot or air
crewmember, and glare when the laser beam illuminates the windshield of an aircraft.”
The NBVC BASH Plan (2012) notes that “Lasers, such as the Dissauder®, can be an effective
tool for dispersing nighttime roosting birds, such as Snowy egrets, Great egrets, and Black-
crowned night herons. Ambient light conditions influence the effectiveness of lasers; therefore,
lasers are best used after dusk. Dispersal personnel must notify [Air Traffic Control] ATC before
and after dispersal actions” within the airfield Primary Surface Area.
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Section 2.2.4. Deploy Harris’s Hawks to Disperse Avian Scavengers
While the PBMP states that the falconry program will be operated such that the Harris’s hawk(s)
remain within the boundaries of the Agromin facility at all times, it should also be stated that the
hawk(s) do not soar above a determined elevation, such as 100 feet, such that the hawk would
cause disturbance to birds nesting in the adjacent salt panne on Point Mugu. From a BASH
perspective, falconry can be an effective response and deterrent measure.

Section 3.1.2. Monitoring Avian Scavenger Activities Interactions with CLTs/WSPs
The PBMP states that “nesting colonies of CLTs and WSPs” will be monitored during deterrent
activities to ensure that special-status species are not affected by the Agromin operations. It
should be noted that WSPs are not colonial nesters, but will nest within a tern colony.

The PBMP states that biologists will maintain visual contact with harassed gulls/ravens as they
depart the Agromin site to determine whether or not deterred scavengers visit colonies or
interact with CLT or WSP eggs, nests or young. Biologists should also coordinate with the
Navy, as gulls can fly the same distance and depredate nests at Point Mugu after being hazed
from the Agromin site. It is recommended that Agromin coordinate with the NBVC Natural
Resources Program Manager, Mr. Martin Ruane, (805) 989-3808, in advance of deterrent
activities.

Attachment 10 – Vector Control Plan. Section 4.0

Mosquito Section: The proposed Vector Control Plan does not have a monitoring system for
mosquitoes. A monitoring system should include surveillance for larvae (i.e. checking pools of
water that are not removed for larvae), a plan of action should larvae be found, and a timeframe
for planned actions to occur. The surveillance and response system should state that when
larvae are found, the treatment will occur within 5 days and will include either removal of the
water source or application of larvicide using an identified product and/or methodology. The
surveillance system should also include a monitor trap for adult mosquitoes and a process to
identify the type of mosquitos to make sure none of the vector mosquito populations are
becoming a problem.

Rodent Section: The Vector Control Plan should include a rodent threshold, establishing a
point at which action will take place to control the population. The Vector Control Plan states
that traps will be set, but only inspected once each week. Rather, traps should be checked
daily. It is appropriate that no rodenticides are proposed and that dead animals will be
immediately removed to prevent further vector attraction.
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